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General Information About This Document 

What is in this document: 

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), as assigned by Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), has prepared this Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Assessment (EIR/EA), which examines the potential environmental impacts of the alternatives 
being considered for The Old Road over Santa Clara River and the Southern Pacific 
Transportation Company Bridge, et al. Project (proposed project) located in Los Angeles 
County, California. Caltrans is the lead agency under the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) and Los Angeles County Public Works is the lead agency for the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The document explains why the project is being proposed, 
what alternatives have been considered for the project, and how the existing environment could 
be affected by the project. It also describes the potential impacts of each of the alternatives, and 
proposed avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures.  

What you should do: 

Please read this Draft EIR/EA. 
 
The document is available to download at the Los Angeles County Public Works website at:  
https://pw.lacounty.gov/pmd/TheOldRoad-over-SantaClaraRiver/  
 
Should a hardcopy be required, it may be provided upon request via the contact provided below. 
A hardcopy will be available at Los Angeles County Public Works Headquarters (900 S. 
Fremont Ave. Alhambra, CA 91803) 
 
Attend a public meeting in person or virtually on: March 14, 2024 
  
We would like to hear what you think. If you have comments about the proposed project, please 
attend and submit your comments at the public meeting and/or send your written comments to 
Los Angeles County Public Works by the deadline. Send comments via postal mail to: Los 
Angeles County Public Works, Attn: Ebigalle Voigt, 900 S Fremont Ave, Alhambra, CA 91803 or 
via email to theoldroadeir@pw.lacounty.gov (preferred). 
 
Be sure to send comments by the deadline: April 11, 2024 
 

What happens next: 

After comments are received from the public and reviewing agencies, Caltrans, as assigned by 
FHWA, may: (1) give environmental approval to the proposed project, (2) do additional 
environmental studies, or (3) abandon the project. If the project is given environmental approval 
and funding is obtained, LACPW could design and construct all or part of the project. 

Alternative formats: 

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document can be made available in Braille, in large 
print, on audiocassette, or on computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, 
please call or write to Ebigalle Voigt, 900 S Fremont Ave, Alhambra, CA 91803 or via email to 
evoigt@dpw.lacounty.gov. 
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Summary  

NEPA Assignment 

California participated in the “Surface Transportation Project Delivery Pilot Program” (Pilot 
Program) pursuant to 23 USC 327, for more than five years, beginning July 1, 2007, and ending 
September 30, 2012.  MAP-21 (P.L. 112-141), signed by President Obama on July 6, 2012, 
amended 23 USC 327 to establish a permanent Surface Transportation Project Delivery 
Program.  As a result, the Department entered into a Memorandum of Understanding pursuant 
to 23 USC 327 (NEPA Assignment MOU) with FHWA.  The NEPA Assignment MOU became 
effective October 1, 2012, and was renewed on May 27, 2022, for a term of ten years.  In 
summary, the Department continues to assume FHWA responsibilities under NEPA and other 
federal environmental laws in the same manner as was assigned under the Pilot Program, with 
minor changes.  With NEPA Assignment, FHWA assigned and the Department assumed all of 
the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Secretary's responsibilities under 
NEPA.  This assignment includes projects on the State Highway System and Local Assistance 
Projects off the State Highway System within the State of California, except for certain 
categorical exclusions that FHWA assigned to the Department under the 23 USC 326 CE 
Assignment MOU, projects excluded by definition, and specific project exclusions. 

Joint NEPA/CEQA Document 

The project is subject to federal, as well as Los Angeles County and state environmental review 
requirements because the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works proposes the use 
of federal funds from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and/or the project requires an 
approval from FHWA. Project documentation, therefore, has been prepared in compliance with 
both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA). The Los Angeles County Department of Public Works is the project proponent and 
the lead agency under CEQA. FHWA’s responsibility for environmental review, consultation, 
and any other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are 
being, or have been, carried out by Caltrans pursuant to 23 United States Code Section 327 (23 
USC 327) and the Memorandum of Understanding dated May 27, 2022, and executed by 
FHWA and Caltrans. With NEPA Assignment, FHWA assigned and the Department assumed all 
of the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Secretary's responsibilities under 
NEPA. This assignment includes projects on the State Highway System and Local Assistance 
Projects off the State Highway System within the State of California, except for certain 
categorical exclusions that FHWA assigned to the Department under the 23 USC 326 CE 
Assignment MOU, projects excluded by definition, and specific project exclusions.      

Some impacts determined to be significant under CEQA may not lead to a determination of 
significance under NEPA. Because NEPA is concerned with the significance of the project as a 
whole, often a “lower level” document is prepared for NEPA. One of the most common joint 
document types is an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA). 

 
After receiving comments from the public and reviewing agencies, a Final EIR/EA will be 
prepared. The Los Angeles County Department of Public Works and the Department may 
prepare additional environmental and/or engineering studies to address comments. The Final 
EIR/EA will include responses to comments received on the Draft EIR/EA and will identify the 
preferred alternative.  If the decision is made to approve the project, a Notice of Determination 
will be published for compliance with CEQA, and the Department will decide whether to issue a 
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) or require an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
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for compliance with NEPA. A Notice of Availability (NOA) of the FONSI will be sent to the 
affected units of federal, state, and local government, and to the State Clearinghouse in 
compliance with Executive Order 12372.   
 

PROJECT OVERVIEW 

Los Angeles County Public Works (LACPW) proposes to implement The Old Road over Santa 
Clara River and the Southern Pacific Transportation Company Bridge (SPT Co.) Bridge, et al. 
Project (proposed project), in Los Angeles County, California. Caltrans is the lead agency 
responsible for the NEPA, and LACPW is the lead agency under the CEQA for review and 
approval. 

The proposed project is located within a variable 140 to 160-foot-wide ROW that runs in a 
north/south direction, parallel to I-5 through the Santa Clarita Valley. The roadway’s southern 
terminus is the junction of San Fernando Road and Sierra Highway in Los Angeles County; the 
northerly terminus is roughly at Oak Court in the unincorporated community of Castaic (north of 
Lake Hughes Road). Major intersections along The Old Road within the project limits include 
Sky View Lane, Rye Canyon Road, the I-5 southbound ramps, Henry Mayo Drive, and the State 
Route (SR) 126 overcrossing. 

The approximately 2-mile segment of the proposed project is in the unincorporated community 
of Stevenson Ranch in the northern part of Los Angeles County, as well as the City of Santa 
Clarita. Thus, the project area is subject to the policies in the Los Angeles County General Plan 
and the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan, which are components of the Los Angeles County 
General Plan. The project area also is subject to policies in the City of Santa Clarita General 
Plan. The land use within the project corridor is primarily commercial, with industrial areas to the 
north, and residential areas to the south and west of the project area. 

The proposed project is considering one Build Alternative and a No-Build Alternative. The Build 
Alternative consists of reconstruction and widening of The Old Road, replacement of two 
bridges, reconstruction and widening of Rye Canyon Road, and reconstruction and widening of 
Sky View Lane, including reconfiguration of its intersection with The Old Road. Bicycle lanes, 
raised medians, sidewalks, and barriers to separate pedestrians from the travel way would also 
be constructed. Fiber optic communication along The Old Road would be installed and utilities 
would be relocated as needed. Reconstruction of existing drainage facilities and catch basins, 
as well as and construction of new drainage facilities and catch basins would be completed as 
needed. 

The purpose of the proposed project is to address deficiencies within the project area and 
improve the adjacent roadway system. The adjacent roadway system includes the connecting 
roads and intersections to the Old Road. The purpose of the project is to relieve congestion, 
increase regional roadway capacity to accommodate the expected future traffic growth 
projections, enhance traffic and road safety, upgrade structural safety, and meet jurisdictional 
goals and policies for the project area. Current intersections and traffic demand in the proposed 
project area meet or exceeds roadway capacity for many of the arterial roadways. Substantial 
increases in traffic demand are anticipated over the next few years based on projected growth in 
the area. The Old Road over the Santa Clara River Bridge is currently not high enough to allow 
the volume of water of a LACPW Capital Flood event (defined as a 50-year burned and bulked 
storm) to pass under it, and the bridge currently is classified as Structurally Deficient per FHWA 
standards for seismic, flood, and highway design.  
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Other alternatives were considered but eliminated as they did not meet the proposed project’s 
purpose and need. These alternatives are discussed in Section 1.3.4 below. 

Project Impacts 

Table S-1 summarizes and compares the effects of Alternative 1, the Build Alternative, and 
Alternative 2, the No-Build Alternative. The proposed project features and avoidance, 
minimization, and/or mitigation measures to reduce the effects of the Build Alternative are also 
presented. A complete description of potential effects and recommended measures is provided 
in the specific sections of Chapters 2 and 3. 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

park or recreation areas are in the 
immediate proposed project area; 
therefore, no impacts on parks and 
recreation would occur. 

Farmlands None. None. Under the Build Alternative, 
improvements to The Old Road would 
occur in areas designated as Prime 
and Unique Farmland. As shown in 
Table 2-4, Alternative 2 would result in 
impacts to Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, and Grazing Land as a 
result of partial acquisitions on those 
parcels. 

However, Potential impacts to 
farmland would be 1.08 acres of 
farmland conversion to a 
transportation use. This land is not 
currently utilized as farmland, and 
there are no future plans to utilize it for 
agricultural uses. The property owner, 
Newhall Land and Farming Company, 
intends to develop these parcels into a 
housing tract development known as 
Entrada North (Los Angeles County 
Tentative Tract Map Number [No.] 
071377). 

None. 

Growth None.  None. The Build Alternative 
improvements are not expected to 
influence travel behavior, trip patterns, 
or the attractiveness of some areas to 
development over others. This 
alternative would not remove an 
impediment to growth because it would 

None.  
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

not provide an entirely new public 
facility. 

Community Character and 
Cohesion 

None. None. The Build Alternative would be 
built along an existing transportation 
corridor and would not divide existing 
neighborhoods/communities. In 
addition, the Build Alternative would 
not result in adverse impacts being 
predominately borne by a minority or 
low-income population, nor would 
adverse impacts be appreciably more 
severe to these populations. 

None.  

Relocations and Real Property 
Acquisition 

None. Under the Build Alternative, temporary 
construction, permanent drainage, and 
roadway ROW easements would be 
required on portions of several 
properties within the proposed project 
boundaries. A summary of the APNs, 
street address, current owner, current 
occupant or land use, and ROW 
acquisition type of each parcel within 
the proposed project boundaries is 
shown in Table 2-11. 

At this preliminary stage of Build 
Alternative design, the Build 
Alternative is anticipated to require one 
full property acquisition; partial 
property acquisitions from 13 
properties; and 20 temporary 
construction easements to 
accommodate roadway widening. All 
property owners and tenants will be 
made aware of any potential impacts 
to businesses and all businesses 
would be able to remain open during 

REL-1: Where acquisition is unavoidable, 
the provisions of the Uniform Act and the 
1987 Amendments, as implemented by the 
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Regulations for 
Federal and Federally Assisted Programs 
adopted by USDOT (March 2, 1989) and 
where applicable, the California Public 
Park Preservation Act of 1971, will be 
followed. An appraisal of the affected 
property will be obtained, and an offer for 
the full appraisal will be made. 

REL-2: Advance notice would be provided 
to property owners and business owners 
on the proposed project construction 
schedule to minimize disruptions. 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

Build Alternative construction. The 
actual impacts to properties will be 
determined during the Build 
Alternative’s final design phase. 

The Build Alternative would require the 
full acquisition of one vacant parcel 
and partial acquisitions from vacant, 
public utility, and commercial/industrial 
properties. Adverse impacts as a result 
of relocations and property acquisition 
are anticipated, and the property 
owner would be compensated for its 
loss in the property under the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 
1970. Throughout the proposed project 
area, TCEs would be needed for 
construction access and staging. No 
residential or commercial properties 
would be displaced, and no relocation 
of residential units would be required 
with implementation of the Build 
Alternative.  

Environmental Justice  None.  None. The Build Alternative would not 
cause disproportionately high and 
adverse effects on any minority or low-
income populations in accordance with 
the provisions of EO 12898. 

None.  

Utilities/Emergency Services  None. All utility service and emergency 
services/access will be maintained 
during construction. It would not result 
in long-term effects to utilities or 
emergency services. No impacts 
would occur on emergency services 
under the Build Alternative. 
 

COM-2: Provision will be made for motorist 
information (i.e., existing changeable 
message signs [CMSs], portable CMSs, 
stationary ground mounted signs).  

COM-3: Incorporation of traffic circulation 
construction strategies will be implemented 
(i.e., lane closure restrictions during 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

Utilities within the proposed project 
boundary include electrical poles and 
cables, gas lines, oil lines, 
communication lines, water lines, and 
sanitation lines. Utilities that are 
currently located overhead would be 
placed underground.  
 
Where possible, some utility lines 
would be preserved in place and 
encased in concrete, while others 
would be relocated. The contractor 
would make the final determination 
during construction. Utility relocations 
would not exceed a maximum depth of 
30 feet and would not go outside of the 
footprint of the existing ROW.  
 
LACPW would keep residents, 
businesses, community facilities, the 
surrounding community, and any 
service providers in the affected area 
informed about the proposed project 
construction schedule and traffic-
affected areas, following traffic 
notification procedures. 
 

 

holidays and special local events, closure 
of secondary streets during construction to 
allow quick construction and reopening, 
lane modification to maintain the number of 
lanes needed, allowing night work and 
extended weekend work, maintaining 
business access, and maintaining 
pedestrian and bicycle access).  

COM-4: Implementation of alternate and 
detour routes strategies, and 
street/intersection improvements will occur 
(e.g., widening, pavement rehabilitation, 
removal of median), to provide added 
capacity to handle detour traffic; signal 
improvements; make adjustments in signal 
timing, and/or signal coordination to 
increase vehicle throughput, improve traffic 
flow, and optimize intersection capacity; 
set restrictions at intersections and 
roadways necessary to reduce congestion 
and improve safety; and enforce parking 
restrictions on alternate and detour routes 
during work hours to increase capacity, 
reduce traffic conflicts, and improve 
access. 

COM-5: Close coordination will occur with 
utility service providers and emergency 
service providers, and a public outreach 
program will be implemented to minimize 
impacts on surrounding communities. 
 

Traffic and 
Transportation/Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Facilities 

None.  The Build Alternative would widen The 
Old Road from Magic Mountain 
Parkway north to Henry Mayo Drive 
near the SR-126/I-5 interchange and 

As discussed in Section 2.2.9, AMMs 
COM-2 through COM-4 would be 
implemented to reduce or eliminate 
temporary effects on traffic and emergency 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

replace two bridges along The Old 
Road (one over Santa Clara River and 
another over Union Pacific Railroad 
[UPRR] tracks). The Build Alternative 
would also include an extension of the 
existing Multi-Use Trail, which would 
include bike lanes, a paved pedestrian 
path, and an equestrian trail. The 
widening of Rye Canyon is assumed to 
have been completed by 2026 as part 
of the Build Alternative; therefore, the 
Build conditions reflect widenings of 
the Old Road and Rye Canyon Road. 
 
The proposed project would not alter 
the alignment of The Old Road or any 
other roadways. However, temporary 
impacts to traffic would occur during 
construction of the proposed project.  
 

services. Once operational, the proposed 
project would improve traffic flow and, 
therefore, enhance emergency access in 
the area. As such, impacts would be less 
than significant with mitigation. 
 

Visual/Aesthetics  None.  There would be short-term and 
temporary impacts to visual resources 
during the construction of the Build 
Alternative. Construction activities 
including removing existing vegetation, 
construction equipment, staging areas, 
and materials; and the construction 
site itself would have adverse effects 
on the visual environment for some 
viewer groups. Construction is 
anticipated to occur during the day. 
Any nighttime activities would be 
limited, but it would be necessary to 
provide construction lighting at night 
that could potentially add new sources 
of light and glare for residents and 

VIS-1: Directional lighting aimed downward 
at the construction site will be used during 
proposed project construction where 
appropriate within the proposed project 
construction area. 

VIS-2: A textured finish on the proposed 
retaining wall on Rye Canyon Road at I-5 
will be included to discourage graffiti. 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

motorists. Operational impacts would 
not be adverse.  
 

Cultural Resources  None.  There is a potential for previously 
unknown cultural and historical 
resources to be discovered during 
construction of the Build Alternative. 

CR-1: All workers must participate in a 
Worker Environmental Awareness 
Program for cultural resources. Sign-in 
sheets will be maintained to document 
completion of the program by each worker. 
This program can be administered in 
person by or under the supervision of a 
Secretary of Interior (SOI) qualified 
archaeologist or through screening of a 
video/slide presentation prepared by a 
SOI-qualified archaeologist and overseen 
by an on-site manager. Contractor 
education will include the legal framework 
protecting cultural resources, typical kinds 
of cultural resources that may be found 
during construction, artifacts that would be 
considered potentially significant, and 
proper procedures and notifications if 
cultural resources are discovered. The 
training will review types of cultural 
resources and artifacts that would be 
considered potentially significant to support 
operator recognition of these materials 
during construction. Contingent upon the 
results of AB 52 consultation, Native 
American representatives shall be afforded 
the opportunity to participate in the cultural 
resource training to provide project 
personnel with tribal perspectives on 
working in areas sensitive for Tribal 
Cultural Resources. 

CR-2: If cultural materials are discovered 
during construction, all earthmoving activity 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

within 50 feet of the find will be diverted 
until a SOI-qualified archaeologist can 
assess the significance of the find and, if 
necessary, develop appropriate treatment 
measures.CR-3: If human remains 
are discovered, State Health and Safety 
Code Section 7050.5 states that further 
disturbances and activities will cease in 
any area or nearby area suspected to 
overlie remains, and the County Coroner 
will be contacted. Pursuant to PRC Section 
5097.98, if the remains are thought to be 
Native American, the Coroner will notify the 
California Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC), which will then notify 
the Most Likely Descendant (MLD). At this 
time, the person who discovered the 
remains will also contact the District 7 
Environmental Branch Chief so that they 
may work with the MLD on the respectful 
treatment and disposition of the remains. 
Further provisions of PRC Section 5097.98 
are to be followed as applicable. 
 

Hydrology and Floodplain  None.  The Build Alternative is anticipated to 
cause a maximum increase of 6 inches 
to the FEMA 100-year BFE. Hydraulic 
Analysis results indicated that BFEs 
decreased upstream of the proposed 
bridge compared to existing 
conditions. Additionally, results 
showed no rise in BFEs downstream 
of river station 8714.1. The 
corresponding increase in the 
horizontal extents of the existing base 
floodplain is maximum of 5 feet in 
width, occurring predominantly within 

HYD-1: Any disturbed aquatic or wetland 
habitat would need to be restored or 
enhanced from existing conditions such as 
revegetation, BMPs, and other applicable 
actions that meet the requirements of the 
environmental permitting of the proposed 
project. Where temporary disturbance 
areas are unavoidable, the disturbance 
would be minimized to the maximum extent 
possible, and the area would be restored 
or enhanced as compared to existing 
conditions upon completion of the bridge 
construction. Permanent impact areas 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

the floodplains upstream of the I-5 
Bridge. 

would be mitigated by restoring and 
enhancing nearby degraded areas of 
wetland/riparian habitat. 
 
HYD-2: The proposed The Old Road 
Bridge would be designed to maintain 
current or improved levels of fish passage 
in the mainstem of Santa Clara River. The 
Old Road Bridge would also be designed 
such that the proposed piles would not 
encroach into the active channel during the 
summer construction season from June 
through September. 
 

Water Quality and Storm Water 
Runoff 

None.  Implementation of the Build Alternative 
would involve temporary soil 
disturbance during construction 
activities (i.e., building the roadways 
and bike lanes, associated curbs and 
gutters, sidewalks, wheelchair ramps, 
driveways, bridges, retaining walls, 
storm drainage improvements and 
bioswales, and relocating utilities). 
Approximately 54 acres of soil would 
be disturbed for construction of the 
Build Alternative.  
 
Implementation of the Build Alternative 
would result in a net increase of 
approximately 43 acres of impervious 
area. 

Storm water management for the proposed 
project includes both short-term 
(construction phase) and long-term 
(postconstruction/maintenance) measures. 
Short-term measures focus on 
implementing construction site BMPs 
designed to reduce erosion and 
subsequent sediment transport; long-term 
measures consider factors such as 
increased storm water runoff caused by the 
added impervious surface. Compliance 
with the standard requirements of the 
Construction General Permit and the 
County Municipal Permit for potential short-
term and long-term impacts (listed below in 
AMMs WQ-1 and WQ-2) would be 
required. 
 
WQ-1: In accordance with the Construction 
General Permit, Order WQ 2022-0057-
DWQ, NPDES NO. CAS000002, a Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) 
would be prepared and implemented to 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

DSAs, including slopes, would be 
reseeded using a California native plant 
seed blend. An erosion control seed mix 
(hydroseed) would be applied on all select 
material areas and slopes flatter than 1:1. 
Erosion control (bonded fiber matrix) would 
be applied on all cut slopes steeper than 
1:1. As vegetation establishes in disturbed 
areas and cut slopes stabilize, potential for 
suspended sediments coming from the 
proposed project area into receiving waters 
would gradually be reduced. 
 

Geology/Soils/Seismic/Topography None.  Construction and Operation of the 
Build Alternative would not be 
anticipated to cause visual impacts to 
the geologic or topographic features in 
the proposed project vicinity. Proposed 
improvements associated with the 
Build Alternative would improve safety 
by adding bike lanes, a pedestrian 
path, and an equestrian trail, and 
enhancing roadway and bridge safety. 
 
 
 

None.  

Paleontology  None.  There are no known recorded fossil 
locations within one mile of the project. 
However, during construction, the Built 
Alternative could have direct or indirect 
impacts on paleontological resources, 
particularly at depth (where drilling or 
augering takes place) as well as any 
ground disturbance in the old terrace 
sediments mapped as Qog. 

PAL-1: Paleontological Resources 
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan. Prior to 
construction-related excavations, a 
qualified paleontologist meeting the 2010 
Society of Vertebrate Paleontology 
standards shall be retained to develop a 
Paleontological Resources Monitoring and 
Mitigation Plan (PRIMMP). The plan shall 
address qualifications of paleontological 
monitors and shall stipulate that the 
qualified paleontologist and the 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

paleontological resource monitors are 
empowered to stop excavation activity in 
order to investigate or safely remove 
possible fossils. The plan shall incorporate 
findings of the project geotechnical report 
and construction plans to formulate what 
construction activities should be monitored 
and shall include wet screening of boring 
or drilling spoils. Many paleontological 
mitigation efforts have recovered 
significant paleontological resources, 
especially microvertebrate fossils, from 
screening of such spoils. It shall also 
address unexpected discoveries of 
paleontological resources.  
 
PAL-2: Paleontological Monitoring and 
Mitigation of Impacts from Construction. 
The qualified paleontologist shall attend 
the preconstruction meeting and shall 
present a worker environmental awareness 
program (WEAP) to the construction crew. 
The WEAP shall discuss the types of 
fossils that may potentially be uncovered 
during project excavations, laws protecting 
paleontological resources, and appropriate 
actions to be taken when fossils are 
discovered. The qualified paleontologist 
shall see that the PRIMMP instructions are 
implemented. The qualified paleontologist 
shall produce a final paleontological 
monitoring report that discusses the 
paleontological monitoring program, any 
paleontological discoveries, and the 
preparation, curation, and accessioning of 
any fossils into a suitable paleontological 
repository. 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

Tribal Cultural Resource None.  In compliance with AB 52, the NAHC 
was contacted in July 2018, briefly 
describing the proposed project, 
attaching a map showing the APE, and 
asking the NAHC to review its Sacred 
Lands File (SLF) for any Native 
American cultural resources that 
potentially could be affected by the 
proposed project. A request also was 
made for the CEQA Tribal 
Consultation List, which includes the 
names of Native Americans who may 
have information or concerns about 
the APE and have requested notice 
about projects from CEQA lead 
agencies. Sixteen representatives from 
11 tribes were contacted in support of 
AB 52 consultation. Tribes were 
provided with project updates and the 
opportunity to review proposed 
Extended Phase I Testing Plans. As a 
result, representatives from the 
Barbareno/Ventureno Band of Mission 
Indians (BVBMI), Fernandeño 
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians 
(FTBMI), Gabrieleno/Tongva San 
Gabriel Band of Mission Indians 
(GTSGBMI), Santa Ynez Band of 
Chumash Indians (Santa Ynez), and 
Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation 
(formerly San Manuel Band of Mission 
Indians) (San Manuel) engaged in 
consultation efforts. As a result, the 
FTBMI participated in monitoring of 
Extended Phase I testing in the APE. 
 

As discussed in Section 2.2.12, the 
Archaeological Survey Report (AECOM 
2023g) determined that no precontact 
archaeological resources have been 
previously recorded in the APE. In addition, 
the Archaeological Survey Report (AECOM 
2023g) and XPI investigation (AECOM 
2023) determined that the project does 
exhibit archaeological sensitivity but the 
potential to encounter intact archaeological 
deposits is low. No tribal cultural resources 
were identified within the APE as a result 
of tribal consultation, though the APE does 
exhibit sensitivity for tribal cultural 
resources. AMM CR-1 and CR-2 would 
further reduce the potential for impacts to 
archaeological or tribal cultural resources 
during construction. In addition, AMM CR-3 
would further reduce the potential for the 
disturbance of human remains and 
provides guidance in the event that any 
human remains are discovered during 
construction. Based on the consultation 
and research listed above, as well as the 
AMMs, impacts would be less than 
significant with mitigation. 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

Hazardous Waste/Materials None.  With the exception of soil in the vicinity 
of boring B97 and B103. AMMs would 
be incorporated for the excavation and 
transport of soils oto an appropriate 
disposal facility, the soil within the 
remainder of the Phase II project limits 
is considered as nonhazardous/ 
unrestricted or suitable for reuse 
onsite. 

The Build Alternative would avoid 
impacts on hazardous wastes or 
materials to the extent practicable 
while adhering to design and 
operational criteria to maintain a safe 
roadway. 

HAZ-1: If the plugged oil/gas well within 
the central portion of the proposed project 
is disturbed during construction of the 
proposed project, it would need to be re-
abandoned in accordance with current  
California Geologic Energy Management 
Division (CalGEM)regulations. In addition, 
as a result of the informal agreement 
between CalGEM and LACPW’s 
Environmental Programs Division (EPD), a 
gas mitigation plan would need to be 
obtained and submitted to CalGEM.  
 
HAZ-2: Crude oil/liquid petroleum pipelines 
run along The Old Road within the 
proposed project. If the pipelines are to be 
exposed and/or relocated, impacts to the 
subsurface may be encountered. Impacts 
to the subsurface discovered from these 
pipelines and any repairs to the pipelines 
would be the responsibility of the pipeline 
owner.  
 
HAZ-3: The proposed project includes 
upgrades to traffic signal equipment and 
relocation/installation of traffic pole 
standards and traffic signal equipment as 
necessary due to new lane configurations, 
which may generate universal wastes and 
electronic wastes (E-wastes). Universal 
wastes and E-wastes generated as part of 
the proposed project should be properly 
disposed in accordance with applicable 
regulations. 
 
HAZ-4: Aerially deposited lead (ADL) may 
be present in the unpaved areas adjacent 
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Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance, 
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures

to the roadway, which, if disturbed should 
be evaluated to ensure worker safety. If 
excavated/excess soils are to be 
transported from the area of the proposed 
project, they should be sampled and 
handled in accordance with applicable 
regulations to ensure worker safety and for 
classification purposes. The potential 
presence of ADL will be addressed during 
the Plan, Specifications, & Estimates 
(PS&E) phase of the proposed project and 
would be handled in accordance with 
LACPW Special Provisions. A Lead 
Compliance Plan under LACPW Special 
Provisions would be required during 
construction when handling lead 
contaminated soils.
 
HAZ-5: The proposed project includes the 
replacement of two bridges (over Santa 
Clara River and the abandoned UPRR 
tracks). Demolition of the two existing 
bridges will be subject to the National 
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air 
Pollutants regulations. The regulations 
require notification to the delegated air 
district prior to demolition of concrete 
structures regardless of whether asbestos 
was detected. The regulations require that 
an Asbestos-containing material (ACM) 
Survey be conducted and that the Survey 
report be part of the notification submittal 
to the regulatory agency. The ACM Survey 
should be conducted by a Certified 
Asbestos Consultant (CAC), and samples 
should be collected from concrete, brown 
fibrous expansion joint fill material, and 
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Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

other materials the CAC suspects to 
contain asbestos. 
 
HAZ-6: Suspect lead-based paint (LBP) 
associated with painted curbs, poles, 
protective bollards, and fire hydrants within 
the proposed project including railings, 
fencing, metal beams, and other exposed 
metal elements associated with the bridges 
should be sampled and handled in 
accordance with applicable regulations to 
ensure worker safety and for classification 
purposes. The removal and testing of 
bridge paint and pavement markings 
including painted curbs will be managed 
during construction under specific LACPW 
Special Provisions.  A Lead Compliance 
Plan under LACPW Special Provision 
would be required during construction 
when removal of lead-based paint, 
thermoplastic, painted traffic stripe, and/or 
pavement marking. 
 
 
HAZ-7: Thermoplastic paint and yellow-
painted traffic stripes/pavement markings, 
which typically contain lead chromate, 
have been used for marking within the 
proposed project (roadway and curbs) and, 
as such, would require special removal, 
handling, and disposal. The removal and 
testing of all thermoplastic paint and 
pavement markings will be managed 
during construction under LACPW Special 
Provisions. 
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Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

HAZ-8: Utility relocations are needed at 
several intersections proposed for 
improvements along The Old Road due to 
widening of The Old Road and for the 
proposed bridge improvements. The 
proposed project would also include the 
reconstruction of existing drainage facilities 
and catch basins and construction of new 
drainage facilities and catch basins, as 
needed. Dewatering activities are not 
anticipated as part of the utility relocations 
within the proposed project. 
 
HAZ-9: If soil in the area of the abandoned 
UPRR railroad tracks and proposed Multi-
Use Trail extension is planned for 
excavation and off-site disposal as part of 
the proposed project, soil should be 
sampled and analyzed for the potential 
presence of petroleum hydrocarbons, 
volatile organic compounds (VOCs), 
metals, herbicides, and pesticides. During 
construction, soil excavations conducted 
on-site should be monitored for visible soil 
staining and odor. Impacted soil should be 
disposed off-site in accordance with 
pertinent local, state, and federal 
regulatory guidelines. 
 
HAZ-10: Treated Waste Wood (TWW) 
such as utility poles, roadside wooden 
signposts, metal beam guardrail posts, or 
former railroad ties should be handled 
properly in accordance with applicable 
regulations and may require special 
removal, handling, and disposal. All TWW 
should be managed during construction 
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No-Build  
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Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

under LACPW Special Provisions if TWW 
is generated. 
 
HAZ-11: Contractors working at the 
proposed project or removing soil materials 
and/or groundwater from the proposed 
project site, should be aware of appropriate 
handling and disposal methods or options. 
Higher levels of potential contaminants 
could be present at some locations; 
therefore, material moved or removed may 
require individual or specific testing to 
verify it is at levels below regulatory action 
limits. 
 
HAZ-12: It is anticipated that construction 
of the bridge piles could encounter 
groundwater based on the 1997 Seismic 
Hazard Report for the Newhall 
Quadrangle. Therefore, the slurry 
displacement method of construction will 
be utilized and will be specified in Section 
B of the bridge specifications. Once 
groundwater is encountered, drilling slurry 
would be placed in the hole to an elevation 
of 10 feet above the groundwater. As 
drilling progresses, drilling slurry would be 
added to the hole to maintain the same 
elevation of 10 feet above the 
groundwater. The slurry displacement 
method would contain any debris with 
concrete barriers and plastic sheeting. 
Groundwater is not anticipated from the 
slurry displacement method of 
construction, and any debris will be placed 
into Baker tanks.  
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No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

HAZ-13: California Government Code 
Section 4216 requires that any operator or 
excavator call Underground Services Alert 
of California (“DigAlert”) 2 working days 
before any planned excavation by dialing 
811. Delineation of the proposed 
excavation area is mandatory. The area to 
be excavated should be marked with water 
soluble or chalk-based white paint on 
paved surfaces or with other suitable 
markings such as flags or stakes on 
unpaved areas prior to calling DigAlert.  
 
HAZ-14: A site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HSP) should be prepared consistent 
with LACPW Special Provisions. The HSP 
should include identification of key 
personnel; summary of risk assessment for 
workers, the community, and the 
environment; air monitoring plan; and 
emergency response plan.  
 
HAZ-15: As is the case for any project that 
proposes excavation, the potential exists 
for unknown hazardous contamination to 
be revealed during project construction. 
For any previously unknown hazardous 
waste/material encountered during 
construction, the procedures outlined in 
LACPW Special Provisions and 
Procedures should be followed and 
implemented during construction activities 
as well as SCAQMD Rule 1166 and 
SCAQMD Rule 1466. 
 
HAZ-16: During construction activities, 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
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Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

No adverse noise impacts from 
construction are anticipated because 
construction would be conducted in 
accordance with Caltrans Standard 
Specifications Section 14.8-02. 
Construction noise would be short-
term, intermittent, and overshadowed 
by local traffic noise. 
 

Energy None.  None. The Build Alternative is not 
anticipated to result in adverse direct 
energy impacts during construction. 
Energy consumption during 
construction would be conserved and 
minimized to the maximum extent 
feasible. Energy conservation in 
construction activities is assumed, as 
the construction contractor would have 
a financial incentive and statutory 
mandate to minimize waste and 
externalities, respectively. 
 
Operationally, the Build Alternative 
would enable The Old Road corridor to 
maximize productivity through 
improvements to the capacity of the 
roadway lanes allowing for more 
flexibility in traffic movement and 
higher efficiencies. In addition, the 
Build Alternative would construct a 
Class IV bikeway, which would 
improve safety for cyclists and provide 
additional options for non-motorized 
travel. 

None.  

Natural Communities  None.  Implementation of the Build Alternative 
would result in permanent and 
temporary direct impacts to California 

VEG-1: Bridge construction activities will 
occur during dry portions of the year to 
reduce impacts to the low flow channel. 
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Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

Buckwheat Scrub, Fremont 
Cottonwood Forest and Woodland, 
and Elderberry Stand, which are 
summarized by acreage in Table 2-48. 
 
Indirect impacts to sensitive vegetation 
communities may also occur from 
construction and use of the Build 
Alternative. Temporary indirect 
impacts, such as construction fugitive 
dust (which can coat vegetation and 
reduce photosynthesis), sedimentation 
and erosion, and construction-
generated trash/debris and 
unauthorized trespass could all 
adversely impact vegetation. The Build 
Alternative also has the potential for 
longer term impacts, such as the 
proliferation of invasive species 
through ground disturbing activities, 
which may indirectly degrade adjacent 
native vegetation communities. Indirect 
impacts may also occur in the form of 
increased potential for wildland fire 
and pollution in Santa Clara River. 
There is also the potential for 
disturbance to the root zones of 
adjacent native trees. 

The limits of grading and temporary work 
areas will be demarked with construction 
exclusion fencing adjacent to areas with 
sensitive vegetation communities to avoid 
unintentional encroachment into these 
sensitive areas. Signage will be posted 
identifying the excluded areas as 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas. 
 
VEG-2: The project will incorporate storm 
drain systems to facilitate meeting water 
quality requirements and for stormwater 
management, which will minimize erosion 
and degradation of habitat around the 
bridge. 
 
VEG-3: Standard fugitive dust BMPs, and 
those required by a SWPPP, e.g., a water 
truck will be utilized to reduce impacts of 
construction-generated erosion and 
sedimentation into the adjacent 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas. 
 
VEG-4: BMPs will be implemented to 
ensure invasive plant material is not 
spread from the proposed project site to 
other areas by disposal off-site or by 
tracking seed on equipment, clothing, and 
shoes. Equipment/material imported from 
an area of invasive plants must be 
identified and measures must be 
implemented to prevent importation and 
spreading of non native plant material 
within the proposed project site. All 
construction equipment will be cleaned 
with water to remove dirt, seeds, 
vegetative material, or other debris that 



 
 
 

31 

Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
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could contain or hold seeds of noxious 
weeds before arriving to and leaving the 
proposed project site. Weeds removed will 
be appropriately bagged and disposed of in 
a sanitary landfill. 
 
VEG-5: A Vegetation Management and 
Restoration Plan will be prepared for 
agency review and approval prior to 
initiating project impacts. The final plan will 
include information and conditions listed in 
Section 2.4.1.3 of this document. 
 
Permanent and temporary impacts to 
sensitive vegetation communities will be 
compensated as specified below.  
 
VEG-6: Permanent and temporary impacts 
to sensitive vegetation communities will be 
replaced by creating or restoring habitats 
of similar functions and values in the BSA, 
or credits will be purchased through an 
applicable mitigation bank. Restoration will 
be in-kind and at a minimum 1:1 
replacement ratio or other ratio determined 
in consultation with the resource agencies.  
 
All mitigation activities will be conducted in 
accordance with a Habitat Mitigation and 
Monitoring Plan due to USACE, RWQCB, 
and CDFW before the issuance of permits. 
The Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 
will outline the identification and location of 
areas that could be used for creation, 
restoration, or habitat enhancement. The 
plan will include lists of native plant 
species, by habitat-type, that may be used 
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in potential on-site revegetation efforts 
(e.g., planting and seeding). In addition, if 
needed to meet mitigation needs, the plan 
will identify opportunities for additional 
enhancements of habitats in temporary 
impact areas, such as supplemental 
planting of trees, weeding of adjacent 
buffer habitat, or other opportunities. The 
enhancement opportunities will include 
acreage estimates of treated areas, 
acreage of invasive removal, and figures to 
illustrate the treatment area and mapped 
invasive species. A habitat restoration 
specialist will determine the optimal areas 
for habitat establishment and restoration 
and prepare the Habitat Mitigation and 
Monitoring Plan that provides details on the 
concept. The plan will specifically discuss 
habitat restoration implementation, 
including plant establishment methods, 
performance standards, maintenance and 
monitoring period, and reporting.  
 
VEG-7: As an alternative to the restoration 
of habitats to compensate for permanent 
and/or temporary removal of riparian 
habitats, the applicant (at the discretion of 
USACE and CDFW) may remove exotic 
plant species from the BSA in the following 
locations: (1) where there is an infestation 
of exotics such as giant reed such that the 
natural habitat functions and values are 
substantially degraded and at risk, and 
where the cover of exotics is equal to or 
exceeds 25% of the ground; or (2) other 
areas where exotic removal would be 
strategic in a watershed approach to weed 
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management, as determined by USACE 
and CDFW. The weed removal sites will be 
selected in a logical manner to ensure that 
the eradication of weeds from specific sites 
will contribute to the overall control of 
exotics in the watercourses. Removal 
areas will be kept free of exotic plant 
species for 5 years after initial treatment. In 
addition, native riparian vegetation must 
become established through natural 
colonization and, after 5 years, meet the 
revegetation plant cover goals established 
by USACE and CDFW. 
 
Migration Corridors 
Avoidance and minimization measures, 
and compensatory mitigation, described 
previously under VEG-1 through VEG-5, 
would be implemented. These measures 
include use of BMPs and water trucks to 
minimize fugitive dust and other impacts.  
Compensation mitigation described 
previously for VEG-6 and VEG-7 would be 
implemented. Additional measures would 
be incorporated based on input from the 
County of Los Angeles internal SEA impact 
review process. Additional measures may 
include the use of light shields to prevent 
light intrusion into adjacent natural habitats 
(especially along the Old Road Bridge over 
the Santa Clara River), measures to 
reduce the potential for avian roadkill, and 
measure to monitor wildlife movement 
under the expanded bridge to ensure 
connectivity is maintained. 
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Wetlands and Other Waters None.  The Build Alternative may permanently 
impact up to 0.05 acre, and 
temporarily impact 0.03 acre, of 
Waters of the U.S. (WOTUS). Indirect 
impact from bridge shading is 0.40 
acre of WOTUS. Total impacts to 
CDFW-jurisdictional streambeds and 
riparian habitat include approximately 
0.20 acre of permanent impacts and 
0.13 acre of temporary impacts, as 
well as 0.94 acre of bridge shading 
and 0.014 acre due to bridge columns. 

Avoidance and minimization measures, 
and compensatory mitigation, described 
previously under VEG-1 through VEG-5, 
would be implemented. These measures 
include use of BMPs and water trucks to 
minimize fugitive dust and other impacts.  
 
Compensation mitigation described 
previously for VEG-6 and VEG-7 would be 
implemented and provide the necessary 
compensation for impacts to the Santa 
Clara River. All mitigation activities will be 
conducted in accordance with a Habitat 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan due to 
USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW as part of 
the regulatory permit process. 

Plant Species  None.  There is the potential for permanent or 
temporary impacts to several 
California black walnut trees located in 
the vicinity of The Old Road Bridge. 
One Southern California black walnut 
would be directly removed or shaded 
out by expansion of the Old Road 
bridge. One additional Southern 
California black walnut is in close 
proximity to the LOD between the Old 
Road and I-5 but could likely be 
avoided by installation of 
environmental protective fencing. The 
five other Southern California black 
walnuts are located far enough away 
from the LOD (located on the east side 
of I-5) that they are unlikely to be 
impacted by the Build Alternative.  
 
15 valley oak trees will be directly 
removed as a result of Build 

Avoidance and minimization measures for 
potential impacts to the two Southern 
California black walnut trees in and around 
The Old Road Bridge are detailed below. 
 
WALNUT-1: The project is expected to 
directly impact one Southern California 
black walnut, and indirectly impact one 
additional tree. A pre-construction survey is 
required to fence the exact LOD, during 
which protective fencing will be placed 
around the one tree that may be indirectly 
impacted. If feasible, the one Southern 
California black walnut within the direct 
footprint of the expanded bridge will be 
transplanted and replanted outside of the 
LOD along the bank of Santa Clara River. 
In addition, because transplanting is not 
always successful, any Southern California 
black walnut trees that are directly 
impacted will be mitigated for at a 2:1 ratio 
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Alternative implementation and are 
subject to the Los Angeles County Oak 
Tree Ordinance. It may be necessary 
to obtain an oak tree permit for the 
permanent removal of the 15 valley 
oak trees. 

(as individuals, not acreage). The mitigated 
trees are to be planted nearby at an 
acceptable location for this species. 
Ideally, any replacement may be grown in 
a nursery and re-planted before proposed 
project implementation. Otherwise, 
purchasing walnut plants from a native 
plant nursery would be acceptable, 
preferably from stock originating in Los 
Angeles County.  
 
Measures to minimize impacts to oak trees 
that will not be removed, but occur within 
proximity of construction activities, are 
provided below. These measures are 
intended to preserve and protect the 
remaining oak trees in the proposed 
project area. 
 
OAK-1: Protective Fencing. A plan will be 
developed for protecting oak trees during 
construction. The intent is to install 
protective fencing along the boundary of 
The Old Road ROW in areas adjacent to 
oak trees. For any oak trees located 
outside of The Old Road ROW, this plan 
will be approved by the Forestry Division of 
the County of Los Angeles. For any oak 
trees located within The Old Road ROW, 
this plan will be approved by LACPW. 
 
Equipment damage to limbs, trunks, and 
roots of all remaining trees will be avoided 
during proposed project construction. Even 
slight trunk injuries can result in 
susceptibility to long-term pathogenic 
maladies. 
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stems of such trees will measure a 
minimum of 1 inch in diameter, as 
measured from 1 foot above the base. 
Replacement trees will consist exclusively 
of indigenous oak trees and be certified as 
being grown from a seed source collected 
in Los Angeles County or Ventura County. 

Wildlife Species  None.  Temporary, direct impacts would result 
from the use of upland and aquatic 
habitat for equipment and materials 
staging, grading, as well as from 
clearing and tree removal for 
construction activities and access to 
construction sites. Permanent impacts 
would result from direct removal of 
occupied habitat for multiple species. 
Operation of the Build Alternative 
would have minor effects on special-
status wildlife species within the BSA. 

Fish  
Arroyo chub has the potential to be directly 
and indirectly impacted by the proposed 
project in similar ways to those for the 
unarmored threespine stickleback (UTS) 
because they occupy the same habitat 
within Santa Clara River and the Northern 
Drainage. The avoidance and minimization 
measures UTS-1 and UTS-2 would be 
implemented for arroyo chub which 
restricts contact with surface water at the 
Northern Drainage and Santa Clara River. 
Hence, no impacts to arroyo chub are 
anticipated. 
 
Amphibians and Reptiles 
The general measures GEN-1 through 
GEN-14, arroyo toad-specific measures 
ARTO-1 through ARTO 4, and 
southwestern pond turtle-specific 
measures WPT-1 and WPT-2 would be 
implemented. These measures would 
reduce potential impacts to non-listed 
special-status reptile and amphibian 
species.  
 
Birds 
Avoidance and minimization measures 
detailed in Section 2.4.5 below (GEN-1 to 
GEN 14and RIP-1 to RIP-3) would be 
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implemented and provide impact 
avoidance for non-listed birds including 
those protected by the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act. In particular, to remain in 
compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act, pre-construction nesting bird surveys 
prior to vegetation clearing or grubbing 
during the avian breeding season will 
reduce the potential for injury or mortality 
to nesting birds. Furthermore, conducting 
ground-disturbing activities outside of the 
avian nesting season or noise monitoring 
for loud construction activities may be 
necessary if done during the avian nesting 
season.  
 
Mammals 
The avoidance and minimization measures 
detailed in Section 2.4.5 below (GEN-1 to 
GEN-14), would be incorporated into the 
proposed project and reduce potential 
impacts to special-status bat species. 
Additionally, implementation of AMMs 
BAT-1 through BAT-3 presented below 
would further reduce potential impacts to 
special-status bat species. 
 
BAT-1: No earlier than 20 days prior to the 
commencement of construction activities 
around the two bridge locations, a field 
survey will be conducted by a qualified 
biologist to determine if active roosts of 
bats are present on or within 300 feet of 
the proposed project boundaries. Should 
an active roost be identified, a 
determination will be made regarding 
whether the roost is used as a night-roost, 



 
 
 

43 

Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

day-roost, or maternity-roost. If an active 
roost would be removed, MM BAT-2 
(below) will be implemented. Alternatively, 
if an active roost is identified within 300 
feet of the disturbance boundary, but would 
not be removed, MM BAT-3 (below) will be 
implemented. Because the ambient noise 
levels already exceed acceptable noise 
levels due to surrounding construction 
activities and traffic noise, additional noise 
mitigation will not be implemented. 
Consequently, no interference will take 
place with bat echolocation and insect 
foraging. 
 
BAT-2: Should a night-roost be identified 
within the LOD, the roost structure will be 
removed during daylight hours while the 
roost is not in use. Should an active day-
roost be identified, roosting bats will be 
evicted through the use of humane 
exclusionary devices. Prior to 
implementation, the proposed methods for 
bat exclusion will be approved by CDFW. 
The roost will not be removed until it has 
been confirmed by a qualified biologist that 
all bats have been successfully excluded. 
Should an active maternity-roost be 
identified (the breeding season of native 
bat species in California generally occurs 
from April 1 through August 31), the roost 
will not be disturbed and construction 
within 300 feet will be postponed or halted, 
at the discretion of the biological monitor, 
until the roost is vacated and juveniles 
have fledged, as determined by the 
biologist. CDFW will be consulted 
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regarding the necessity to construct 
replacement roosting habitat or to modify 
the proposed project (as appropriate) to 
include features conducive to roosting. 
This determination will be based on the bat 
species to be displaced, the abundance of 
other roost sites in the area, and the size of 
the roost removed. All CDFW 
recommendations for roost replacement 
will be implemented. 
 
BAT-3: Should a night-roost be identified 
within the 300-foot buffer of the LOD, 
construction-related activities will be 
conducted during daylight hours while the 
roost is not in use. Should an active day-
roost be identified, a determination (in 
consultation with CDFW or a qualified bat 
expert) will be made regarding if 
construction-related activities (i.e., noise 
and vibrations) could substantially disturb 
roosting bats. This determination will be 
based on baseline noise/vibrations levels, 
anticipated noise-levels associated with the 
construction of the proposed project, and 
the sensitivity to noise-disturbances of the 
bat species present. If it is determined that 
noise could result in the temporary 
abandonment of a day-roost, construction-
related activities will be scheduled to 
minimize the period the roost would be 
subject to noise-related disturbances. 
Should an active maternity-roost be 
identified (the breeding season of native 
bat species in California generally occurs 
from April 1 through August 31), 
construction within 300 feet of the roost will 
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be postponed or halted, at the discretion of 
the biological monitor, until the roost is 
vacated and juveniles have fledged, as 
determined by the biologist. 
 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Compensatory mitigation for permanent 
and temporary loss of habitat occupied by 
non-listed special status reptile, amphibian, 
bird, and mammal species will be provided 
in compensatory mitigation required for 
federally listed species impacts to species 
detailed in Section 2.4.5.4 below.  
 
Additional compensatory mitigation may be 
necessary if bat roosts, or maternity 
colonies are detected under The Old Road 
Bridge and need to be removed. However, 
there is additional bat roosting habitat in 
the surrounding vicinity in the form of 
manmade bridges, including the adjacent I-
5 overpass, that could provide roosting 
opportunities in the event there is bat 
dispersal. Additionally, the new bridge, 
once complete, has potential to provide 
roosting options or other features 
considered suitable for bats. 

Threatened and Endangered 
Species  

None.  Temporary, direct impacts would result 
from the use of upland and aquatic 
habitat for equipment and materials 
staging, grading, as well as from 
clearing and tree removal for 
construction activities and access to 
construction sites. Permanent direct 
impacts include the removal of habitat 
during expansion of The Old Road and 

GEN-1: The contractor(s) will be informed, 
prior to the bidding process, regarding the 
biological constraints of the proposed 
project (will be included in Section EC of 
the special provisions). The proposed 
project limits will be clearly marked on 
project plans provided to the contractor(s), 
and areas outside of the proposed project 
limits will be designated as “no 
construction” zones. A construction 
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shading of Santa Clara River from the 
expanded Old Road Bridge.  
 
Operation of the Build Alternative 
would have a minimal change to the 
habitat of threatened and endangered 
animals. 

manager will be present during all 
construction activities to ensure that work 
is limited to designated project limits. 
 
GEN-2: ESA fencing and silt fencing with 
appropriate signs will be installed by the 
contractor prior to work to prevent habitat 
impacts and prevent the spread of silt from 
the construction zone into adjacent 
habitats. The fencing will be installed in a 
manner that does not impact habitats to be 
avoided and will be installed along the 
outer edge of work limits. 
 
GEN-3: Employees will strictly limit their 
activities, vehicles, equipment, and 
construction materials to the fenced 
construction limits, staging areas, and 
routes between the construction limits and 
staging areas. Temporary construction 
fencing will be removed upon proposed 
project completion. 
 
GEN-4: All workers must participate in a 
Worker Environmental Awareness 
Program for sensitive biological resources. 
Sign-in sheets will be maintained to 
document completion of the program by 
each worker. This program can be 
administered in person by a qualified 
biologist or through screening of a 
video/slide presentation prepared by a 
qualified biologist and overseen by an on-
site manager. Contractor education will 
include a review of special-status species 
and protected habitats occurring/potentially 
occurring on-site. Identification of these 



 
 
 

47 

Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

resources and all biological avoidance and 
minimization measures relevant to the 
contractors’ work will be reviewed. Stop 
work and notification procedures will be 
outlined. The education program will 
include a section specific to UTS, 
southwestern pond turtle, arroyo toad, 
LBVI, and SWFL. Education handouts will 
be provided and posted at the work site.  
 
GEN-5: A qualified biologist, defined as an 
individual with the appropriate federal and 
state permits to conduct the specified 
activities, will be available to relocate any 
listed species out of harm’s way, if 
detected within the project limits of 
construction. They have verified previous 
experience with the species for which they 
are conducting surveys and have been 
approved by USFWS to ensure that they 
are truly "qualified" to conduct species 
surveys, monitoring, and relocation 
activities. 
 
In addition to a qualified biologist being 
available for species surveys, monitoring, 
and relocation activities, biological 
monitors will be present on a daily basis 
throughout the construction period when 
construction activities are adjacent to 
federally listed species habitat or have the 
potential to impact listed species. 
Biological monitors will be qualified for the 
monitoring activities and species in the 
area. A biological monitor will monitor the 
status of BMPs to ensure they continue to 
work after installation and prevent species 
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that are in proximity to construction 
activities from being affected by the BMPs. 
In particular, construction monitoring will 
occur daily while ground-disturbing 
activities occur in/near the Santa Clara 
River. Biological monitors will ensure 
BMPs are operating effectively, conduct 
daily sweeps of the active construction 
areas to ensure no listed species are 
impacted, and conduct pre-activity 
clearance surveys ahead of 
vegetation/ground disturbance when in 
listed species habitat or critical habitat (that 
contains the necessary physical and 
biological features). Repeat pre-activity 
clearance surveys will be conducted when 
there is a lapse in activities in suitable 
listed species habitat longer than three 
days after vegetation removal or a previous 
survey. 
 
GEN-6: All equipment maintenance; 
staging; and dispensing of fuel, oil, coolant, 
or any other such activities will occur in 
designated areas outside of jurisdictional 
wetlands or waters and within the fenced 
proposed project limits. These designated 
areas will be located in previously 
compacted and disturbed areas to the 
maximum extent practicable in such a 
manner as to prevent any runoff from 
entering jurisdictional wetlands or waters. 
Fueling of equipment will take place within 
existing paved areas, if feasible, greater 
than 100 feet from jurisdictional wetlands 
or waters. Contractor equipment will be 
checked for leaks prior to operation and 
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repaired as necessary. "Fueling zones” will 
be designated on construction plans. 
 
GEN-7: In areas that do not require 
excavation or grading, vegetation will be 
trampled instead of completely removed.  
 
GEN-8: To reduce impacts to listed 
species critical and occupied habitat, prior 
to entering the proposed project site, all 
personnel will remove invasive species 
materials, propagules, seeds, individuals, 
etc. from project equipment, project 
materials, equipment, and clothes to 
reduce the proliferation of invasive species. 
 
GEN-9: The project site will be kept as 
clean of debris as possible to avoid 
attracting predators of sensitive wildlife. All 
food-related trash items will be enclosed in 
sealed containers and regularly removed 
from the site. 
 
GEN-10: Pets of project personnel will not 
be allowed on the proposed project site. 
 
GEN-11: Disposal or temporary placement 
of excess fill, brush, or other debris will not 
be allowed in WOTUS or their banks. 
 
GEN-12: The majority of construction is 
expected to be undertaken during daylight; 
however, when nighttime construction is 
necessary, lighting will be of the lowest 
illumination necessary for human safety, 
will be diverted away from any native 
vegetation communities, and will consist of 
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low-sodium or similar lighting equipped 
with shields to focus light downward onto 
the appropriate subject area.  
 
GEN-13: Exclusionary devices will be 
installed underneath the bridge to prevent 
birds and bats from nesting during 
construction. Installation of these devices 
will be completed prior to February 15 
(beginning of bird breeding season) and 
remain until construction is completed. A 
qualified biologist will inspect the area prior 
to installation for nests and evidence of 
breeding activity. If breeding activity is not 
detected, inactive nests will be destroyed 
to prevent birds from establishing breeding. 
If breeding activity is confirmed, 
exclusionary devices will be installed in all 
other areas lacking active nests. Active 
nests will be monitored by the biologist 
until breeding is complete. Once breeding 
is complete, exclusionary devices will be 
installed in these areas.  
 
GEN-14: Best efforts will be implemented 
(within the control of Los Angeles County, 
taking into consideration land ownership) 
to restrict public access into Santa Clara 
River that could adversely affect listed fish 
and wildlife resources. These actions will 
include, among other things, posting signs 
(along the Multi-Use Trail and other areas 
where the sidewalk abuts the Santa Clara 
SEA) identifying an ecologically sensitive 
area, promoting public education and 
awareness of such ecological sensitivities, 
and the maintenance of fences and 
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barricades to prevent unauthorized or 
unrestricted access to the river bottom, as 
applicable.  
 
Species-Specific Avoidance and 
Minimization Measures 

The following unarmored threespine 
stickleback-specific avoidance and 
minimization measure will be implemented 
during construction of the proposed project 
to reduce impacts: 

UTS-1: Prior to the start of construction, 
thorough surveys for UTS will be 
conducted by a qualified biologist highly 
knowledgeable and experienced with 
identifying UTS. The qualified biologist and 
survey methodology will be approved by 
USFWS prior to survey commencement.  

1. Immediately prior to the start of 
construction, the qualified biologist 
(in close coordination with 
USFWS) will conduct no-take 
visual-only surveys for UTS 
throughout the northern drainage 
(e.g., from the existing The Old 
Road culvert down to the stream’s 
confluence with the mainstem of 
the Santa Clara River) to confirm 
absence. 

a. If UTS are detected during 
either survey, the northern 
drainage will be 
considered occupied by 
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UTS. If this is the case, the 
project culvert extension 
option will not be 
considered, and an 
alternative design will be 
necessary.  

b. If UTS are not detected, 
the project could 
potentially begin. 

2. Immediately following the UTS 
survey, a fish-excluding device will 
be installed and maintained. This 
device will be designed, installed, 
monitored, and maintained to (a) 
completely exclude UTS and other 
aquatic life from the project area in 
the northern drainage during the 
entire term of work in or near 
surface waters, and (b) avoid 
stranding, entrapment, or 
entanglement of wildlife. The fish-
exclusion device will be regularly 
monitored by a qualified biologist 
to ensure it is functional. 

3. A surface water diversion will also 
be designed, installed, monitored, 
and maintained in a manner that 
ensures that sufficient water flow 
continues to maintain aquatic life 
downstream from the project area 
in the northern drainage. 

4. Additional BMPs will be 
implemented to avoid and 
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minimize project impacts to water 
quality, aquatic life, nesting birds, 
and other natural resources. BMPs 
will be placed around the periphery 
of work areas to ensure no 
inadvertent spills, erosion, 
sedimentation, or construction-
related effects occur. 

5. If UTS are detected within the 
project area or northern drainage, 
work will be halted and USFWS 
and CDFW will be contacted 
immediately. 

UTS-2: For the mainstem of the Santa 
Clara River where UTS are assumed 
present, work activities will be conducted in 
a way to ensure no surface water contact. 
Construction of the piles within the Santa 
Clara River will occur during summer 
months to coincide with periods of low flow 
for the Santa Clara River to minimize the 
potential for UTS impacts. Vegetation 
trimming and removal will be conducted in 
a way to prevent contact with surface 
water, and BMPs will be placed along the 
length of the Santa Clara River to ensure 
no inadvertent spills, erosion, or 
sedimentation occurs. A biological monitor 
will be present during cast-in-drilled-hole 
pile installation when in proximity to the 
Santa Clara River to ensure that vibration 
effects are not negatively affecting aquatic 
species.  
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Any additional measures developed in 
consultation with USFWS will be 
incorporated. 

Arroyo Toad 
ARTO-1: Prior to clearing, grubbing, and 
construction activities, arroyo toad 
exclusionary fencing will be installed 
around the perimeter of all work areas 
adjacent to potential arroyo toad breeding 
habitat as determined by a qualified arroyo 
toad biologist. In areas without water flows, 
the fence will consist of woven nylon fabric 
or similar material at least 2 feet high, 
staked firmly to the ground. No fencing will 
be placed in areas of flowing water (due to 
the potential for UTS). In areas where soils 
are suitable for burrowing, the lower 1 foot 
of material will stretch outward along the 
ground and be secured with a continuous 
line of sandbags to prevent burrowing 
beneath the fence. Doubling this line (i.e., 
stacking sand or gravel bags two-deep) 
may reduce maintenance and should be 
considered to improve the integrity of the 
fencing. In areas where soils are not 
suitable for burrowing, (i.e., hardpack 
soils), fencing may be buried to reduce 
maintenance concerns and improve the 
integrity of the fencing over time. Decisions 
on the appropriate fencing installation 
method for a given reach will be made by 
the qualified arroyo toad biologist. All 
fencing will be removed following 
completion of project activities. Ingress and 
egress of equipment and personnel will 
use two identified access points to the site, 
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which will be as narrow as possible and 
closed off by exclusionary fence when 
personnel are not present. 
 
ARTO-2: Prior to vegetation grubbing or 
construction, but after exclusionary fence 
has been installed around the impact 
footprint, at least three surveys for arroyo 
toad of any life stages or clutches will be 
conducted within the fenced area by a 
qualified biologist knowledgeable of arroyo 
toad biology and ecology. Surveys will be 
conducted during the appropriate climatic 
conditions during the appropriate time of 
day or night to maximize the likelihood of 
encountering arroyo toad. If arroyo toad of 
any life stages or clutches is found within 
the proposed project area, it will be 
captured and translocated, by the biologist, 
to the closest area of suitable habitat within 
Santa Clara River. Before each workday 
begins, the qualified biologist will also 
check to see if arroyo toad has entered the 
impact footprint. If arroyo toad is found 
within the impact footprint, it will be moved 
outside of the impact footprint, if suitable 
habitat exists, or out of harm’s way. 
 
ARTO-3: The qualified biologist will be 
present during each morning before 
construction activities begin to inspect all 
arroyo toad exclusionary fencing for 
damage or holes, conduct a sweep of the 
work area for arroyo toad of any life 
stages, inspect any covered stockpiles for 
gaps or sign that arroyo toad has accessed 
the soils underneath and will be present 
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when these covers are removed. If burrows 
characteristic of arroyo toad are found, the 
burrows will be hand-excavated. The 
qualified biologist will relocate any arroyo 
toad found to suitable habitat adjacent to 
the construction site but at least 200 feet 
away.  
 
ARTO-4: Excavations or trenches created 
by construction activities that have the 
potential to trap arroyo toad will be covered 
with cover plates or other materials at the 
end of each workday. Excavations or 
trenches that are covered will have the 
edges sealed with sandbags, bricks, or 
boards to prevent arroyo toad from 
becoming trapped in excavations or 
trenches. The qualified biologist will inspect 
all excavations and trenches (covered and 
uncovered) for the presence of arroyo toad 
prior to disturbance of soils or removal of 
cover plates. The qualified biologist will be 
present when the cover plates are 
removed and will inspect and relocate any 
arroyo toad that may have entered the 
trench during the night to suitable habitat 
adjacent to the construction site but at 
least 200 feet away. 
 
Southwestern Pond Turtle 
WPT-1:  A qualified biologist will survey the 
work site no more than 48 hours before the 
onset of activities for signs of southwestern 
pond turtle and/or southwestern pond turtle 
nesting activity (i.e., recently excavated 
nests, nest plugs) or nest depredation 
(partially to fully excavated nest chambers, 
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nest plugs, scattered eggshell remains, 
eggshell fragments). Preconstruction 
surveys to detect western pond turtle 
nesting activity should be concentrated 
within suitable upland habitat in the BSA 
and should focus on areas along south- or 
west-facing slopes with bare hard-packed 
clay or silt soils or a sparse vegetation of 
short grasses or forbs. Survey efforts 
should focus on suitable aerial and aquatic 
basking habitat such as logs, branches, 
rootwads, and riprap, as well as the 
shoreline and adjacent warm, shallow 
waters where pond turtle may be present 
below the water surface beneath algal 
mats or other surface vegetation.  
 
WPT-2: If southwestern pond turtle is 
observed during the preconstruction 
survey, it will be avoided to the greatest 
extent practicable. If avoidance is not 
feasible, LACPW will confer with USFWS 
to determine the best approach to ensure 
no take of the species, including additional 
measures such as the implementation of 
exclusion buffers, nest exclosures, silt 
fencing, screening, and additional BMP 
installation, as appropriate. 
 
Least Bell’s Vireo and Southwestern 
Willow Flycatcher 
The following avoidance and minimization 
measures will be implemented during 
construction of the proposed project to 
reduce impacts to LBVI and SWFL. 
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RIP-1: To the greatest extent possible, 
construction activities (such as vegetation 
removal) will be timed to avoid the nesting 
season for riparian avian species (March 
15 through September 15). 
 
RIP-2: If work is scheduled during the 
riparian avian breeding season (March 15 
through September 15), and within LBVI or 
SWFL suitable habitat, a qualified biologist 
will conduct a preconstruction nesting 
survey to ensure that no active bird nests 
are present within 300 feet of construction 
activities. If no nests are detected, then 
vegetation removal will be permitted during 
the nesting season.  
 
RIP-3: If an active nest is detected, no 
construction activities will be permitted 
within 300 feet of the nest. Work within 
nest buffers may not resume until the 
young fledge and disperse, or the nest has 
been determined to fail by the qualified 
biologist. Limits of construction to avoid a 
nest site will be established in the field with 
flagging and stakes or construction 
fencing. 
 
Mountain Lion 
The following avoidance and minimization 
measures will be implemented during 
construction of the proposed project to 
reduce impacts to mountain lions.  
 
LION-1: During construction of The Old 
Road Bridge, any nighttime lighting 
necessary for work or placed around 



 
 
 

59 

Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

temporary work areas/laydown yards will 
be shielded away from the Santa Clara 
River. Security lights around temporarily 
fenced areas under or adjacent to the 
Santa Clara River will have motion-
activated sensors to ensure they are not 
continually on throughout the night, but 
only trigger if someone enters the fenced 
work area.  
 
LION-2: Any permanent streetlights 
installed on The Old Road Bridge or along 
the west side of The Old Road where it is 
adjacent to the Santa Clara River will be 
shielded so that light does not directly glare 
into native habitat within the Santa Clara 
River.  
 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Unarmored Threespine Stickleback  
UTS-3: While the project is anticipated to 
avoid direct take of UTS, there is still 
potentially occupied and assumed 
occupied habitat that may require 
mitigation. Impacts to occupied habitat may 
be mitigated through obtaining credits at an 
applicable mitigation bank, the creation or 
enhancement of similar riparian habitat at 
an approved mitigation site, or by the 
removal of exotic species from an area of 
existing similar habitat as determined by 
USFWS. The requirement for replacing 
suitable habitat by obtaining credits at an 
applicable mitigation bank, 
creating/restoring new habitat, and/or 
removing exotic species from existing 



 
 
 

60 

Affected Resource 
Potential Impact: 

No-Build  
Alternative 

Potential Impact:  
Build Alternative 

Project Features, Avoidance,  
Minimization, or Mitigation Measures 

habitat will be determined in consultation 
with USFWS. 
 
Arroyo Toad 
ARTO-5: To compensate for the direct loss 
of arroyo toad critical habitat, in 
consultation with USFWS, it may be 
necessary to acquire mitigation lands 
and/or conduct restoration (such as 
nonnative species removal) within Santa 
Clara River or other similar location. The 
specific mitigation ratio will be determined 
in consultation with USFWS. Critical 
habitat to be mitigated will be in-kind and 
contain the same physical and biological 
features that were present in the critical 
habitat removed by the proposed project. 
 
Southwestern Pond Turtle 
WPT-3: Pending the federal listing 
determination for this species, further 
consultation may be required with USFWS 
to determine the appropriate mitigation 
approach. Under its current status, 
compensatory mitigation for permanent 
and temporary loss of habitat for 
southwestern pond turtle will be provided in 
compensatory mitigation required for 
federally listed species impacts to arroyo 
toad, LBVI, and SWFL, similar to the 
approach proposed for non-listed special-
status wildlife species.  
 
Least Bell’s Vireo and Southwestern 
Willow Flycatcher 
RIP-4: The removal of LBVI and SWFL 
critical habitat will be mitigated through 
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obtaining credits at an applicable mitigation 
bank, the creation or enhancement of 
similar riparian habitat at an approved 
mitigation site, or by the removal of exotic 
species from an area of existing similar 
habitat. The requirement for replacing 
suitable habitat by obtaining credits at an 
applicable mitigation bank, 
creating/restoring new habitat, and/or 
removing exotic species from existing 
habitat will be determined in consultation 
with USFWS. 
 
Mountain Lion 
LION-3: Pending the state listing status of 
mountain lion, impacts will be assessed by 
CDFW during the Incidental Take 
Permitting process and any necessary 
mitigation will be acquired/implemented. 

Invasive Species  None.  Implementation of the Build Alternative 
has the potential to spread invasive 
species to adjacent native habitats in 
the BSA through the entering and 
exiting of contaminated construction 
equipment, the inclusion of invasive 
species in seed mixtures and mulch, 
and the improper removal and disposal 
of invasive species causing seed to be 
spread along the highway. 

Avoidance and minimization measures, 
and compensatory mitigation, described 
previously under VEG-5 and VEG-6, would 
be implemented. These measures include 
use of BMPs to ensure invasive plant 
material is not spread from the proposed 
project site to other areas by disposal off-
site or by tracking seed on equipment, 
clothing, and shoes. 
 
Compensation mitigation described 
previously for VEG-7 would be 
implemented and provide the necessary 
compensation for impacts. 

Wildfire None.  Emergency Access. The proposed 
project will not cause any permanent 
road closures but will cause temporary 
lane closures during construction.. 

As discussed in Section 2.2.9, AMMs 
COM-2 through COM-4 would be 
implemented to reduce or eliminate 
temporary effects on traffic and emergency 
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services. Additionally, although the 
proposed project area is susceptible to 
wildfire risks, standard construction 
practices and regulatory safety compliance 
measures would reduce the risks to less 
than significant with mitigation. 
  

Climate Change None.  None. The Build Alternative will 
improve traffic operations and 
accommodate future traffic projections  
which would result in less pollutant 
emissions than the No-Build 
Alternative because of improvements 
in vehicle delay. 

None.  

Public Services  None.  The proposed project would not 
involve the construction of any 
infrastructure or developments that 
would increase the local population, 
thereby necessitating the provision of 
new of physically altered government 
facilities. During construction, 
temporary impacts to traffic are 
anticipated due to possible lane 
closures and detours.  

As discussed in Section 2.2.9, AMMs 
COM-2 through COM-4 would be 
implemented to reduce or eliminate 
temporary effects on emergency services. 
In addition, as stated in AMM COM-5, 
coordination would occur with utility service 
providers, and a public outreach program 
would be implemented to minimize impacts 
to surrounding communities. As such, 
impacts to public services would minimal. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not 
cause existing public services to provide 
additional services or create new 
associated facilities, and impacts would be 
less than significant with mitigation. 

Cumulative Impacts  None. Two other 
projects within a 
three-year time 
frame of the Build 
Alternative 
implementation 
were identified. 
These projects 

None. Although the acquisitions that 
are anticipated as part of the Build 
Alternative would represent adverse 
effects, they are not anticipated to 
contribute to cumulative impacts. The 
proposed full property acquisition 
partial acquisitions would occur 
primarily to vacant or public utility and 

None.  
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include the I-5 Rye 
Canyon Ramps 
Project and Newhall 
Ranch Specific 
Plan.  

commercial/industrial properties. The 
proposed project area is anticipated to 
undergo notable changes with the 
proposed developments, but no 
adverse cumulative impacts from 
relocations and real property 
acquisition are foreseeable. 
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Logical termini for project development are defined as (1) rational end points for a transportation 
improvement, and (2) rational end points for a review of the environmental impacts. The 
environmental impact review frequently covers a broader geographic area than the strict limits 
of the transportation improvements. In the past, the most common termini have been points of 
major traffic generation, especially intersecting roadways. This is because in most cases traffic 
generators determine the size and type of facility being proposed. However, there are a case 
where the project improvement is not primarily related to congestion due to traffic generators, 
and the choice of termini based on these generators may not be appropriate. When developing 
a transportation project, project sponsors should consider how the end points of the action are 
determined, both for the improvement itself and for the scope of the environmental analysis.   

The logical termini for the project have been identified to accommodate the new bridges 
replacement, including realignment of the bridge approaches from the existing roadway, and 
includes the placement of the construction signage to allow for project construction. These limits 
were defined to encompass the whole of the action necessary to address the project needs. 

 Project Description 

This section describes the proposed action and project alternatives developed to meet the 
purpose and need of the project, while avoiding or minimizing environmental impacts. The 
proposed alternatives are the Build Alternative and the No-Build Alternative. 

 Project Location and Setting  

The proposed project site includes the approximately 2-mile stretch of the existing The Old 
Road right-of-way (ROW) between Henry Mayo Drive and Magic Mountain Parkway in western 
Los Angeles County. Because ROW acquisitions would be required to implement the proposed 
project, the proposed project site also includes areas adjacent to and on either side of the 
roadway. Additionally, the proposed project would include an extension of the Multi-Use Trail. 
As such, the proposed project site would include an approximately 0.58-mile extension of the 
trail on the southbound side of The Old Road from where the trail travels under The Old Road 
and I-5 just southeast of Rye Canyon Road to just northwest of the I-5 on- and off-ramps. The 
area where the trail would be extended is currently developed with an access road. Regional 
access to the proposed project site is provided via I-5, which roughly parallels The Old Road 
alignment and runs on the eastern and northern sides of the roadway. Local access is provided 
via Henry Mayo Road, which forms the northern boundary of the proposed project site; Rye 
Canyon Road, which intersects with The Old Road in the middle of the proposed project site; 
Sky View Lane, which intersects with The Old Road in the southern portion of the proposed 
project site; and Magic Mountain Parkway, which forms the southern boundary of the proposed 
project site. Figure 1 shows the regional location of the proposed project site, and Figure 2 
shows the proposed project limits and components.  

The Old Road is a four-lane (two northbound and two southbound) roadway, located within a 
ROW variably measuring 140 to 160 feet wide that runs in a north-south direction parallel to I-5 
through the Santa Clarita Valley. The roadway’s southern terminus is the junction of San 
Fernando Road and Sierra Highway in Los Angeles County; the northerly terminus is roughly at 
Oak Court in the unincorporated community of Stevenson Ranch, north of Lake Hughes Road. 
The Old Road is identified as a Major Highway in the County’s General Plan. The roadway 
includes two bridges (the Santa Clara River Bridge and the SPT Co. Bridge) within the proposed 
project site.   
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Figure 1: Project Vicinity Map 
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Figure 2: Proposed Action Components 
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o Restripe all approaches as necessary due to new lane configurations that would be 
installed. 

2. The Old Road at Gateway Drive (Existing Signalized intersection): 

o Upgrade traffic signal equipment as necessary due to road widening and new lane 
configurations. 

o Restripe approaches on northern and southern side of the roadway due to new lane 
configurations that would be installed. 

o Relocate traffic signal pole standards and traffic signal equipment due to widening of 
The Old Road. 

3. The Old Road at I-5 On/Off-Ramps (Proposed Signalized Intersection): 

o Caltrans to install new traffic signal at new I-5 On/Off ramp location.  

o Restripe approaches on north and south sides due to new lane configurations that 
would be installed. 

4. The Old Road at I-5 On/Off Ramps (Existing Signalized Intersection): 

o Caltrans to remove existing traffic signal equipment at existing location of I-5 On/Off 
Ramps. 

5. The Old Road at Rye Canyon Road (Existing Signalized Intersection): 

o Upgrade traffic signal equipment as necessary due to road widening and new lane 
configurations. 

o Restripe approaches on North and South sides due to new lane configurations that 
would be installed. 

o Relocate traffic signal pole standards and traffic signal equipment due to widening of 
The Old Road. 

6. The Old Road at Sky View Lane (Proposed Signalized Intersection): 

o Install new signalized intersection at Sky View Lane to include construction of 
Americans with Disability Act (ADA) curb ramps, signal standards, and traffic signal 
equipment.  

o Restripe all approaches as necessary due to new lane configurations that would be 
installed. 

7. The Old Road at Project Entry-Private Driveway: 

o Upgrade traffic signal equipment as necessary due to widening and new lane 
configurations. 

o Restripe all approaches as necessary due to new lane configurations that would be 
installed. 
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o Relocate traffic signal pole standards and traffic signal equipment due to widening of 
The Old Road. 

8. The Old Road at Magic Mountain Parkway (Existing Signalized Intersection): 

o Realign vehicle heads and raised median to accommodate new lane configurations 
that would be installed. 

o Upgrade traffic signal equipment as necessary due to widening and new lane 
configurations. 

o Restripe all approaches as necessary due to new lane configurations that would be 
installed. 

Construction Equipment 

Construction equipment utilized for this component of the proposed project includes 
approximately five dump trucks, excavators, and a water truck. Trucks would travel to and from 
the proposed project site each day throughout the construction period. The additional heavy-
duty construction equipment would remain on-site throughout construction.  

Bridge Replacements 

Two bridges along The Old Road alignment would be replaced, including the Santa Clara River 
Bridge, which crosses over the Santa Clara River, and the SPT Co. Bridge, which crosses over 
the abandoned SPT Co. railroad tracks. Construction activities associated with bridge 
replacement would be similar for both bridges. The bridge construction would occur concurrently 
and would be divided into two stages, one for the western side and one for the eastern side of 
the bridge. Construction would begin with the western side replacement; once the western side 
is completed, traffic would be switched to that side, and construction would begin on the eastern 
side. The stages follow the same steps, as described below:  

Stage 1: Western Side Bridge Replacement  

Phase 1: Site Preparation (Spring or Summer of 2026) 

o Implement traffic control detour. 

o Install shoring along the northern and southern roadway bridge approaches. 

o Create an embankment by backfilling within the shoring 15 feet high at the northern 
and southern bridge approaches. 

o Install subgrade and base course materials. 

o Remove part of the existing bridge foundation and construct the western side of the 
bridge over the SPT Co. Railroad tracks.  

Phase 2: Bridge Foundations (Spring 2026–Fall 2026) 

o Clear and grub at the riverbed easement for tree removals and construct a temporary 
access ramp. 
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o Construct embankment 2:1 slope from the riverbed to the face of the north abutment. 

o Construct the bridge substructure on the western side of the bridge over Santa Clara 
River, including abutment, column pile extensions, and cap beams; install piles at 
approximately 150 feet deep within the riverbed and 100 feet deep at the abutments. 

o Erect pre-stressed girders. 

o Construct continuity diaphragms between girders at all bents. 

Phase 3: Bridge Deck (Fall 2026–Spring 2027) 

o Install concrete deck falsework, pour deck, and add barrier rails. 

o Apply asphalt paving on road approach. 

Stage 2: Eastern Side Bridge Replacement 

Phase 1: Site Preparation (Spring 2027)  

o Implement traffic control detour to switch traffic to the western side of the bridge. 

o Create and embankment by backfilling within the shoring 15 feet high at the northern 
and southern bridge approaches. 

o Install subgrade and base course materials. 

o Remove the bridge superstructure over the abandoned SPT Co. Railroad tracks, 
including deck and barrier rails.  

o Remove the existing bridge over Santa Clara River, including deck, barrier rails, and 
pier walls. 

Phase 2: Bridge Foundations (Summer 2027–Fall 2027) 

o Clear and grub at the riverbed easement. 

o Construct embankment 2:1 slope from the riverbed to the face of the north abutment. 

o Construct the bridge substructure on the eastern side of the bridge over Santa Clara 
River, including abutment, column pile extensions, and cap beams; install piles at 
approximately 150 feet deep within the riverbed and 100 feet deep at the abutments. 

o Erect pre-stressed girders. 

o Construct continuity diaphragms between girders at all bents. 

o Construct eastern side of the bridge over the abandoned SPT Co. Railroad tracks. 

Phase 3: Bridge Deck (Spring 2028–Winter 2028) 

o Install concrete deck falsework, pour deck, and add barrier rails. 

o Apply asphalt paving on road approach. 
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 Permits and Approvals Needed 

The following permits, licenses, agreements, and certifications (PLACs) are required for project 
construction: 

Agency PLAC Status 
United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) 

Biological Opinion A Biological Opinion will be obtained prior to the 
approval of the EIR/EA and issuance of the 
FONSI. 

United States Army 
Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) 

Section 404 Permit for filling or 
dredging waters of the United 
States (U.S.)  

Following approval of the EIR and issuance of 
the FONSI, permit applications will be 
submitted. 

CDFW 1602 Agreement for Streambed 
Alteration 

Following approval of the EIR and issuance of 
the FONSI, permit applications will be 
submitted. 

Regional Water 
Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB) 

Potential Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification or waiver and or/Porter 
Cologne Act Waste Discharge 
Requirements 
 
Compliance with the NPDES 
Construction General Permit 

The applicable RWQCB permit will be 
determined during design. If needed, this permit 
may involve a joint “Application for 401 Water 
Quality Certification” and/or “Report of Waste 
Discharge."  
 
A statewide NPDES permit for construction and 
operations would be in effect for the project. 
Compliance review would take place during the 
design phase. 

Federal Highway 
Administration 

Concurrence with the project’s 
conformity to Clean Air Act and 
other requirements 

Air quality studies would be submitted for 
FHWA determination after the environmental 
document’s public circulation period has closed 
and prior to a FONSI. 

State Historic 
Preservation Office 

National Historic Preservation Act  
Section 106 consultation 

In compliance with the National Historic 
Preservation Act Section 106 and Assembly Bill 
(AB) 52, the NAHC was contacted in July 2020. 
The Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission 
Indians requested further consultation and a 
meeting once the Cultural Resources Report, 
as well as grading and excavation details were 
made available. Consultation will continue 
regarding the proposed project.  
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Chapter 2 Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and 
Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

This chapter discusses potential environmental impacts of the proposed project and 
recommended avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures (AMMs). The proposed 
AMMs are also summarized in Appendix C. Additional relevant information can be found in 
appendices as follows: Appendix A provides the Caltrans Title VI Policy Statement, and 
Appendix B lists the technical studies prepared for this proposed project. This chapter also 
addresses issues of concern pursuant to NEPA. 

 Topics Considered but Determined Not to be Relevant 

As part of the scoping and environmental analysis carried out for the proposed project, the 
following environmental issues were considered, but either the resources are not present or no 
adverse impacts were identified. As a result, the following resources are not discussed further in 
this document. 

Coastal Zone – The proposed project is located in unincorporated Los Angeles County but is 
not located within the coastal zone; therefore, no coastal resources would be affected by 
construction or operation of the project.  

Timberlands – There are no forest resources or timberlands in the proposed project vicinity or 
in the proposed project area. Therefore, the California Timberland Productivity Act does not 
apply. 
 
Wild and Scenic Rivers – There are no wild and scenic rivers in the proposed project vicinity. 
Therefore, the proposed project is not subject to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers Act or the 
California Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 

 Human Environment  

 Existing and Future Land Use 

The following section is based on the Community Impact Assessment (CIA) (AECOM 2023a) 
prepared for the proposed project. This section describes the existing and future regional land 
use in the immediate proposed project area and surrounding vicinity.  

2.2.1.1 Regulatory Setting 

Public Resources Code (PRC) 21083 and 21087 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(a) 
require lead agencies to assess the impact of a proposed project by examining alternations in 
the human use of the land, including population distribution and population concentration, and 
commercial and residential development. CEQA Guidelines Section 15131 allows public 
agencies to consider economic and social impacts when determining the significance of an 
environmental impact.  

Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulation 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 
Section 1502.16(c) requires environmental documents to identify possible conflicts between the 
proposed project and local land use plans. 
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Figure 3: Census Map 
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2.2.1.2.2 Zoning and Existing Land Uses 

Existing Land Use Patterns 

Existing land uses are defined as those uses of the study area and adjacent areas that existed 
at the time the CIA was conducted. The applicable land use planning documents for the study 
area are the Los Angeles County General Plan, 2012 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan, and the 
2011 City of Santa Clarita General Plan.  

The proposed project area is within the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan, a component of the 
Los Angeles County General Plan, which is intended to guide the regulation of development 
within the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley. In addition, a portion of the 
proposed project along Rye Canyon Road is guided by the City of Santa Clarita General Plan.  

The proposed project area is in unincorporated areas in Los Angeles County as well as in the 
City of Santa Clarita. Specifically, the proposed project area is in the community of Stevenson 
Ranch, developed from its role as a highway stop containing small cafes, hotels, and 
automotive services along the Old Ridge Route, which opened in 1914.  

The Old Road is a four-lane (two northbound and two southbound) roadway, within a variable 
140- to 160-foot-wide ROW that runs in a north/south direction, parallel to I-5 through the Santa 
Clarita Valley. The roadway’s southern terminus is the junction of San Fernando Road and 
Sierra Highway in the City of Santa Clarita; and the northern terminus is roughly at Oak Court in 
the unincorporated community of Castaic (north of Lake Hughes Road).  

Rye Canyon Road is a six-lane (three eastbound and three westbound) roadway that runs in an 
east/west direction, mainly within the City of Santa Clarita. The roadway’s western terminus is 
the junction of The Old Road at Rye Canyon Road within Los Angeles County; and the eastern 
terminus is the junction of Newhall Ranch Road and Rye Canyon Road within the City of Santa 
Clarita.  

Zoning 

Los Angeles County General Plan, 2012 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan, and the 2011 City 
of Santa Clarita General Plan 

The roughly 2-mile segment of the proposed project is in the unincorporated community of 
Stevenson Ranch in the northern part of Los Angeles County, as well as the City of Santa 
Clarita. Thus, the proposed project area is subject to the policies in the Los Angeles County 
General Plan and the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan.. The proposed project area also is subject 
to policies in the City of Santa Clarita General Plan. Figure 4 shows the land use designations, 
and Figure 5 shows the zoning designations of the proposed project area, as described next. 

The area immediately west of The Old Road and the portion of Henry Mayo Road within the 
proposed project area is zoned C-3, which is noted as General Commercial. The purpose of this 
area is described as “local-serving commercial uses, including retail, restaurants, and personal 
and professional services; single family and multifamily residences; and residential and 
commercial mixed uses”. Along Henry Mayo Drive within the proposed project area there is an  
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Figure 4: General Plan Land Use 
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Figure 5: Zoning Map 
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existing Boys Camp (27211 Henry Mayo Drive), a recreational vehicle (RV) storage facility 
(28755 Castaic Canyon Road), and the Castaic Union School District Transportation (27051 
Henry Mayo Drive).  

The area immediately east of The Old Road and west of I-5 is zoned Commercial Manufacturing 
(C-M). The purpose of this area is described as “large and intense commercial uses, such as 
regional and destination shopping centers, tourist and recreation related commercial services; 
multifamily residences; and residential and commercial mixed uses”. Land uses include a Boys 
Camp (27211 Henry Mayo Drive), an RV storage facility (28755 Castaic Canyon Road), and a 
commercial complex that includes a church, Subway Restaurant, a sports complex, and 
commercial offices. A California Highway Patrol office (28648 The Old Road) also is east of The 
Old Road and just south of SR-126 and Henry Mayo Drive. Further southeast of The Old Road 
is a commercial complex consisting of several restaurants, including Jack in the Box (28144 The 
Old Road), Starbucks (28120 The Old Road), Original Tommy’s (28116 The Old Road), Del 
Taco (28082 The Old Road), and Jimmy Dean’s Charbroiled Burgers (28018 The Old Road). 

The area immediately west of I-5, between Rye Canyon Road and Avenue Stanford, is within 
the City of Santa Clarita. This area is zoned Business Park (BP) and designated BP in the City 
of Santa Clarita General Plan. Land uses in the proposed project area along Rye Canyon Road 
include Riedel Communications (25702 Rye Canyon Road), Concentra Urgent Care (25733 Rye 
Canyon Road), Artex Kitchen Design (25700 Rye Canyon Road), and DTC (25709 Rye Canyon 
Road).  

The majority of the proposed project area south of Henry Mayo Drive is designated General 
Commercial (C-3) in Los Angeles County General Plan. The Santa Clara River crosses The Old 
Road, and the Valencia Water Reclamation Plant (an area zoned A-2-5 for Heavy Agriculture) is 
west of The Old Road across the aforementioned commercial complex. 

The land southwest of the proposed project area includes an area designated as Commercial 
Recreation (C-R), which is limited to low-intensity commercial uses “that are compatible with 
rural and agricultural activities, including retail, restaurants, and personal and professional 
services.” This area includes Six Flags Magic Mountain (26101 Magic Mountain Parkway). 
North of Magic Mountain Parkway are areas designated as General Commercial (C-3-DP and 
C-3). Businesses include the Hilton Garden Inn Valencia Six Flags (27710 The Old Road). 
South of Magic Mountain Parkway are areas designated as General Commercial (C-3-U/C) that 
consist of various restaurant chains, and single-family residential areas designated as R-1. 

2.2.1.2.3 Surrounding Zoning and Land Use 

Surrounding Land Use Patterns 

Historically, the proposed project site and its surroundings have been used primarily for 
agricultural purposes or cattle grazing from, or prior to, 1928 through 1994. By 2002, areas 
adjacent to the proposed project site were developed by grading, mainly for industrial and 
commercial uses.  

I-5 is a major transportation corridor east of The Old Road. The agricultural land and the 
hillsides east of I-5 generally are undisturbed by development. In general, commercial 
businesses are located primarily north of Magic Mountain Parkway. The area further north of the 
proposed project alignment includes residential homes, which include both single-family and 
multi-family residences. Single-family residences encompass the southern portion of the 
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proposed project limits. Figure 5 shows the zoning designations of the proposed project area, as 
described next. 

Surrounding Zoning 

Unincorporated Los Angeles County 

Surrounding zoning within unincorporated Los Angeles County includes M-1.5 or M-1.5-DP, 
which is north and west of Henry Mayo Drive. According to the Los Angeles County General 
Plan, this area is designated as Restricted Heavy Manufacturing. Areas designated as Heavy 
Agricultural (A-2-5) are north of Newhall Ranch Road and east of I-5. 

Areas south of the proposed project area and south of Magic Mountain Parkway are zoned as 
R-1 and RPD. These areas include single- and multi-family residential areas. Within these areas 
are golf courses zoned C-R. 

City of Santa Clarita 

Surrounding zoning within the City of Santa Clarita includes areas zoned Community 
Commercial (CC) north of Henry Mayo Drive and east of The Old Road and I-5. The 
surrounding area east of The Old Road and I-5, along Rye Canyon Road, is predominantly 
zoned BP. Businesses along this portion of the proposed project area include technology firms, 
consulting agencies, insurance companies, hotels (along Newhall Ranch Road), and the Santa 
Clarita Valley Chamber of Commerce (28494 Westinghouse Place). The California Highway 
Patrol Commercial Vehicle Enforcement Facility also is east of The Old Road and I-5 (27858 
Golden State Highway). 

An area also is designated Open Space (O-S), south of Rye Canyon Road, north of Magic 
Mountain Parkway, and east of The Old Road and I-5 (City of Santa Clarita 2018a). The 
Valencia Country Club (27330 Tourney Road) is south of Magic Mountain Parkway, east of I-5. 

Areas zoned BP also are south of Magic Mountain Parkway along Tourney Road. These areas 
include Kaiser Permanente Santa Clarita Medical Offices (27107 Tourney Road) and the U.S. 
Social Security Administration (27200 Tourney Road). 

2.2.1.2.4 Future Land Use 

Future land uses are planned land uses that will occur as a result of land use designations and 
policies contained in applicable land planning documents. Recent development trends in the 
proposed project area have been focused primarily on transportation projects. Table 2-1 lists the 
development projects in the proposed project vicinity. The proposed project time frame includes 
any other projects that may occur within 3 years of the proposed project implementation. The 
projects that are listed were used to analyze cumulative impacts of the proposed project. 

Table 2-1: Planned Local Developments 

Name Jurisdiction Proposed Uses Status 
I-5 Rye Canyon Ramps 
Project 

County of Los 
Angeles 

I-5 Ramps (connect The Old 
Road to I-5) 

95-percent (%) Plans 

Newhall Ranch Specific 
Plan 

County of Los 
Angeles 

15,000-acre Master Planned 
Community 

Under construction 

 Source: AECOM 2023a 
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The Newhall Ranch Project, a development that broke ground in 2018 and began to sell homes 
in 2021, intends to add over 21,500 homes to the Santa Clarita Valley along SR-126 (Daily 
News 2021). As discussed in further detail in Section 2.2.5, the Build Alternative would not 
change current access along The Old Road or provide new access; only improvements or re-
alignments of intersections along The Old Road would occur. The intersection and other 
improvements associated with the Build Alternative would create benefits for travelers by 
decreasing congestion; however, the alternative would not accommodate additional traffic 
beyond what currently is projected for the area. Furthermore, the Build Alternative would 
address existing operational demand and capacity deficiencies and would not be expected to 
influence the amount, location, and/or distribution of growth currently expected in and around 
the study area. The proposed project is not expected to induce land development, or to 
encourage changes in population density or construction of additional housing beyond what 
already is planned for the study area.  

2.2.1.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.2.1.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

The No-Build Alternative would maintain the current configuration of The Old Road in the study 
area. The No-Build Alternative would not be consistent with the Los Angeles County Circulation 
Element, which calls for The Old Road to be a six-lane major highway. The Old Road over the 
Santa Clara River bridge would continue to be substandard for the following reasons: (a) the 
bridge would continue to have insufficient freeboard to allow an LACPW Capital Food to pass 
under the bridge, (b) the bridge would continue to not meet Caltrans bridge seismic criteria, and 
(c) the bridge would continue to not meet LACPW highway design speed safety standards (it 
currently is designed for 40 mph, whereas the master plan highway criterion is 65 mph).  

The existing lane configurations would be unchanged, no ROW acquisitions would be required, 
and no intersection improvements would be undertaken. Under the No-Build Alternative, the 
proposed project would not be constructed and would not affect land use. 

2.2.1.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

Temporary Impacts 

Construction of the Build Alternative is expected to last approximately 4.5 years. Typical 
roadway construction activities would result in some temporary localized impacts on land uses 
in the area, including additional truck traffic, pollutant emissions from construction activities, 
increased noise and vibration, and temporary delays and/or detours. However, such potential 
construction impacts would be temporary and intermittent. Temporary construction easements 
(TCEs) would be needed for construction access and staging. 

Currently, The Old Road, Rye Canyon Road, and Sky View Lane do not allow parking within the 
roadway ROW. Parking lots for commercial properties would be affected temporarily by 
proposed project construction activities. Temporary easements would be required from some 
parcels.  

The selection of suitable staging sites would be done by the contractor; Figure 2 shows the 
potential staging site near the proposed bridges. Access to businesses would remain open 
during proposed project construction activities. 
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Permanent Impacts 

Direct Impacts 

The majority of roadway improvements and construction would occur within the existing ROW. 
However, acquisition of the ROW would be required along almost all of the western side of The 
Old Road. The majority of this property is vacant, with the exception of the Valencia Water 
Reclamation Plant. This land currently is owned by the Newhall Land and Farming Company 
and the Los Angeles County Sanitation District. No ROW extensions would occur on the eastern 
side of the road, with the exception of a small acquisition at the southeastern corner of the 
intersection of Rye Canyon Road and The Old Road, and a small portion along the 
southeastern corner of the intersection of Sky View Lane and The Old Road. Both parcels are 
owned by Newhall Land and Farming Company and currently are vacant. Therefore, farmland 
may be acquired for the proposed project, which may lead indirectly to the conversion of 
farmland. However, none of the existing parcels are being used for farming, and this land would 
not be suitable for farming because sufficient land area is not available for farming on these 
parcels. Table 2-2 and Figure 6 below show parcels/Assessor Parcel Numbers (APNs) affected 
by ROW acquisition. 

In addition, ROW acquisition also would be required along Rye Canyon Road between The Old 
Road and Avenue Stanford. The ROW acquisition would be required to accommodate the 
roadway widening and sidewalk improvements from three commercial properties. The roadway 
widening would affect the I-5 bridge over Rye Canyon Road, which would require the concrete 
slopes under the bridge to be reconstructed with retaining walls. These acquisitions would 
cause direct impacts on the commercial properties along the ROW of Rye Canyon Road. 

One full parcel acquisition would be required, as shown in Table 2-2 below. The full parcel 
acquisition would occur on vacant land owned by the Newhall Land and Farming Company. The 
land use would permanently change from the existing use to transportation land use where the 
ROW would be expanded to construct the Build Alternative. In addition, as shown in Table 2-2 
below, additional properties would have partial acquisitions, which would change the land use 
designation for the portion of the properties acquired, while the remaining portion of the property 
retains its existing use.  

The Build Alternative would not preclude any of the planned projects listed in Table 2-1. Overall, 
the Build Alternative would provide enhanced access within this portion of the County of Los 
Angeles.  

No park or recreational activities are anticipated to be affected by the acquisitions. 

Indirect Impacts 

Based on Caltrans guidance, indirect impacts on land use typically occur outside of the 
proposed project study area and can last longer than direct impacts (Caltrans 2011). Regional 
development impacts (e.g., changes in regional development and growth-related changes) on 
land use patterns are not anticipated with implementation of the Build Alternative.  
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Figure 6: Parcels Selection for Review 
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The proposed project is not anticipated to induce growth or change regional development 
patterns. Growth has been occurring in the study area at a slow rate and is expected to continue 
to grow at a slow rate (as discussed in Section 2.2.5). The Build Alternative would address 
existing operational and capacity deficiencies and would not be expected to influence the 
amount, location, and/or distribution of growth in and around the study area. The proposed 
project is not anticipated to induce land development or encourage changes in population 
density or the construction of additional housing. 

The area subject to ROW acquisition is urbanized and also contains vacant parcels. As shown 
in Table 2-2, the Build Alternative would affect 23 parcels (permanently or temporarily), and the 
majority of the affected parcels would result in partial acquisitions or easements. As discussed 
above, one full parcel acquisition would be required. The majority of ROW acquisitions and 
easements would occur on vacant parcels or commercial/office use properties fronting The Old 
Road. Businesses would be slightly affected in terms of the permanent acquisitions; driveways 
and parking likely would be affected but not the buildings themselves. No relocations would be 
required, and construction would accommodate continued access to the businesses. The 
acquired properties would be used for ROW and converted to transportation uses, which would 
be a direct impact on land use. However, the Build Alternative would not require permanent 
displacement of structures or changes in access to homes or businesses. Overall, the proposed 
project would involve ROW acquisition for transportation uses and would not have adverse 
effects on land use and zoning designations. 

Table 2-2: Land Use Impacts 

Impacted 
Parcel (APN) 

Owner of 
Record Land Use Parcel Size Acquisition 

Area 
Acquisition 
and Type 

2826005007 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Vacant 38,738 Square 
Feet (SF) 

686.96 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 

2826005013 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Vacant 648,292 SF 166,041.54 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 

2826006008 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Vacant 209,259 SF 274.5 SF  Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2826006905 County 
Sanitation District 

No 32 

Public Utility 292,994 SF 49,608.40 SF  Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2826006906 County 
Sanitation District 

No 32 

Public Utility 104,344 SF 925.66 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2826007021 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Vacant 6,403,327 SF 38,076.48 SF  Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2826037018 Studio Inn & 
Suites, LLC and 

Maruti 
Investments, Inc. 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

150,958SF 9,445.64 SF Temporary 
Easement 

2826121002 Fleet Properties Commercial/ 
Industrial 

25,525 SF 1,976.77 SF Temporary 
Easement 
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Table 2-2: Land Use Impacts 

Impacted 
Parcel (APN) 

Owner of 
Record Land Use Parcel Size Acquisition 

Area 
Acquisition 
and Type 

2826121006 Deme Properties 
LLC 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

27,961 SF 3,047.83 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2826121007 28038 The Old 
Road LLC 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

36,819 SF 2,923.92 SF Temporary 
Easement 

2826163031 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Vacant 241,149 SF 778.05 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2826006003 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

19,415 SF 910.75 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2826006009 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Access 
Road/Vacant 

110,537 SF 79,521.71 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2826006901 County 
Sanitation District 

No 32 

Public Utility 617 SF 617 SF Temporary 
Easement 

2826006907 County 
Sanitation District 

No 32 

Public Utility 2,622 SF 374.60 SF Temporary 
Easement 

2826037025 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Vacant 18,697 SF 21,735.65 SF Temporary 
Easement 

2826037026 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Vacant 97,993 SF 42,250 SF Temporary 
Easement 

2826037027 CEF Equities 
LLC and Rexford 

Pico LLC 

Vacant 69,583 SF 56,500 SF Temporary 
Easement 

2866007062 Newhall Land 
and Farming Co 

Vacant 33,792 SF 19,905.44 SF Full Permanent 
ROW 

Acquisition 

2866008001 Rye Canyon 
Industrial LLC 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

117,130 SF 3,245.00 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2866009014 Di Pietro 
Holdings 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

91,725 SF 6,451.00 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition and 

Temporary 
Easement 

2826163034 Newhall Land 
and Farming 

Vacant 221,814 SF 4,409 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 

2826005056 Old Road Realty 
LLC 

Vacant 144,994 SF 644 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Source: AECOM 2023a 
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Community plans and specific plans often are used by Cities and Counties to plan the future of 
a particular area at a finer level of detail than that provided by the general plan. A community 
plan is a portion of the local general plan focusing on the issues pertinent to a particular area or 
community within the City or County. It supplements the policies of the general plan. Specific 
plans describe allowable land uses, identify open space, and detail the availability of facilities 
and financing for a portion of the community. Specific plans must be consistent with the local 
general plan. A specific plan implements, but is not technically a part of, the general plan.  

The general plans of the affected communities (Los Angeles County; City of Santa Clarita; and 
the unincorporated community of Stevenson Ranch, which is under the jurisdiction of Los 
Angeles County) were reviewed to understand the development trends, land use-related goals, 
and specific policies of the local jurisdictions that could be affected by the proposed project. The 
land use, community design, open space, and/or mobility elements for each plan provide most 
of the goals or policies relevant to the proposed project area. Figure 4 shows the General Plan 
Land Use designations in the study area. The following sections discuss the relevant regional 
and local policies. 

2.2.2.1 Affected Environment 

The proposed project’s consistency with the following types of plans was considered and is 
discussed next: Transportation Plans/Programs, Regional Growth Plans, Regional Conservation 
Plans, and General and Community Plans. 

2.2.2.1.1 Transportation Plans/Programs 

SCAG Federal Transportation Improvement Program 

The Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) is a federally mandated 4-year 
program for all federally funded transportation projects in the region, as well as all regionally 
significant transportation projects for which approval from federal funding agencies is required, 
regardless of funding source. The FTIP is a comprehensive listing of such transportation 
projects proposed over a 6-year period. As the MPO for the region, SCAG is responsible for 
developing the FTIP for submittal to Caltrans and the federal funding agencies. The FTIP for the 
SCAG region is developed in partnership between the six County Transportation Commissions 
(CTCs) of Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura. The projects 
in the FTIP have been found to be consistent with SCAG’s approved RTP/SCS.  

The proposed project is included in the 2023 FTIP (Project Identification [ID] LAF3136) and is 
proposed for federal funding from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program, and 
Caltrans’s Highway Bridge Program.  

The proposed project’s operational emissions, which would include ozone precursors reactive 
organic gases (ROG) and nitrogen oxides (NOx), would meet the transportation conformity 
requirements imposed by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) and SCAQMD. 

2.2.2.1.2 Regional Growth Plans 

Connect SoCal (SCAG RTP/SCS) 

SCAG is a regional agency established pursuant to California Government Code Section 6500, 
also referred to as the Joint Powers Authority law. SCAG is designated as a Council of 
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Governments, a Regional Transportation Planning Agency, and an MPO. The proposed project 
site is within SCAG’s regional authority. As an MPO and public agency, SCAG develops 
transportation and housing strategies that transcend jurisdictional boundaries that affect the 
quality of life for Southern California as a whole. On September 3, 2020, SCAG’s Regional 
Council adopted Connect SoCal. Connect SoCal is a long-range visioning plan that balances 
future mobility and housing needs with economic, environmental, and public health goals. 
Connect SoCal embodies a collective vision for the region’s future and was developed with input 
from local governments, county transportation commissions, tribal governments, non-profit 
organizations, businesses, and local stakeholders in Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, 
San Bernardino, and Ventura counties. Connect SoCal includes more than 4,000 transportation 
projects, ranging from highway improvements to railroad grade separations, bicycle lanes, new 
transit hubs, and replacement bridges. These future investments were included in county plans 
that were developed by the six CTCs, all seeking to reduce traffic bottlenecks, improve the 
efficiency of the region’s network, and expand mobility choices. The goals of Connect SoCal are 
to: 1) encourage regional economic prosperity and global competitiveness; 2) improve mobility, 
accessibility, reliability, and travel safety for people and goods; 3) enhance the preservation, 
security, and resilience of the regional transportation system; 4) increase person and goods 
movement and travel choices within the transportation system; 5) reduce greenhouse gas 
emission and improve air quality; 6) support healthy and equitable communities; 7) adapt to a 
changing climate and support an integrated regional development pattern and transportation 
network; 8) leverage new transportation technologies and data-driven solutions that result in 
more efficient travel; 9) encourage development of diverse housing types in areas that are 
supported by multiple transportation options; and 10) promote conservation of natural and 
agricultural lands and restoration of habitats.  

2.2.2.1.3 Regional Conservation Plans 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Watershed Management Initiative 
for the Santa Clara River Watershed 

California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and Los Angeles RWQCB adopted 
the Watershed Management Initiative (WMI) to integrate surface and groundwater regulatory 
programs while promoting cooperative, collaborative efforts within the watershed to achieve 
water resource protection, enhancement, and restoration while balancing economic and 
environmental impacts. Specifically, the WMI has three main goals/objectives:  

i Use water quality to identify and prioritize water resource problems within individual 
watersheds. Involve stakeholders to develop solutions. 

ii Better coordinate point source and nonpoint source regulatory efforts. Establish working 
relationships between staff from different programs. 

iii Better coordinate local, State, and federal activities and programs, especially those related 
to regulations and funding, to assist local watershed groups. 

The Santa Clara River WMI identifies a number of programs and actions to address water 
quality impairments in the Santa Clara River watershed, including Total Maximum Daily Load 
and NPDES waste discharge permit requirements. The Santa Clara River WMI also has 
developed a Watershed Management Program to implement compliance with permit 
requirements on a watershed scale, through customized strategies, control measures, and best 
management practices. 
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2005 Santa Clara River Enhancement and Management Plan 

Santa Clara River flows in a generally western direction for approximately 84 miles through Tie 
Canyon, Aliso Canyon, Soledad Canyon, Santa Clarita Valley, Santa Clara River Valley, and 
Oxnard Plain before discharging to the Pacific Ocean near the Ventura Marina. Santa Clara 
River and its tributary system have a watershed area of about 1,634 square miles, 40% in Los 
Angeles County and 60% in Ventura County.  

The proposed project area is within the jurisdictional boundaries of Los Angeles RWQCB 
(Region 4) and is within the Upper Santa Clara River watershed, specifically Reach 5 as 
identified in the Upper Santa Clara River Integrated Regional Water Management Plan. Thus, it 
is subject to the river-wide issues and recommendations of the Santa Clara River Enhancement 
and Management Plan (SCREMP). The SCREMP is a guidance document for the preservation, 
enhancement, and sustainability of the physical, biological, and economic resources that occur 
within the 500-year floodplain limits of Santa Clara River.  

The primary objectives of the SCREMP are to:  

i Develop a comprehensive management plan for the resources of Santa Clara River within 
its 500-year floodplain that will achieve a balance among the various ways that these 
resources are used and the ways they will be sustained.  

ii Develop strategies for the enhancement of certain resource categories that will, over time, 
result in a net increase in these resources and their associated beneficial uses.  

iii Develop the SCREMP so that it is fully compliant with existing federal, state, county, and 
local jurisdictional entities’ laws, codes, regulations, ordinances, plans, policies, and/or 
programs.  

iv Develop the SCREMP so that it facilitates implementation of public agency mandates so as 
to promote strategies for the preservation, enhancement, and sustainability of physical, 
biological, and economic resources. 

v Develop the SCREMP so that it acknowledges and respects the private property and water 
rights of private property owners for the duration that the SCREMP is implemented, and also 
provides that the exercise of private property rights will occur so as to promote strategies for 
preservation, enhancement, and sustainability of physical, biological, and economic 
resources. 

vi Develop the SCREMP so that it facilitates implementation of mandated public agency 
actions and the exercise of private property rights by providing guidance on obtaining and 
expediting necessary permitting from federal, state, and county regulatory agencies. 

2.2.2.1.4 General and Community Plans  

2035 Los Angeles County General Plan 

The Los Angeles County General Plan is the guide for long-term physical development and 
conservation through a framework of goals, policies, and implementation programs. The Los 
Angeles County General Plan guides growth countywide through goals, policies, and programs 
that discourage sprawling development patterns; protects areas with hazard, environment, and 
resource constraints; encourages infill development in areas near transit, services, and existing 
infrastructure; and make a strong commitment to ensuring sufficient services and infrastructure. 
It also lays the foundation for future community-based planning initiatives that will identify 
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Table 2-3: Consistency with Plans and Policies 

Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

SCAG FTIP 

Project ID - LAF3136; RTIP ID - 1A1005. Widen 
The Old Road from north of Magic Mountain 
Parkway to Henry Mayo Drive to 1200 feet west of 
The Old Road. The proposed project is located on 
The Old Road from approximately 700 feet north of 
Magic Mountain Parkway to Henry Mayo Drive 
from The Old Road to the SR-126 hook ramps, and 
Rye Canyon Road between The Old Road and 
Avenue Stanford. Widening from four to six lanes is 
planned to reduce bottleneck. Toll Credits will be 
used to match Surface Transportation Program-
Local (STP-L) funds.  

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain the existing lane configuration of 
The Old Road and would continue to be a 
four-lane (two northbound and two 
southbound) roadway. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would reconstruct and widen 
The Old Road from Magic Mountain Parkway to Henry 
Mayo Drive. In addition, Alternative 2 would result in 
intersection improvements at The Old Road/1-5 hook 
ramps. 

Connect SoCal RTP/SCS 

Goal 2: Maximize mobility and accessibility for all 
people and goods in the region. 

Not Consistent. Traffic conditions under 
Alternative 1 would continue to worsen 
without implementation of the proposed 
project. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would alleviate congestion on 
roadways in the study area and reduce forecasted traffic 
congestion on adjacent streets through intersection 
enhancements. In addition, Alternative 2 would improve 
traffic flow and decrease congestion along The Old Road, 
thereby, improving mobility and enhancing goods 
movement capabilities. 

Goal 3: Ensure travel safety and reliability for all 
people and goods in the region.  

Not Consistent. The Old Road over the 
Santa Clara River Bridge currently does 
not meet LACPW highway design 
speed safety standards (it is currently 
designed for 40 mph, whereas the 
master plan highway criterion is 
65 mph). In addition, The Old Road 
over the Santa Clara River Bridge 
currently is classified as Structurally 
Deficient per FHWA standards for 
seismic, flood, and highway design. 
Furthermore, The Old Road over the 
Santa Clara River Bridge is not high 
enough to allow the LACPW Capital 
Flood to pass under the bridge. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would include a replacement 
bridge that would be constructed at a higher elevation to 
allow proper floodway clearance. In addition, The Old 
Road over the Santa Clara River Bridge would be 
replaced to meet current seismic design criteria. These 
proposed project features would ensure safety and 
reliability for all people and goods in the region. 
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Table 2-3: Consistency with Plans and Policies 

Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

Goal 4: Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional 
transportation system. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Goal 2. 

Consistent. See response under Goal 2. 

Goal 6: Protect the environment and health of 
residents by improving air quality and encouraging 
active transportation (non-motorized transportation 
such as bicycling and walking). 

Not Consistent. Traffic conditions under 
Alternative 1 would continue to worsen 
without implementation of the proposed 
project, thereby increasing air quality 
impacts and decreasing energy efficiency. 

Consistent. Air quality impacts were evaluated in the Air 
Quality Report (TAHA 2023a) for the proposed project. 
The Build Alternative would result in less criteria pollutant 
emissions than the No-Build Alternative and existing 
conditions because of improvements in vehicle delay. 
Proposed improvements also include installing a segment 
of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of bike lanes, 
a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, 
furthering continuity with bike trails and improving the 
bicycle and equestrian environment.  

Goal 8: Encourage land use and growth patterns 
that facilitate transit and active transportation. 

Not Consistent. No changes to transit or 
non-motorized transportation would result 
from Alternative 1. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would consist of bicycle lanes, 
sidewalk improvements, widened shoulders, and raised 
medians along various segments providing safer streets, 
while enhancing pedestrian accessibility. 
Proposed improvements also include installing a segment 
of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of bike lanes, 
a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, 
furthering continuity with bike trails and improving the 
bicycle and equestrian environment.  

Policy 2: Ensuring safety, adequate maintenance, 
and efficiency of operations on the existing 
multimodal transportation system should be the 
highest RTP/SCS priorities for any incremental 
funding in the region.  

Not Consistent. See response under 
Goal 8. 

Consistent. See response under Goal 8. 

Policy 4: Transportation demand management 
(TDM) and nonmotorized transportation will be 
focus areas, subject to Policy 1. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Goal 8. 

Consistent. See response under Goal 8. 

Policy 7: The RTP/SCS will encourage 
transportation investments that result in cleaner air, 
a better environment, a more efficient 
transportation system and sustainable outcomes in 
the long run. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Goal 6. 

Consistent. See response under Goal 6. 
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Table 2-3: Consistency with Plans and Policies 

Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

SCREMP 

Goal 6.4: It is of utmost concern to protect the lives of people and their properties that afford shelter or the basis for their economic livelihood, and all measures to 
achieve this protection will be implemented in full consideration of the other resources but will not be constrained to such an extent as to place the lives of people 
or their properties at foreseeable undue risk. 

RR 10. Maintenance of Design Flow Capacity: 
When the effectiveness and adequacy of public 
flood protection facilities is reduced below the 
design and/or Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA)-required levels and upon submittal 
of documentation on the hydraulic impact on the 
facility to regulatory agencies, sediment deposition 
removal will be allowed to the level of the pre-
determined design flow line. The sediment 
deposition removal would be subject to all laws, 
regulations, and permit requirements including 
mitigation. The mitigation for sediment deposition 
removal for future facilities will be addressed in the 
original permit. However, the requirement for 
alternative analyses and justifications shall be 
waived where legally possible or minimized in 
accordance with available regional general permits. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions. The Old 
Road over the Santa Clara River Bridge 
is currently classified as Structurally 
Deficient per FHWA standards for 
seismic, flood, and highway design. 
Furthermore, The Old Road over the 
Santa Clara River Bridge is not high 
enough to allow the LACPW Capital 
Flood to pass under the bridge. 

Consistent. Under Alternative 2, The Old Road over the 
Santa Clara River Bridge would be replaced to meet 
current seismic design criteria. Furthermore, the 
replacement bridge would be constructed at a higher 
elevation to allow proper floodway clearance and pass the 
LACPW Capital Flood event which would improve flooding 
conditions in the proposed project area. Implementation of 
construction-phase BMPs, and proposed project design 
features would minimize erosion and sediment discharge 
during construction and while vegetation is established. Any 
sediment deposition removal that would be required would 
be subject to all laws, regulations, and permit requirements 
including mitigation.  

2035 Los Angeles County General Plan  

Land Use Element 

Goal LU 7: Compatible land uses that complement neighborhood character and the natural environment. 

Policy LU 7.1: Reduce and mitigate the impacts of 
incompatible land uses, where feasible, using 
buffers and other design techniques. 

Consistent. No changes to adjacent 
neighborhoods would result from the No-
Build Alternative.  

Consistent. Alternative 2 would be compatible with 
existing land uses, as The Old Road is an existing 
primary north-south arterial through the Santa Clarita 
Valley. Alternative 2 would be consistent with the Santa 
Clarita Valley Planning Area Plan and the Los Angeles 
County Circulation Element, which calls for The Old Road 
to be a six-lane major highway. 
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Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

Goal LU 9: Land use patterns and community infrastructure that promote health and wellness. 

Policy LU 9.2: Encourage patterns of development 
that promote physical activity. 

Not Consistent. No changes to transit or 
non-motorized transportation would result 
from Alternative 1. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would include bicycle lanes, 
sidewalk improvements, widened shoulders, and raised 
medians along various segments, providing safer streets, 
while enhancing pedestrian accessibility. 
Proposed improvements also include installing a segment 
of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of bike lanes, 
a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, 
furthering continuity with bike trails and improving the 
bicycle and equestrian environment. 

Mobility Element 

Goal M 1: Street designs that incorporate the needs of all users. 

Policy M 1.1: Provide for the accommodation of all 
users, including pedestrians, motorists, bicyclists, 
equestrians, users of public transit, seniors, 
children, and persons with disabilities when 
requiring or planning for new, or retrofitting existing, 
transportation corridors/networks whenever 
appropriate and feasible. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Policy LU 9.2. 

Consistent. See response under Policy LU 9.2. 

Goal M 2: Interconnected and safe bicycle- and pedestrian-friendly streets, sidewalks, paths and trails that promote active transportation and transit use. 

Policy M 2.1: Provide transportation 
corridors/networks that accommodate pedestrians, 
equestrians and bicyclists, and reduce motor 
vehicle accidents through a context-sensitive 
process that addresses the unique characteristics 
of urban, suburban, and rural communities 
whenever appropriate and feasible. 

Not Consistent. The No-Build 
Alternative would maintain the existing 
lane configuration of The Old Road. It 
would continue to be a four-lane (two 
northbound and two southbound) 
roadway, and would not construct 
bicycle lanes or a Multi-Use Trail. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would reconstruct and widen of 
The Old Road from Magic Mountain Parkway to Henry 
Mayo Drive. These improvements would enhance traffic 
safety and improve local vehicular circulation. 
In addition, Alternative 2 would include a Class IV 
bikeway, sidewalk improvements, widened shoulders, 
and raised medians along various segments providing 
safer streets, while enhancing pedestrian accessibility. 
Proposed improvements also include installing a segment 
of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of bike lanes, 
a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, 
furthering continuity with bike trails and improving the 
bicycle and equestrian environment. 
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Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

soils, and distribution of naturalistic BMPs at 
regional, neighborhood, and parcel-level scales. 

increase of two lanes to three lanes in each direction of The 
Old Road. However, the total increase in impervious surface 
area from the proposed project would be insignificant in 
comparison to the watershed area of the Santa Clara River 
at The Old Road Bridge crossing. 
Nonetheless, potential changes in runoff rates/volumes 
would be addressed by drainage facility improvements and 
treatment BMPs that are designed to increase stormwater 
retention and reduce runoff volumes (e.g., bioswales). BMPs 
would be incorporated into the proposed project design. 

Policy C/NR 5.2: Require compliance by all County 
Caltrans with adopted Municipal Separate Storm 
Sewer System (MS4), General Construction, and 
point source NPDES permits. 

Consistent. No changes to stormwater 
would result from the No-Build Alternative.  

Consistent. Construction would cause short-term and 
temporary impacts during the construction process from the 
generation of pollutants such as sediment, metals, oil and 
grease, soil stabilization residues, nutrients, organic 
compounds, and trash and debris. Alternative 2 would 
implement temporary BMPs with respect to erosion, 
sediment, good housekeeping, and pollution prevention in 
compliance with the NPDES General Permit for Storm Water 
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land 
Disturbance Activities, Order WQ 2022-0057-DWQ, NPDES 
NO. CAS000002 (Construction General Permit) to minimize 
stormwater pollutants during the construction phase. 
Alternative 2 would alter existing drainage patterns, rates 
and volumes through construction of the new road 
alignment, reconstructing existing catch basins and 
constructing new catch basins and drainage facilities, and by 
increasing the impervious surface in the proposed project 
area. The net increase in impervious surface with 
implementation of the proposed project would result from the 
increase of two lanes to three lanes in each direction of The 
Old Road. However, the total increase in impervious surface 
area from the proposed project would be insignificant in 
comparison to the watershed area of the Santa Clara River 
at The Old Road Bridge crossing. 
Nonetheless, potential changes in runoff rates/volumes 
would be addressed by drainage facility improvements and 
treatment BMPs that are designed to increase stormwater 
retention and reduce runoff volumes (e.g., bioswales). BMPs 
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Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

Furthermore, treatment BMPs that are designed to increase 
stormwater retention and reduce runoff volumes (e.g., 
bioswales) would be implemented. BMPs would be 
incorporated into the design to comply with the County 
Municipal Stormwater NPDES Permit. However, BMPs 
would not be incorporated in areas with high seasonal 
groundwater, on hazardous slopes, within 100 feet of 
drinking water wells, or in contaminated soils. 

Goal C/NR 7: Protected and healthy watersheds. 

Policy C/NR 7.4: Promote the development of 
multi-use regional facilities for stormwater quality 
improvement, groundwater recharge, 
detention/attenuation, flood management, retaining 
non-stormwater runoff, and other compatible uses. 

Not Consistent. The Old Road would be 
maintained in its current condition and 
would not result in stormwater quality 
improvements. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would improve drainage facilities 
and catch basins; all of which would provide protection of 
the Santa Clara River. 
Furthermore, treatment BMPs that are designed to increase 
stormwater retention and reduce runoff volumes (e.g., 
bioswales) would be implemented. BMPs would be 
incorporated into the design to comply with the County 
Municipal Stormwater NPDES Permit. 

Noise Element 

Goal N 1: The reduction of excessive noise impacts. 

Policy N 1.9: Require construction of suitable noise 
attenuation barriers on noise sensitive uses that 
would be exposed to exterior noise levels of 65 
dBA CNEL and above, when unavoidable impacts 
are identified. 

Consistent. Alternative 1 would maintain 
the existing lane configuration of The Old 
Road and would not result in noise 
increases. 

Not Consistent. Traffic noise impacts were evaluated in 
the Noise Study Report for the proposed project. 
No adverse noise impacts from construction of Alternative 
2 are anticipated because construction would be 
conducted in accordance with Caltrans Standard 
Specifications Section 14.8-02. Construction noise would 
be short-term, intermittent, and overshadowed by local 
traffic noise. 
While the noise abatement criteria (NAC) was determined 
to be exceeded at some commercial and trail locations, 
noise abatement, in the form of noise walls, were 
determined to be not feasible due to access restrictions 
(business access driveways from the proposed project 
roadway) and substantial noise contributed from non- 
proposed project roadway sources (I-5 and local water 
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Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

Public Services and Facilities Element 

Goal PS/F 1: A coordinated, reliable, and equitable network of public facilities that preserves resources, ensures public health and safety, and keeps pace with 
planned development. 

Policy PS/F 1.4: Ensure the adequate maintenance 
of infrastructure. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Policy S 2.4. 

Consistent. See response under Policy S 2.4. 

2012 County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan 
Goal 1 - Bikeway System: Expanded, improved, and interconnected system of county bikeways and bikeway support facilities to provide a viable transportation 
alternative for all levels of bicycling abilities, particularly for trips of less than five miles. 

Policy IA1.1.3: Implement bikeways proposed in 
this Plan when reconstructing or widening existing 
streets. 

Not Consistent. No changes to transit or 
non-motorized transportation would result 
from Alternative 1. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would result in a Class IV 
bikeway, sidewalk improvements, widened shoulders, 
and raised medians along various segments providing 
safer streets, while enhancing pedestrian accessibility. 
Proposed improvements also include installing a segment 
of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of bike lanes, 
a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, 
furthering continuity with bike trails and improving the 
bicycle and equestrian environment. 

Goal 2 – Safety: Increased safety of roadways for all users. 

Policy 2.1 Implement projects that improve the 
safety of bicyclists at key locations. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Policy IA1.1.3. 

Consistent. See response under Policy IA1.1.3. 

Policy 2.4: Evaluate impacts on bicyclists when 
designing new or reconfiguring streets. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Policy IA1.1.3. 

Consistent. See response under Policy IA1.1.3. 

2015 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan 

Land Use Element 

Goal LU-1: An interconnected Valley of Villages providing diverse lifestyles, surrounded by a greenbelt of natural open space. 

Objective LU-1.2: Maintain the distinctive community character of villages and neighborhoods throughout the planning area by establishing uses, densities, and 
design guidelines appropriate to the particular needs and goals of each area, including but not limited to the following:  

Policy LU-1.2.8: In Castaic, promote expansion of 
neighborhood commercial uses to serve local 
residents; address traffic congestion; ensure 
compatibility between highway-oriented 

Not Consistent. Traffic conditions under 
Alternative 1 would continue to worsen 
without implementation of the proposed 
project. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would alleviate congestion on 
roadways in the study area and reduce forecasted traffic 
congestion on adjacent streets through intersection 
enhancements. In addition, Alternative 2 would improve 
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Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

commercial uses and nearby residential uses; and 
maintain community character in accordance with 
the County’s Castaic Area Community Standards 
District. 

traffic operations to be consistent with LACPW highway 
design speed safety standards. Alternative 2 would also 
include a Class IV bikeway, sidewalk improvements, 
widened shoulders, and raised medians along various 
segments providing safer streets, while addressing traffic 
congestion. 

Goal LU 2: A mix of land uses to accommodate growth, supported by adequate resources and maintaining community assets.  

Objective LU 2.2: Protect significant community resources from encroachment by incompatible uses, where feasible and appropriate.  

Policy LU 2.2.3: Consistent with adopted plans, 
ensure that adequate open space is set aside and 
protected from development throughout the 
planning area in order to provide the benefits of 
watershed management, habitat preservation and 
connectivity, and recreational opportunities. 

Not Consistent. No open space 
improvements would result from 
Alternative 1. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would include installing a 
segment of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of 
bike lanes, a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian 
trail, furthering continuity with bike trails and improving 
the bicycle and equestrian environment. 

Goal LU 3: Healthy and safe neighborhoods for all residents.  

Objective LU-3.2: Promote walkable neighborhoods that provide safe access to community services and essential services. 

Policy LU-3.2.2: In planning residential 
neighborhoods, include pedestrian linkages, 
landscaped parkways with sidewalks, and 
separated trails for pedestrians and bicycles.  

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions, which would 
not include bicycle and pedestrian 
access ramps improvements from The 
Old Road to the Multi-Use Trail at the I-
5 hook ramp intersection. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would include bicycle lanes, 
sidewalk improvements, widened shoulders, and raised 
medians along various segments providing safer streets, 
while enhancing pedestrian accessibility. 
Proposed improvements also include installing a segment 
of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of bike lanes, 
a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, 
furthering continuity with bike trails and improving the 
bicycle and equestrian environment. 

Goal LU 5: Enhanced mobility through alternative transportation choices and land use patterns.  

Objective LU-5.1: Provide for alternative travel modes linking neighborhoods, commercial districts, and job centers.  

Policy LU-5.1.1: Require safe, secure, clearly-
delineated, adequately-illuminated walkways and 
bicycle facilities in all commercial and business 
centers. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions, which would 
not include bicycle and pedestrian 
access improvements. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would include Class IV bicycle 
lanes, sidewalk improvements, streetlights on the new 
bridges, widened shoulders, and raised medians along 
various segments providing safer streets, while 
enhancing pedestrian accessibility. 
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Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

Proposed improvements also include installing a segment 
of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of bike lanes, 
a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, 
furthering continuity with bike trails and improving the 
bicycle and equestrian environment. 

Policy LU-5.1.2: Require connectivity between 
walkways and bikeways serving neighborhoods 
and nearby commercial areas, schools, parks, and 
other supporting services and facilities. 

Not Consistent. No mobility 
improvements would result from 
Alternative 1. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would include installing a 
segment of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of 
bike lanes, a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian 
trail, furthering continuity with bike trails and improving 
the bicycle and equestrian environment. 

Goal LU 7: Environmentally responsible development through site planning, building design, waste reduction, and responsible stewardship of resources.  

Objective LU-7.3: Protect surface and ground water quality through design of development sites and drainage improvements. 

Policy LU 7.3.2: Maintain stormwater runoff on-site 
by directing drainage into rain gardens, natural 
landscaped swales, rain barrels, permeable areas, 
and use of drainage areas as design elements, 
where feasible and reasonable. 

Consistent. The Old Road would be 
maintained in its current condition and 
would not result in increased stormwater 
runoff. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would improve drainage facilities 
and catch basins; all of which would provide protection of 
the Santa Clara River. 
Furthermore, treatment BMPs that are designed to increase 
stormwater retention and reduce runoff volumes (e.g., 
bioswales) would be implemented. BMPs would be 
incorporated into the design to comply with the County 
Municipal Stormwater NPDES Permit. 

Policy LU-7.3.4: Implement best management 
practices for erosion control throughout the 
construction and development process 

Not Consistent. The Old Road would be 
maintained in its current condition and 
would not result in erosion control 
improvements. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would improve drainage facilities 
and catch basins; all of which would provide protection of 
the Santa Clara River. 

Circulation Element 

Goal C 1: An inter-connected network of circulation facilities that integrates all travel provides viable alternatives to automobile use, and conforms with regional 
plans. 

Objective C-1.1: Provide multi-modal circulation systems that move people and goods efficiently while protecting environmental resources and quality of life. 

Policy C-1.1.1: Reduce dependence on the 
automobile, particularly single-occupancy vehicle 
use, by providing safe and convenient access to 
transit, bikeways, and walkways. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions, which would 
not include bicycle and pedestrian 
access ramps improvements from The 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would include bicycle lanes, 
sidewalk improvements, widened shoulders, and raised 
medians along various segments providing safer streets, 
while enhancing pedestrian accessibility. 
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Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

Old Road to the Multi-Use Trail at the I-
5 hook ramp intersection. 

Proposed improvements also include installing a segment 
of the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of bike lanes, 
a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, 
furthering continuity with bike trails and improving the 
bicycle and equestrian environment. 

Policy C-1.1.4: Promote public health through 
provision of safe, pleasant, and accessible 
walkways, bikeways, and Multi-Use Trail systems 
for residents. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Policy C-1.1.1. 

Consistent. See response under Policy C-1.1.1. 

Policy C-1.1.7: Consider the safety and 
convenience of the traveling public, including 
pedestrians and cyclists, in design and 
development of all transportation systems. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Policy C-1.1.1. 

Consistent. See response under Policy C-1.1.1. 

Objective C-1.3: Ensure conformance of the Circulation Plan with regional transportation plans. 

Policy C-1.3.3: Through trip reduction strategies 
and emphasis on multi-modal transportation 
options, contribute to achieving the air quality goals 
of the SCAQMD Air Quality Management Plan. 

Not Consistent. Traffic conditions under 
Alternative 1 would continue to worsen 
without implementation of the proposed 
project, thereby increasing air quality 
impacts and decreasing energy efficiency. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would increase regional 
roadway capacity and reduce congestion. Air quality 
impacts were evaluated in the Air Quality Report for the 
proposed project. The Build Alternative would result in 
less criteria pollutant emissions than the No-Build 
Alternative and existing conditions because of 
improvements in vehicle delay. 
Alternative 2 would also include installing a segment of 
the Multi-Use Trail, which would consist of bike lanes, a 
paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, furthering 
continuity with bike trails and improving the bicycle and 
equestrian environment. 

Policy C-1.3.4: Coordinate circulation planning with 
the Regional Transportation Plan prepared by the 
Southern California Association of Governments 
(SCAG), to ensure consistency of planned 
improvements with regional needs. 

Not Consistent. See responses under 
SCAG FTIP regarding consistency with 
the SCAG FTIP and the Connect SoCal.  

Consistent. See responses under SCAG FTIP regarding 
consistency with the SCAG FTIP and the Connect SoCal. 
Furthermore, the need for the proposed project is based on 
an assessment of the existing and future transportation 
demand in the proposed project area compared to the 
existing capacity of the facility. The improvements included 
in the proposed project are developed based on the 
approved land use plan by Los Angeles County and as 
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Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
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Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

defined in the SCAG forecast traffic volumes for the 2040 
horizon year. 

Goal C 2: A unified and well-maintained network of streets and highways which provides safe and efficient movement of people and goods between 
neighborhoods, districts, and regional centers, while maintaining community character. 

Objective C 2.1: Implement the Circulation Plan (as shown on Exhibit C-2) for streets and highways to meet existing and future travel demands for mobility, 
access, connectivity, and capacity. 

Policy C-2.1.3: Protect and enhance the capacity of 
the roadway system by upgrading intersections to 
meet level of service standards, widening and/or 
restriping for additional lanes, synchronizing traffic 
signals, and other means. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain the existing lane configuration of 
The Old Road and would continue to be a 
four-lane (two northbound and two 
southbound) roadway. No intersection 
improvements would be performed. LOS 
would continue to degrade specifically at 
the Rye Canyon Road and The Old Road 
intersection. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would include intersection 
enhancements at The Old Road and Sky View Lane; The 
Old Road and Rye Canyon Road; the proposed Old Road/I-
5 ramps; The Old Road and Henry Mayo Drive; The Old 
Road and Gateway Drive; and The Old Road and Magic 
Mountain Parkway. 
Furthermore, based on the results of the LOS analysis, the 
proposed roadway widening and associated improvements 
along The Old Road and Sky View Lane would improve 
intersection traffic operations within the study area. 

Policy C-2.1.4: Ensure that future dedication and 
acquisition of right-of-way is based on the adopted 
Circulation Plan, proposed land uses, and 
projected demand.  

Consistent. Under Alternative 1, the 
existing lane configurations would be 
unchanged, no ROW acquisitions would 
be required, and no intersection 
improvements undertaken.  

Consistent. Temporary construction, permanent drainage, 
and roadway ROW easements would be required on 
portions of several properties within the proposed project 
boundary. Right-of-Way would be needed at the following 
locations: The Old Road; Multi-Use Trail; Sky View Lane. 
There are no structures on these parcels upon which ROW 
acquisitions are planned; thus, no relocation of businesses 
or residences, or structure demolitions will be required 
during implementation of the proposed project. 

Objective C-2.2: Adopt and apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design and service levels, which promote safety, 
convenience, and efficiency of travel. 

Policy C-2.2.1: Designate roadways within the 
planning area based on their functional 
classification as shown on Exhibit C-2. 

Not Consistent. The current roadway 
does not meet the objectives of the Los 
Angeles County General Plan for a six-
lane major highway designation. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would be consistent with the 
Santa Clarita Valley Planning Area Plan and the Los 
Angeles County Circulation Element, which calls for The 
Old Road to be a six-lane major highway. 

Policy C-2.2.4: Strive to maintain a Level of Service 
(LOS) D or better on most roadway segments and 
intersections to the extent practical; in some 
locations, a LOS E may be acceptable, or a LOS F 

Not Consistent. Traffic conditions under 
Alternative 1 would continue to worsen 
without implementation of the proposed 
project. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would alleviate congestion on 
roadways in the study area and reduce forecasted traffic 
congestion on adjacent streets through intersection 
enhancements. Implementation of Alternative 2 would 
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No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
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may be necessary, for limited durations during 
peak traffic periods. 

improve the future year projected LOS at the following 
intersections compared to the No-Build Alternative: The 
Old Road and I-5 southbound ramps from LOS F to LOS 
C in the AM peak hour and LOS D in the PM peak hour; 
The Old Road and Rye Canyon Road intersection from 
LOS F to LOS D in the AM peak hour and LOS E in the 
PM peak hour; and The Old Road and Sky View Lane 
from LOS F to LOS B in the AM peak hour and LOS C in 
the PM peak hour. 
 

Objective C-2.3: Balance the needs of congestion relief with community values for aesthetics and quality of life.  

Policy C-2.3.3: When evaluating road widening 
projects, consider the impacts of additional traffic, 
noise, and fumes on adjacent land uses and use 
context-sensitive design techniques where 
appropriate. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions and would 
not add additional impacts on traffic, 
noise, and fumes on adjacent land uses. 
However, this would not result in 
transportation improvements associated 
with proposed project implementation. 
LOS would continue to degrade 
specifically at the Rye Canyon Road and 
The Old Road intersection and Old Road 
and I-5 southbound ramps intersection. 

Consistent. Under Alternative 2, the improvements primarily 
consist of reconstruction and widening The Old Road, 
replacement of two bridges, and reconstruction and 
widening Sky View Lane and Rye Canyon Road, including 
reconfiguration of their intersections at The Old Road.  
Traffic impacts were evaluated in the Transportation 
Assessment Report (AECOM 2023b) for the proposed 
project. Implementation of Alternative 2 would improve 
the future year projected LOS at the following 
intersections compared to the No-Build Alternative: The 
Old Road and 1-5 southbound ramps from LOS F to LOS 
C in the AM peak hour and LOS D in the PM peak hour; 
The Old Road and Rye Canyon Road intersection from 
LOS F to LOS D in the AM peak hour and to LOS E in the 
PM peak hour; and The Old Road and Sky View Lane 
from LOS F to LOS B in the AM peak hour and LOS C in 
the PM peak hour. 
Traffic noise impacts were evaluated in the Noise Study 
Report (TAHA 2023b) for the proposed project. Traffic 
noise modeling results indicate traffic noise levels at 
modeled receivers in Noise Study Area (NSA)-2 are 
predicted to be in the range of 69 to 74 decibels A (dBA) 
Leq(h) in the design year, and that the increase in noise 
would be 1 to 5 decibels (dB) in the design year. Because 
the predicted noise level in the design year would exceed 
66 dBA Leq (h) for Category C and 71 dBA Leq (h) for 
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Category E receivers, traffic noise impacts are predicted 
at receptors in this area. Noise abatement was evaluated 
and considered infeasible. 
Air Quality impacts were evaluated in the Air Quality Report 
for the proposed project. The Build Alternative would result 
in less criteria pollutant emissions than the No-Build 
Alternative and existing conditions because of improvements 
in vehicle delay. 

Goal C 6: A unified and well-maintained bikeway system with safe and convenient routes for commuting, recreational use and utilitarian travel, connecting 
communities and the region. 

Objective C-6.1: Adopt and implement a coordinated master plan for bikeways for the Valley, including both City and County areas, to make bicycling an attractive 
and feasible mode of transportation. 

Policy C-6.1.1: For recreational riders, continue to 
develop Class I bike paths, separated from the 
right-of-way, linking neighborhoods to open space 
and activity areas. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions and not add 
bikeways to the proposed project site. 
There are currently no Class I bike paths 
at the proposed project site. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would add a Class IV bikeway at 
the proposed project site. Alternative 2 would also include 
installing a segment of the Multi-Use Trail, which would 
include bike lanes. 

Policy C-6.1.2: For long-distance riders and those 
who bicycle to work or services, provide striped 
Class II bike lanes within the right-of-way, with 
adequate delineation and signage, where feasible 
and appropriate. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions and not add 
bikeways to the proposed project site. 
There are currently no Class II bike paths 
at the proposed project site. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 includes the addition of a Class IV 
bikeway at the proposed project site. 

Policy C-6.1.3: Continue to acquire or reserve right-
of-way and/or easements needed to complete the 
bicycle circulation system as development occurs. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions and not add 
bikeways to the proposed project site. 
There are currently no bicycle pathways 
at the proposed project site and bicycle 
circulation is limited.  

Consistent. Alternative 2 would add a Class IV bikeway at 
the proposed project site. Alternative 2 would also include 
installing a segment of the Multi-Use Trail, which would 
include bike lanes. Alternative 2 would contribute to the 
bicycle circulation system in the proposed project area. 

Policy C-6.1.4: Where inadequate right-of-way 
exists for Class I or II bikeways, provide signage for 
Class III bike routes or designate alternative routes 
as appropriate. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions and not add 
bikeways to the proposed project site. 
There are currently no Class III bike paths 
at the proposed project site. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 includes the addition of a Class IV 
bikeway at the proposed project site. 

Goal C 7: Walkable communities, in which interconnected walkways provide a safe, comfortable and viable alternative to driving for local destinations.  
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Table 2-3: Consistency with Plans and Policies 

Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

increasing the impervious surface in the proposed project 
area. The net increase in impervious surface with 
implementation of the proposed project would result from the 
increase of two lanes to three lanes in each direction of The 
Old Road. However, the total increase in impervious surface 
area from the proposed project would be insignificant in 
comparison to the watershed area of the Santa Clara River 
at The Old Road Bridge crossing. 
Nonetheless, potential changes in runoff rates/volumes 
would be addressed by drainage facility improvements and 
treatment BMPs that are designed to increase stormwater 
retention and reduce runoff volumes (e.g., bioswales). BMPs 
would be incorporated into the design to comply with the 
County Municipal Stormwater NPDES Permit.  

Policy CO-4.3.7: Reduce the number of pollutants 
entering the Santa Clara River and its tributaries by 
capturing and treating stormwater runoff at the 
source, to the extent possible.  

Consistent. The Old Road would be 
maintained in its current condition and 
would not result in increased stormwater 
runoff. 

Consistent. Construction would cause short-term and 
temporary impacts during the construction process from the 
generation of pollutants such as sediment, metals, oil and 
grease, soil stabilization residues, nutrients, organic 
compounds, and trash and debris. Alternative 2 would 
implement temporary BMPs with respect to erosion, 
sediment, good housekeeping, and pollution prevention in 
compliance with the NPDES General Permit for Storm Water 
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land 
Disturbance Activities, Order WQ 2022-0057-DWQ, NPDES 
NO. CAS000002 (Construction General Permit) to minimize 
storm water pollutants during the construction phase. 
Alternative 2 would alter existing drainage patterns, rates 
and volumes through construction of the new road 
alignment, reconstructing existing catch basins and 
constructing new catch basins and drainage facilities, and by 
increasing the impervious surface in the proposed project 
area. The net increase in impervious surface with 
implementation of the proposed project would result from the 
increase of two lanes to three lanes in each direction of The 
Old Road. However, the total increase in impervious surface 
area from the proposed project would be insignificant in 
comparison to the watershed area of the Santa Clara River 
at The Old Road Bridge crossing. 
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Table 2-3: Consistency with Plans and Policies 

Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

Nonetheless, potential changes in runoff rates/volumes 
would be addressed by drainage facility improvements and 
treatment BMPs that are designed to increase stormwater 
retention and reduce runoff volumes (e.g., bioswales). BMPs 
would be incorporated into the design to comply with the 
County Municipal Stormwater NPDES Permit. 

Goal CO-9: Equitable distribution of park, recreational, and trail facilities to serve all areas and demographic needs of existing and future residents. 

Objective CO-9.2: Recognize that trails are an important recreational asset that, when integrated with transportation systems, contribute to mobility throughout the 
Santa Clarita Valley. (Guiding Principle #34) 

Policy CO-9.2.1: Plan for a continuous and unified 
multi-use (equestrian, bicycling, and 
pedestrian/hiking) trail network for a variety of 
users, to be developed with common standards, in 
order to unify Santa Clarita Valley communities and 
connect with City, Regional, State, and Federal 
trails such as the dual-use (equestrian and hiking) 
Pacific Crest Trail. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions, which would 
not include bicycle and pedestrian 
access ramps improvements from The 
Old Road to the Multi-Use Trail at the I-
5 hook ramp intersection. 

Consistent. Proposed improvements under Alternative 2 
include installing a segment of the Multi-Use Trail which 
would consist of bike lanes, a paved pedestrian path, and 
an equestrian trail, furthering continuity with bike trails 
and improving the bicycle and equestrian environment. 

Policy CO-9.2.3: Use the Santa Clara River as a 
major recreational focal point for development of an 
integrated system of bikeways and trails, while 
protecting sensitive ecological areas. 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Policy CO-9.2.1. 

Consistent. See response under Policy CO-9.2.1. 

Safety Element 

Goal S-1: Protection of public safety and property from hazardous geological conditions, including seismic rupture and ground shaking, soil instability, and related 
hazards. 

Objective S-1.3: Reduce risk of damage in developed areas from seismic activity. 

Policy S-1.3.1: Identify any remaining unreinforced 
masonry buildings or other unstable structures, and 
require remediation or seismic retrofitting as 
needed to meet seismic safety requirements. 

Not Consistent. Alternative 1 would 
maintain existing conditions. The Old 
Road over the Santa Clara River Bridge 
is currently classified as Structurally 
Deficient per FHWA standards for 
seismic, flood, and highway design. 

Consistent. Alternative 2 would replace The Old Road 
over the Santa Clara River Bridge to meet current seismic 
design criteria which would be consistent with FHWA 
standards and Caltrans bridge seismic criteria. 

Policy S-1.3.4: Cooperate with other agencies as 
needed to ensure regular inspections of public 
infrastructure such as bridges, dams, and other 

Not Consistent. See response under 
Policy S-1.3.1. 

Consistent. See response under Policy S-1.3.1. 
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Table 2-3: Consistency with Plans and Policies 

Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

phase) and long-term (postconstruction/maintenance) 
measures. Short-term measures focus on implementing 
construction site BMPs designed to reduce erosion and 
subsequent sediment transport; long-term measures 
consider factors such as increased storm water runoff 
caused by the added impervious surface. 

Goal S-6: Reduced risk to public safety and property damage from accidental occurrences. 

Objective S-6.2: Increase public safety through the design of public facilities and urban spaces. 

Policy S-6.2.4: Continue to monitor traffic accident 
data in order to evaluate and address any traffic 
control needs to enhance public safety. 

Not Consistent. The Old Road over the 
Santa Clara River Bridge currently does 
not meet LACPW highway design 
speed safety standards (it is currently 
designed for 39 mph, whereas the 
master plan highway criterion is 65 
mph).  

Consistent. Alternative 2 would also construct a Class IV 
bikeway, Multi-Use Trail, as well as sidewalks on the 
bridge (which don't currently exist), which will improve 
safety for pedestrians and cyclists in the project limits. 
The Old Road traffic conditions would continue to worsen 
without implementation of the Alternative 2.  

Noise Element 

Goal N-1: A healthy and safe noise environment for Santa Clarita Valley residents, employees, and visitors. 

Objective N-1.1: Protect the health and safety of the residents of the Santa Clarita Valley by the elimination, mitigation, and prevention of significant existing and 
future noise levels. 

Policy N-1.1.3: Include consideration of potential 
noise impacts in land use planning and 
development review decisions. 

Consistent. Alternative 1 would maintain 
the existing lane configuration of The Old 
Road and would not result in noise 
increases. 

Consistent. No adverse noise impacts from construction 
of Alternative 2 are anticipated because construction 
would be conducted in accordance with Caltrans 
Standard Specifications Section 14.8-02. Construction 
noise would be short-term, intermittent, and 
overshadowed by local traffic noise. 
Traffic noise impacts were evaluated in the Noise Study 
Report (TAHA 2023b) for the proposed project. Traffic 
noise modeling results indicate traffic noise levels at 
modeled receivers in NSA-2 are predicted to be in the 
range of 69 to 74 dBA Leq(h) in the design year, and that 
the increase in noise would be 1 to 5 dB in the design 
year. Because the predicted noise level in the design 
year would exceed 66 dBA Leq (h) for Category C and 71 
dBA Leq (h) for Category E receivers, traffic noise impacts 
are predicted at receptors in this area. Noise abatement 
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Table 2-3: Consistency with Plans and Policies 

Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

was evaluated and considered infeasible. While noise 
impacts are predicted as a result of the proposed project, 
the proposed project remains consistent with this policy, 
as the policy simply requires consideration of noise 
impacts in land use planning and development review 
decisions. 

Goal N 2: Protect residents and sensitive receptors from traffic-generated noise.  

Objective N-2.1: Prevent and mitigate adverse effects of noise generated from traffic on arterial streets and highways through implementing noise reduction 
standards and programs. 

Policy N-2.1.2: Encourage the use of noise 
absorbing barriers, where appropriate. 

Consistent. Alternative 1 would maintain 
the existing lane configuration of The Old 
Road and would not require noise 
absorbing barriers. 

Consistent. Traffic noise impacts were evaluated in the 
Noise Study Report for the proposed project. 
No adverse noise impacts from construction of Alternative 
2 are anticipated because construction would be 
conducted in accordance with Caltrans Standard 
Specifications Section 14.8-02. Construction noise would 
be short-term, intermittent, and overshadowed by local 
traffic noise. 
Traffic noise modeling results indicate traffic noise levels 
at modeled receivers in NSA-2 are predicted to be in the 
range of 69 to 74 dBA Leq(h) in the design year, and that 
the increase in noise would be 1 to 5 dB in the design 
year. Because the predicted noise level in the design 
year would exceed 66 dBA Leq (h) for Category C and 71 
dBA Leq (h) for Category E receivers, traffic noise impacts 
are predicted at receptors in this area. Noise abatement 
was evaluated and considered infeasible. 

Policy N-2.1.3: Where appropriate, coordinate with 
Caltrans to ensure that sound walls or other noise 
barriers are constructed along Interstate 5 and 
State Route 14 in the immediate vicinity of 
residential and other noise sensitive developments, 
where setbacks and other sound alleviation 
devices do not exist. 

Consistent. See response under Policy 
N-2.1.2. 

Consistent. See response under Policy N-2.1.2. 
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Table 2-3: Consistency with Plans and Policies 

Policy/Goal Alternative 1 
No-Build Alternative 

Alternative 2 
Build Alternative 

Goal N-3: Protect residential neighborhoods from excessive noise. 

Objective N-3.1: Prevent and mitigate significant noise levels in residential neighborhoods. 

Policy N-3.1.4: Require that those responsible for 
construction activities develop techniques to 
mitigate or minimize the noise impacts on 
residences, and adopt standards that regulate 
noise from construction activities that occur in or 
near residential neighborhoods.  

Consistent. Alternative 1 would maintain 
the existing lane configuration of The Old 
Road and would not result in noise 
increases. 

Consistent. No adverse noise impacts from construction 
of Alternative 2 are anticipated because construction 
would be conducted in accordance with Caltrans 
Standard Specifications Section 14.8-02. Construction 
noise would be short-term, intermittent, and 
overshadowed by local traffic noise. 

2011 City of Santa Clarita General Plan 

The Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan has been prepared to ensure consistency with the City of Santa Clarita’s General Plan. Thus, the goals, objectives, and 
policies reviewed in the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan would be the same for the 2011 City of Santa Clarita General Plan. 

 Source: Community Impact Assessment, AECOM, September 2023 
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Transportation Plans/Programs 

The No-Build Alternative is inconsistent with various goals and policies shown in Table 2-3, 
Consistency with Plans and Policies, including the SCAG FTIP, Connect SoCal, SCREMP, and 
2012 County of Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan. 

2.2.2.2.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

The Build Alternative would be consistent with State, regional, and local plans and programs, 
and/or would be consistent with incorporation of the proper AMM, where applicable and 
feasible. Relevant goals and policies have been considered, as shown in Table 2-3, determining 
that the goals, objectives, and policies of the plans and programs discussed in Section 2.2.2 
above would promote improvement in the transportation infrastructure, improve traffic 
circulation, accommodate many modes of transportation, improve air quality, support economic 
growth, and accommodate existing and future residents as well as businesses. 

Transportation Plans/Programs 

The Build Alternative would be consistent with all transportation plans and programs shown in 
Table 2-3, including the SCAG FTIP, Connect SoCal, SCREMP, and 2012 County of Los 
Angeles Bicycle Master Plan. The Build Alternative would be inconsistent with Policy C-6.1.1 of 
the 2015 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan related to Class I bike paths; however, the Build 
Alternative would provide a Class IV bikeway as part of the proposed project, which provides 
further protection for cyclists. Therefore, the overarching Objective C-6.1 would be met by the 
Build Alternative. The Build Alternative would be inconsistent with Policy N 1.9 in the Noise 
Element of the 2035 Los Angeles County General Plan, related to construction of suitable noise 
attenuation barriers when unavoidable impacts are identified; however, noise barriers were 
considered and deemed to be infeasible for the proposed project.  

2.2.2.3 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The Build Alternative would be consistent with all relevant land use plan policies and programs. 
No AMMs are required. 

 Parks and Recreational Facilities 

The following section is based on the CIA (AECOM 2023a) prepared for the proposed project. 
All references in this section are available in the CIA. 

2.2.3.1 Regulatory Setting 

The Park Preservation Act (California PRC Sections 5400-5409) prohibits local and state 
agencies from acquiring any property which is in use as a public park at the time of acquisition 
unless the acquiring agency pays sufficient compensation or land, or both, to enable the 
operator of the park to replace the park land and any park facilities on that land. 

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, codified in federal law at 49 USC 
303, declares that “it is the policy of the United States Government that special effort should be 
made to preserve the natural beauty of the countryside and public park and recreation lands, 
wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites.” 
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2.2.3.2 Affected Environment 

No planned or publicly owned public parks, recreation areas, or wildlife or waterfowl refuges are 
within or immediately adjacent to the proposed project area. The following parks and recreation 
facilities are located within a 1-mile radius of the proposed project site: 

Golf Courses 

The Oaks Club at Valencia is an 18-hole golf course that stretches 7,218 yards with sweeping 
views of the Santa Clarita Valley. 

In addition, according to the Los Angeles Bicycle Master Plan, no bikeways are in the proposed 
project area or the immediate vicinity. The entrance to the Six Flags Magic Mountain 
amusement park lies at the southern end of the proposed project boundary. 

2.2.3.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.2.3.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

Under the No-Build Alternative, no modifications to the existing roadway would occur. No 
impacts on parks or recreation facilities would occur. 

2.2.3.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

Temporary Impacts 

Construction of the Build Alternative is expected to last approximately 4.5 years. Typical 
roadway construction activities would result in some temporary localized impacts on land uses 
in the area, including additional truck traffic, pollutant emissions from construction activities, 
increased noise and vibration, and temporary delays and/or detours. However, such potential 
construction impacts would be temporary and intermittent. TCEs would be needed for 
construction access and staging. Therefore, potential construction impacts would be temporary 
and intermittent, and would not be considered adverse.  

Permanent Impacts 

The majority of roadway improvements and construction would occur within the existing ROW. 
However, acquisition of ROW would be required along almost all of the western side of The Old 
Road. The majority of this property is vacant, with the exception of the Valencia Water 
Reclamation Plant. This land currently is owned by the Newhall Land and Farming Company 
and the Los Angeles County Sanitation District. No ROW extensions would occur on the eastern 
side of the road, with the exception of a small acquisition at the southeastern corner of the 
intersection of Rye Canyon Road and The Old Road, and a small portion along the 
southeastern corner of the intersection of Sky View Lane and The Old Road. Both parcels are 
owned by Newhall Land and Farming Company and currently are vacant.  

ROW acquisition would also be required along Rye Canyon Road between The Old Road and 
Avenue Stanford. The ROW acquisition would be required to accommodate the roadway 
widening and sidewalk improvements from three commercial properties. The roadway widening 
would affect the I-5 bridge over Rye Canyon Road, which would require the concrete slopes 
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under the bridge to be reconstructed with retaining walls. These acquisitions would cause direct 
impacts on the commercial and vacant properties along the ROW of Rye Canyon Road.  

Public use of parks and recreational facilities would not be affected because there are no 
recreational activities occurring at these locations. In addition, no access to parks and 
recreational facilities are provided at the locations of the ROW acquisitions.  

In addition, under the Build Alternative, improvements to recreational facilities would occur. The 
Build Alternative would include an extension of the Multi-Use Trail and would construct Class IV 
bike lanes, pedestrian pathways, and an equestrian trail, which would improve connectivity and 
increase recreational opportunities in the area. Construction activities would not restrict access 
to Six Flags Magic Mountain. No other park or recreation areas are in the immediate proposed 
project area; therefore, no impacts on parks and recreation would occur.  

2.2.3.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The Build Alternative would not affect parks or recreation facilities; therefore, no AMMs are 
required. 

 Farmlands 

The following section is based on the CIA (AECOM 2023a) prepared for the proposed project. 
All references in this section are available in the CIA. 

2.2.4.1 Regulatory Setting 

NEPA and the Farmland Protection Policy Act ([FPPA], 7 USC 4201-4209; and their regulations, 
7 CFR Part 658) require federal agencies, such as FHWA, to coordinate with the Natural 
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) if their activities may irreversibly convert farmland 
(directly or indirectly) to nonagricultural use. For purposes of the FPPA, farmland includes prime 
farmland, unique farmland, and land of statewide or local importance.  

CEQA requires the review of projects that would convert Williamson Act contract land to non-
agricultural uses. The main purposes of the Williamson Act are to preserve agricultural land and 
to encourage open space preservation and efficient urban growth. The Williamson Act provides 
incentives to landowners through reduced property taxes to discourage the early conversion of 
agricultural and open space lands to other uses.  

The California Department of Conservation monitors farmland through the Farmland Mapping 
and Monitoring Program (FMMP). FMMP was established in 1982 to continue the Important 
Farmland mapping efforts begun in 1975 by the NRCS. The program prepares and maintains an 
automated map and database system to record and report changes in the use of agricultural 
lands. 

2.2.4.2 Farmland Conversion Impact Rating 

Projects where farmland may be adversely affected require close coordination with the NRCS 
and completion of a Farmland Conversion Impact Rating Form. The rating form provides a basis 
for assessing the extent of farmland impacts relative to federally established criteria. The rating 
form is based on a Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) system, which is a numerical 
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system that measures the quality of farmland. LESA systems have two components. The Land 
Evaluation element rates soil quality. The Site Assessment (Form AD-1006) component 
measures other factors that affect the viability of a farm, including, but not limited to, proximity to 
water and sewer lines and the size of the parcel. Sites receiving a combined score of less than 
160 points do not require further evaluation. Alternatives should be proposed for sites with a 
combined score greater than 160. On the basis of this analysis, a federal agency may, but is not 
required to, deny assistance to private parties and state and local governments undertaking 
projects that would convert farmland. 

2.2.4.3 Affected Environment 

Some prime farmland and unique farmland, as identified in the FMMP, exists in the northern 
portion of the proposed project area, as shown in Figure 7. Prime Farmland is defined as 
farmland with the best combination of physical and chemical features for sustaining long-term 
agricultural production. This land has the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply 
needed to produce sustained high yields. Farmland of Statewide Importance is similar to Prime 
Farmland but with minor shortcomings, such as greater slopes or less ability to store soil 
moisture. 

Cultivated farmland, identified as Prime Farmland, is located south of the intersection of The Old 
Road and Henry Mayo Drive. This area has been designated for commercial use according to 
the Los Angeles County General Plan. Portions of this land are developed, including Los 
Angeles County Fire Station 76, the Castaic Union School District Transportation and 
Maintenance Yard, Kennedy Enterprise RV storage, and Furman MJ auto wrecker.  

The additional area of Prime Farmland north of Henry Mayo Drive will not be impacted by either 
of the Build Alternatives. Therefore, it is not included in this discussion.  

No portion of the proposed project site is under a Williamson Act Contract, as established in the 
Williamson Land Conservation Act, or any other local agricultural land conservation act. In 
addition, Los Angeles County does not participate in the program. Therefore, no analysis or 
discussion is required. 

2.2.4.4 Environmental Consequences 

2.2.4.4.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

Under the No-Build Alternative, no modifications to the existing roadway would occur. 
Therefore, no impacts on farmland would occur in the area surrounding The Old Road. 

2.2.4.4.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative  

Under the Build Alternative, improvements to The Old Road would occur in areas designated as 
Prime and Unique Farmland. As shown in Table 2-4, Alternative 2 would result in impacts to 
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, and Grazing Land as a result of partial acquisitions on those 
parcels.  
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Figure 7: Existing Farmland 
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The Build Alternative will convert approximately 1.08 acres of Prime and Unique Farmland. 
However, the new ROW associated with the Build Alternative would not require acquisition of 
the entire parcel. Form AD-1006 was completed for the Build Alternative and submitted to the 
NRCS local field office to determine the farmland conversion impact rating (provided in 
Appendix D).  

Table 2-4: Summary of Potential Impacts to Farmlands Under Alternative 2 

  Source: Community Impact Assessment, AECOM, 2023 

The NRCS determined that the Build Alternative would traverse areas currently being devoted 
to a variety of agricultural uses, including hay, vegetables, and fruit and nut trees. However, the 
Build Alternative rated a combined score of 125 points on Form AD-1006, which is below the 
threshold of 160 points. According to the instructions for completing Form AD-1006, sites 
receiving a total score of less than 160 points do not need to “consider alternative actions, as 
appropriate, that could reduce adverse impacts (e.g., Alternative Sites, Modifications, or 
Mitigation).” Therefore, according to the results of Form AD-1006, no further analysis is needed 
for farmland issues under the FPPA. In addition, these areas are not currently used for 
agricultural purposes and the surrounding area is highly urbanized. Therefore, the acquisition of 
Farmland of Statewide Importance would not be adverse due to the zoning of the proposed 
project site and the combined score of 125 points on the Farmland Conversion Impact Rating 
Form.  

2.2.4.5 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

Potential impacts to farmland would be 1.08 acres of farmland conversion to a transportation 
use. This land is not currently utilized as farmland, and there are no future plans to utilize it for 
agricultural uses. The property owner, Newhall Land and Farming Company, intends to develop 
these parcels into a housing tract development known as Entrada North (Los Angeles County 
Tentative Tract Map Number [No.] 071377). No impacts would occur to farmlands; therefore, no 
AMMs are required.  

 Growth 

2.2.5.1 Regulatory Setting 

The CEQ regulations, which established the steps necessary to comply with the NEPA of 1969, 
require evaluation of the potential environmental effects of all proposed federal activities and 
programs. This provision includes a requirement to examine indirect effects, which may occur in 
areas beyond the immediate influence of a proposed action and at some time in the future. The 

Impacted 
Parcel (APN)  

Farmland 
Designation Parcel Size (SF) Land 

Converted (SF) 

Percent of 
Farmland in 

County 

Percent of 
Farmland in 

State 

2826005013 Prime Farmland, 
Unique 

Farmland, 
Grazing Land 

648,292 SF 166,041.54 SF 0.00015% 0.0000042% 

2826006008 Grazing Land 209,259 SF 274.5 SF  0.00000001% n/a* 

2826006905 Grazing Land 292,994 SF 49,608.40 SF  0.00005% n/a* 

2826007021 Grazing Land 6,403,327 SF 38,076.48 SF  0.00015% n/a* 
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Table 2-5: Annual Average Growth Rate Percentages 

Jurisdiction Population  
2016–2045 

Households  
2016–2045 

Employment  
2016–2045 

SCAG Region 0.6 0.8 0.6 

County of Los Angeles 0.6 0.7 0.4 

City of Santa Clarita 1.3 1.4 1.2 
Unincorporated County of Los Angeles 1.2 1.3 1.3 

Source: Community Impact Assessment, AECOM, September 2023 

According to the forecasts, the local jurisdictions are projected to grow at a faster annual rate 
than the County of Los Angeles and overall SCAG region. The area east and south of the 
proposed project area is generally built out, with some undeveloped land to the north and west 
(see Section 2.2.1 above for a discussion on land use in the proposed project vicinity).  

2.2.5.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.2.5.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

Under the No-Build Alternative, no modifications to the existing roadway would occur. The Old 
Road in its current state would not meet the goals and objectives of the Los Angeles County 
Circulation Element, LACPW planning, FHWA standards, and other regional forecasts. The 
Connect SoCal anticipates the growth planned within the local jurisdictions in and around the 
study area and adequately responds to this projected growth. The No-Build Alternative would 
not influence the level of growth within the study area and adjacent jurisdictions. The Old Road 
would remain in its current condition and, therefore, is not anticipated to influence the amount, 
location, and/or distribution of growth or housing and jobs in the local cities and unincorporated 
areas in the study area. Deficiencies in traffic demand and roadway operations such as 
congestion, safety, and inconsistency with jurisdictional plans and policies would remain and 
continue to worsen under this scenario since this alternative would not increase regional 
roadway capacity and improve safety to accommodate expected future traffic growth 
projections.  

2.2.5.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

The “first-cut screening” for the Build Alternative is discussed next. 

The Build Alternative would not change existing points of accessibility along The Old Road, Sky 
View Lane, Rye Canyon Road, or provide new access; only improvements or re-alignments of 
intersections along The Old Road, Sky View Lane, and Rye Canyon Road would occur. The 
intersection and other improvements associated with the Build Alternative would create benefits 
for travelers by decreasing congestion; however, the alternative would not accommodate 
additional traffic beyond what currently is projected for the area. The improvements are not 
expected to influence travel behavior, trip patterns, or the attractiveness of some areas to 
development over others. This alternative would not remove an impediment to growth because 
it would not provide an entirely new public facility. 

The Build Alternative would address existing operational and capacity deficiencies and would 
not be likely to influence the amount, location, and/or distribution of growth in and around the 
study area. The proposed project would not be likely to induce land development, encourage 
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changes in population density, or construction of additional housing. All land use plans in the 
counties and cities in and around the study area include future growth. Service providers also 
regularly evaluate growth trends and provide required infrastructure upgrades as needed. No 
infrastructure plans have been identified in any local agency plans or service providers for the 
study area at this time.  

This “first cut screening” demonstrates that the Build Alternative would not change access but 
would facilitate improved mobility in the study area. Utilities, land use, community facilities, and 
traffic would not be affected because this alternative would not be growth-inducing and would 
not result in reasonably foreseeable growth. Based on this analysis, the Build Alternative does 
not require further analysis of potential growth-related impacts. 

2.2.5.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The Build Alternative would not be growth-inducing, and no further analysis of growth-related 
impacts is required. Local and regional plans account potential growth in and around the study 
area, and the minimal road and intersection improvements to The Old Road and Rye Canyon 
Road would not encourage additional growth beyond those projections. No AMMs are required. 

 Community Character and Cohesion 

2.2.6.1 Regulatory Setting 

The NEPA of 1969, as amended, established that the federal government use all practicable 
means to ensure for all Americans safe, healthful, productive, and aesthetically and culturally 
pleasing surroundings (42 USC 4331[b][2]). FHWA in its implementation of NEPA (23 USC 
109[h]) directs that final decisions on projects are to be made in the best overall public interest. 
This requires taking into account adverse environmental impacts, such as destruction or 
disruption of human-made resources, community cohesion, and the availability of public 
facilities and services. 

Under CEQA, an economic or social change by itself is not to be considered a significant effect 
on the environment. However, if a social or economic change is related to a physical change, 
then social or economic change may be considered in determining whether the physical change 
is significant. Because this proposed project would result in physical change to the environment, 
it is appropriate to consider changes to community character and cohesion in assessing the 
significance of the proposed project’s effects. 

2.2.6.2 Affected Environment 

The information in this section is based on the CIA prepared for the proposed project (AECOM 
2023a).  

Community character is defined as the combination of demographics, housing characteristics, 
economic conditions, and community facilities. Community cohesion is defined as the degree to 
which residents have a sense of belonging in their neighborhood; a level of commitment to the 
community; or a strong attachment to neighbors, groups, and institutions, usually as a result of 
the continued association over time. 
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Other potential indicators of cohesion include a high proportion of the following: ethnic 
homogeneity, long-term residents, households of two or more people, rates of home ownership, 
and percentage of elderly residents.  

Population and Housing 

Demographic data were collected from the U.S. Census (U.S. Census Bureau 2010) and the 
2020 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-year Estimate (U.S. Census Bureau 2019) for the 
analysis discussed next. The ACS 5-year Estimates were used because the data are more 
reliable than other ACS estimates (e.g., the 1- and 3-year Estimates) and data were available 
for smaller geographies. Data were collected for U.S. Census Tracts within 0.5 miles of the 
proposed project area. Data also were collected for the community of Stevenson Ranch, City of 
Santa Clarita, and Los Angeles County as points of reference for demographic trends. In 
addition, Connect SoCal growth forecasts were used to estimate projected growth for the area. 

Regional Population Characteristics  

The current populations of the study area, local area, region, and state are shown in Table 2-6. 
Typically, growth rates between 2010 and 2019 in the study area are higher compared to the 
rest of the state, region, and local area. However, Census Tract 9201.14 has a slightly lower 
growth rate than the state and local area, and Census Tract 9202.00 experienced a negative 
growth rate. Census Tract 9202.00 contains the North County Correctional Facility and no other 
housing units. The decrease in population shown in Table 2-6 likely represents a decrease in 
inmate population.  

Table 2-6: Current State, Regional, and Local Populations and Change 

Geographic Area 2010 2019 Change Percent 
Change 

California 37,253,956 39,283,497 2,029,541 5.45% 

County of Los Angeles 9,818,605 10,081,570 262,965 2.68% 

City of Santa Clarita 176,320 213,411 37,091 21.04% 

Unincorporated Community of 
Stevenson Ranch 16,934 19,179 2,245 13.26% 

Census Tract 9201.06 3,110 3,381 271 8.71% 

Census Tract 9201.07 3,954 6,295 2,341 59.21% 

Census Tract 9201.08 3,439 5,386 1,947 56.62% 

Census Tract 9201.14 6,490 6,518 28 0.43% 

Census Tract 9202.00 6,920 5,393 -1,527 -22.07% 

Census Tract 9203.28 1,990 2,036 46 2.31% 

Census Tract 9203.39 7,337 7,420 83 1.13% 

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau 2010, 2019 

SCAG Connect SoCal growth forecasts were used to predict long-term growth of the area, 
shown in Table 2-7. The SCAG region is expected to see a 19 to 27% growth rate from 2016 to 
2045, in population, households, and employment. Los Angeles County is expected to see a 13 
to 24% growth rate from 2016 to 2045, in population, households, and employment. The City of 
Santa Clarita is expected to experience a roughly 15 to 18% growth rate in population and 
employment, with a 32% growth rate in households from 2016 to 2045, and unincorporated Los 
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Angeles County is predicted to experience a roughly 19 to 20% growth rate in population and 
employment, with a 42% growth rate in households from 2016 to 2045.  

Table 2-7: Regional and Local Growth Rate 

  2016 2045 
2016-2045 

Growth Rate (%) 

SCAG Region 

Population 18,832,000 22,504,000 19.5 

Households 6,012,000  7,633,000 27.0 

Employment 8,389,000 10,049,000 19.8 

Los Angeles County 

Population 10,110,000 11,674,000 15.5 

Households 3,319,000 4,119,000 24.1 

Employment 4,743,000 5,382,000 13.5 

City of Santa Clarita 

Population 218,200 258,800 18.6 

Households 71,800 95,200 32.6 

Employment 91,200 105,200 15.4 

Unincorporated County of Los Angeles 

Population 1,044,500 1,258,000 20.4 

Households 294,800 419,300 42.2 

Employment 269,100 320,100 19.0 

Source: SCAG 2020 

Neighborhoods/Communities/Community Character  

The following neighborhoods were identified in the study area: the Santa Clarita neighborhoods 
of Newhall Ranch Road/McBean Parkway, Valencia Boulevard/Tourney Road, and Valencia; 
and the Stevenson Ranch neighborhoods of Val Verde, Sulphur Springs, and Del Valle. These 
neighborhoods are shown in Figure 8.  

Santa Clarita 

Newhall Ranch Road/McBean Parkway. This neighborhood roughly follows the Santa Clarita 
River, Dickason Drive, and Decoro Drive to the north. The eastern boundary follows Grandview 
Drive and McBean Parkway and extends out slightly along Newhall Ranch Road. The southern 
boundary is Magic Mountain Parkway, and the western boundary is I-5. This neighborhood 
aligns with Census Tract 9201.14. 

Valencia Boulevard/Tourney Road. This neighborhood is bounded by I-5 to the west, Magic 
Mountain Parkway to the north, McBean Parkway on the east, and Valencia Boulevard on the 
south. The Valencia Boulevard/Tourney Road neighborhood corresponds to Census Tract 
9203.28.  

Valencia. Valencia is a small town and consists of just one neighborhood. The neighborhood is 
bounded by I-5 to the west, the Santa Clarita River and Avenue Rockefeller to the south, 
Newhall Ranch Road and Copper Hill Drive to the east, and San Francisquito 
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Motorway/Company Road and the Census Tract 9202.00 boundary to the north. Valencia 
contains Census Tracts 9201.07 and 9201.08.  
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Figure 8: Neighborhoods Map 
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Stevenson Ranch 

Del Valle. The eastern boundary of Del Valle is I-5, and the northern boundary is SR-126. The 
western and southern boundaries generally follow Potrero Canyon Road, Pico Canyon Road, 
Mallory Drive, Kavenagh Lane, Hemmingway Avenue, and Stevenson Ranch Parkway. Based 
on population density, the neighborhood is designated as suburban. This neighborhood closely 
aligns with Census Tract 9203.39. 

Val Verde. The neighborhood is north of SR-126 and west of I-5. The western boundary of the 
neighborhood is the Los Angeles/Ventura County line, and the northern boundary roughly 
follows Hasley Canyon Road, Lechler Fire Truck Trail, and Oak Canyon Road. Based on 
population density, the neighborhood is designated as rural. This neighborhood falls partially 
within Census Tract 9201.06. 

Sulphur Springs. The boundary for the Sulphur Springs neighborhood follows the boundary for 
Census Tract 9202.00. The Sulphur Springs neighborhood generally is undeveloped, with the 
exception of some industrial uses and the North County Correctional Facility.  

Demographic Data 

Demographic data can be used to describe community cohesion and characteristics. 
Information was gathered from the 2010 U.S. Census and the 2020 ACS 5-year Estimate for the 
elements of age, ethnicity, employment and income, and transit-dependent population.  

Age 

Age can be a defining characteristic for community character and cohesion. Elderly and stay-at-
home parents tend to be more active in their communities, because they have more time to 
become involved. Transit-dependent populations are defined as coming from the population 
under age 19 or age 65 and older. Residents who tend to walk or use public transportation tend 
to correlate with a higher degree of community cohesion. Table 2-8 shows the distribution of the 
population by age in the state, region, locally, and in the study area.  

As stated previously, Census Tract 9202.00 contains the North County Correctional Facility and 
no other residential properties. Therefore, it was excluded from the analysis of age trends in the 
study area presented next.  

According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the population under 19 years of age has increased for 
all geographies. The population between 19 and 64 years old decreased for all geographies. 
The population over age 65 increased for all geographies between 2010 and 2019, with the 
exception of Census Tract 9201.08 (Valencia), which experienced an extremely minor decrease 
in population. No major changes occurred in age distribution for any geography in any age 
group, with all changes being less than a 5% increase or decrease except for Census Tract 
9201.08 (Valencia), which experienced a roughly 7% change in a population of less than 19 
years old. 
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Table 2-8: Age Distribution 

Geographic 
Area Year Population Less Than 

19 Years Old 
Population 19 to 64 

Years Old 
Population Greater Than 

64 Years Old 

California 
2010 9,295,040 25.0% 23,712,402 63.7% 4,246,514 11.4% 

2019 10,060,387 25.6% 23,737,069 60.4% 5,486,041 14.0% 

County of Los 
Angeles 

2010 2,402,208 24.5% 6,350,698 64.7% 1,065,699 10.9% 

2019 2,476,983 24.60% 6,268,609 62.1% 1,335,978 13.3% 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

2010 46,180 26.2% 113,289 64.3% 16,851 9.6% 

2019 60,698 28.5% 127,638 59.8% 25,075 11.7% 

Unincorporated 
Community of 
Stevenson 
Ranch 

2010 6,254 36.9% 9,766 57.7% 1,433 5.3% 

2019 5,464 28.5% 11,892 62.1% 1,823 9.5% 

Census Tract 
9201.06 

2010 899 28.9% 2,034 65.4% 177 5.7% 

2019 909 26.8% 2,135 63.1% 337 10.0% 

Census Tract 
9201.07 

2010 1,490 37.7% 2,355 59.6% 109 2.8% 

2019 2,478 39.4% 3,416 54.1% 401 6.4% 

Census Tract 
9201.08 

2010 1,061 30.9% 2,230 64.8% 148 4.3% 

2019 1,976 36.6% 3,184 59.1% 226 4.2% 

Census Tract 
9201.14 

2010 1,882 29.0% 4,363 67.2% 245 3.8% 

2019 1,818 27.8% 4,367 67.0% 333 5.1% 

Census Tract 
9202.00* 

2010 0 0.0% 6,903 99.8% 17 0.2% 

2019 219 4.1% 5,159 95.5% 15 0.3% 

Census Tract 
9203.28 

2010 409 20.6% 1,457 73.2% 124 6.2% 

2019 400 19.7% 1,454 71.5% 182 8.9% 

Census Tract 
9203.39 

2010 2,411 32.7% 4,617 62.6% 349 4.7% 

2019 2,361 31.8% 4,592 62.0% 467 6.3% 

Note: 
*Census Tract 9202.00 was excluded from analysis because it contains the North County Correctional Facility and no 
other residential properties. 
Sources: U.S. Census Bureau 2010, 2019 

For all census tracts in the study area, the 19–64 age range contained the majority of the 
population, ranging from roughly 54 to 72% of the population in 2019. The census tract with the 
lowest percentage of people in this age range was 9201.07 (Valencia), and the tract with the 
highest percentage was 9203.28 (Valencia Boulevard/Tourney Road). The census tract with the 
lowest percentage of population under age 19 was 9203.28 (Valencia Boulevard/Tourney Road) 
at 19.7%, with the highest in census tract 9201.07 (Valencia) at 39.4%. The census tract with 
the lowest percentage of population over age 65 was 9201.08 (Valencia) at 4.2%, with the 
highest in census tract being 9203.28 (Valencia Boulevard/Tourney Road) at 8.9%. 

As the majority of the population in the study area falls within the 19–64 age range, a high level 
of transit-dependence is not likely in this area. The population’s lower age range, in conjunction 
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with a lower percentage of the population over the age of 65, suggests a lower level of 
community cohesion.  

Ethnicity 

Because Census Tract 9202.00 contains the North County Correctional Facility and does not 
represent a typical community, it was excluded from the analysis of ethnicity trends in the study 
area presented next. 

Typically, throughout the state, region, and local jurisdictions, Hispanic or Latino and White 
racial groups tend to be the largest communities. This tendency generally is reflected in the 
study area; however, the Hispanic or Latino community tends to be much smaller in the study 
area, with the exceptions of Census Tracts 9201.07 (Valencia), 9201.08 (Valencia), and 
9203.39 (Del Valle), which have much larger populations of Asians. Table 2-9 shows the ethnic 
composition of the state, region, local jurisdictions, and census tracts in the study area.  

The census tract with the lowest population of Hispanic or Latino racial group is Census Tract 
9203.28 (Valencia Boulevard/Tourney Road) with 12.0%, while the largest Hispanic or Latino 
population occurs in Census Tract 9201.06 (Valencia) with 61.6%. The smallest population of 
the White racial group falls within Census Tract 9201.06 (Valencia) at 32.8%, with the largest 
population in Census Tract 9203.39 (Del Valle) at 51.2%. The largest Black/African American 
population in the study area is in Census Tract 9201.07 (Valencia) at 3.6%, and the smallest is 
in Census Tract 9203.28 (Valencia Boulevard/Tourney Road) at 2.0%. The lowest percentage of 
the Asian population in the study area is in Census Tract 9201.06 (Valencia) at 3.4%, and the 
highest percentage of the Asian population is in Census Tract 9201.08 (Valencia) at roughly 
29.6%. All other ethnic groups in the study area were found in very small percentages of each 
Census Tract, all falling under 10.0%. 

A large amount of ethnic diversity exists, with few groups above 50% of the population in the 
area, which could indicate a lack of community cohesion. 

Housing  

Households of two or more people and households that have been residents of a community for 
a longer period tend to correlate with a higher degree of community cohesion. In addition, 
ownership of a home, rather than rental, can correlate to a higher degree of community 
cohesion.  

As shown in Table 2-10, Census Tract 9202.00 (Sulphur Springs) was reported as having no 
housing units. As discussed previously, population associated with this census tract is 
connected with the North County Correctional Facility. This census tract has been removed from 
the following discussion of housing trends. For all other census tracts, the ratio of owner- to 
renter-occupied housing was comparable to local jurisdictions and higher than the region and 
state. The average household size in the study area is similar to the state, region, or local 
jurisdictions, with the exceptions of Census Tracts 9201.06 (Valencia), 9201.07 (Valencia), 
9201.08 (Valencia), and 9203.39 (Del Valle), which have larger average household sizes. All 
census tracts have a 93% or higher occupancy rate. This generally is consistent with the state, 
region, and local jurisdictions. Each census tract has between approximately 800 and 2,500 
housing units. The average household size ranges from two to four people. Census Tract 
9203.28 (Valencia Boulevard/Tourney Road) has the smallest household size, while Census 
Tract 9201.07 (Valencia) has the largest. Property value reflects the desirability of a particular 
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property with regard to aesthetic qualities, accessibility, safety, and many other factors. As of 
June 2022, the median home price in Santa Clarita was $807,146, and the median home price 
in Stevenson Ranch was $1,093,709 (Zillow.com 2022). Housing units in and around the study 
area typically are single-family suburban homes, with some multi-family housing. Vacancy rates 
in the study area generally are low, less than 7%, reflecting a high demand for housing. 
Unincorporated parts of Los Angeles County (e.g., the proposed project area) are expected to 
experience the most housing and population growth in the coming years because of the 
availability of developable land (CEF 2017).  

Households of two or more people and households that have been residents of a community for 
a longer period tend to correlate with a higher degree of community cohesion. In addition, 
ownership of a home, rather than rental, can correlate to a higher degree of community 
cohesion. Overall, the ratio of owner- to renter-occupied housing was comparable to local 
jurisdictions and higher than the region and state. The average household size in the study area 
is similar to the state, region, or local jurisdictions, with the exceptions of Census Tracts 9201.06 
(Valencia), 9201.07 (Valencia), 9201.08 (Valencia), and 9203.39 (Del Valle), which have larger 
average household sizes. All census tracts have a 93% or higher occupancy rate. This generally 
is consistent with the state, region, and local jurisdictions. Given the demographic indicators, 
community cohesion is relatively high. 

2.2.6.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.2.6.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

Under the No-Build Alternative, no modifications to the existing roadway would occur. The No-
Build Alternative would not affect the distribution of existing or planned housing, nor the 
economic conditions of the proposed project area. There is no housing in the proposed project 
area, and economic activity and employment would not be changed. 

2.2.6.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

According to several indicators of community cohesion, including high homeownership rates, 
housing tenure, size of households, and a high percentage of persons aged 65 and over, the 
study area does present some level of community cohesion.  

During proposed project construction, residents may be disrupted temporarily and 
inconvenienced by detours, local road closures, dust, noise, and heavy construction equipment 
traffic on existing streets. These issues would be addressed in advance of proposed project 
construction; LACPW would work with local authorities by following a construction traffic 
notification procedure to minimize transportation and traffic effects. In addition, proposed project 
construction would not displace any residential units or nonresidential properties.  
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Table 2-9: Ethnic Composition 

Geographic 
Area 

Total 
Population 

Hispanic or Latino 
of Any Race 

Not Hispanic or Latino 
Total Minority 

White Black/African 
American 

American Indian 
and Alaskan Native Asian Native Hawaiian/ 

Pacific Islander Some Other Race Two or More 
Races 

California  38,832,994 15,100,054 38.9% 14,481,927 37.2% 2,250,792 5.8% 300,304 0.1% 5,645,773 14.5% 153,557 0.03% 5,408,569 14.0% 1,871,497 0.05% 28,859,049 74.3% 
Los Angeles 
County 9,969,032 4,822,776 48.4% 2,620,622 26.2% 812,132 0.08% 72,494 0.07% 1,461,604 14.6% 27,184 0.03% 2,087,932 21.0% 392,031 4.0% 9,284,122 93.1% 

City of Santa 
Clarita 210,469 70,204 33.4% 100,967 48.0% 8,322 4.0% 1,612 0.08% 23,494 11.1% 188 0.01% 15,120 7.2% 12,120 5.8% 118,940 56.5% 

Unincorporated 
Community of 
Stevenson 
Ranch 

19,179 2,773 14.5% 11,327 59.0% 685 3.6% 76 0.0% 4,821 25.1% 0 0.0% 518 0.0% 1,619 0.1% 10,494 54.7% 

Census Tract 
9201.06 3,336 2,056 61.6% 1,095 32.8% 72 2.2% 38 1.1% 115 3.4% 8 0.2% 515 15.4% 177 5.3% 2,804 84.1% 

Census Tract 
9201.07 6,182 1,068 17.2% 3,085 50.0% 222 3.6% 59 1.0% 1,615 26.1% 0 0.0% 214 3.5% 219 1.0% 3,178 51.4% 

Census Tract 
9201.08 5,279 827 15.7% 2,155 40.8% 165 3.1% 50 1.0% 1,565 29.6% 0 1.3% 275 6.0% 311 10.1% 2,923 55.4% 

Census Tract 
9201.14 6,445 1,268 19.6% 3,690 57.3% 183 2.8% 0 0.0% 1,098 17.0% 0 0.0% 41 0.6% 153 2.4% 2,590 40.2% 

Census Tract 
9202.00 5,393 3,206 49.7% 723 11.2% 978 15.2% 253 4.0% 83 1.3% 30 0.5% 659 10.2% 583 9.0% 5,209 80.8% 

Census Tract 
9203.28 2,036 243 12.0% 1,204 59.1% 42 2.0% 13 0.6% 413 20.2% 7 0.3% 22 1.1% 135 6.6% 740 36.3% 

Census Tract 
9203.39 7,374 884 12.0% 3,775 51.2% 161 2.2% 76 1.0% 2,118 28.7% 0 0.0% 145 1.2% 712 9.7% 3,384 45.9% 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2019 

  



Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

153

 

 
 
 
 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 



Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

154

 

Table 2-10: Household Profile 

Geography 
Total 

Housing 
Units 

Housing Units, 
Occupied 

Housing Units, 
Vacant 

Owner-Occupied 
Units* 

Renter-Occupied 
Units* 

Average 
Household 

Size 

California 14,175,976 12,914,001 91.0% 1,261,975 8.9% 7,024,315 54.3% 5,889,686 45.6% 2.95 

Los Angeles County 3,542,800 3,316,795 94.0% 226,005 6.4% 1,519,516 45.8% 1,797,279 54.2% 2.99 

City of Santa Clarita 71,134 69,046 97.3% 2,088 2.9% 48,365 70.0% 20,681 30.0% 3.06 

Unincorporated 
Community of 
Stevenson Ranch 

6,769 6,486 95.8% 286 4.2% 4,536 83.1% 1,950 16.9% 2.96 

Census Tract 
9201.06 940 915 97.3% 25 2.7% 763 83.4% 152 16.6% 3.70 

Census Tract 
9201.07 1,683 1,672 99.3% 11 0.7% 1,395 83.4% 277 16.6% 3.76 

Census Tract 
9201.08 1,757 1,749 99.5% 8 0.5% 1,317 75.3% 432 24.7% 3.08 

Census Tract 
9201.14 2,319 2,258 97.4% 61 2.6% 1,167 51.7% 1,091 48.3% 2.89 

Census Tract 
9202.00** 0 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 

Census Tract 
9203.28 894 835 93.4% 59 6.6% 403 48.3% 432 51.7% 2.44 

Census Tract 
9203.39 2,445 2,383 97.5% 62 2.5% 1,792 75.2% 591 24.8% 3.11 

Notes: 
* May not add up to total housing units because of margin of error of the survey data. 
**Census Tract 9202.00 was excluded from the analysis because it contains the North County Correctional Facility and no other residential properties. 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2019 
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Once construction is complete, the proposed bridge would widen and increase the number of 
lanes to six-lanes. The Build Alternative would not provide new access to an undeveloped area, 
nor would they influence development opportunities by expanding capacity. Minority and low-
income populations exist within and around the study area. However, the proposed project 
would benefit most area residents, including minority and low-income populations, by improving 
mobility and circulation throughout the area. The proposed project would not have 
disproportionately high or adverse impacts per Executive Order (EO) 12898 on Non-White, 
Hispanic, Latino, or low-income populations within the reference populations, because it would 
not result in adverse impacts being predominately borne by a minority or low-income population, 
nor would adverse impacts be appreciably more severe to these populations. Overall, the 
proposed project would be built along an existing transportation corridor and would not divide 
existing neighborhoods/communities. Therefore, no adverse impacts would occur. 

2.2.6.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

Based on the above discussion and analysis, the Build Alternative would be built along an 
existing transportation corridor and would not divide existing neighborhoods/communities. In 
addition, the Build Alternative would not result in adverse impacts being predominately borne by 
a minority or low-income population, nor would adverse impacts be appreciably more severe to 
these populations. No further community character and cohesion analysis is required. 
Implementation of AMMs outlined elsewhere in this document would help minimize impacts on 
all the local communities, including minority and low-income populations.  

 Relocations and Real Property Acquisition 

2.2.7.1 Regulatory Setting 

The Department’s Relocation Assistance Program (RAP) is based on the Federal Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended (Uniform 
Act), and Title 49 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 24.  The purpose of the RAP is to 
ensure that persons displaced as a result of a transportation project are treated fairly, 
consistently, and equitably so that such persons will not suffer disproportionate injuries as a 
result of projects designed for the benefit of the public as a whole.  Please see Appendix C for a 
summary of the RAP. 

All relocation services and benefits are administered without regard to race, color, national 
origin, persons with disabilities, religion, age, or sex.  Please see Appendix B for a copy of the 
Department’s Title VI Policy Statement. 

2.2.7.2 Affected Environment 

The information in this section is based on the CIA (AECOM 2023a) prepared for the proposed 
project. Within the study area, the land adjacent to the proposed project has been developed 
with a variety of land uses, including residential, commercial, and recreation uses. 

No residential parcels would be acquired or used for temporary construction access or staging 
for the proposed project. However, as shown in Table 2-2, the Build Alternative would affect 23 
parcels (permanently or temporarily), and the majority of the affected parcels would result in 
partial acquisitions or easements. As discussed in Section 2.2.1, one full parcel acquisition 
would be required.  
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The acquisition of ROW would be required along almost all of the west side of The Old Road. 
The majority of this property is vacant, with the exception of the Valencia Water Reclamation 
Plant. This land currently is owned by the Newhall Land and Farming Company and the Los 
Angeles County Sanitation District. No ROW extensions would occur on the east side of the 
road, with the exception of a small drainage easement at the southeast corner of the 
intersection of Rye Canyon Road and The Old Road, and along the southeast corner of the 
intersection of Sky View Lane and The Old Road. Both parcels are owned by Newhall Land and 
Farming Company and currently are vacant. 

ROW acquisition also would be required along Rye Canyon Road between The Old Road and 
Avenue Stanford. The roadway widening would affect the I-5 bridge over Rye Canyon Road, 
which would require the concrete slopes under the bridge to be reconstructed with retaining 
walls. ROW acquisition would be required from three commercial properties to accommodate 
the roadway widening and sidewalk improvements. Driveways and parking likely would be 
affected but not the buildings themselves. No relocations would be required, and construction 
would accommodate continued access to the businesses. 

In addition, one full parcel acquisition would be required on vacant land owned by the Newhall 
Land and Farming Company. The land use would permanently change from the existing use to 
transportation land use where the ROW would be expanded to construct the Build Alternative. 
Overall, compensation would be provided in accordance with federal relocation assistance and 
property acquisition policies. 

2.2.7.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.2.7.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

The No-Build Alternative would maintain the current configuration of The Old Road. Under the 
No-Build Alternative, the proposed project would not be constructed, and no impacts would 
occur on relocations or property acquisition. 

2.2.7.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative  

Under the Build Alternative, temporary construction, permanent drainage, and roadway ROW 
easements would be required on portions of several properties within the proposed project 
boundaries. A summary of the APNs, street address, current owner, current occupant or land 
use, and ROW acquisition type of each parcel within the proposed project boundaries is shown 
in Table 2-11. 

At this preliminary stage of proposed project design, the Build Alternative is anticipated to 
require one full property acquisition; partial property acquisitions from 13 properties; and 20 
temporary construction easements to accommodate roadway widening. All property owners and 
tenants will be made aware of any potential impacts to businesses and all businesses would be 
able to remain open during proposed project construction. The actual impacts to properties will 
be determined during the proposed project’s final design phase. 

The Build Alternative would require the full acquisition of one vacant parcel and partial 
acquisitions from vacant, public utility, and commercial/industrial properties. Adverse impacts as 
a result of relocations and property acquisition are anticipated, and the property owner would be 
compensated for its loss in the property under the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970. Throughout the proposed project area, TCEs would 
be needed for construction access and staging. No residential or commercial properties would 



Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

158

be displaced, and no relocation of residential units would be required with implementation of the 
Build Alternative.  
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Table 2-11: APN Summary Table and Planned ROW Acquisition and Type 

# APN Street 
Address 

Owner of 
Record 

Current  
Occupant/Use Parcel Size Acquisition 

Area 
Acquisition 
and Type 

Description 
of Impacts 

1 2826005007 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Vacant 35,906.21 SF 686.96 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 

Small acquisition in 
southeast corner of 
parcel, adjacent to The 
Old Road 

2 2826005013 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Vacant 646,355.77 SF 166,041.54 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

ROW extension along The 
Old Road 

3 2826006008 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Vacant 209,259 SF 274.5 SF  Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

Parcel will experience 
partial ROW acquisition 
and temporary impacts for 
construction access. 

4 2826006905 28185 The 
Old Road, 
Valencia 

County 
Sanitation 
District No 32 

Public Utility 292,994 SF 49,608.40 SF  Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

Parcel will experience 
partial ROW acquisition 
and temporary impacts for 
construction access and 
staging.  

5 2826006906 28185 The 
Old Road, 
Valencia 

County 
Sanitation 
District No 32 

Public Utility 104,344 SF 925.66 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

Parcel will experience 
partial ROW acquisition 
and temporary impacts 
along The Old Road. 

6 2826007021 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Vacant 6,403,327 SF 38,0760.48 SF  Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

Parcel will experience 
partial ROW acquisition 
and temporary impacts for 
construction access and 
staging. 

7 2826037018 27710 The 
Old Road, 
Valencia 

Studio Inn & 
Suites, LLC 
and Maruti 
Investments, 
Inc. 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

134,856.42 SF 9,445.64 SF Temporary 
Easement Temporary impacts will 

occur in the parking lot of 
this parcel 

8 2826121002 28070 The 
Old Road, 
Valencia 

Fleet 
Properties 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

32,696.33 SF 1,976.77 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Parking lot will be 
temporarily impacted 
along The Old Road 

9 2826121006 28018 The 
Old Road, 
Valencia 

Deme 
Properties 
LLC 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

27,972.92 SF 3,047.83 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Parking lot will be 
temporarily impacted 
along The Old Road 
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# APN Street 
Address 

Owner of 
Record 

Current  
Occupant/Use Parcel Size Acquisition 

Area 
Acquisition 
and Type 

Description 
of Impacts 

10 2826121007 28038 The 
Old Road, 
Santa 
Clarita 

28038 The 
Old Road 
LLC 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

36,857.37 SF 2,923.92 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Parking lot will be 
temporarily impacted 
along The Old Road 

11 2826163031 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Vacant 249,084.24 SF 778.05 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 

The ROW will be 
extended along a small 
portion of the parcel along 
The Old Road  

12 2826006003 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Vacant 19,503.17 SF 910.75 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

Permanent and temporary 
impacts along a portion of 
the parcel along The Old 
Road and a small ROW 
extension in the northwest 
corner 

13 2826006009 n/a/ Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Access 
Road/Vacant 

110,537 SF 79,521.71 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

ROW acquisition along 
the entirety of the parcel. 
Permanent and temporary 
impacts due to the trail 
extension 

14 2826006901 28185 The 
Old Road, 
Valencia 

County 
Sanitation 
District No 32 

Public Utility 720.27 SF 720.27 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Temporary impacts along 
The Old Road 

15 2826006907 28185 The 
Old Road, 
Valencia 

County 
Sanitation 
District No 32 

Public Utility 3,897.25 SF 374.60 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Temporary impacts along 
The Old Road. 

16 2826037025 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Vacant 21,735.65 SF 21,735.65 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Temporary impacts along 
The Old Road. 

17 2826037026 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Vacant 118,365.62 SF 42,250 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Temporary impacts along 
The Old Road. 

18 2826037027 n/a CEF Equities 
LLC and 
Rexford Pico 
LLC 

Vacant 69,583 SF 56,500 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Temporary construction 
impacts along The Old 
Road. 

19 2866007062 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co 

Vacant 19,905.44 SF 19,905.44 SF Full 
Permanent 
ROW 
Acquisition 

Permanent impacts 
associated with the 
construction of the trail 
extension. 
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# APN Street 
Address 

Owner of 
Record 

Current  
Occupant/Use Parcel Size Acquisition 

Area 
Acquisition 
and Type 

Description 
of Impacts 

20 2866008001 25702 Rye 
Canyon 
Road, 
Valencia, 
and 
25700 Rye 
Canyon 
Road, 
Valencia 

Rye Canyon 
Industrial LLC 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

116,267.91 SF 3,245.00 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

Permanent and temporary 
impacts along Rye 
Canyon Road. 

21 2866009014 25733 Rye 
Canyon 
Road, 
Valencia, 
and 
25709 Rye 
Canyon 
Road, 
Valencia 

Di Pietro 
Holdings 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

90,848.75 SF 6,451.00 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

Permanent and temporary 
impacts along Rye 
Canyon Road. 

22 2826121006 28018 The 
Old Road, 
Valencia 

DEME 
Properties 
LLC 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

27,972.92 SF 2,231.00 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

Permanent and temporary 
impacts along Rye 
Canyon Road. 

23 2826006003 Intersection 
of The Old 
Road and 
Rye 
Canyon 
Road 

Newhall Land 
and Farming 
Co. 

Vacant 19,503.17 SF 1,075.00 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 
and 
Temporary 
Easement 

Permanent and temporary 
impacts along Rye 
Canyon Road. 

24 2826163034 n/a Newhall Land 
and Farming 

Vacant 221,814 SF 4,409 SF Partial ROW 
Acquisition 

ROW will be extended to 
widen Skyview Lane. 

25 2826005056 28656 The 
Old Road, 
Santa 
Clarita 

Old Road 
Realty LLC 

Vacant 144,994 SF 644 SF Temporary 
Easement 

Temporary impacts along 
The Old Road 

Source: Community Impact Assessment, AECOM, 2023 
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2.2.8.3 Environmental Consequences 

Census tracts are considered to have substantial minority populations if the percentage of 
minority residents is more than 10% higher than the County subdivision and/or the County 
average. Census tracts are considered to have substantial low-income populations if the 
percentage of residents within them who are living below the Census Bureau’s defined poverty 
threshold is more than 5% higher than the County subdivision and/or the County average. The 
Census Bureau determines the number of persons living below the poverty line based on their 
poverty thresholds. For 2019, the Census Bureau’s preliminary weighted average poverty 
threshold for a family of four was $26,172. 

Generally, impacts are considered to be disproportionately high or adverse if: a) adverse 
impact(s) of the proposed project would be borne predominately by a minority or low-income 
population group; or b) if adverse impact(s) of the proposed project would be appreciably more 
severe or greater in magnitude for minority and/or low-income groups than the adverse 
impact(s) to nonminority and/or non-low-income population groups even after implementation of 
mitigation measures and offsetting project benefits are considered.  

2.2.8.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

The No-Build Alternative would maintain the current configuration of The Old Road. Deficiencies 
in traffic demand and roadway operations such as congestion, safety, and inconsistency with 
jurisdictional plans and policies would remain and continue to worsen for environmental justice 
populations and non-environmental justice populations under this scenario since this alternative 
would not increase regional roadway capacity and improve safety to accommodate expected 
future traffic growth projections.  

2.2.8.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

Under the Build Alternative, temporary construction, permanent drainage, and roadway ROW 
easements would be required. However, no homes or businesses would be displaced or 
relocated, and the Build Alternative would keep The Old Road and Rye Canyon Road in the 
same general alignment. The proposed project would not physically divide any neighborhoods. 
This alternative also would provide benefits of transportation efficiency improvements to 
community members and commuters, as well as to emergency response vehicles.  

Table 2-13 summarizes the environmental justice indicators for the census tracts in the study 
area, as well as local, regional, and state populations for comparison. As stated previously, 
Census Tract 9202.00 (Sulphur Springs) contains a nontraditional population and was not 
considered in the analysis trends, although the data is shown in the table. As shown, Census 
Tract 9201.06 (Val Verde) contains minority populations more than 10% higher than the County 
subdivision. Hispanic or Latino populations also are more than 10% higher in Census Tract 
9201.06 (Val Verde), compared to the County subdivision. Census Tract 9023.28 (Valencia 
Boulevard/Tourney Road) had approximately ten percent of the population below the poverty 
line, which was approximately 5% higher than the County subdivision. No census tracts had a 
median household income less than the national poverty line.  

The Build Alternative would benefit most study area residents, including minority and 
low-income populations, by improving mobility and circulation in the study area. Proposed 
project construction would occur in census tracts with large minority and Hispanic or Latino 
populations; however, construction would not occur near residences and would not be likely to 
cause disproportionate impacts. Construction associated with the Build Alternative would have 
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the potential to affect non-minority and higher income populations as well. Any impacts related 
to construction would be temporary.  

As discussed in Section 2.2.1, the Build Alternative would affect 23 parcels (permanently or 
temporarily), and the majority of the affected parcels would result in partial acquisitions or 
easements. One full parcel acquisition would be required. However, access to businesses and 
community facilities would not be restricted during construction or after construction is 
completed, so minority or low-income populations would not be cut off from any services. 
Furthermore, no communities would be divided, and thus the proposed project would not 
separate minority or low-income populations from the rest of the community. 

Table 2-13: Environmental Justice Indicators 

Geography Total Minority 
Population 

Hispanic or Latino 
Population 

Percent below 
Poverty Line 

Median Household 
Income 

California  74.3% 38.9% 13.4% $106,916 

Los Angeles County 93.1% 48.4% 14.9% $99,133 

Santa Clarita 56.5% 33.4% 8.2% $119,314 
Unincorporated 
Community of 
Stevenson Ranch 

54.7% 14.5% 5.4% $166,328 

Census Tract 9201.06 84.1% 61.6% 4.1% $102,497 

Census Tract 9201.07 51.4% 17.2% 3.4% $201,581 

Census Tract 9201.08 55.4% 15.7% 9.5% $130,354 

Census Tract 9201.14 40.2% 19.6% 6.8% $129,088 

Census Tract 9202.00 80.8% 49.7% 0.0% $0  

Census Tract 9203.28 36.3% 12.0% 9.9% $156,443 

Census Tract 9203.39 45.9% 12.0% 5.1% $189,341 
  Source: Community Impact Assessment, AECOM, 2023 

The Build Alternative would not have disproportionately high or adverse impacts per EO 12898 
on a minority, Hispanic or Latino, or low-income population within the referenced populations 
because it would not result in adverse impacts, directly or indirectly, being predominately borne 
by a minority or low-income population, nor would adverse impacts be appreciably more severe 
to these populations. Additionally, under this alternative, deficiencies in traffic demand and 
roadway operations such as congestion, safety, and inconsistency with jurisdictional plans and 
policies would improve since this alternative would increase regional roadway capacity and 
improve safety to accommodate expected future traffic growth projections.  

2.2.8.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

Based on the above discussion and analysis, the Build Alternative would not cause 
disproportionately high and adverse effects on any minority or low-income populations in 
accordance with the provisions of EO 12898. No further environmental justice analysis is 
required. Implementation of AMMs outlined elsewhere in this document would help minimize 
impacts on all the local communities, including minority and low-income neighborhoods.  











Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

171

be deemed acceptable in order to further other General Plan goals and policies, such as those 
that protect environmentally sensitive areas, and when meeting active transportation goals, and 
encourage infill development, particularly within the Transit Oriented Districts.  

Intersection LOS analysis was conducted to evaluate existing intersection operations during the 
weekday AM and PM peak hours. As shown in Table 2-15, intersections 4 and 6 in the PM peak 
hour and intersection 7 in the AM and PM peak hour are currently operating at LOS E or worse. 
The Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) LOS calculation worksheets are provided in Appendix B 
of the Transportation Assessment (AECOM 2023b). 

Table 2-15: Existing (2022) Conditions Intersection LOS 

Intersection Traffic 
Control 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 
Delay1 LOS2 Delay1 LOS2 

1 The Old Road & Turnberry Lane TWSC 11.0 B 12.4 B 

2 The Old Road & Henry Mayo Drive Signal 4.0 A 4.7 A 

3 The Old Road & Gateway Drive Signal 14.6 B 14.2 B 

4 The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Signal 34.1 C 77.4 E 

5 The Old Road & Rye Canyon Road Signal 25.3 C 29.3 C 

6 Ave Stanford & Rye Canyon Road Signal 38.0 D 56.6 E 

7 The Old Rd & Sky View Lane TWSC 136.7 F >300 F 

8 The Old Road & Magic Mountain Parkway Signal 15.3 B 16.8 B 
Notes: 
TWSC = Two-Way Stop Control 
> = Greater than 
BOLD indicates unsatisfactory LOS  

1 Average control delay, in seconds per vehicle  
2 Intersections were analyzed using HCM 6th methodologies, except intersection 4 was analyzed using HCM 
2010 Edition Methodology because HCM 6th does not apply. 
Source: AECOM 2023b 

 
Table 2-16 summarizes the ramp queue length analyses conducted at the study intersection of 
The Old Road and I-5 southbound ramps during AM and PM peak hours to determine the ramp 
queues at the study intersection. The westbound left-turn storage lane is adequate for the 95th 
percentile queue length. The queuing analysis worksheets are included in Appendix C of the 
Transportation Impact Study (AECOM 2023b).  

Table 2-16: Existing Ramp Queue Length Analysis 

Intersection Ramp 
Direction 

Queue Length (feet) 

Storage (feet) AM Peak PM Peak 
The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Westbound Left 74 53 400 

Note: 95th percentile queue is reported from the intersection analysis using Synchro 11.  
Source: AECOM 2023b 

The roadway segment capacity analysis was conducted to evaluate existing roadway conditions 
during a typical weekday. Under existing conditions, The Old Road is a four-lane divided major 
highway between Henry Mayo Drive and Magic Mountain Parkway. With the existing capacity of 
four lanes (five lanes between I-5 southbound ramps and Rye Canyon Road), the roadway V/C 
ratio was calculated for the study roadway segments as shown in Table 2-17. According to the 
V/C capacity thresholds, the road segments of the Old Road are currently operating at LOS D or 
better, therefore, the Old Road is adequate for the existing travel demand.  
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Table 2-17: Existing (2022) Conditions Roadway Capacity 

Location Lanes Capacity 
Existing 
Weekday 
Volume 

Volume/ 
Capacity LOS 

The Old Road between SR-126 and Henry Mayo Drive 4 36,000 11,560 0.32 A 
The Old Road between Gateway Drive and I-5 
Southbound Ramps 4 36,000 15,774 0.44 A 

The Old Road between I-5 Southbound Ramps and Rye 
Canyon Road 5 45,000 29,819 0.66 B 

The Old Road between Rye Canyon Road and Sky View 
Lane 4 36,000 30,683 0.85 D 

Note: Capacity based on City of Santa Clarita General Plan/Los Angeles County Area Plan Circulation Element. 
Source: AECOM 2023b 

Forecast Traffic Volumes and Vehicle Miles Traveled 

The future forecast volumes for the study area were developed using the SCAG RTP/SCS 
Travel Demand Forecasting Model (SCAG model) to assess changes in VMT for this proposed 
project.  

For the regional travel demand modeling purposes, SCAG has a Trip-Based Model, and an 
Activity-Based Model (ABM). The Trip-Based Model was developed and adopted for the 2016 
RTP/SCS analysis, and this model has a base year of 2012. The ABM is a new generation of 
travel demand models and is a tour-based model in which individuals and their interaction with 
each other and their environment are explicitly represented. The latest version of the ABM has 
adopted the 2020 RTP/SCS, and this model has a base year of 2016 and horizon years of 2026 
and 2045. 

The SCAG model has been run for the No-Build Alternative scenarios in the model year 2026 
and 2045. As part of the proposed project, road widening along The Old Road between Henry 
Mayo Drive and Magic Mountain Parkway, Rye Canyon Road between The Old Road and 
Avenue Stanford, and Sky View Lane between The Old Road and Entertainment Drive are 
proposed. The proposed roadway improvements were coded into the model network, and the 
model was run for the 2026 and 2045 Build Alternative scenarios to analyze the impacts of the 
roadway improvements at the proposed project local area and the regional area. The proposed 
project open year is 2028, and the design year is 2045; the open year (2028) VMT 
measurements are interpolated from the 2026 and 2045 VMT results. 

The change between the No-Build Alternative and Build Alternative scenarios is network 
changes. In the No-Build Alternative scenario model network within the proposed project limits, 
The Old Road is a four-lane road, Rye Canyon Road has four lanes, and Sky View Lane has 
four lanes. In the Build Alternative scenario networks within the proposed project limits, The Old 
Road has been increased to six lanes, Rye Canyon Road has been changed to six lanes, and 
Sky View Lane has been changed to six lanes.  

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities  

Currently, there are no existing bicycle facilities within the proposed project area. From Henry 
Mayo Drive to where The Old Road parallels I-5, there is an existing sidewalk on the eastern 
side of The Old Road. Beyond the I-5 on-and off-ramps to the intersection of Rye Canyon Road, 
there is also an existing sidewalk on the eastern side of the roadway. In addition, from Sky View 
Lane to Magic Mountain Parkway, there is an existing sidewalk on the eastern side of the 
roadway.  
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2.2.10.3 Environmental Consequences 

The No-Build Alternative assumes that no modifications would be made to The Old Road or 
improvements made to local roadway intersections, other than routine maintenance and 
rehabilitation of the facility and any currently planned and programmed projects within Los 
Angeles County. 

The Build Alternative would widen The Old Road from Magic Mountain Parkway north to Henry 
Mayo Drive near the SR-126/I-5 interchange and replace two bridges along The Old Road (one 
over Santa Clara River and another over Union Pacific Railroad [UPRR] tracks). The Build 
Alternative would also include an extension of the existing Multi-Use Trail, which would include 
bike lanes, a paved pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail. The widening of Rye Canyon is 
assumed to have been completed by 2026 as part of the Build Alternative; therefore, the Build 
conditions reflect widenings of the Old Road and Rye Canyon Road. 

2.2.10.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

Opening Year (2028) 

Under the project opening year (2028) No-Build Alternative conditions, it is assumed that the I-5 
at Rye Canyon Ramp improvements are completed, which is included in the baseline conditions 
in 2028. To establish future baseline conditions without the proposed roadway widening and 
associated improvements, the 2022 baseline lane geometry was used for the No-Build analysis 
at the study area intersections and roadway segments.  

Intersection LOS Analysis 

Intersection LOS analysis was conducted to evaluate project opening year (2028) No-Build 
Alternative conditions during the weekday AM and PM peak hours. Table 2-18 summarizes the 
opening year (2028) No-Build Alternative LOS at the study area intersections. As shown in 
Table 2-18, intersection 6 in the PM peak hour and intersection 7 in the AM and PM peak hour 
are currently operating at LOS E or worse.  

Table 2-18: Opening Year (2028) No-Build Alternative Intersection LOS 

Intersection Traffic 
Control 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delay1 LOS Delay1 LOS 

1 The Old Road & Turnberry Lane TWSC 11.4 B 13.2 B 

2 The Old Road & Henry Mayo Drive Signal 4.1 A 5.0 A 

3 The Old Road & Gateway Drive Signal 14.6 B 14.0 B 

4 The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Signal 12.2 B 18.6 B 

5 The Old Road & Rye Canyon Road Signal 28.1 C 37.7 D 

6 Ave Stanford & Rye Canyon Road Signal 50.6 D 71.7 E 

7 The Old Road & Sky View Lane TWSC 270.6 F >300 F 

8 The Old Road & Magic Mountain Parkway Signal 15.7 B 17.4 B 

  



Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

174

Notes: 
1 Average control delay, in seconds per vehicle 
2 Intersections were analyzed using HCM 6th methodologies, except intersection 3 was analyzed using HCM 
2010 Edition Methodology because HCM 6th does not apply. 
BOLD indicates unsatisfactory LOS; the worst approach delays are reported for TWSC intersections. 

Ramp Queuing Analysis 

Table 2-19 summarizes the ramp queue length analyses conducted at the study intersection at 
The Old Road and I-5 southbound ramps during AM and PM peak hours to determine the ramp 
queues at the study intersection. The westbound left-turn storage lane is adequate for the 95th 
percentile queue length. 

Table 2-19: Opening Year (2028) No-Build Alternative Ramp Queuing Analysis 

Intersection Ramp 
Direction 

Queue Length (feet) 
Storage (feet) 

AM Peak PM Peak 

The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Westbound 
Left 77 40 400 

Note: 95th percentile queue is reported from the intersection analysis using Synchro 11.  

Roadway Capacity Analysis 

Roadway segment capacity analysis was conducted to evaluate the opening year (2028) No-
Build Alternative conditions during typical weekday conditions. The number of lanes provided for 
the opening year (2028) No-Build Alternative scenario would remain the same as existing 
conditions. With the capacity of four lanes, the roadway volume/capacity (V/C) ratios were 
calculated for the study roadway segments. Future year volumes are projected based on the 
growth rate from the SCAG model and the 2018 daily traffic counts. As shown in Table 2-20, the 
capacity of The Old Road between Rye Canyon Road and Skyview Lane would not be 
adequate to handle the projected (year 2028) travel demand. 

Table 2-20: Opening Year (2028) No-Build Alternative Roadway Capacity 

Location Lanes Capacity Weekday 
Volume 

Volume/ 
Capacity LOS 

The Old Road between SR-126 and Henry Mayo Drive 4 36,000 12,851 0.36 A 
The Old Road between Gateway Drive and I-5 Southbound 
Ramps 4 36,000 17,535 0.49 A 

The Old Road between I-5 Southbound Ramps and Rye 
Canyon Road 5 45,000 33,148 0.74 C 

The Old Road between Rye Canyon Road and Skyview Lane 4 36,000 34,108 0.95 E 
Notes:  
Capacity is based on the City of Santa Clarita General Plan/Los Angeles County Area Plan Circulation Element. 
BOLD indicates unsatisfactory LOS 

Design Year (2048) 

Under the future No-Build Alternative Conditions, there would be no changes to the lane 
geometry of the study area intersections. To establish future baseline conditions without the 
proposed roadway widening and associated improvements, the baseline lane geometry of the I-
5 at Rye Ramp intersection improvements were assumed to have been completed and was 
used for the No-Build Alternative analysis at the study area intersections and roadway 
segments.  
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Intersection LOS Analysis 

Intersection LOS analysis was conducted to evaluate the design year (2048) No-Build 
Alternative conditions during the weekday AM and PM peak hours. Table 2-21 summarizes the 
design year (2048) No-Build Alternative LOS at the study area intersections. As shown in the 
table, intersection 6 and 7 would operate at LOS F in both AM and PM peak hours, and 
intersection 5 would operate at LOS F in PM peak hour using HCM 6th edition methodology.  

Table 2-21: Design Year (2048) No-Build Alternative Intersection LOS 

Intersection Traffic 
Control 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delay1 LOS Delay1 LOS 

1 The Old Road & Turnberry Lane TWSC 13.5 B 17.5 C 

2 The Old Road & Henry Mayo Drive Signal 4.5 A 5.8 A 

3 The Old Road & Gateway Drive Signal 14.4 B 13.6 B 

4 The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Signal 15.1 B 40.9 D 

5 The Old Road & Rye Canyon Road Signal 54.5 D 100.3 F 

6 Ave Stanford & Rye Canyon Road Signal 115.1 F 152.7 F 

7 The Old Road & Sky View Lane TWSC >300 F >300 F 

8 The Old Road & Magic Mountain Parkway Signal 16.9 B 19.6 B 

Notes:  
1 Average control delay, in seconds per vehicle 
2 Intersections were analyzed using HCM 6th methodologies, except intersection 3 was analyzed using HCM 
2010 Edition Methodology because HCM 6th does not apply. 
BOLD indicates unsatisfactory LOS; the worst approach delays are reported for TWSC intersections. 

Ramp Queuing Analysis 

Table 2-22 summarizes the ramp queue length analyses conducted at the study intersection at 
The Old Road and I-5 southbound ramps during AM and PM peak hours to determine the ramp 
queues at the study intersection. The westbound left-turn storage lane is adequate for the 95th 
percentile queue length.  

Table 2-22: Design Year (2048) No-Build Alternative Ramp Queuing Analysis 

Intersection Ramp 
Direction 

Queue Length (feet) 

Storage (feet) AM Peak PM Peak 

The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Westbound 
Left 93 69 400 

Note: 95th percentile queue is reported from the intersection analysis using Synchro 11. 

Roadway Capacity Analysis 

Roadway segment capacity analysis was conducted to evaluate the design year (2048) No-
Build Alternative conditions during typical weekday conditions. The number of lanes provided for 
the design year (2048) No-Build Alternative scenario would remain the same as existing 
conditions. With the capacity of four lanes, the roadway V/C ratios were calculated for the study 
roadway segments. The design year traffic volumes typically rely on travel demand models that 
often implicitly assume steady traffic growth. Design year volumes are projected based on the 
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growth rate from the SCAG model and the 2018 daily traffic counts. As shown in Table 2-23, the 
capacity of The Old Road between the I-5 southbound ramps and Skyview Lane would not be 
adequate to handle the projected (year 2048) travel demand. 

Table 2-23: Design Year (2048) No-Build Alternative Roadway Capacity 

Location Lanes Capacity Weekday 
Volume 

Volume/ 
Capacity LOS 

The Old Road between SR-126 and Henry Mayo Drive 4 36,000 17,152 0.48 A 
The Old Road between Gateway Drive and I-5 Southbound 
Ramps 4 36,000 23,404 0.65 B 

The Old Road between I-5 Southbound Ramps and Rye 
Canyon Road 5 45,000 44,243 0.98 E 

The Old Road between Rye Canyon Road and Skyview Lane 4 36,000 45,525 1.26 F 
Notes:  
Capacity is based on the City of Santa Clarita General Plan/Los Angeles County Area Plan Circulation Element. 
BOLD indicates unsatisfactory LOS 

Vehicle Miles Traveled  

The VMT analysis consists of an initial screening of project type and determines whether the 
project is likely to induce travel. This methodology is consistent with the guidance in Caltrans’ 
Transportation Analysis under CEQA (TAC).  

Los Angeles County has also adopted VMT thresholds in their Transportation Impact Analysis 
Guidelines (LACPW 2020). The guidelines provide screening criteria, which can be used to 
quickly identify whether a project should be expected to cause a less-than-significant impact 
related to VMT. Per the County’s guidelines, a transportation project has a potentially significant 
VMT impact if it will increase the project area VMT. 

The SCAG RTP/SCS Travel Demand Forecasting Model (SCAG model) was used to calculate 
direct changes in VMT due to this project. The SCAG model network is modified to reflect the 
vehicle capacity-enhancements that would result from the proposed project, and the model 
outputs are used to calculate the change in VMT for No-Build and Build conditions. 

The change between the No-Build Alternative and Build Alternative condition is network 
changes. In the No-Build Alternative condition model network, within the proposed project limits, 
The Old Road has four lanes, Rye Canyon Road has four lanes, and Sky View Lane has four 
lanes. In the Build Alternative condition networks within the proposed project limits, The Old 
Road has been increased to six lanes, Rye Canyon Road has been changed to six lanes, and 
Sky View Lane has six lanes. Changes in VMT were computed from the SCAG model outputs. 

For VMT changes, the No-Build Alternative condition and Build Alternative condition results 
were analyzed for the study area and regional area. Table 2-24 summarizes VMT for the 
regional area for the No-Build and Build conditions in the open year (2028) and design year 
(2045). VMT percentage changes between No-Build Alternative condition and Build Alternative 
condition are minor (less than plus or minus [±] 1%). VMT decreases by 119,921 vehicle miles 
traveled in the open year and decreases by 1,036,971 vehicle miles traveled in the design year 
based on the SCAG model. Based on these results, the No-Build Alternative has a less-than-
significant project level and cumulative level VMT impact for the regional area. 



Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

177

Table 2-24: SCAG VMT Changes for Regional Area 

Area 

Open Year Design Year 

No-Build VMT 
(vehicle miles) 

Build VMT 
(vehicle miles) 

VMT 
Change 
(vehicle 
miles) 

VMT 
Change  

(%) 

No-Build 
(vehicle miles) 

Build 
(vehicle miles) 

VMT 
Change 
(vehicle 
miles) 

VMT 
Change  

(%) 

Regional 
Area 217,849,258 217,729,337 -119,921 -0.06% 225,893,139 224,856,168 -1,036,971 -0.46% 

Source: AECOM 2023c  

2.2.10.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative  

Level of Service  

Operation 

This section analyzes the effects of the proposed geometric improvements to the study 
locations with the implementation of the Build Alternative. The Build Alternative would widen 
The Old Road from Magic Mountain Parkway north to Henry Mayo Drive near the SR-126/I-5 
interchange and replace two bridges along The Old Road (one over Santa Clara River and 
another over the UPRR tracks). The Build Alternative would also include an extension of the 
existing Multi-Use Trail, which would include bike lanes, a paved pedestrian path, and an 
equestrian trail. The widening of Rye Canyon is assumed to be completed by 2026 as part of 
the Build Alternative; therefore, the Build conditions reflect widenings of The Old Road and Rye 
Canyon Road. 

Opening Year (2028) 

Intersection LOS Analysis 

Intersection LOS analysis was conducted with opening year (2028) conditions during weekday 
AM and PM peak hours. Table 2-25 summarizes the opening year (2028) LOS using HCM 
methodology at the study area intersections with the implementation of the Build Alternative. 
With the completion and opening of the Build Alternative, all study intersections are anticipated 
to operate at satisfactory LOS (LOS D or better), except intersection 6 operating at LOS E in the 
PM peak hour. Overall, the majority the study intersections exhibited improvements in delay and 
LOS when compared to the No-Build Alternative conditions.  
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Table 2-25: Project Opening Year (2028) Build Alternative Intersection LOS  

Intersections Traffic 
Control 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delay1 LOS Delay1 LOS 

1 The Old Road & Turnberry Lane TWSC 11.4 B 13.2 B 

2 The Old Road & Henry Mayo Drive Signal 7.7 A 8.3 A 

3 The Old Road & Gateway Drive Signal 12.7 B 14.1 B 

4 The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Signal 11.7 B 13.6 B 

5 The Old Road & Rye Canyon Road Signal 22.0 C 23.5 C 

6 Ave Stanford & Rye Canyon Road Signal 43.4 D 63.5 E 

7 The Old Road & Sky View Lane Signal 9.2 A 14.7 B 

8 The Old Road & Magic Mountain Parkway Signal 20.8 C 22.4 C 

Notes:  
1 Average control delay, in seconds per vehicle 
2 Intersections were analyzed using HCM 6th methodologies, except intersection 3 was analyzed using HCM 
2010 Edition Methodology because HCM 6th does not apply. 
BOLD indicates unsatisfactory LOS; the worst approach delays are reported for TWSC intersections. 
 

Ramp Queuing Analysis 

Table 2-26 summarizes the ramp queue length analyses conducted at the study intersection at 
The Old Road and I-5 southbound ramps during AM and PM peak hours to determine the ramp 
queues at the study intersection. The westbound left-turn storage lane is adequate for the 95th 
percentile queue length.  

Table 2-26: Project Opening Year (2028) Ramp Queuing Analysis 

Intersection Ramp 
Direction 

Queue Length (feet) Storage (feet) 
AM Peak PM Peak 

The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Westbound 
Left 75 48 400 

Note: 95th percentile queue is reported from the intersection analysis using Synchro 11. 

Roadway Capacity Analysis 

Roadway segment capacity analysis was conducted to evaluate the project opening year (2028) 
conditions during typical weekday conditions. With the implementation of the proposed widening 
and associated improvements (capacity of six lanes) for the opening year (2028) scenario, the 
roadway V/C ratios were calculated for the study roadway segments. Future year volumes are 
projected based on the growth rate from the SCAG model and the 2018 daily traffic counts. As 
shown in Table 2-27, the implementation of the proposed project would provide the needed 
capacity to The Old Road to accommodate the projected opening year (2028) travel demand. 

  



Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

179

Table 2-27: Opening Year (2028) Build Alternative Roadway Capacity 

Location Lanes Capacity Weekday 
Volume 

Volume/ 
Capacity LOS 

The Old Road between SR-126 and Henry Mayo Drive 6 54,000 12,876 0.24 A 
The Old Road between Gateway Drive and I-5 Southbound 
Ramps 6 54,000 17,570 0.33 A 

The Old Road between I-5 Southbound Ramps and Rye 
Canyon Road 7 63,000 33,214 0.53 A 

The Old Road between Rye Canyon Road and Skyview Lane 6 54,000 34,177 0.63 B 
Note: Capacity is based on the City of Santa Clarita General Plan/Los Angeles County Area Plan Circulation 
Element. 
 
Design Year (2048) 

This section analyzes the effects of the proposed geometric improvements to the study 
locations with the implementation of the Build Alternative. The Build Alternative would widen 
The Old Road from Magic Mountain Parkway north to Henry Mayo Drive near the SR-126/I-5 
interchange and replace two bridges along The Old Road (one over Santa Clara River and 
another over the UPRR tracks). The Build Alternative would also include an extension of the 
existing Multi-Use Trail, which would include bike lanes, a paved pedestrian path, and an 
equestrian trail.  

Intersection LOS Analysis 

Intersection LOS analysis was conducted to evaluate design year (2048) Build Alternative 
conditions during weekday AM and PM peak hours. Table 2-28 summarizes the design year 
(2048) LOS using HCM methodology at the study area intersections with the implementation of 
the Build Alternative. With the completion of the Build Alternative, all study intersections are 
anticipated to operate at satisfactory LOS (LOS D or better) except intersection 6 would operate 
at LOS E in the PM peak hour. Intersection 6 operates at LOS F in the design year No-Build 
Alternative conditions; however, after optimizing the traffic signal timing plan, intersection 6 
would operate at LOS E in the design year Build Alternative conditions. Overall, most of the 
study intersections exhibited improvements in delay and LOS when compared to No-Build 
Alternative conditions. Overall, intersection 6 during PM peak hour has been improved by the 
Build Alternative.  

Ramp Queuing Analysis 

Table 2-29 summarizes the ramp queue length analyses conducted at the study intersection at 
The Old Road and I-5 southbound ramps during AM and PM peak hours to determine the ramp 
queues at the study intersection. The westbound left-turn storage lane is adequate for the 95th 
percentile queue length.  



Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

180

Table 2-28: Design Year (2048) Build Alternative Intersection LOS 

Intersection Traffic 
Control 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delay1 LOS Delay1 LOS 

1 The Old Road & Turnberry Lane TWSC 13.5 B 17.6 B 

2 The Old Road & Henry Mayo Drive Signal 8.3 A 9.7 A 

3 The Old Road & Gateway Drive Signal 12.6 B 13.5 B 

4 The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Signal 14.2 B 29.2 C 

5 The Old Road & Rye Canyon Road Signal 28.3 C 35.5 D 

6 Ave Stanford & Rye Canyon Road Signal 47.2 D 67.9 E 

7 The Old Road & Sky View Lane Signal 10.1 B 21.3 C 

8 The Old Road & Magic Mountain Parkway Signal 21.8 C 24.3 C 

Notes:  
1 Average control delay, in seconds per vehicle 
2 Intersections were analyzed using HCM 6th methodologies, except intersection 3 was analyzed using HCM 
2010 Edition Methodology because HCM 6th does not apply. 
BOLD indicates unsatisfactory LOS; the worst approach delays are reported for TWSC intersections. 
 

Table 2-29: Design Year (2048) Build Alternative Ramp Queuing Analysis 

Intersection Ramp 
Direction 

Queue Length (feet) Storage Length 
(feet) AM Peak PM Peak 

The Old Road & I-5 Southbound Ramps Westbound 
Left 90 60 400 

      Note: 95th percentile queue is reported from the intersection analysis using Synchro 11. 

Roadway Capacity Analysis 

Roadway segment capacity analysis was conducted to evaluate the design year (2048) Build 
Alternative conditions during typical weekday conditions. With the implementation of the 
proposed widening and associated improvements (capacity of six lanes) for the design year 
(2048) Build Alternative scenario, the roadway V/C ratios were calculated for the study roadway 
segments. Future year volumes are projected based on the growth rate from the SCAG model 
and the 2018 daily traffic counts. As shown in Table 2-30, the implementation of the Build 
Alternative would provide the needed capacity to The Old Road to accommodate the projected 
design year (2048) travel demand. 

Table 2-30: Design Year (2048) Build Alternative Project Roadway Capacity 

Location Lanes Capacity Weekday 
Volume 

Volume/ 
Capacity LOS 

The Old Road between SR-126 and Henry Mayo Drive 6 54,000 17,216 0.32 A 
The Old Road between Gateway Drive and I-5 Southbound 
Ramps 6 54,000 23,490 0.44 A 

The Old Road between I-5 Southbound Ramps and Rye 
Canyon Road 7 63,000 44,406 0.70 B 

The Old Road between Rye Canyon Road and Skyview Lane 6 54,000 45,694 0.85 D 
Note: Capacity is based on the City of Santa Clarita General Plan/Los Angeles County Area Plan Circulation 
Element.  
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project area, however, and the details of pedestrian facility closures will be described in the 
Transportation Management Plan (TMP), which would be developed at a later phase of the 
project design.  

As discussed in Chapter 1 above, the proposed project would include an extension of the Multi-
Use Trail, including an approximately 0.58-mile extension of the trail on the southbound side of 
The Old Road from where the trail travels under The Old Road and I-5 just southeast of Rye 
Canyon Road to just northwest of the I-5 on- and off-ramps. The area where the trail would be 
extended is currently developed with an access road to add additional pedestrian facilities.  

The proposed project would also include a Class IV bikeway, which will include bicycle lanes on 
both sides of The Old Road between Henry Mayo Drive and Magic Mountain Parkway. 

2.2.10.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No AMMs are required to improve LOS, VMT, or bicycle and pedestrian facilities.  

 Visual/Aesthetics 

2.2.11.1 Regulatory Setting 

NEPA of 1969, as amended, establishes that the federal government use all practicable means 
to ensure all Americans safe, healthful, productive, and aesthetically (emphasis added) and 
culturally pleasing surroundings (42 USC 4331[b][2]). To further emphasize this point, the 
FHWA, in its implementation of NEPA (23 USC 109[h]), directs that final decisions on projects 
are to be made in the best overall public interest taking into account adverse environmental 
impacts, including among others, the destruction or disruption of aesthetic values. 

CEQA establishes that it is the policy of the State to take all action necessary to provide the 
people of the state “with…enjoyment of aesthetic, natural, scenic and historic environmental 
qualities” (California PRC Section 21001[b]). 

California Streets and Highways Code Section 92.3 directs Caltrans to use drought-resistant 
landscaping and recycled water when feasible, and incorporate native wildflowers and native 
and climate-appropriate vegetation into the planting design when appropriate.  

2.2.11.2 Affected Environment 

The following discussion is based on the Minor Visual Impact Assessment (AECOM 2023d) that 
was completed for the proposed project.  

Visual Setting 

The proposed project area is characterized by commercial buildings, the Los Angeles County 
Sanitation District No. 32 Treatment Plant, and rolling terrain. The primary land use within the 
proposed project corridor is urban commercial, with additional residential areas located to the 
northwest and southwest of the proposed project area.  

Santa Clara River flows approximately 100 miles from its headwaters near Acton, California to 
the Pacific Ocean, through the Santa Susana Mountains and the Transverse Ranges. The 
portion of the Santa Clara River that flows through the proposed project area is not a California 
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Motorists traveling through the proposed project area along The Old Road, Rye Canyon Road, 
and Sky View Lane would have a moderately-low sensitivity to visual changes, because the 
exposure of these viewers to existing views is fleeting in nature, and primarily associated with 
travel to and from fixed points within and outside of the proposed project area. These viewers 
would be more likely to notice more pronounced changes to a viewshed, including construction, 
but would not necessarily notice compatible uses. Therefore, there would be a moderately-low 
potential for responses from these viewers. 
 
Outdoor enthusiasts comprise a small number of roadway users within the proposed project 
area; however, the proposed project would include continuous opportunities to travel through 
the proposed project area on foot or by non-motorized forms of transportation. These viewers 
would normally be considered highly sensitive to visual change, but the current lack of 
opportunities to travel through the proposed project area by these forms of transportation means 
that the there is a low potential for responses from these viewers in the proposed project’s pre-
construction condition. 

2.2.11.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.2.11.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

Under the No-Build Alternative, no improvements would be made within the proposed project 
site. The visual character and quality of the site would remain as existing. This alternative 
includes no improvements to The Old Road, Rye Canyon Road, Sky View Lane, bridge 
replacements, or trail construction. There would be no changes to visual resources or views. 
Therefore, the No-Build Alternative would have no impacts to visual character or quality. 

2.2.11.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

Visual impacts are determined by assessing changes to the visual resources and predicting 
viewer response to those changes.  

Construction Impacts 

There would be short-term and temporary impacts to visual resources during the construction of 
the proposed project. Construction activities including removing existing vegetation, construction 
equipment, staging areas, and materials; and the construction site itself would have adverse 
effects on the visual environment for the viewer groups discussed above. Construction is 
anticipated to occur during the day. Any nighttime activities would be limited, but it would be 
necessary to provide construction lighting at night that could potentially add new sources of light 
and glare for residents and motorists. AMM VIS-1 would ensure that directional lighting would 
be aimed downward at the construction during proposed project construction, where appropriate 
within the proposed project construction area to ensure that the proposed project would comply 
with the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan. The overall visual impact from the proposed project 
would be moderate with implementation of AMM VIS-1.  

Operational Impacts 

With the exception of the raised elevation of the I-5 southbound on-ramp, all elements of the 
proposed project would be compatible with existing views. As previously discussed, the Santa 
Clarita Valley Area Plan calls for the visual character of projects to contain a balanced approach 
to growth within existing viewsheds without introducing new dominant elements. The proposed 
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project would be consistent with existing land uses and would not dominate new views or 
introduce more diverse landforms to the proposed project area. The structure's aesthetics would 
reflect the surrounding riparian habitat by utilizing earth-tone colors and textures resembling 
rocks or other geologic natural features. In addition, the bridge barrier would be a see-through 
Caltrans Type 85 design. The additional proposed lanes on The Old Road, Rye Canyon Road, 
and Sky View Lane would not expand the scale of the roadway substantially and would maintain 
the visual character of the roadway.  

Furthermore, the corridor views would maintain their continuity with existing views from The Old 
Road and associated intersections within the proposed project area by introducing only 
compatible elements that exist in some form within the existing proposed project area. The 
proposed project would be fully compatible with the existing visual character of the corridor. 

The visual quality of the existing corridor would not be altered by the proposed project because 
the proposed project would be consistent with the existing vividness, intactness, and unity within 
the proposed project area after construction has been completed.  

Area residents would not be affected by the proposed project because there are no direct views 
available of the proposed project site from residences, as all potentials views of the proposed 
project site are blocked and interrupted by rows of trees and vegetation, as well as intervening 
development. Therefore, there would be a low potential for responses from residential viewers 
as they would not have direct views of the proposed project. 

Commercial and industrial business viewers would be located in a closer proximity to the 
proposed project site than area residents. The potential for response from these viewers would 
be moderately-low. These viewers would be more likely to notice more pronounced changes to 
a viewshed, including construction, but would not necessarily notice compatible uses. 
Therefore, there would be a moderately-low potential for responses from these viewers. 

In addition, new lighting would be installed along The Old Road and the proposed overcrossing 
structure, which would be finalized during the PS&E Phase. However, it is not anticipated that 
these elements would be a notable change to the existing lighting in the area, as the proposed 
project area is urbanized and has a moderate level of existing ambient lighting.  

For the reasons stated above, the potential for impacts to visual resources, visual quality, and 
visual character would not be adverse. In addition, AMM VIS-2 would be implemented to 
discourage graffiti on the proposed retaining wall on Rye Canyon Road, which would further 
reduce visual impacts due to the proposed project.  

2.2.11.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

In accordance with the policies and objectives discussed in the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan, 
the following measures to avoid or minimize visual impacts will be incorporated into the 
proposed project:  

VIS-1: Directional lighting aimed downward at the construction site will be used during 
proposed project construction where appropriate within the proposed project 
construction area. 

VIS-2: A textured finish on the proposed retaining wall on Rye Canyon Road at I-5 will 
be included to discourage graffiti. 
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 Cultural Resources 

The information in this section is based on the Historic Resources Evaluation Report (HRER) 
(AECOM 2023e), the Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) (AECOM 2023f), the 
Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) (AECOM 2023g), and the Extended Phase I Report (XPI) 
(AECOM 2023).  

2.2.12.1 Regulatory Setting 

The term “cultural resources,” as used in this document, refers to the “built environment” 
(e.g., structures, bridges, railroads, water conveyance systems, etc.), places of traditional or 
cultural importance, and archaeological sites (both prehistoric and historic), regardless of 
significance. Under federal and state laws, cultural resources that meet certain criteria of 
significance are referred to by various terms including “historic properties,” “historic sites,” 
“historical resources,” and “tribal cultural resources.” Laws and regulations dealing with cultural 
resources include: 

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, sets forth national policy and 
procedures for historic properties, defined as districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects 
included in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Section 106 
of the Act requires federal agencies to take into account the effects of their undertakings on 
historic properties and to allow the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) the 
opportunity to comment on those undertakings, following regulations issued by the ACHP (36 
CFR 800). On January 1, 2014, the First Amended Section 106 Programmatic Agreement (PA) 
among FHWA, ACHP, California State Historic Preservation Officer, and Caltrans went into 
effect for Caltrans projects, both state and local, with FHWA involvement. The PA implements 
the ACHP’s regulations, 36 CFR 800, streamlining the Section 106 process and delegating 
certain responsibilities to Caltrans. The FHWA’s responsibilities under the PA have been 
assigned to Caltrans as part of the Surface Transportation Project Delivery Program (23 USC 
327). 

The Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA) applies when a project may involve 
archaeological resources located on federal or tribal land. The ARPA requires that a permit be 
obtained before excavation of an archaeological resource on such land can take place.  

CEQA requires the consideration of cultural resources that are historical resources and tribal 
cultural resources, as well as “unique” archaeological resources. California PRC Section 5024.1 
established the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and outlined the necessary 
criteria for a cultural resource to be considered eligible for listing in the CRHR and, therefore, a 
historical resource. Historical resources are defined in PRC Section 5020.1(j). In 2014, 
Assembly Bill (AB) 52 added the term “tribal cultural resources” to CEQA, and AB 52 is 
commonly referenced instead of CEQA when discussing the process to identify tribal cultural 
resources (as well as identifying measures to avoid, preserve, or mitigate effects to them). 
Defined in PRC Section 21074(a), a tribal cultural resource is a CRHR or local register eligible 
site, feature, place, cultural landscape, or object which has a cultural value to a California Native 
American tribe. Tribal cultural resources must also meet the definition of a historical resource. 
Unique archaeological resources are referenced in PRC Section 21083.2. 

2.2.12.2 Affected Environment 

The Area of Potential Effects (APE) established for the proposed project encompasses the 
extent of the proposed project footprint discussed above and all areas of ground disturbance, 
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had not responded to the letter by phone. As a result of these initial contact efforts, seven 
responses were received. Four stated that the APE lies outside of their tribal territory or deferred 
to other Native American groups. Three said that the proposed project APE was sensitive for 
cultural resources and recommended monitoring. 

In July 2020 an invitation to consult under AB52 was mailed to two tribes. The Fernandeño 
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians (FTBMI) responded requesting formal consultation under 
CEAQ. In December 2021 letters were sent to the initial tribal representatives identified by the 
NAHC in 2018 to provide them with an update on the status of the project in support of AB52 
consultation efforts. As a result of these re-notification letters, Santa Ynez Band of Chumash 
Indians requested formal consultation, two representatives (including one from Santa Ynez) 
requested Native American monitoring and one tribe indicated that the project is outside of the 
tribe’s ancestral territory, and they would not request consulting party status.  

Between April 18 and May 3, 2023, representatives identified by the NAHC were provided with 
an update on the status of the project and an opportunity to review the Extended Phase I 
proposal for the project. As a result, one tribe concluded consultation, one tribe deferred 
consultation to a local tribe, one tribe requested the opportunity to consult on placement of 
environmentally sensitive areas, should they be needed, and two tribes indicated they were 
interested in providing Native American monitoring for future work. 

Archival research, tribal consultation, and the field survey results indicate that the project area 
has a moderate to high sensitivity for both prehistoric and historic archaeological resources. The 

project site is located in the general vicinity of an ethnohistoric village and near to the natural 
resources surrounding the confluence of Castaic Creek and Santa Clara River. In addition, a 
number of archaeological sites are located within 1 mile of the APE, including a site with human 
remains about 0.70 mile to the east and the abandoned berm and bridge segment of the SPRR 
SBL/SPB (FJH-03292023) within the APE. The sedimentary deposits north of the Santa Clara 
River are younger Holocene age quaternary alluvium that have potential to overlay buried 
archaeological materials. Though sediments at the bridge over Santa Clara River are largely 
gravels, indicating a high-energy environment less likely to preserve archaeological deposits.  

As a result of the archival research and pedestrian survey, an Extended Phase I assessment 
was conducted to determine the presence or absence of archaeological resources within the 
APE. Fieldwork was completed in August and September 2023. A total of 16 trenches and 54 
shovel test pits (STPs) were excavated, in accordance with the Extended Phase I plan that was 
developed for the project. Four STPs were positive for historic-age archaeological material in 
proximity to the abandoned SPRR SBL/SPB alignment. All other STP and trench test locations 
were determined to be negative for archaeological resources, and no previously unrecorded 
archaeological resources were identified. The potential to encounter intact archaeological 
resources below ground surface appears to be low, based on the results of the Extended Phase 
I study. No historic Section 4(f) resources were identified in the study area.  

2.2.12.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.2.12.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

Under the No-Build Alternative, no improvements would be made within the proposed project 
site, including no improvements to The Old Road, Rye Canyon Road, Sky View Lane, bridge 
replacements, or trail construction. As such, there would be no impacts to any historical or 
archaeological resources. 
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2.2.12.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

The results of the HRER (AECOM 2023e) and the HPSR (AECOM 2023f) indicate that eight 
built environment resources were identified within the APE. Of these eight resources, three were 
previously determined ineligible for the NRHP (The Old Road over Santa Clara River Bridge (P-
19-190315); The Old Road Bridge over the SPT Co. (CA53C0328); and the Route 5/126 
Separation Bridge (CA532928), and four resources, P-19-186567, PD-1 concrete culvert, P-19-
186541, and Valencia Water Reclamation Plant, were determined ineligible for listing in the 
NRHP as a result of the current studies. One resource, the SPRR SBL/SPB is assumed eligible 
for the purpose of this project, however, the section of the SPRR SBL/SPB that is within the 
APE is not eligible as a contributing element. Therefore, the proposed project achieves a finding 
of No Historic Properties Affected. In addition, the ASR (AECOM 2023g) and XPI investigation 
(AECOM 2023) determined that the project does exhibit archaeological sensitivity but the 
potential to encounter intact archaeological deposits is low.    

However, there is a potential for previously unknown cultural and historical resources to be 
discovered during construction of the Build Alternative. With implementation of the AMMs 
discussed below in Section 2.2.12.3, potential impacts to cultural resources would not be 
adverse. 

2.2.12.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The following AMMs will be implemented to reduce adverse effects on cultural resources under 
the Build Alternative: 

CR-1: All workers must participate in a Worker Environmental Awareness Program for 
cultural resources. Sign-in sheets will be maintained to document completion of the 
program by each worker. This program can be administered in person by or under the 
supervision of a Secretary of Interior (SOI) qualified archaeologist or through screening 
of a video/slide presentation prepared by a SOI-qualified archaeologist and overseen by 
an on-site manager. Contractor education will include the legal framework protecting 
cultural resources, typical kinds of cultural resources that may be found during 
construction, artifacts that would be considered potentially significant, and proper 
procedures and notifications if cultural resources are discovered. The training will review 
types of cultural resources and artifacts that would be considered potentially significant 
to support operator recognition of these materials during construction. Contingent upon 
the results of AB 52 consultation, Native American representatives shall be afforded the 
opportunity to participate in the cultural resource training to provide project personnel 
with tribal perspectives on working in areas sensitive for Tribal Cultural Resources. 

CR-2: If cultural materials are discovered during construction, all earthmoving activity 
within 50 feet of the find will be diverted until a SOI-qualified archaeologist can assess 
the significance of the find and, if necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures. 

CR-3: If human remains are discovered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 
states that further disturbances and activities will cease in any area or nearby area 
suspected to overlie remains, and the County Coroner will be contacted. Pursuant to 
PRC Section 5097.98, if the remains are thought to be Native American, the Coroner will 
notify the California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which will then 
notify the Most Likely Descendant (MLD). At this time, the person who discovered the 
remains will also contact the District 7 Environmental Branch Chief so that they may 
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Santa Clara River Watershed  

The proposed project is located in the Santa Clara River watershed. Santa Clara River flows 
roughly 100 miles, from its headwaters at Pacifico Mountain in the San Gabriel Mountains, and 
westward into Ventura County before discharging into the Pacific Ocean near the City of 
Ventura. Major tributaries include San Francisquito and Castaic Creeks in Los Angeles County 
and Piru, Sespe, and Santa Paula Creeks in Ventura County. The watershed is mostly 
undeveloped with a large portion in the Angeles National Forest. Santa Clara River exhibits 
some perennial flow in its eastern-most reaches within the Angeles National Forest. As the river 
continues westward within Los Angeles County, the stream and its tributaries become 
ephemeral due to the climate and basin characteristics of the watershed. However, flows can 
increase rapidly in response to high-intensity rainfall with the potential for severe flooding 
(Ventura County Watershed Protection District [VCWPD]/LACPW 2005).  

The proposed project is located near the mainstem of Santa Clara River, just downstream of the 
Santa Clarita Valley within western Los Angeles County. Regional access to the proposed 
project site is provided by I-5, which runs in a north-south direction connecting the nearby 
unincorporated community of Stevenson Ranch and the City of Santa Clarita. The I-5 bridge 
crossing over Santa Clara River is located approximately 1 mile downstream the river junction 
with San Francisquito Creek. The existing The Old Road Bridge is located 500 feet downstream 
of the I-5 bridge. Approximately 4 miles downstream of The Old Road bridge, Castaic Creek 
joins into Santa Clara River. 

FEMA 100-Year Base Flood 

As discussed above, floodplains are defined using FIRMs, which categorize floodplains into 
different areas. The proposed project site is located within the FIRM Panel Nos. 06037C0805G 
and 06037C0815G, in Zone X, which is defined by FEMA as an area of minimal flood hazard. A 
portion of the proposed project, The Old Road Bridge, would be constructed within FEMA’s 
regulatory 100-year base floodplain, within Zone AE (FEMA 2022). Zone AE floodplains indicate 
areas inundated with a 1% annual chance of flooding (100-year flood). The FEMA flood zones 
are depicted in Figure 9.  
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Figure 9: Project Area Flood Hazard Zone  
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encroach into the active channel during the summer construction season from June 
through September. 

 Water Quality and Storm Water Runoff 

2.3.2.1 Regulatory Setting 

Clean Water Act 

In 1972, Congress amended the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, making the addition of 
pollutants to the waters of the U.S. (WOTUS) from any point source1 unlawful unless the 
discharge is in compliance with a NPDES permit. This act and its amendments are known today 
as the Clean Water Act (CWA). Congress has amended the act several times. In the 1987 
amendments, Congress directed dischargers of storm water from municipal and 
industrial/construction point sources to comply with the NPDES permit scheme. The following 
are important CWA sections: 

Sections 303 and 304 require states to issue water quality standards, criteria, and guidelines. 

Section 401 requires an applicant for a federal license or permit to conduct any activity that may 
result in a discharge to WOTUS to obtain certification from the state that the discharge will 
comply with other provisions of the act. This certification is most frequently required in tandem 
with a Section 404 permit request (see below). 

Section 402 establishes the NPDES, a permitting system for the discharges (except for dredge 
or fill material) of any pollutant into WOTUS. RWQCBs administer this permitting program in 
California. Section 402(p) requires permits for discharges of storm water from 
industrial/construction and MS4s. 

Section 404 establishes a permit program for the discharge of dredge or fill material into 
WOTUS. This permit program is administered by USACE. 

The goal of the CWA is “to restore and maintain the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 
of the Nation’s waters.” 

USACE issues two types of 404 permits: General and Individual. There are two types of 
General permits: Regional and Nationwide. Regional permits are issued for a general category 
of activities when they are similar in nature and cause minimal environmental effect. Nationwide 
permits are issued to allow a variety of minor project activities with no more than minimal 
effects.  

Ordinarily, projects that do not meet the criteria for a Regional or Nationwide permit may be 
permitted under one of USACE’s Individual permits. There are two types of Individual permits:  
Standard permits and Letters of Permission. For Individual permits, the USACE decision to 
approve is based on compliance with U.S. EPA’s Section 404 (b)(1) Guidelines (40 CFR Part 
230), and whether the permit approval is in the public interest. The Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines 
were developed by U.S. EPA in conjunction with USACE, and allow the discharge of dredged or 
fill material into the aquatic system (WOTUS) only if there is no practicable alternative which 
would have less adverse effects. The Guidelines state that USACE may not issue a permit if 
there is a least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA) to the proposed 

 
1 A point source is any discrete conveyance such as a pipe or a man-made ditch. 
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discharge that would have lesser effects on WOTUS and not have any other significant adverse 
environmental consequences. According to the Guidelines, documentation is needed that a 
sequence of avoidance, minimization, and compensation measures has been followed, in that 
order. The Guidelines also restrict permitting activities that violate water quality or toxic effluent2 
standards, jeopardize the continued existence of listed species, violate marine sanctuary 
protections, or cause “significant degradation” to WOTUS. In addition, every permit from 
USACE, even if not subject to the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines, must meet general 
requirements. See 33 CFR 320.4. A discussion of the LEDPA determination, if any, for the 
document is included in the Wetlands and Other Waters section below. 

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act  

California’s Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, enacted in 1969, provides the legal basis 
for water quality regulation within California. This act requires a “Report of Waste Discharge” for 
any discharge of waste (liquid, solid, or gaseous) to land or surface waters that may impair 
beneficial uses for surface and/or groundwater of the state. It predates the CWA and regulates 
discharges to waters of the state. Waters of the State (WOTS) include more than just waters of 
the U.S., like groundwater and surface waters not considered WOTUS. Additionally, it prohibits 
discharges of “waste” as defined, and this definition is broader than the CWA definition of 
“pollutant.” Discharges under the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act are permitted by 
Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) and may be required even when the discharge is 
already permitted or exempt under the CWA. 

SWRCB and RWQCBs are responsible for establishing the water quality standards (objectives 
and beneficial uses) required by the CWA and regulating discharges to ensure compliance with 
the water quality standards. Details about water quality standards in a project area are included 
in the applicable RWQCB Basin Plan. In California, RWQCBs designate beneficial uses for all 
water body segments in their jurisdictions and then set criteria necessary to protect those uses. 
As a result, the water quality standards developed for particular water segments are based on 
the designated use and vary depending on that use. In addition, SWRCB identifies waters failing 
to meet standards for specific pollutants. These waters are then state-listed in accordance with 
CWA Section 303(d). If a state determines that waters are impaired for one or more constituents 
and the standards cannot be met through point source or non-point source controls (NPDES 
permits or WDRs), the CWA requires the establishment of Total Maximum Daily Loads 
(TMDLs). TMDLs specify allowable pollutant loads from all sources (point, non-point, and 
natural) for a given watershed.  

California State Water Resources Control Board and Regional Water Quality Control 
Boards 

California’s SWRCB administers water rights, sets water pollution control policy, and issues 
orders on matters of statewide application, and oversees water quality functions throughout the 
state by approving Basin Plans, TMDLs, and NPDES permits. RWCQBs are responsible for 
protecting beneficial uses of water resources within their regional jurisdiction using planning, 
permitting, and enforcement authorities to meet this responsibility.  

 
2 U.S. EPA defines “effluent” as “wastewater, treated or untreated, that flows out of a treatment plant, sewer, or 
industrial outfall.” 
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National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Program 

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems 

CWA Section 402(p) requires the issuance of NPDES permits for five categories of storm water 
discharges, including MS4s. An MS4 is defined as “any conveyance or system of conveyances 
(roads with drainage systems, municipal streets, catch basins, curbs, gutters, ditches, human-
made channels, and storm drains) owned or operated by a state, city, town, county, or other 
public body having jurisdiction over storm water, that is designed or used for collecting or 
conveying storm water.” RWQCB has identified LACPW as an owner/operator of an MS4 under 
federal regulations. The MS4 permit covers all ROWs, properties, facilities, and activities in the 
state. SWRCB issues NPDES permits for 5 years, and permit requirements remain active until a 
new permit has been adopted. 

Construction General Permit 

Construction General Permit, Order No. 2022-0057-DWQ (adopted by the SWRCB on 
September 8, 2022, and effective on September 1, 2023), supersedes Order No. 2009-009-
DWQ, as amended by Order No. 2010-0014-DWQ (effective on February 14, 2011) and Order 
No. 2012-0006-DWQ (effective on July 17, 2012). The permit regulates storm water discharges 
from construction sites that result in a Disturbed Soil Area (DSA) of 1 acre or greater, and/or are 
smaller sites that are part of a larger common plan of development. By law, all storm water 
discharges associated with construction activity where clearing, grading, and excavation result 
in soil disturbance of at least 1 acre must comply with the provisions of the General 
Construction Permit. Operators of regulated construction sites are required to develop Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs); to implement sediment, erosion, and pollution 
prevention control measures; and to obtain coverage under the Construction General Permit. 

The Construction General Permit separates projects into Risk Levels 1, 2, or 3. Risk levels are 
determined during the planning and design phases, and are based on potential erosion and 
transport to receiving waters. Requirements apply according to the Risk Level determined. For 
example, a Risk Level 3 (highest risk) project would require compulsory storm water runoff pH 
and turbidity monitoring, and before construction and after construction aquatic biological 
assessments during specified seasonal windows. For all projects subject to the permit, 
applicants are required to develop and implement an effective SWPPP.  

Section 401 Permitting 

Under CWA Section 401, any project requiring a federal license or permit that may result in a 
discharge to a water of the U.S. must obtain a Section 401 Certification, which certifies that the 
project will be in compliance with state water quality standards. The most common federal 
permits triggering 401 Certification are CWA Section 404 permits issued by USACE. The 401 
permit certifications are obtained from the appropriate RWQCB, dependent on the project 
location, and are required before USACE issues a Section 404 permit. 

In some cases, RWQCB may have specific concerns with discharges associated with a project. 
As a result, RWQCB may issue a set of requirements known as WDRs under the California’s 
Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act that define activities, such as the inclusion of specific 
features, effluent limitations, monitoring, and plan submittals that are to be implemented for 
protecting or benefiting water quality. WDRs can be issued to address both permanent and 
temporary discharges of a project.  
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2.3.2.2 Affected Environment 

The following discussion is based on the Location Hydraulic Study and Floodplain Evaluation 
Report (AECOM 2023e) and the Water Quality Assessment Report (AECOM 2022).  

Regional and Local Hydrology 

The proposed project lies within the Los Angeles Region, which encompasses all coastal 
watersheds and drainages flowing into the Pacific Ocean between Rincon Point and the eastern 
Los Angeles County line. The proposed project area is situated within the Salt Canyon-Santa 
Clara River Hydrologic Area within the Upper Santa Clara River Hydrologic Unit. The Upper 
Santa Clara River watershed, located generally upstream or east of the Ventura County/Los 
Angeles County jurisdictional line, drains approximately 1,200 square miles and is 
approximately 640 square miles in size. The proposed project site is located adjacent to Santa 
Clara River, which runs primarily along the southwestern boundary of the proposed project site. 
An earthen agricultural ditch extends from The Old Road to the river at the middle of the 
proposed project site. Surface runoff from the proposed project area drains to the agricultural 
ditch, other existing storm conveyance structures, or directly into Santa Clara River, which is a 
direct tributary to the Pacific Ocean. 

Surface Waters 

Surface water quality in Santa Clara River has been impacted by increasing development in 
floodplain areas, which has resulted in increased runoff volumes and velocities, erosion, and 
loss of habitat. The reach of Santa Clara River within and adjacent to the proposed project site 
(Reach 5) has multiple channels (braided) and experiences high sediment loads, high bank 
erodibility, and intense and intermittent runoff conditions. Reach 5 of the river is listed on the 
SWRCB 303 (d) list for indicator bacteria, chloride, iron, and trash. TMDLs Upper Santa Clara 
River Chloride 2015, Santa Clara River Estuary Toxaphene 2011, and Santa Clara River 
Coliform Bacteria 2012 are all in effect.  

The proposed project is within the jurisdiction of Los Angeles RWQCB and is subject to water 
quality objectives of the Los Angeles Region Basin Plan (RWQCB 2014). The Los Angeles 
Region Basin Plan lists beneficial uses of major water bodies within this region. Beneficial uses 
of Santa Clara Reach 5 include; water contact recreation, non-contact water recreation, 
municipal and domestic supply, industrial service supply, industrial process supply, agricultural 
supply, groundwater recharge, freshwater replenishment, warm freshwater habitat, wildlife 
habitat, rare/threatened/endangered species, and wetland habitat.  

Groundwater 

The proposed project is located within the Santa Clara River Valley East Groundwater 
Subbasin, located in the central-western portion of Los Angeles County. The subbasin is bound 
on the north by the Piru Mountains, on the east and southeast by the San Gabriel Mountains, on 
the south by the Santa Susana Mountains, and on the west by the Modelo Formation, the 
Saugus Formation, and a thinning of the alluvium near the adjoining Piru subbasin. According to 
RWQCB, the area overlying the groundwater basin is drained by Santa Clara River, Bouquet 
Creek, and Castaic Creek. The Santa Clara River Valley East Groundwater Subbasin is the 
main source of all local groundwater supply in the Santa Clarita Valley. The underlying 
groundwater basin at the proposed project provides municipal supply, industrial service supply, 
industrial process supply, and agricultural supply. 
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The SWRCB online GeoTracker database includes measurements of depth to groundwater in 
groundwater monitoring wells located at the 7-Eleven gasoline station (former Arco/Chevron, 
28070 The Old Road), situated adjacent to the east of the central portion of the proposed 
project. From 2016 to 2018 (prior to well destructions), depth to groundwater was measured 
between 29 to 35 feet below ground surface, and the groundwater flow direction was calculated 
to flow west-northwest towards Santa Clara River. The groundwater flow direction in the 
proposed project is expected to vary and typically towards Santa Clara River. At the location of 
Santa Clara River, when the river is flowing, groundwater is at the elevation of the water surface 
in the river. 

2.3.2.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.3.2.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

Under the No-Build Alternative, the proposed project activities would not take place and, 
therefore, would not have any effects related to water quality and storm water runoff.  

2.3.2.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative  

Construction 

Implementation of the proposed project would involve temporary soil disturbance during 
construction activities (i.e., building the roadways and bike lanes, associated curbs and gutters, 
sidewalks, wheelchair ramps, driveways, bridges, retaining walls, storm drainage improvements 
and bioswales, and relocating utilities). Approximately 54 acres of soil would be disturbed for 
construction of the proposed project. 

Without implementation of construction-phase BMPs, construction of the proposed project has 
the potential to impact water quality through the release pollutants such as sediment/turbidity, 
metals, oil and grease, nutrients, organic compounds, and trash and debris. Any type of soil 
disturbance would expose soil to erosion from wind and water that could result in sedimentation 
in downgradient surface waters if left uncontrolled. However, implementation of construction-
phase BMPs is a mandatory regulatory component of compliance with the Construction General 
Permit. With implementation of MM WQ-1 (described in Avoidance, Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures section below) the potential for pollutant transport and erosion would be 
minimized. 

Operation 

Implementation of the proposed project would result in a net increase of approximately 43 acres 
of impervious area. The increase in impervious area would not be expected to significantly 
increase erosivity or sediment contribution to Santa Clara River. The increase in runoff due to 
an increase in impervious area within the proposed project site would require measures to meet 
the County of Los Angeles storm water and hydromodification requirements.  

The existing drainage system consists of underground drains and catch basins, and two culverts 
located north of the I-5 ramp. Currently, storm water runoff flows from the eastern side of the 
roadway, through the culverts under The Old Road, and outlets on the western side of the 
roadway. The proposed drainage system involves the construction of approximately 1,500 linear 
feet of 18-inch reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) and 1,600 linear feet of 24-inch RCP along with 
20 catch basins and the extension of two culverts across The Old Road north of Rye Canyon 
Road. The new system would connect to the existing drainage system, and all surface runoff 
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  Geology/Soils/Seismic/Topography  

2.3.3.1 Regulatory Setting 

For geologic and topographic features, the key federal law is the Historic Sites Act of 1935, 
which establishes a national registry of natural landmarks and protects “outstanding examples 
of major geological features.” Topographic and geologic features are also protected under 
CEQA.  

This section also discusses geology, soils, and seismic concerns as they relate to public safety 
and project design. Earthquakes are prime considerations in the design and retrofit of 
structures. Structures are designed using Caltrans’s Seismic Design Criteria (SDC). The SDC 
provides the minimum seismic requirements for highway bridges designed in California. A 
bridge’s category and classification will determine its seismic performance level and which 
methods are used for estimating the seismic demands and structural capabilities (Caltrans 
2019a).  

Local 

Los Angeles County General Plan Conservation and Natural Resources Element 

The Conservation and Natural Resources Element of the Los Angeles County General Plan 
addresses the management and use of natural resources including, but not limited to, mineral 
resources, scenic resources, geologic resources, and biological resources in the unincorporated 
areas of the County. The General Plan provides guidance on hillside regulation, habitat 
protection, and the management of water and agriculture to conserve geological resources and 
soils. The County has incorporated policies into the Conservation and Natural Resources 
Element to manage geological and mineral resources, listed in Table 2-34 (LACDRP 2015). 

Table 2-34. Los Angeles County General Plan Goals and Policies 
Goal Policy 

Geological Resources 
Goal C/NR 5: Protected and useable local 
surface water resources. 

Policy C/NR 5.1: Support the LID philosophy, which seeks 
to plan and design public and private development with 
hydrologic sensitivity, including limits to straightening and 
channelizing natural flow paths, removal of vegetative cover, 
compaction of soils, and distribution of naturalistic BMPs at 
regional, neighborhood, and parcel-level scales. 

Goal C/NR 9: Sustainable agricultural practices. Policy C/NR 9.1: Support agricultural practices that 
minimize and reduce soil loss, minimize pesticide use, and 
prevent water runoff from leaching pesticide and fertilizer 
into groundwater and affecting water, soil, and air quality. 

Mineral Resources 
Goal C/NR 10: Locally available mineral 
resources to meet the needs of construction, 
transportation, and industry. 

Policy C/NR 10.1: Protect MRZ-2s and access to MRZ-2s 
from development and discourage incompatible adjacent 
land uses. 

Policy C/NR 10.2: Prior to permitting a use that threatens 
the potential to extract minerals in an identified Mineral 
Resource Zone, the County shall prepare a statement 
specifying its reasons for permitting the proposed use, and 
shall forward a copy to the State Geologist and the State 
Mining and Geology Board for review, in accordance with 
the Public Resources Code, as applicable. 
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Table 2-34. Los Angeles County General Plan Goals and Policies 
Goal Policy 

Policy C/NR 10.3: Recognize newly identified MRZ-2s 
within 12 months of transmittal of information by the State 
Mining and Geology Board.  

 Policy C/NR 10.4: Work collaboratively with agencies to 
identify Mineral Resource Zones and to prioritize mineral 
land use classifications in regional efforts. 

 Policy C/NR 10.5: Manage mineral resources in a manner 
that effectively plans for access to, development and 
conservation of, mineral resources for existing and future 
generations. 

Policy C/NR 10.6: Require that new non-mining land uses 
adjacent to existing mining operations be designed to 
provide a buffer between the new development and the 
mining operations. The buffer distance shall be based on an 
evaluation of noise, aesthetics, drainage, operating 
conditions, biological resources, topography, lighting, traffic, 
operating hours, and air quality. 

Goal C/NR 11: Mineral extraction and production 
activities that are conducted in a manner that 
minimizes impacts to the environment. 

Policy C/NR 11.1: Require mineral resource extraction and 
production activities and drilling for and production of oil and 
natural gas to comply with County regulations and state 
requirements, such as SMARA, and DOGGR regulations.  

 Policy C/NR 11.2: Require the reclamation of abandoned 
surface mines to productive second uses.  

 Policy C/NR 11.3: Require appropriate levels of remediation 
for all publicly owned oil and natural gas production sites 
based on possible future uses.  

 Policy C/NR 11.4: Require that mineral resource extraction 
and production operations, as well as activities related to the 
drilling for and production of oil and natural gas, be 
conducted to protect other natural resources and prevent 
excessive grading in hillside areas.  

 Policy C/NR 11.5: Encourage and support efforts to 
increase the safety of oil and gas production and processing 
activities, including state regulations related to well 
stimulation techniques such as hydraulic fracturing or 
“fracking.” 

Note: C/NR = Conservation/Natural Resources 
Source: Los Angeles County Caltrans of Regional Planning. 2015. Los Angeles County General Plan Conservation and Natural 
Resources Element. Available at: https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_final-general-plan-ch9.pdf. Accessed 
August 2023. 

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 (SMARA) authorizes local governments to 
assist the State in issuing mining permits and monitoring site reclamation efforts. The demand 
for mineral resources is high, and projected growth in the region will continue to strain the 
mineral supply. In addition, mineral resources include areas that are appropriate for the drilling 
and production of oil and natural gas. Oil production still occurs in many parts of the 
unincorporated areas, including the Baldwin Hills and the Santa Clarita Valley. The California 
Caltrans of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR) regulates 
oil production and retains exclusive jurisdiction over all subsurface oil and gas activities in 
California. The County may regulate zoning and land use to mitigate impacts from surface 
operations on surrounding communities. 
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City of Santa Clarita General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element 

The Conservation and Open Space Element of the City of Santa Clarita General Plan seeks to 
protect and conserve open space and natural resources such as geologic resources and 
mineral resources. State law requires that the General Plan address the prevention, control, and 
correction of soil erosion, and the location, quantity, and quality of rock, sand, and gravel 
resources (California Government Code Section 65302). Within the Santa Clarita Valley, the 
primary conservation issues with respect to soils and geologic resources are soil conservation, 
hillside development and ridgeline protection, and extraction of mineral resources. The City of 
Santa Clarita General Plan contains extensive aggregate mineral resources. The policies 
adopted under the Conservation and Open Space Element regarding the protection of geologic 
resources and mineral resources are listed in Table 2-35 (City of Santa Clarita 2011). 

Table 2-35. City of Santa Clarita General Plan Goals and Policies 
Goal/Objective Policy 

Geological Resources 
Objective CO 2.1: Control soil erosion, waterway 
sedimentation, and airborne dust generation, and 
maintain the fertility of topsoil. 

Policy CO 2.1.1: Review soil erosion and sedimentation 
control plans for development-related grading activities, 
where appropriate, to ensure mitigation of potential erosion 
by water and air. 

Policy CO 2.1.2: Promote conservation of topsoil on 
development sites by stockpiling for later reuse, where 
feasible. 

Policy CO 2.1.3: Promote soil enhancement and waste 
reduction through composting, where appropriate. 

Objective CO 2.2: Preserve the Santa Clarita 
Valley’s prominent ridgelines and limit hillside 
development to protect the valuable aesthetic 
and visual qualities intrinsic to the 
Santa Clarita Valley landscape. 

Policy CO 2.2.1: Locate development and designate land 
uses to minimize the impact on the Santa Clarita Valley’s 
topography, minimizing grading and emphasizing the use of 
development pads that mimic the natural topography in lieu 
of repetitive flat pads, to the extent feasible. 

Policy CO 2.2.2: Ensure that graded slopes in hillside areas 
are revegetated with native drought tolerant plants or other 
approved vegetation to blend manufactured slopes with 
adjacent natural hillsides, in consideration of fire safety and 
slope stability requirements. 

Policy CO 2.2.3: Preserve designated natural ridgelines 
from development by ensuring a minimum distance for 
grading and development from these ridgelines of 50 feet or 
more if determined appropriate by the reviewing authority 
based on site conditions, to maintain the Santa Clarita 
Valley’s distinctive community character and preserve the 
scenic setting. 

Policy CO 2.2.4: Identify and preserve significant geological 
and topographic features through designating these areas 
as open space or by other means as appropriate. 

Policy CO 2.2.5: Promote the use of adequate erosion 
control measures for all development in hillside areas, 
including single family homes and infrastructure 
improvements, both during and after construction. 

Policy CO 2.2.6: Encourage building and grading designs 
that conform to the natural grade, avoiding the use of large 
retaining walls and build-up walls that are visible from off-
site, to the extent feasible and practicable. 
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Table 2-35. City of Santa Clarita General Plan Goals and Policies 
Goal/Objective Policy 

Mineral Resources 
Objective CO 2.3:  Conserve areas with 
significant mineral resources and provide for 
extraction and processing of such resources in 
accordance with applicable laws and land use 
policies. 

Policy CO 2.3.1: Identify areas with significant mineral 
resources that are available for extraction through 
appropriate zoning or overlay designations. 

Policy CO 2.3.2:  Consider appropriate buffers near mineral 
resource areas that are planned for extraction, to provide for 
land use compatibility and prevent the encroachment of 
incompatible land uses. 

Policy CO 2.3.3: Through the review process for any mining 
or mineral extraction proposal, ensure mitigation of impacts 
from mining and processing of materials on adjacent uses or 
on the community, including but not limited to air and water 
pollution, traffic and circulation, noise, and land use 
incompatibility. 

Policy CO 2.3.4:  Ensure that mineral extraction sites are 
maintained in a safe and secure manner after cessation of 
extraction activities, which may include the regulated 
decommissioning of wells, clean-up of any contaminated 
soils or materials, closing of mine openings, or other 
measures as deemed appropriate by the agencies having 
jurisdiction. 

Policy CO 2.3.5: Promote remediation and restoration of 
mined land to a condition that supports beneficial uses, 
which may include but are not limited to recreational open 
space, habitat enhancement, groundwater recharge, or 
urban development. 

Source: City of Santa Clarita General Plan. 2011. Conservation and Open Space Element. Available at: 
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SantaClarita/html/SantaClaritaGP/6%20-
%20Conservation%20and%20Open%20Space%20Element.pdf. Accessed August 2023. 

2.3.3.2 Affected Environment 

This section is based on the Initial Site Assessment (ISA) Report (AECOM 2023f) and the Water 
Quality Assessment Report (AECOM 2022).  

Geologic Setting 

The Old Road is located within the western Transverse Ranges geomorphic province of 
Southern California. The Transverse Ranges, measuring about 10 to 15 miles wide and 
300 miles long, are characterized by a complex series of mountain ranges, intervening valleys, 
and active faults with dominant east-west trends. According to the California Department of 
Conservation’s California Geological Survey (CGS), Geologic Map of California, the geology of 
the proposed project is composed of Quaternary deposits including Pleistocene-Holocene (Q)- 
and Pleistocene (Qoa)-aged rocks that are made of marine and nonmarine (continental) 
sedimentary rocks (California Department of Conservation [CDOC] 2015). 

Physiography and Topography 

The Old Road is located within Sections 7, 17, 18, and 20 of Township 4 North, Range 16 West 
of the San Bernardino Meridian within unincorporated Los Angeles County and the City of Santa 
Clarita, California. Topographic coverage of the proposed project vicinity is provided by the 







Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

212

Oil Fields 

The State of California Geologic Energy Management Division’s (CalGEM) online Well 
Statewide Tracking and Reporting (WellSTAR) database provides information regarding oil and 
gas wells located in and near the proposed project. According to the CalGEM database, the 
proposed project is within a portion of the Castaic Junction (ABD) Oil and Gas Field. No active 
oil and gas wells exist within the proposed project in the Castaic Junction (ABD) Oil and Gas 
Field. There are two plugged and abandoned oil and gas wells in or adjacent to the proposed 
project area, including one plugged and abandoned oil and gas well potentially located within 
the central portion of the proposed project in the southbound lanes of The Old Road near the 
intersection of The Old Road and the I-5 on- and off-ramps, as well as one plugged and 
abandoned oil and gas well located adjacent to the northern portion of the proposed project 
within the paved parking lot of the Gateway Promenade Shopping Center, located at 28656 to 
28788 The Old Road, Valencia, California. The oil/gas well potentially located in the southbound 
lanes of The Old Road near the intersection of The Old Road and the I-5 on- and off-ramps was 
not identified in a geophysical survey conducted in April 2023 (CalGEM 2023).  

2.3.3.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.3.3.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative  

Under the No-Build Alternative, the existing The Old Road ROW between Henry Mayo Drive 
and Magic Mountain Parkway would remain on the proposed project site under currently 
existing conditions. Typical maintenance activities would occur as they do under existing 
conditions. No construction activities would occur, and materials would not be excavated at the 
proposed project site. Therefore, no impact related to geological or mineral resources would 
occur. 

2.3.3.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

Construction  

As described above, the proposed project is not located within an Earthquake Zone of Required 
Investigation. In addition, construction of the proposed project would improve the structural 
integrity of the two bridges along The Old Road for earthquake protection. Construction 
activities of the new bridges to improve structural integrity would include installing cast-in-drilled-
hole piles for new abutment and piles; installing shoring of steel sheet piles; constructing 
abutment, column pile extensions and cap beams; and erecting pre-stressed girders. 

The proposed project is not located within a Landslide Zone; however, the proposed project is 
located within a Liquefaction Zone, and the proposed project site includes soil prone to 
liquefaction. Construction activities involving temporary soil disturbance would include building 
the roadways and bike lanes, associated curbs and gutters, sidewalks, wheelchair ramps, 
driveways, bridges, retaining walls, storm drainage improvements and bioswales, and relocating 
utilities. Any increase in soil erosion could cause an increase in suspended sediments 
discharged into Santa Clara River. Additionally, increases in storm water runoff rates and 
volumes as a result of increased impervious area would alter existing drainage patterns of storm 
water runoff and increase erosion potential, which could influence channel stability. 

Although construction activities may increase the potential of soil erosion, implementation of 
construction-phase BMPs is a mandatory regulatory component of compliance with the 
Construction General Permit. The implementation of BMPs and project design features would 
control runoff rates and amounts to minimize erosion and sediment discharge during 
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construction and while vegetation is established. Increases in runoff rates or volumes would not 
be anticipated to alter channel stability or change erosion and accretion (deposition) patterns in 
downstream reaches of Santa Clara River. These BMPs and AMMs are discussed further 
below. 

The Old Road from Henry Mayo Drive to approximately Sky View Lane is located within an 
MRZ-2 site. The remainder of The Old Road from approximately Sky View Lane to Magic 
Mountain Parkway is located within an MRZ-3 site. Although a portion of the proposed project 
site is located within an area of mineral resource significance, the amount of excavation needed 
for the proposed project would be insignificant in relation to the size of the entire MRZ-2 area 
that encompasses parts of the proposed project region. Construction of the proposed project 
components would require a maximum roadway excavation of approximately 15 feet, and the 
maximum depth for piles would be approximately 150 feet. 

According to the CalGEM database, the proposed project traverses a 0.64-mile portion of the 
Castaic Junction (ABD) Oil Field. No active oil/gas wells were depicted within the proposed 
project in the ABD oil/gas field. However, two plugged and abandoned oil/gas wells were 
identified in or adjacent to the area. Adherence to the goals and policies regarding mineral 
resources from the Los Angeles County General Plan Conservation and Natural Resources 
Element and the City of Santa Clarita General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element will 
be followed to reduce impacts on any mineral resources. In addition, the proposed project site is 
not located within or in the immediate vicinity of active mines. Therefore, the construction of the 
proposed project would not result in the substantial loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource that would be of value to the region or state or result in the loss of availability of a 
locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, 
or other land use plan. 

Construction of the proposed project would not be anticipated to cause visual impacts to the 
geologic or topographic features in the proposed project vicinity. Proposed improvements 
associated with the proposed project would improve safety for wilderness area visitors by 
adding bike lanes, a pedestrian path, and an equestrian trail, and enhancing roadway and 
bridge safety. In addition, the proposed project would be consistent with existing land uses and 
would not impact natural landmarks or landforms in the proposed project area. Construction 
would temporarily introduce equipment and materials within the proposed project corridor, but 
these impacts would be limited in duration. The proposed project would be fully compatible with 
the existing visual character of the corridor. 

Operation 

As previously discussed, the proposed project is not located within an Earthquake Fault Zone or 
a Landslide Zone. Operation of the proposed project would involve the use of two structurally 
improved bridges, reducing the potential impact of a seismic event. The proposed project is 
located within a Liquefaction Zone; however, with the implementation of the minimization 
measures, BMPs, and project design, project operation would not substantially increase the 
occurrence of liquefaction. In addition, the proposed project is located in an area of minimal 
flood hazard, as defined by FEMA.  

Operation and maintenance of The Old Road improvements, bridge replacements, Multi-Use 
Trail extension, and Sky View Lane improvements would not require the use of mineral 
resources and, thus, would not result in the loss of availability of mineral resources within the 
proposed project vicinity. In addition, operation of the proposed project would be consistent with 
existing land uses and would not impact geologic and topographic features or natural landmarks 
and landforms in the proposed project area. Operation of the proposed project would be similar 
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to existing conditions. However, the Built Alternative would address current and expected (No-
Build Alternative) roadway deficiencies on The Old Road and adjacent roadway system such as 
structural and operation safety, and inconsistency with jurisdictional plans and policies would 
improve since this alternative would increase regional roadway capacity, repair bridge structures 
and improve safety to accommodate expected future traffic growth projections.  

2.3.3.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The AMMs outlined in Section 2.3.2 above would reduce the potential impacts of geotechnical 
and soils conditions on proposed project components constructed under the Build Alternative. 

 Paleontology 

2.3.4.1 Regulatory Setting 

Paleontology is a natural science focused on the study of ancient animal and plant life as it is 
preserved in the geologic record as fossils.  

Federal 

A number of federal statutes specifically address paleontological resources, their treatment, and 
funding for mitigation as a part of federally authorized projects. The regulations listed below are 
included in this section based on the scope and federal funding of the proposed project. 

National Environmental Policy Act (16 USC Section 431 et seq.) 

NEPA, as amended, requires analysis of potential environmental impacts to important historic, 
cultural, and natural aspects of our national heritage (United States Code [USC], Section 431 et 
seq.; 40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR], Section 1502.25). NEPA directs federal agencies 
to use all practicable means to “Preserve important historic, cultural, and natural aspects of our 
national heritage…” (Section 101(b) (4)). Regulations for implementing the procedural 
provisions of NEPA are found in 40 CFR 1500 1508. 

Antiquities Act of 1906 

The Antiquities Act of1906 (16 US 431-433) states, in part: 

That any person who shall appropriate, excavate, injure or destroy any historic or 
prehistoric ruin or monument, or any object of antiquity, situated on lands owned or 
controlled by the Government of the United States, without the permission of the 
Secretary of the Department of the Government having jurisdiction over the lands on 
which said antiquities are situated, shall upon conviction, be fined in a sum of not more 
than five hundred dollars or be imprisoned for a period of not more than ninety days, or 
shall suffer both fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Although there is no specific mention of natural or paleontological resources in the Act itself, or 
in the Act’s uniform rules and regulations (43 CFR 3), the term “objects of antiquity” has been 
interpreted to include fossils by the National Park Service (NPS), the BLM, the United States 
Forest Service (USFS), and other federal agencies. Permits to collect fossils on lands 
administered by federal agencies are authorized under this Act. However, due to the large gray 
areas left open to interpretation due to the imprecision of the wording, agencies are hesitant to 
interpret this act as governing paleontological resources. 
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The Society for Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) has established standard guidelines (SVP, 1995; 
2010) that outline professional protocols and practices for conducting paleontological resource 
assessments and surveys, monitoring and mitigation, data and fossil recovery, sampling 
procedures, and specimen preparation, identification, analysis, and curation. Most practicing 
professional vertebrate paleontologists adhere closely to the SVP’s assessment, mitigation, and 
monitoring requirements as specifically provided in its standard guidelines. Most state regulatory 
agencies with paleontological resource-specific Laws, Ordinances, Regulations, and Standards 
(LORS) accept and use the professional standards set forth by the SVP. 

As defined by the SVP (2010:11), significant nonrenewable paleontological resources are: 

Fossils and fossiliferous deposits, here defined as consisting of identifiable vertebrate 
fossils, large or small, uncommon invertebrate, plant, and trace fossils, and other data 
that provide taphonomic, taxonomic, phylogenetic, paleoecologic, stratigraphic, and/or 
biochronologic information. Paleontological resources are considered to be older than 
recorded human history and/or older than middle Holocene (i.e., older than about 5,000 
radiocarbon years). 

Based on the significance definitions of the SVP (2010), all identifiable vertebrate fossils are 
considered to have significant scientific value. This position is adhered to because vertebrate 
fossils are relatively uncommon, and only rarely will a fossil locality yield a statistically significant 
number of specimens of the same genus. Therefore, every vertebrate fossil found has the 
potential to provide significant new information on the taxon it represents, its paleoenvironment, 
and/or its distribution. Furthermore, all geologic units in which vertebrate fossils have previously 
been found are considered to have high sensitivity. Identifiable plant and invertebrate fossils are 
considered significant if found in association with vertebrate fossils or if defined as significant by 
project paleontologists, specialists, or local government agencies.  

A geologic unit known to contain significant fossils is considered to be “sensitive” to adverse 
impacts if there is a high probability that earth-moving or ground-disturbing activities in that rock 
unit will either directly or indirectly disturb or destroy fossil remains. Paleontological sites 
indicate that the containing sedimentary rock unit or formation is fossiliferous. The limits of the 
entire rock formation, both areal and stratigraphic, therefore define the scope of the 
paleontological potential in each case (SVP, 1995). 

Fossils are contained within surficial sediments or bedrock and are therefore not observable or 
detectable unless exposed by erosion or human activity. In summary, paleontologists cannot 
know either the quality or quantity of fossils prior to natural erosion or human-caused exposure. 
As a result, even in the absence of surface fossils, it is necessary to assess the sensitivity of 
rock units based on their known potential to produce significant fossils elsewhere within the 
same geologic unit (both within and outside of the study area), a similar geologic unit, or based 
on whether the unit in question was deposited in a type of environment that is known to be 
favorable for fossil preservation. Monitoring by experienced paleontologists greatly increases 
the probability that fossils will be discovered during ground-disturbing activities and that, if these 
remains are significant, successful mitigation and salvage efforts may be undertaken in order to 
prevent adverse impacts to these resources. 

2.3.4.2 Affected Environment 

The proposed project is located within the Transverse Ranges geomorphic province (Wagner, 
2002). No known paleontological resources have been identified in the project area or within 1 
mile of the project (Bell, 2023). The project footprint impacts three rock units (Figure 10; Dibblee 
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and Ehrenspeck, 1996). These are, from youngest to oldest, 1) Qa (Quaternary alluvium), 
alluvial gravel, sand, and clay of valley areas of Holocene age; 2) Qg (Quaternary gravel), 
gravel and sand of major stream channels of Holocene age; 3) Qog (Quaternary older alluvium), 
low terrace remnants of alluvial gravel and sand of late Pleistocene age. In general, the Qa and 
Qg sediments are too young to produce significant paleontological resources. Therefore, they 
would be rated as low according to the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology Standard Procedures 
(SVP 2010). The Qog, however, is of Pleistocene age and is equivalent to Older Alluvium. It 
should be rated as high according to those guidelines. There are several paleontological finds in 
Older Alluvium in the area (Jefferson, 1991). These include horse, bison, ground sloth, 
mastodon, and mammoth. 
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Figure 10: Dibblee and Ehrenspeck, H.E.ed. 1996 – Newhall Quadrangles Geologic Map 
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2.3.4.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.3.4.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

Under the No-Build Alternative, no improvements would be made within the proposed project 
site, including no improvements to The Old Road, Rye Canyon Road, Sky View Lane, bridge 
replacements, or trail construction. As such, there would be no impacts to any paleontological 
resources. 

2.3.4.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative 

There are no known recorded fossil locations within one mile of the project. However, during 
construction, the Built Alternative could have direct or indirect impacts on paleontological 
resources, particularly at depth (where drilling or augering takes place) as well as any ground 
disturbance in the old terrace sediments mapped as Qog. 

In the event that significant paleontological resources should occur in the Qog sediments, they 
will be recovered by paleontological resource monitors. In the event that microvertebrate fossils 
are impacted by boring for footings, a representative sample will be recovered by wet screening 
sediment samples. In the event of inadvertent discovery of paleontological resources, PAL-2 
would reduce the potential for impacts to unknown, buried paleontological resources because it 
would require appropriate training for on-site construction crews regarding paleontological 
resources and paleontological monitoring in locations where there is a potential for 
paleontological resources. With implementation of AMMs, impacts to paleontological resources 
would be of low intensity.  

2.3.4.3  Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The following AMMs will be implemented to reduce adverse effects on would reduce impacts to 
paleontological resources.  

PAL-1: Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan. Prior to construction-
related excavations, a qualified paleontologist meeting the 2010 Society of Vertebrate 
Paleontology standards shall be retained to develop a Paleontological Resources 
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (PRIMMP). The plan shall address qualifications of 
paleontological monitors and shall stipulate that the qualified paleontologist and the 
paleontological resource monitors are empowered to stop excavation activity in order to 
investigate or safely remove possible fossils. The plan shall incorporate findings of the 
project geotechnical report and construction plans to formulate what construction 
activities should be monitored and shall include wet screening of boring or drilling spoils. 
Many paleontological mitigation efforts have recovered significant paleontological 
resources, especially microvertebrate fossils, from screening of such spoils. It shall also 
address unexpected discoveries of paleontological resources.  

PAL-2: Paleontological Monitoring and Mitigation of Impacts from Construction. The 
qualified paleontologist shall attend the preconstruction meeting and shall present a 
worker environmental awareness program (WEAP) to the construction crew. The WEAP 
shall discuss the types of fossils that may potentially be uncovered during project 
excavations, laws protecting paleontological resources, and appropriate actions to be 
taken when fossils are discovered. The qualified paleontologist shall see that the 
PRIMMP instructions are implemented. The qualified paleontologist shall produce a final 
paleontological monitoring report that discusses the paleontological monitoring program, 
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Worker and public health and safety are key issues when addressing hazardous materials that 
may affect human health and the environment. Proper management and disposal of hazardous 
material is vital if it is found, disturbed, or generated during proposed project construction. 

2.3.5.2 Affected Environment 

Information in this section is summarized from the Initial Site Assessment (ISA) (AECOM 
2023f). The ISA consisted of a focused regulatory agency database records search and a 
review of reasonably ascertainable historical information sources (e.g., historical aerial 
photographs, fire insurance maps, historical topographic maps, and oil and gas maps) to 
evaluate whether prior land uses have used or stored hazardous materials within or adjacent to 
the proposed project. A visual survey was also performed from ROWs and/or other publicly 
accessible areas to document property conditions and activities.  

It was not feasible to evaluate the entire proposed project and adjacent and surrounding areas 
over the course of its entire length during the site visit and reconnaissance. The evaluation of the 
existing ROW and adjacent and surrounding areas focused on areas where hazardous 
substances were identified to be likely and potentially handled. However, based upon site 
observations and data collected from the various historical and database sources, this particular 
site-related limiting condition is not expected to have a significant limitation to this assessment. 

Database Review 

During the agency database review, 12 environmental database report (EDR) listings were 
identified associated with the parcels that have been identified as having a recognized 
environmental condition (REC) (Partial ROW Acquisition and Temporary Easement) by the 
proposed project and adjoin The Old Road or Rye Canyon Road. Table 2-36 shows the 
associated listings.  

Table 2-36 Summary of Proposed Project EDR Listings  

Facility Name Facility 
Address Description REC (APN) Parcel 

Acquisitions 
The Blue Moon Café 
(EDR ID H45) 

28743 The 
Old Road 

Reportable air 
emissions in 1990 

No (2826005007) Partial 
ROW Acquisition. Small 
acquisition in southeast 
corner of parcel, 
adjacent to The Old 
Road. 

LA County Sanitation 
District-Valencia 
Water Reclamation 
Plan (EDR ID 
84/O88-O112)  

28185 The 
Old Road 

Release of diesel in 
1993 during removal 
of 10,000-gallon UST. 
Soil removal activities 
completed in 2009, 
closure certification 
issued in 2015 

No (2826006900) Not 
within an acquired 
parcel.   

Jack-in-the-Box 
#03390 (EDR ID 
O130-O131)  

28144 The 
Old Road 

Chemical storage 
facility. Related to 
storm water and 
industrial wastewater 
discharges at the site 
compliance-related 
and not indicative of a 
release 

No (2826121003) Not 
within an acquired 
parcel.   
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Table 2-36 Summary of Proposed Project EDR Listings  

Facility Name Facility 
Address Description REC (APN) Parcel 

Acquisitions 
Moller Retail 
#6123/Ashdon 
Development/A Shell 
of a Place/The Old 
Road Shell (EDR ID 
O113-O129, 341) 

28120 The 
Old Road 

Gasoline station 
located at this site, 
compliance-related 
and not indicative of a 
release 

No (2826121003) Not 
within an acquired 
parcel.   

Original Tommy’s 
Burgers (EDR ID 
P132) 

28116 The 
Old Road 

Related to storm water 
and industrial 
wastewater 
discharges at the site 
compliance-related 
and not indicative of a 
release  

No (2826121005) Not 
within an acquired 
parcel.   

Del Taco #883 (EDR 
ID P134) 

28082 The 
Old Road 

Related to storm water 
and industrial 
wastewater 
discharges at the site 
compliance-related 
and not indicative of a 
release 

No (2826121004) Not 
within an acquired 
parcel.   

Valencia 
Chevron/Flyers 
#228/Speedway No. 
1481/46178/Texaco 
Star Mart/Tesoro 
Refining & Marketing 
Company LLC Site 
#47300/Fleet Card 
Fuels/Arco #47300 
(EDR ID S171-S195) 

28070 The 
Old Road 

Gasoline station since 
1996. Gasoline 
release discovered in 
2011, groundwater 
monitoring conducted 
and case was closed 
in 2018 under the 
Low-Threat UST 
Closure Policy; 
petroleum 
hydrocarbon impacts 
were not detected in 
the groundwater 
monitoring well 

No (2826121001 and -002) 
Temporary Easement. 
Parking lot will be 
temporarily impacted 
along The Old Road. 

Jimmy Dean’s 
Restaurant (EDR ID 
204)  

28018 The 
Old Road 

Related to storm water 
and industrial 
wastewater 
discharges at the site 
compliance-related 
and not indicative of a 
release 

No (2826121006) Partial 
ROW Acquisition and 
Temporary Easement. 
Permanent and 
temporary impacts 
along Rye Canyon 
Road. 

Soapy Suds Car 
Wash/Brazil Granite 
& Marble Co. (EDR 
ID T198-T199) 

28038 The 
Old Road 

Related to storm water 
and industrial 
wastewater 
discharges at the site 
compliance-related 
and not indicative of a 
release 

No (2826121007) Partial 
ROW Acquisition. Small 
acquisition in southeast 
corner of parcel, 
adjacent to The Old 
Road. 

US Healthworks 
(EDR IS U200-U203) 

25733 Rye 
Canyon 
Road 

No violations reported  No (2866009014) Partial 
ROW Acquisition and 
Temporary Easement. 
Permanent and 
temporary impacts 
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Table 2-36 Summary of Proposed Project EDR Listings  

Facility Name Facility 
Address Description REC (APN) Parcel 

Acquisitions 
along Rye Canyon 
Road. 

Newhall Land & 
Farming Co./HR 
Textron Inc. 
Hydraulic 
Research/XMI 
Corp./Allied Signal 
Automotive/Applied 
Enviro Tech (EDR ID 
R135-H141) 

25709 Rye 
Canyon 
Road 

No violations reported; 
related to storm water 
and industrial 
wastewater 
discharges at the site 
compliance-related 
and not indicative of a 
release 

No (2866009014) Same as 
above. 

Semco Instruments 
Inc. (EDR ID R170) 

25700 Rye 
Canyon 
Road 

No violations reported; 
related to storm water 
and industrial 
wastewater 
discharges at the site 
compliance-related 
and not indicative of a 
release 

No (2866008001) Partial 
ROW Acquisition and 
Temporary Easement. 
Permanent and 
temporary impacts 
along Rye Canyon 
Road. 

 

Based on the review of these database listings, none of these EDR listings are considered to 
represent RECs to the proposed project. A REC is defined by the American Society for Testing 
and Materials (ASTM) Standard as “the presence or likely presence of any hazardous 
substances or petroleum products in, on, or at a property: (1) due to any release to the 
environment; (2) under conditions indicative of a release to the environment; or (3) under 
conditions that pose a material threat of a future release to the environment.” The term includes 
hazardous substances or petroleum products even under conditions in compliance with laws.  

Twenty-four accidental spills/incidents were identified along The Old Road, as reported in the 
Cal OES HazMat Spill Notification database. These incidents are not expected to have created 
a REC to the proposed project based on one or more of the following: 1) the incident did not 
occur within the proposed project; 2) cleanup was completed; 3) type of material released; 
4) quantity of the material released; or 5) the lack of listing in regulatory databases requiring 
remedial action, and, therefore, are not considered to represent RECs to the proposed project. 
Additionally, two plugged and abandoned oil/gas wells were identified in and adjacent to the 
proposed project, respectively. One of these wells is a REC, as it is located within the central 
portion of the proposed project in the southbound lanes of The Old Road near the intersection of 
The Old Road and the I-5 on/off-ramps.  

Two plugged and abandoned oil/gas wells were identified in and adjacent to the proposed 
project, respectively. One of these wells is located within the central portion of the proposed 
project in the southbound lanes of The Old Road near the intersection of The Old Road and the 
I-5 on/off-ramps (Phase 2 portion of the proposed project). This oil/gas well was identified on 
CalGEM’s WellSTAR online database as API# 037-16533, Newhall Land & Farming Co. No. 75 
well. The other well is located adjacent to the north of the northern portion of the proposed 
project within the paved parking lot of the Gateway Promenade Shopping Center, located at 
28656 to 28788 The Old Road. The oil/gas well potentially located in the southbound lanes of 
The Old Road near the intersection of The Old Road and the I-5 On- and Off-ramps was not 
identified in a geophysical survey conducted in April 2023. 
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Operation

Operation of the proposed project would not release hazardous materials. However, vehicles 
travelling on The Old Road would continue to generate pollutants from tire and brake wear, oil 
and grease leaks, and exhaust emissions. The release of these pollutants would be similar to 
existing conditions; therefore, the proposed project would not result in any new adverse effects.

2.3.5.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

The Build Alternative would avoid impacts on hazardous wastes or materials to the extent 
practicable while adhering to design and operational criteria to maintain a safe roadway. 
However, based on the findings and conclusions of the ISA, the following AMMs will be 
implemented under the Build Alternative:

HAZ-1: If the plugged oil/gas well within the central portion of the proposed project is 
disturbed during construction of the proposed project, it would need to be re-abandoned in 
accordance with current CalGEM regulations. In addition, as a result of the informal 
agreement between CalGEM and EPD, a gas mitigation plan would need to be obtained 
and submitted to CalGEM.

HAZ-2: Crude oil/liquid petroleum pipelines run along The Old Road within the proposed 
project. If the pipelines are to be exposed and/or relocated, impacts to the subsurface may 
be encountered. Impacts to the subsurface discovered from these pipelines and any 
repairs to the pipelines would be the responsibility of the pipeline owner.

HAZ-3: The proposed project includes upgrades to traffic signal equipment and 
relocation/installation of traffic pole standards and traffic signal equipment as necessary 
due to new lane configurations, which may generate universal wastes and electronic 
wastes (E-wastes). Universal wastes and E-wastes generated as part of the proposed 
project should be properly disposed in accordance with applicable regulations.

HAZ-4: ADL may be present in the unpaved areas adjacent to the roadway, which, if 
disturbed should be evaluated to ensure worker safety. If excavated/excess soils are to be 
transported from the area of the proposed project, they should be sampled and handled in 
accordance with applicable regulations to ensure worker safety and for classification 
purposes. The potential presence of ADL will be addressed during the Plan,
Specifications, & Estimates (PS&E) phase of the proposed project and would be handled
in accordance with LACPW Special Provisions. LACPW Special Provisions would be    
required during construction when handling lead contaminated soils. 

HAZ-5: The proposed project includes the replacement of two bridges (over Santa Clara 
River and the abandoned UPRR tracks). Demolition of the two existing bridges will be 
subject to the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants regulations. The 
regulations require notification to the delegated air district prior to demolition of concrete 
structures regardless of whether asbestos was detected. The regulations require that an 
ACM Survey be conducted and that the Survey report be part of the notification submittal
to the regulatory agency. The ACM Survey should be conducted by a Certified Asbestos 
Consultant (CAC), and samples should be collected from concrete, brown fibrous 
expansion joint fill material, and other materials the CAC suspects to contain asbestos. 

HAZ-6: Suspect LBP associated with painted curbs, poles, protective bollards, and fire 
hydrants within the proposed project including railings, fencing, metal beams, and other 
exposed metal elements associated with the bridges should be sampled and handled in
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accordance with applicable regulations to ensure worker safety and for classification 
purposes. The removal and testing of bridge paint and pavement markings including 
painted curbs will be managed during construction under specific LACPW Special
Provisions. A Lead Compliance Plan under LACPW Special Provision would be required during 
construction when removal of lead-based paint, thermoplastic, painted traffic stripe, and/or pave-
ment marking.
HAZ-7: Thermoplastic paint and yellow-painted traffic stripes/pavement markings, which 
typically contain lead chromate, have been used for marking within the proposed project 
(roadway and curbs) and, as such, would require special removal, handling, and disposal. 
The removal and testing of all thermoplastic paint and pavement markings will be
managed during construction under LACPW Special Provisions.

HAZ-8: Utility relocations are needed at several intersections proposed for improvements 
along The Old Road due to widening of The Old Road and for the proposed bridge 
improvements. The proposed project would also include the reconstruction of existing 
drainage facilities and catch basins and construction of new drainage facilities and catch 
basins, as needed. Dewatering activities are not anticipated as part of the utility relocations 
within the proposed project.

HAZ-9: If soil in the area of the abandoned UPRR railroad tracks and proposed Multi-Use 
Trail extension is planned for excavation and off-site disposal as part of the proposed 
project, soil should be sampled and analyzed for the potential presence of petroleum 
hydrocarbons, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), metals, herbicides, and pesticides. 
During construction, soil excavations conducted on-site should be monitored for visible soil 
staining and odor. Impacted soil should be disposed off-site in accordance with pertinent 
local, state, and federal regulatory guidelines.

HAZ-10: TWW such as utility poles, roadside wooden signposts, metal beam guardrail 
posts, or former railroad ties should be handled properly in accordance with applicable 
regulations and may require special removal, handling, and disposal. All TWW should be 
managed during construction under LACPW Special Provisions if TWW is generated. 

HAZ-11: Contractors working at the proposed project, or removing soil materials and/or 
groundwater from the proposed project site, should be aware of appropriate handling and 
disposal methods or options. Higher levels of potential contaminants could be present at 
some locations; therefore, material moved or removed may require individual or specific 
testing to verify it is at levels below regulatory action limits.

HAZ-12: It is anticipated that construction of the bridge piles could encounter groundwater 
based on the 1997 Seismic Hazard Report for the Newhall Quadrangle. Therefore, the 
slurry displacement method of construction will be utilized and will be specified in Section
B of the bridge specifications. Once groundwater is encountered, drilling slurry would be 
placed in the hole to an elevation of 10 feet above the groundwater. As drilling progresses, 
drilling slurry would be added to the hole to maintain the same elevation of 10 feet above 
the groundwater. The slurry displacement method would contain any debris with concrete 
barriers and plastic sheeting. Groundwater is not anticipated from the slurry displacement 
method of construction, and any debris will be placed into Baker tanks.

HAZ-13: California Government Code Section 4216 requires that any operator or
excavator call Underground Services Alert of California (“DigAlert”) 2 working days before 
any planned excavation by dialing 811. Delineation of the proposed excavation area is 
mandatory. The area to be excavated should be marked with water soluble or chalk-based 
white paint on paved surfaces or with other suitable markings such as flags or stakes on 
unpaved areas prior to calling DigAlert.

HAZ-14: A site-specific Health and Safety Plan (HSP) should be prepared consistent with 
LACPW Special Provisions. The HSP should include identification of key personnel;
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summary of risk assessment for workers, the community, and the environment; air 
monitoring plan; and emergency response plan.  

HAZ-15: As is the case for any project that proposes excavation, the potential exists for 
unknown hazardous contamination to be revealed during project construction. For any 
previously unknown hazardous waste/material encountered during construction, the 
procedures outlined in LACPW Special Provisions and Procedures should be followed and 
implemented during construction activities as well as SCAQMD Rule 1166 and SCAQMD 
Rule 1466. 

HAZ-16: During construction activities, BMPs should be implemented including temporary 
construction site BMPs and the regulatory permit compliance component for the State’s 
Construction General Permit for applicability of a SWPPP (based in part on the soil DSAs 
shown on the phased plans) and compliance with the County’s MS4 NPDES permit as 
well as adherence to the County’s Construction Site BMP Manual and SWPPP 
preparation manual.  

 Air Quality  

2.3.6.1 Regulatory Setting  

The Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA), as amended, is the primary federal law that governs air 
quality while the California Clean Air Act is its companion state law. These laws, and related 
regulations by U.S. EPA and California Air Resources Board (ARB), set standards for the 
concentration of pollutants in the air. At the federal level, these standards are called National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). NAAQS and state ambient air quality standards have 
been established for six criteria pollutants that have been linked to potential health concerns:  
carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), ozone (O3), particulate matter (PM)—which is 
broken down for regulatory purposes into particles of 10 micrometers or smaller (PM10) and 
particles of 2.5 micrometers and smaller (PM2.5), lead (Pb), and sulfur dioxide (SO2). In addition, 
state standards exist for visibility-reducing particles, sulfates, hydrogen sulfide (H2S), and vinyl 
chloride. The NAAQS and state standards are set at levels that protect public health with a 
margin of safety and are subject to periodic review and revision. Both state and federal 
regulatory schemes also cover toxic air contaminants (air toxics); some criteria pollutants are 
also air toxics or may include certain air toxics in their general definition. 

Federal air quality standards and regulations provide the basic scheme for project-level air 
quality analysis under NEPA. In addition to this environmental analysis, a parallel “Conformity” 
requirement under the FCAA applies. 

Conformity 

The conformity requirement is based on FCAA Section 176(c), which prohibits USDOT and 
other federal agencies from funding, authorizing, or approving plans, programs, or projects that 
do not conform to the State Implementation Plan (SIP) for attaining the NAAQS. “Transportation 
Conformity” applies to highway and transit projects and takes place on two levels:  the regional 
(or planning and programming) level and the project level. The proposed project must conform 
at both levels to be approved.  

Conformity requirements apply only in nonattainment and “maintenance” (former nonattainment) 
areas for the NAAQS, and only for the specific NAAQS that are or were violated. U.S. EPA 
regulations in 40 CFR 93 govern the conformity process. Conformity requirements do not apply 
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in unclassifiable/attainment areas for NAAQS and do not apply at all for state standards 
regardless of the status of the area. 

Regional conformity is concerned with how well the regional transportation system supports 
plans for attaining the NAAQS for CO, NO2, O3, PM10 and PM2.5, and in some areas (although 
not in California) SO2. California has nonattainment or maintenance areas for all of these 
transportation-related “criteria pollutants” except SO2 and also has a nonattainment area for Pb; 
however, Pb is not currently required by the FCAA to be covered in transportation conformity 
analysis. Regional conformity is based on emission analysis of RTPs and FTIPs that include all 
transportation projects planned for a region over a period of at least 20 years (for the RTP) and 
4 years (for the FTIP). RTP and FTIP conformity uses travel demand and emission models to 
determine whether or not the implementation of those projects would conform to emission 
budgets or other tests at various analysis years showing that requirements of the FCAA and the 
SIP are met. If the conformity analysis is successful, the MPO, FHWA, and Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) make the determinations that the RTP and FTIP are in conformity with the 
SIP for achieving the goals of the FCAA. Otherwise, the projects in the RTP and/or FTIP must 
be modified until conformity is attained. If the design concept and scope and the “open-to-traffic” 
schedule of a proposed transportation project are the same as described in the RTP and FTIP, 
then the proposed project meets regional conformity requirements for purposes of project-level 
analysis. 

Project-level conformity is achieved by demonstrating that the project comes from a conforming 
RTP and TIP; the proposed project has a design concept and scope3 that has not changed 
significantly from those in the RTP and TIP; project analyses have used the latest planning 
assumptions and EPA-approved emissions models; and in PM areas, the proposed project 
complies with any control measures in the SIP. Furthermore, additional analyses (known as hot-
spot analyses) may be required for projects located in CO and PM nonattainment or 
maintenance areas to examine localized air quality impacts. 

Mobile Source Air Toxics  

Controlling air toxic emissions became a national priority with the passage of the Clean Air Act 
Amendments (CAAA) of 1990, whereby Congress mandated that the U.S. EPA regulate 188 air 
toxics, also known as hazardous air pollutants. The U.S. EPA has assessed this expansive list 
in its rule on the Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants from Mobile Sources (Federal Register, 
Vol. 72, No. 37, page 8430, February 26, 2007), and identified a group of 93 compounds 
emitted from mobile sources that are part of U.S. EPA’s Integrated Risk Information System 
(IRIS) (https://www.epa.gov/iris). In addition, the U.S. EPA identified nine compounds with 
significant contributions from mobile sources that are among the national and regional-scale 
cancer risk drivers or contributors and non-hazard contributors from the 2011 National Air 
Toxics Assessment (NATA) (https://www.epa.gov/national-air-toxics-assessment). These are 
1,3-butadiene, acetaldehyde, acrolein, benzene, diesel particulate matter (diesel PM), 
ethylbenzene, formaldehyde, naphthalene, and polycyclic organic matter. While the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) considers these the priority MSAT, the list is subject to change 
and may be adjusted in consideration of future U.S. EPA rules. 

The 2007 U.S. EPA rule mentioned above requires controls that will dramatically decrease 
MSAT emissions through cleaner fuels and cleaner engines. According to an FHWA analysis 
using U.S. EPA's MOVES3 model, even if vehicle activity (vehicle-miles traveled, VMT) 

 
3 "Design concept" means the type of facility that is proposed, such as a freeway or arterial highway. "Design scope" 
refers to those aspects of the project that would clearly affect capacity and thus any regional emissions analysis, such 
as the number of lanes and the length of the project. 
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increases by 31 percent from 2020 to 2060 as forecast, a combined reduction of 76 percent in 
the total annual emission rate for the priority MSATs is projected for the same time period, as 
shown in Figure 2-1 of the Air Quality Report. Diesel PM is the dominant component of MSAT 
emissions, making up 36 to 56 percent of all priority MSAT pollutants by mass, depending on 
calendar year. 

2.3.6.2 Affected Environment 

Information in this section is summarized from the Air Quality Report (TAHA 2023a). 

Climate Meteorology, and Topography  

The proposed project is located in unincorporated Stevenson Ranch area Los Angeles County, 
in proximity to the City of Santa Clarita. This area is within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), 
which includes Orange County and portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino 
Counties. Air quality regulation in SCAB is administered by SCAQMD. 

The climate of the proposed project area is generally Mediterranean in character, with cool 
winters (average 55.7 degrees Fahrenheit in January) and warm, dry summers (average 77.2 
degrees Fahrenheit in July). Temperature inversions are common, affecting localized pollutant 
concentrations in the winter and enhancing O3 formation in the summer. Mountains averaging 
4,000 to 6,000 feet in altitude tend to trap pollutants in the region by limiting air flow. Annual 
average rainfall is 10.6 inches (at Van Nuys Airport), mainly falling during the winter months. 

Criteria Pollutants and Attainment Status  

Table 2-1 in the Air Quality Report (TAHA 2023a) lists the state and federal attainment status for 
all regulated pollutants for the Los Angeles County portion of the SCAB, and Table 2-2 in the Air 
Quality Report (TAHA 2023a) summarizes the sources and health effects of the six criteria 
pollutants and pollutants regulated in the State of California. As shown below, the SCAB portion 
of the County is designated as Extreme Nonattainment of the federal 8-hour average O3 
standard and Moderate Nonattainment of the 24-hour average PM2.5 standard. The SCAB 
portion of the County has been in maintenance of the federal 24-hour average PM10 standard 
since 2013 and has been in maintenance of the federal CO standard since 2007. NO2 
concentrations have been consistently below the NAAQS since the Maintenance designation in 
1998. The SCAB portion of the County is in attainment of the federal standard for SO2 and is in 
partial nonattainment of the Pb NAAQS. 

At the state level, the SCAB portion of the County and the proposed project area are designated 
as nonattainment of the CAAQS for O3, PM10, and PM2.5, and are in attainment of all other 
state air quality standards. 

Table 2-2 in the Air Quality Report (TAHA 2023a) lists air quality trends in data collected at 
Santa Clarita Monitoring Station (22224 Placerita Canyon) for the past 5 years. The Santa 
Clarita Monitoring Station is the closest monitoring site to the proposed project area and 
provides data that are most representative of air quality conditions near the proposed project. 
As shown in Table 2-39, concentrations of O3 exceeded the corresponding air quality standards 
numerous times in each year during the 5-year monitoring period between 2017 and 2021. 
Concentrations of PM10 and PM2.5 generally remained below the NAAQS, with one exception for 
PM2.5 in 2020. The recorded concentrations in excess of the NAAQS are indicative of the 
ongoing air quality challenges facing the region and are demonstrative of the designated 
nonattainment statuses. Table 3-2 in the Air Quality Report (TAHA 2023a) displays a summary 







Chapter 2  Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,  
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures  

 

234

Transportation Project Alternatives,” which provided a basis for identifying and comparing the 
potential differences among MSAT emissions, if any, from the Build and No Build Alternatives. 

Sensitive Receptors and Community Health Risks 

Under the FCAA, ambient air quality must meet the standards for criteria air pollutants in all 
locations generally accessible to the public; however, some land uses are considered more 
sensitive to air pollution than others. Sensitive receptors include residential areas, schools, 
hospitals, other health care facilities, child/day care facilities, parks, and playgrounds. There are 
no sensitive receptors within 500 feet of the proposed project limits. Nearby land uses include 
commercial properties, hotels, restaurants, gas stations, the Valencia Water Reclamation Plant, 
and an office park. 

2.3.6.3 Environmental Consequences 

2.3.6.3.1 Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative  

This alternative would not result in the construction of any of the proposed improvements and, 
therefore, would not result in temporary, construction-related impacts or substantial long-term 
effects associated with air quality. However, Deficiencies related to air quality in traffic demand 
and roadway operations such as congestion and inconsistency with jurisdictional plans and 
policies would remain and continue to worsen under this scenario since this alternative would 
not increase regional roadway capacity and improve safety to accommodate expected future 
traffic growth projections.  

2.3.6.3.2 Alternative 2: Build Alternative  

Short-term Effects (Construction Emissions) 

The proposed project will result in short-term degradation of air quality during construction by 
generating airborne dust from such activities as clearing, grading, hauling, demolition, or 
excavation for roadway improvements. Emissions from construction equipment powered by 
gasoline and diesel engines are also anticipated and would include CO, NOX, VOCs, directly 
emitted PM10 and PM2.5, and toxic air contaminants such as diesel exhaust PM. Construction 
activities are expected to increase traffic congestion in the area, resulting in increases in 
emissions from traffic during the delays. These emissions would be temporary and limited to the 
immediate area surrounding the construction site. 

Construction-related emissions for the Build Alternative are presented in Table 2-37. The 
emissions represent the peak daily construction emissions that would be generated by each 
alternative, considering combined emissions from overlapping construction activities associated 
with The Old Road improvements and the bridge replacements.  

Table 2-37: Construction Emissions for the Build Alternative 

Phase/Activity 
PM10  

(lbs./day) 
PM2.5 

(lbs./day) 
CO 

(lbs./day) 
NOx 

(lbs./day) 
CO2 

(tons/day) 

2024 Construction Activity Emissions 

West Bridge Replacement – Site Prep 11.4 3.2 28.0 33.2 5.0 

The Old Road (N) – Clearing/Grubbing 21.3 5.3 26.0 28.3 3.1 

The Old Road (N) – Excavation/Grading 22.2 5.7 35.3 56.7 10.2 
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Table 2-37: Construction Emissions for the Build Alternative 

Phase/Activity 
PM10  

(lbs./day) 
PM2.5 

(lbs./day) 
CO 

(lbs./day) 
NOx 

(lbs./day) 
CO2 

(tons/day) 

2025 Construction Activity Emissions 

The Old Road (N) – Excavation/Grading 22.2 5.7 35.3 56.7 10.2 

The Old Road (N) – Utilities/Sub-Grade 21.0 5.0 24.3 21.6 3.2 

2026 Construction Activity Emissions 

The Old Road (N) – Utilities/Sub-Grade 21.0 5.0 24.3 21.6 3.2 

The Old Road (N) – Paving/Restoration 1.1 0.8 24.4 25.2 4.7 

West Bridge Replacement – Foundations 11.0 2.9 24.8 21.4 3.3 

West Bridge Replacement – Bridge Deck 10.9 2.8 27.4 20.4 3.1 

The Old Road (S) – Clearing/Grubbing 21.2 5.2 25.2 24.8 3.1 

2027 Construction Activity Emissions 

West Bridge Replacement – Bridge Deck 10.9 2.8 27.4 20.4 3.1 

The Old Road (S) – Clearing/Grubbing 21.2 5.2 25.2 24.8 3.1 

The Old Road (S) – Excavation/Grading 22.1 5.6 34.3 54.0 10.0 

East Bridge Replacement – Site Prep 11.0 2.9 24.5 22.2 3.4 

East Bridge Replacement – Foundations 11.0 2.9 29.1 21.8 3.2 

The Old Road (S) – Utilities/Sub-Grade 21.0 5.0 23.9 21.6 3.2 

2028 Construction Activity Emissions 

The Old Road (S) – Utilities/Sub-Grade 21.0 5.0 23.9 21.6 3.2 

East Bridge Replacement – Bridge Deck 10.9 2.8 27.1 20.4 3.1 

The Old Road (S) – Paving/Restoration 1.1 0.8 24.1 25.1 4.6 

Emissions Analysis 

2024 Maximum Daily Emissions 
(lbs./day) 32.7 8.5 54.0 61.5 8.1 

2025 Maximum Daily Emissions 
(lbs./day) 22.2 5.7 35.3 56.7 10.2 

2026 Maximum Daily Emissions 
(lbs./day) 32.1 8.0 52.6 46.6 8.0 

2027 Maximum Daily Emissions 
(lbs./day) 33.1 8.5 63.4 76.2 13.4 

2028 Maximum Daily Emissions 
(lbs./day) 31.9 7.8 51.2 45.5 7.7 

All Maximum Daily Emissions (lbs./day) 33.1 8.5 63.4 76.2 13.4 

Total Build Alternative Emissions (tons) 17.4 4.5 32.9 35.6 11,797.3 

Annual Average Emissions (tons) 3.9 1.0 7.3 7.9 2,621.6 
Source: Air Quality Report, TAHA 2023a 

 
Site preparation and roadway construction would involve clearing, cut-and-fill activities, grading, 
removing or improving existing roadways, and paving roadway surfaces. During construction, 
short-term degradation of air quality is expected from the release of particulate emissions 
(airborne dust) generated by excavation, grading, hauling, and other activities related to 
construction. Implementation of the following avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation 
measures would minimize construction emissions: 
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magnitude of the EPA-projected reductions is so great (even after accounting for VMT growth) 
that MSAT emissions in the study area are likely to be lower in the future in nearly all cases. 

This proposed project has been determined to generate minimal air quality impacts for FCAA 
criteria pollutants and has not been linked with any special MSAT concerns. As such, this 
proposed project will not result in changes in traffic volumes, vehicle mix, basic project location, 
or any other factor that would cause an increase in MSAT impacts based on VMT, vehicle mix, 
and speed. In addition, no sensitive receptors are located with 500 feet of the Build Alternative. 

For the Build Alternative, the amount of MSATs emitted would be proportional to the VMT and 
total vehicle delay, assuming that other variables such as fleet mix are the same for each 
alternative. The Build Alternative would improve congestion throughout the project corridor, as 
evidenced by the increases in forecasted average speeds along The Old Road. In addition, the 
Build Alternative would reduce congestion and corresponding vehicle delay at study area 
intersections, thereby reducing MAST emissions associated with vehicle idling. Furthermore, 
emissions will likely be lower than present levels in the design year as a result of EPA's national 
control programs that are projected to reduce annual MSAT emissions by 76 percent between 
2020 and 2060 (FHWA, 2023). Local conditions may differ from these national projections in 
terms of fleet mix and turnover, VMT growth rates, and local control measures. However, the 
magnitude of the EPA-projected reductions is so great (even after accounting for VMT growth) 
that MSAT emissions in the study area are likely to be lower in the future in nearly all cases. 

It should be noted, however, that current scientific techniques, tools, and data are not sufficient 
to accurately estimate human health impacts from transportation projects in a way that would be 
useful to decision-makers. A discussion of incomplete or unavailable information is provided in 
40 CFR 1502.21 and provided below:  

Sec. 1502.22 Incomplete or Unavailable Information   

(a) When an agency is evaluating reasonably foreseeable significant adverse effects 
on the human environment in an environmental impact statement and there is 
incomplete or unavailable information, the agency shall make clear that such 
information is lacking.  

(b) If the incomplete but available information relevant to reasonably foreseeable 
significant adverse impacts is essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives and 
the overall costs of obtaining it are not unreasonable, the agency shall include the 
information in the environmental impact statement. 

(c) If the information relevant to reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts 
cannot be obtained because the overall costs of obtaining it are unreasonable or the 
means to obtain it are not known, the agency shall include within the environmental 
impact statement: 

1. a statement that such information is incomplete or unavailable; 
2. a statement of the relevance of the incomplete or unavailable 

information to evaluating reasonably foreseeable significant adverse 
impacts on the human environment;  

3. a summary of existing credible scientific evidence that is relevant to 
evaluating the reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on 
the human environment; and 
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4.  the agency's evaluation of such impacts based upon theoretical 
approaches or research methods generally accepted in the scientific 
community. For the purposes of this section, "reasonably foreseeable" 
includes impacts that have catastrophic consequences, even if their 
probability of occurrence is low, provided that the analysis of the 
impacts is supported by credible scientific evidence, is not based on 
pure conjecture, and is within the rule of reason.  

 

Incomplete or Unavailable Information for Project Specific MSAT Health Impacts 
Analysis   

In FHWA’s view, information is incomplete or unavailable to credibly predict the 
project-specific health impacts due to changes in mobile source air toxic (MSAT) 
emissions associated with a proposed set of highway alternatives. The outcome of 
such an assessment, adverse or not, would be influenced more by the uncertainty 
introduced into the process through assumption and speculation rather than any 
genuine insight into the actual health impacts directly attributable to MSAT exposure 
associated with a proposed action.  

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is responsible for protecting the public 
health and welfare from any known or anticipated effect of an air pollutant. They are 
the lead authority for administering the Clean Air Act and its amendments and have 
specific statutory obligations with respect to hazardous air pollutants and MSAT. The 
EPA is in the continual process of assessing human health effects, exposures, and 
risks posed by air pollutants. They maintain the Integrated Risk Information System 
(IRIS), which is “a compilation of electronic reports on specific substances found in the 
environment and their potential to cause human health effects” (EPA, 
https://www.epa.gov/iris/). Each report contains assessments of non-cancerous and 
cancerous effects for individual compounds and quantitative estimates of risk levels 
from lifetime oral and inhalation exposures with uncertainty spanning perhaps an order 
of magnitude.  

Other organizations are also active in the research and analyses of the human health 
effects of MSAT, including the Health Effects Institute (HEI). A number of HEI studies 
are summarized in Appendix D of FHWA’s Updated Interim Guidance on Mobile 
Source Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents. Among the adverse health effects 
linked to MSAT compounds at high exposures are: cancer in humans in occupational 
settings; cancer in animals; and irritation to the respiratory tract, including the 
exacerbation of asthma. Less obvious is the adverse human health effects of MSAT 
compounds at current environmental concentrations (HEI Special Report 16, 
https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-source-air-toxics-critical-
reviewliterature-exposure-and-health-effects) or in the future as vehicle emissions 
substantially decrease.  

The methodologies for forecasting health impacts include emissions modeling; 
dispersion modeling; exposure modeling; and then final determination of health 
impacts – each step in the process building on the model predictions obtained in the 
previous step. All are encumbered by technical shortcomings or uncertain science that 
prevents a more complete differentiation of the MSAT health impacts among a set of 
project alternatives. These difficulties are magnified for lifetime (i.e., 70 year) 
assessments, particularly because unsupportable assumptions would have to be made 
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regarding changes in travel patterns and vehicle technology (which affects emissions 
rates) over that time frame, since such information is unavailable.  

It is particularly difficult to reliably forecast 70-year lifetime MSAT concentrations and 
exposure near roadways; to determine the portion of time that people are actually 
exposed at a specific location; and to establish the extent attributable to a proposed 
action, especially given that some of the information needed is unavailable. There are 
considerable uncertainties associated with the existing estimates of toxicity of the 
various MSAT, because of factors such as low-dose extrapolation and translation of 
occupational exposure data to the general population, a concern expressed by HEI 
(Special Report 16, https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-source-air-
toxicscritical-review-literature-exposure-and-health-effects). As a result, there is no 
national consensus on air dose-response values assumed to protect the public health 
and welfare for MSAT compounds, and in particular for diesel PM. The EPA states that 
with respect to diesel engine exhaust, “[t]he absence of adequate data to develop a 
sufficiently confident dose-response relationship from the epidemiologic studies has 
prevented the estimation of inhalation carcinogenic risk.” (EPA IRIS database, Diesel 
Engine Exhaust, Section II.C. https://iris.epa.gov/static/pdfs/0642_summary.pdf).  

 There is also the lack of a national consensus on an acceptable level of risk. The 
current context is the process used by the EPA as provided by the Clean Air Act to 
determine whether more stringent controls are required in order to provide an ample 
margin of safety to protect public health or to prevent an adverse environmental effect 
for industrial sources subject to the maximum achievable control technology 
standards, such as benzene emissions from refineries. The decision framework is a 
two-step process. The first step requires EPA to determine an “acceptable” level of risk 
due to emissions from a source, which is generally no greater than approximately 100 
in a million. Additional factors are considered in the second step, the goal of which is to 
maximize the number of people with risks less than 1 in a million due to emissions 
from a source. The results of this statutory two-step process do not guarantee that 
cancer risks from exposure to air toxics are less than 1 in a million; in some cases, the 
residual risk determination could result in maximum individual cancer risks that are as 
high as approximately 100 in a million. In a June 2008 decision, the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit upheld EPA’s approach to addressing risk 
in its two-step decision framework. Information is incomplete or unavailable to 
establish that even the largest of highway projects would result in levels of risk greater 
than deemed acceptable. 
(https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/284E23FFE079CD59852578000
05 0C9DA/$file/07-1053-1120274.pdf ). 

Because of the limitations in the methodologies for forecasting health impacts 
described, any predicted difference in health impacts between alternatives is likely to 
be much smaller than the uncertainties associated with predicting the impacts. 
Consequently, the results of such assessments would not be useful to decision 
makers, who would need to weigh this information against project benefits, such as 
reducing traffic congestion, accident rates, and fatalities plus improved access for 
emergency response, that are better suited for quantitative analysis. 

As such, this proposed project will not result in changes in traffic volumes, vehicle mix, basic 
project location, or any other factor that would cause an increase in MSAT impacts based on 
VMT, vehicle mix, and speed. In addition, no sensitive receptors are located with 500 feet of the 
Build Alternative. 
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Cumulative Impact Analysis  

The cumulative impact analysis is conducted based on a summary of projections of future 
development and impacts contained in an adopted general planning or related planning 
document, or in a prior environmental document that has been certified. The proposed project is 
included in the SCAG Connect SoCal. The associated Air Quality Conformity Analysis verifies 
that Connect SoCal and the 2023 FTIP conform with the latest U.S. EPA transportation 
conformity regulations and the Conformity SIP. Therefore, there is no potential for the proposed 
project to interfere with air quality plans that are designed to reduce cumulative air quality 
impacts in the proposed project area. In addition, O3, secondary PM10, and secondary PM2.5 are 
normally regional issues because they are formed by photochemical and chemical reactions 
over time in the atmosphere. Formation of O3 and secondary PM are a function of ROG/VOC 
and NOx emissions. As shown in Table 2-38, the Build Alternative would result in lower 
ROG/VOC and NOX emissions than the No-Build Alternative. 

Table 2-38: Summary of Comparative Emissions Analysis. 

Scenario/Analysis Year NOx 
(lbs./day) 

CO 
(lbs./day) 

PM10 
(lbs./day) 

PM2.5 
(lbs./day) 

ROG/VOC 
(lbs./day) 

Baseline (Existing Conditions) 
2022 11.5 117.9 6.8 1.5 2.5 

No-Build 2028 7.1 92.9 7.4 1.6 1.7 

Build Alternative 2028 6.7 88.5 7.4 1.6 1.5 

No-Build 2048 6.1 95.3 10.0 2.1 1.8 

Build Alternative 2048 4.4 79.8 9.9 2.1 1.1 
Source: Air Quality Report, TAHA 2023a  

Transportation Conformity 
 
The proposed project is listed in the 2020–2045 financially constrained RTP/SCS, which was 
determined to satisfy Transportation Conformity requirements by FHWA and FTA on June 5, 
2020. The Build Alternative is also accurately listed in the 2023 FTIP documents under FTIP ID 
LAF3136, which was determined to satisfy Transportation Conformity requirements by FHWA 
and FTA on December 16, 2022. The design concept and scope of the Project is consistent with 
the project description in the 2020–2045 RTP and the 2023 FTIP. 

2.3.6.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The Build Alternative would result in less pollutant emissions than the No-Build Alternative 
because of improvements in vehicle delay. No minimization measures have been identified as 
necessary to reduce long-term emissions. Implementation of the following measures, some of 
which may also be required for other purposes such as storm water pollution control, will reduce 
air quality impacts resulting from construction activities.  

AQ-1: Construction Emissions. Site preparation and roadway construction would involve 
clearing, cut-and-fill activities, grading, removing or improving existing roadways, and 
paving roadway surfaces. During construction, short-term degradation of air quality is 
expected from the release of particulate emissions (airborne dust) generated by 
excavation, grading, hauling, and other activities related to construction. Implementation 
of the following avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures would minimize 
construction emissions: 
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o The construction contractor must comply with LACPW Special Provisions. 
Section 14-9-02 specifically requires compliance by the contractor with all 
applicable laws and regulations related to air quality, including air pollution 
control district and air quality management district regulations and local 
ordinances.  

o Construction equipment and vehicles will be properly tuned and maintained. 
All construction equipment will use low-sulfur fuel as required by Title 17, 
CCR, Section 93114. 

o The construction contractor must comply with SCAQMD rules, including Rule 
401 (Visible Emissions), Rule 402 (Nuisance), Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust), and 
Rule 1403 (Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities). 

o Diesel-powered off-road equipment will limit idling in accordance with the 
ARB “Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets” (Title 13, CCR, 
Section 2449) and Approved Amendments. 

o Diesel-powered on-road vehicles and trucks will limit idling in accordance with 
the ARB “Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-Fueled Commercial 
Motor Vehicle Idling” (Title 13, CCR, Section 2485).” 

Climate Change 

Neither U.S. EPA nor FHWA has issued explicit guidance or methods to conduct project-level 
GHG analysis. FHWA emphasizes concepts of resilience and sustainability in highway planning, 
project development, design, operations, and maintenance. Because there have been 
requirements set forth in California legislation and EOs on climate change, the issue is 
addressed in the CEQA chapter of this document. The CEQA analysis may be used to inform 
the NEPA determination for the proposed project. 

 Noise 

2.3.7.1 Regulatory Setting  

NEPA of 1969 and CEQA provide the broad basis for analyzing and abating highway traffic 
noise effects. The intent of these laws is to promote the general welfare and to foster a healthy 
environment. The requirements for noise analysis and consideration of noise abatement and/or 
mitigation, however, differ between NEPA and CEQA. 

California Environmental Quality Act 

CEQA requires a strictly baseline versus build analysis to assess whether a proposed project 
will have a noise impact. If a proposed project is determined to have a significant noise impact 
under CEQA, then CEQA dictates that mitigation must be incorporated into the project unless 
the mitigation is not feasible. The rest of this section will focus on the NEPA/Title 23 Part 772 of 
the CFR noise analysis. Chapter 3 of this document contains further information on noise 
analysis under CEQA. 
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National Environmental Policy Act 

For highway transportation projects with FHWA involvement (and Caltrans, as assigned), the 
Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1970 and its implementing regulations (23 CFR 772) govern the 
analysis and abatement of traffic noise impacts. The regulations require that potential noise 
impacts in areas of frequent human use be identified during the planning and design of a 
highway project. The regulations include NAC that are used to determine when a noise impact 
would occur. The NAC differ depending on the type of land use under analysis. For example, 
the NAC for residences (67 dBA) is lower than the NAC for commercial areas (72 dBA). The 
following table lists the NAC for use in the NEPA/23 CFR 772 analysis. 
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Table 2-39: Noise Abatement Criteria 

Activity 
Category 

NAC, Hourly A-
Weighted Noise Level, 

Leq(h) 
Description of Activity Category 

A 57 (Exterior) Lands on which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary significance 
and serve an important public need and where the preservation of 
those qualities is essential if the area is to continue to serve its 
intended purpose. 

B1 67 (Exterior) Residential. 

C1 67 (Exterior) Active sport areas, amphitheaters, auditoriums, campgrounds, 
cemeteries, day care centers, hospitals, libraries, medical facilities, 
parks, picnic areas, places of worship, playgrounds, public meeting 
rooms, public or nonprofit institutional structures, radio studios, 
recording studios, recreation areas, Section 4(f) sites, schools, 
television studios, trails, and trail crossings. 

D 52 (Interior) Auditoriums, day care centers, hospitals, libraries, medical facilities, 
places of worship, public meeting rooms, public or nonprofit 
institutional structures, radio studios, recording studios, schools, and 
television studios. 

E 72 (Exterior) Hotels, motels, offices, restaurants/bars, and other developed lands, 
properties, or activities not included in A–D or F. 

F No NAC—reporting only Agriculture, airports, bus yards, emergency services, industrial, 
logging, maintenance facilities, manufacturing, mining, rail yards, 
retail facilities, shipyards, utilities (water resources, water treatment, 
electrical, etc.), and warehousing. 

G No NAC—reporting only Undeveloped lands that are not permitted. 

Notes: 
1 Includes undeveloped lands permitted for this activity category. 
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Figure 11 lists the noise levels of common activities to enable readers to compare the actual 
and predicted highway noise levels discussed in this section with common activities.  

Figure 11: Noise Levels of Common Activities 

 

According to the Caltrans Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol (Caltrans 2020), a noise impact occurs 
when the predicted future noise level with the project substantially exceeds the existing noise 
level (defined as a 12 dBA or more) or when the future noise level with the project approaches 
or exceeds the NAC. A noise level is considered to approach the NAC if it is within 1 dBA of the 
NAC. 

If it is determined that the project will have noise impacts, then potential abatement measures 
must be considered. Noise abatement measures that are determined to be reasonable and 
feasible at the time of final design are incorporated into the project plans and specifications. 
This document discusses noise abatement measures that would likely be incorporated in the 
proposed project.  

Caltrans’s Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol sets forth the criteria for determining when an 
abatement measure is reasonable and feasible. Feasibility of noise abatement is basically an 
engineering concern. Noise abatement must be predicted to reduce noise by at least 5 dB at an 
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