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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

INTRODUCTION 

This summary of the environmental impact report (EIR) for the Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area 
(SVRA) General Plan Update (General Plan Update) is provided in accordance with the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15123, which specifies that an environmental impact report is to contain 
a summary of the proposed action and its consequences in clear and simple language. It also states that the 
summary should identify each significant effect with proposed mitigation measures and alternatives that would 
reduce or avoid that effect; areas of controversy known to the lead agency, including issues raised by the agencies 
and the public; issues to be resolved, including the choice among alternatives and whether or how to mitigate the 
significant effects. Accordingly, this summary includes a brief description of the Proposed Project (Hungry 
Valley SVRA General Plan Update), environmental impacts and mitigation measures, and alternatives to the 
project. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Hungry Valley SVRA is a popular place for residents of Southern California and beyond to engage in a variety of 
recreational activities, including off-highway vehicle (OHV) recreation, camping, and hiking. A limited number 
of developed facilities support recreation opportunities within the approximately 19,625-acre SVRA. Existing 
facilities include entrance stations, a visitor center, a ranger station, several campgrounds, the Quail Canyon 
Special Event Area, and other facilities associated with the operation of Hungry Valley SVRA, including 
administrative offices, housing for staff, and maintenance buildings. 

All units operated by the California Department of Parks and Recreation (State Parks) must prepare a general plan 
before new facilities are developed that may result in the permanent commitment of resources (Public Resources 
Code [PRC] Section 5002.2). The General Plan Update outlined in this EIR is an update to the existing General 
Plan for this unit, which was adopted in 1981. General plans are broad-based policy documents that establish 
long-range visions and goals and provide direction on future types of improvements, services, and programs. The 
General Plan Update considered in this EIR is a guidance document intended for use over many years and it 
outlines goals and guidelines that apply to the entire SVRA. These goals and guidelines address existing issues 
and provide ongoing guidance to management to achieve the long-term vision for Hungry Valley SVRA. As 
detailed in the General Plan Update, the vision for Hungry Valley SVRA is to continue to attract visitors for its 
various recreational amenities, facilities, and natural resources; to further opportunities for interpretation, 
education, and events; to support multiple recreation opportunities; and to appreciate the environment and natural 
resources. 

In addition to the long-range planning guidance provided by the General Plan Update, the project includes 
multiple improvements to the SVRA, including new or upgraded administration, maintenance, recreation, and 
visitor-serving facilities. Some of the new and improved facilities include a new northern public access point from 
Frazier Mountain Park Road, a new public loop trail within the recently acquired Condor Mesa Area, new Visitor 
Center, roadway improvements, upgrades and additions to administrative and maintenance buildings, a new RV 
campground with full hookups, a new community event area, additional practice track facilities, a designated 
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ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROJECT  

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 requires analysis of a range of potential alternatives to the proposed project 
which would reduce any significant impacts. The only significant and unavoidable environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed project would be those associated with fugitive dust emissions and Valley fever 
health risks. Therefore, the analysis of alternatives considers the potential for the different alternatives to reduce 
or lessen the severity of environmental impacts while still meeting the project objectives. The project alternatives, 
which include the No Project Alternative, the Reduced Intensity Alternative, and Focused Development 
Alternative are briefly summarized below and further discussed in Chapter 5, Alternatives in this EIR. 

NO PROJECT/EXISTING GENERAL PLAN ALTERNATIVE  

Under the No Project Alternative, Hungry Valley SVRA would remain in its current condition, with no 
improvements or modifications. State Parks to continue to manage the SVRA in line with the existing 1981 
General Plan and its goals and guidelines. It is assumed that the existing patterns of operation and management 
would continue, and recreational and operational facilities could be implemented as described in the 1981 Geneal 
Plan. Most of the facilities, trails, and visitor amenities envisioned in the 1981 General Plan have already been 
built out within the park. However, under this alternative the Condor Mesa Area would not be opened up to the 
public for OHV recreational use because the General Plan Update would be necessary to define allowable land 
uses and policies for the recently acquired 845-acre area. 

Managing the SVRA under the existing 1981 General Plan would result in similar or greater environmental 
impacts relative to the proposed General Plan Update because it would not address current resource and land 
management issues.  

REDUCED INTENSITY ALTERNATIVE  

The Reduced Intensity Alternative would emphasize minimal creation of new facilities or improvements to 
existing recreation, maintenance, and operational facilities, focusing on a less developed land use approach. The 
additional vehicular access entry station, RV campground, community event campground, and new visitor center 
would not be included under this alternative while improvements to existing facilities and the practice tracks and 
staging areas would be included. The Reduced Intensity Alternative would maintain existing land use areas in 
their current configuration and acreage throughout the park and would manage OHV use in the Condor Mesa 
Area similar to the Native Grasslands Management Area (limited trails-only riding). This alternative would not 
reduce the acreage of the Distributed Riding Area in the western portion of the park.  

By eliminating some of the proposed facilities, this alternative has the potential to reduce the number of visitors to 
the park and associated vehicle trips, which may slightly reduce fugitive dust emissions associated with OHV use. 
However, the park could still experience increased visitation due to the additional recreational opportunities, and 
visitation is also influenced by other factors outside of the park (e.g., gas prices, weather, availability of other 
OHV riding opportunities in the region). Therefore, implementation of the Reduced Intensity Alternative would 
offer only marginal environmental benefits relative to the proposed General Plan Update. 



AECOM   Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan Update Draft EIR 
Executive Summary ES-4 California Department of Parks and Recreation 

FOCUSED DEVELOPMENT ALTERNATIVE  

The Focused Development Alternative would relocate and repurpose most of the existing administrative and 
operations facilities and concentrate these types of facilities near the Gorman House. This alternative would 
relocate the Great Basin District office headquarters to the new offices near Gorman. This alternative would also 
include a designated UAV area but would place it near Smith Forks Campground as opposed to the Quail Canyon 
Special Event Area. Additionally, this alternative would include a mobile concession in the Condor Mesa Area 
instead of the Quail Canyon Special Event Area, and EV charging stations would not be provided in the interior 
of the park at Smith Forks Campground or at the North Entrance Station. The remainder of the proposed site 
elements would be the same as the Proposed Project.  

Given the similarities between the Focused Development Alternative and the Proposed Project, differences in 
environmental impacts would be negligible. A very minor change would result due to the lower number of EV 
charging stations and associated ground disturbance. However, no significant environmental effects would be 
eliminated or substantially reduced in severity, and this alternative would implement the same goals and 
guidelines for resource protection throughout the park. 

ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE  

As described in the preceding sections, none of the alternatives assessed offer a clear environmental benefit 
relative to the Proposed Project. However, the Reduced Intensity Alternative may limit some additional visitation 
and vehicle trips to Hungry Valley SVRA by removing the proposed RV campground, group campground, 
Condor Mesa community event area, and northern access from Frazier Mountain Park Road. Although air quality 
impacts from fugitive dust emissions would remain significant and unavoidable, there would be a marginal 
reduction in potential emissions under the Reduced Intensity Alternative. There would also be fewer areas of 
ground disturbance and potential unanticipated discovery of cultural resources or indirect effects on biological 
resources. Therefore, this alternative would be considered the environmentally superior alternative. This 
determination does not attempt to weigh the merits of the various alternatives beyond their potential 
environmental effects. This decision will ultimately be made by the OHMVR Commission in light of many 
factors outside of the scope of this EIR, such as public and staff input, regulatory considerations, and funding 
availability. 

POTENTIAL AREAS OF CONCERN AND ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED  

No areas of known controversy related to this project have been identified. The OHMVR Division of State Parks 
is the CEQA lead agency for this project. The lead agency must consider community needs, and desires, 
long-term planning, and the OHMVR Division mission for the purpose of determining the appropriate uses and 
management of Hungry Valley SVRA. The General Plan Update included an extensive public outreach program 
and stakeholder coordination efforts to inform the proposed alternative and resolve issues proactively.  
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Parks. If necessary, analysis in this DEIR will be revised or expanded to address comments pertaining to the 
environmental impacts of the project. The revised DEIR and all response to comments will be incorporated into a 
final EIR. State Parks will then consider the final EIR for certification. Certification of the final EIR is not project 
approval or adoption but, rather, an action by the lead agency finding that the environmental analysis is adequate 
and that all CEQA requirements have been met. The OHMVR Commission has approval authority for all 
OHMVR Division general plans and EIRs. The commission determines whether to certify the final EIR under 
Section 15166 of the CEQA Guidelines and adopt the General Plan Update under Section 5002.2 of the PRC. 

1.6 SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS  

According to Section 15168 of the CEQA Guidelines, a program EIR may be prepared for a series of actions that 
can be characterized as one large project and are related either geographically, as logical parts in the chain of 
contemplated actions, or in connection with issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria to 
govern the conduct of a continuing program. A program EIR is a type of EIR that allows a public agency to 
consider broad policy alternatives and program-wide mitigation measures at the early stages of planning. The 
required contents of a program EIR are the same as those of a project-level document. However, the level of detail 
and analysis in the two types of documents differ because a program-level document analyzes a general 
conceptual design and location of the proposed alternatives rather than providing a detailed level of analysis for a 
specific action (CEQA Guidelines Section 15146). Because the General Plan Update is a planning document that 
provides goals and guidelines for future development and conceptually planned facility improvements, rather than 
specific and detailed projects, a program EIR was determined to be the appropriate CEQA document for the 
Proposed Project.  

This EIR provides a first-tier analysis of the environmental effects of implementing the General Plan Update. 
Future projects associated with the General Plan Update will be reviewed considering the information in this EIR. 
Whether a later activity is within the scope of the EIR is a factual question that State Parks will determine based 
on substantial evidence in the record. Factors that may be considered in making that determination include 
consistency of the later activity with the type of allowable land use, overall planned density and building intensity, 
geographic area analyzed for environmental impacts, and covered impacts, as described in this EIR (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15168).  

State Parks is a land management agency which owns the land in the park. As such, State Parks designs its own 
projects in line with its mission. State Parks also can site and locate projects to avoid or mitigate effects on 
significant natural resources. This is not the situation that cities or counties find themselves in with private 
property owners, who generally want to develop property efficiently and economically to maximize investment. 
In that case, the developer may not be able to take advantage of choosing another site to avoid impacting specific 
environmental resources. State Parks has the advantage of considering multiple sites to avoid significant impacts. 

If the OHMVR Division finds that, pursuant to Section 15152 of the CEQA Guidelines, no new effects would 
occur or no new mitigation measures would be required for a subsequent project, the OHMVR Division can 
approve the activity as being within the scope of this EIR. If new effects are identified that were not addressed in 
this EIR, the OHMVR Division would prepare an appropriate CEQA compliance document, tiering from this EIR 
by incorporating the general discussions of the broader EIR by reference and focusing the analysis solely on the 
issues specific to the later project.  
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This chapter describes the proposed General Plan Update, including a description of the proposed facility 
improvements. The General Plan Update is intended to serve as a guide for the future development, management, 
and operation of Hungry Valley SVRA. General plans are intended to be used for 20 years or more; therefore, the 
General Plan Update establishes a decision-making framework that is consistent with current conditions and the 
established vision of the SVRA, but is also flexible enough to allow for changing conditions over time.  

2.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND  

State Parks adopted the first General Plan for Hungry Valley SVRA in 1981. Much has changed in and around the 
SVRA since adoption of the plan. For example, park conditions have changed, users and types of recreation have 
varied, new facilities have been constructed or existing facilities modified, acquisitions have occurred, and laws 
and guidelines have changed. Updating the General Plan would result in a new broad-based policy document that 
would establish a long-range vision for the park and provide goals and guidelines to direct future improvements, 
services, and programs. This updated framework is intended to guide day-to-day decision-making and serve as the 
basis for developing focused feasibility and management plans, project plans, and other management actions 
necessary to implement the General Plan goals. 

2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING  

This section provides an overview of the general character of Hungry Valley SVRA and the surrounding vicinity. 
This description includes location, existing land uses and site elements, general environmental characteristics and 
resources, surrounding development, and visitation. 

The environmental setting at the SVRA recently experienced a substantial change as a significant wildfire burned 
approximately 10,000 acres in the eastern and southern portions of the park in June 2024. The fire started on the 
southbound Gorman exit off-ramp of the Interstate 5 (I-5) freeway and spread via high winds and ember cast into 
the SVRA. The fire altered the natural setting of the SVRA by burning much of the habitat and vegetation, 
charring or altering many of the natural features, and destroying two structures onsite (South Entrance kiosk and a 
wellhouse). However, at the time of the fire, the General Plan Update process was many years into development 
and the EIR well underway with the NOP already issued. For that reason, the CEQA baseline is considered to be 
the conditions at the time of NOP issuance and is reflective of the environmental setting and those facilities that 
were in place prior to fire. The conditions and facilities that were established prior to the fire are included because 
it is anticipated that the natural habitats and vegetation will recover with time and the facilities, or facilities very 
similar in nature, would be repaired or reconstructed as a part of the fire recovery process at a future point in time 
to serve a similar purpose. 

2.2.1 LOCATION AND REGIONAL CONTEXT 

Hungry Valley SVRA sits in a low pass between the San Emigdio Mountains and the Tehachapi Mountains, 
connecting the open expanse of the Mojave Desert, the Central Valley, and the coastal plains of Oxnard and 
Los Angeles, and points south. The park is approximately 45 miles south of downtown Bakersfield and 60 miles 
north of downtown Los Angeles, just south of the point where Los Angeles, Ventura, and Kern counties come 
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Existing land uses and site elements within the SVRA are described further below and shown on Figure 2-3 (refer 
to Chapter 2 of the General Plan Update and Chapter 3 of this EIR for additional details on the existing conditions 
of the SVRA). 

Existing Land Use Areas  

Distributed Riding: Hungry Valley SVRA has an approximately 3,200-acre Distributed Riding Area that 
provides a unique opportunity for open off-trail riding throughout the main portion of the park. This area has a 
mix of both designated and unmarked trails that traverse a variety of terrains, including sand washes, rolling hills, 
and hill climbs. The Distributed Riding Area generally follows Gold Hill Road and Hungry Valley Road and 
allows access to main camping areas and visitor facilities. 

Trails Only: Large areas throughout the central portion and along the northern boundary are traversed by a 
system of well-marked trails. In the Trails Only Area, OHV use is limited to designated trails. The southern 
portion of the Trails Only Area includes motorcycle and all-terrain vehicle (ATV) training tracks for riding 
practice and challenges.  

Trail use in the SVRA is dictated by terrain, the presence of sensitive areas, and other naturally occurring factors, 
such as rain, snow, and erosion. Trails are assigned skill ratings. Signs with color-coded symbols are posted at 
each trailhead, indicating the trail difficulty and identifying specific one-way trails. For experienced OHV riders, 
challenging trails are available in the hills and canyons. Trails are available throughout the majority of the SVRA 
and provide connections to trails in adjacent USFS lands to the west and south, such as East Frazier Trail and 
Tejon Trail. In total, approximately 130 miles of trails are available in the SVRA.  

Quail Canyon Special Event Area: This area features three tracks: a motocross track, a Grand Prix track, and a 
pee-wee track. The public can reserve the facilities for special events and activities, and the facilities are open 
daily, except when closed for maintenance. A parking area and bleacher seating can accommodate sizable crowds. 
Vendors and concessions can be operated from this area. Quail Canyon includes the Ed Waldheim Building, with 
restrooms and running water for visitor use, and a separate section for storage of SVRA equipment for use during 
special events. Special events are regulated through the Special Event Permit process and individual permit 
requirements. At the time of preparation of this EIR, the Quail Canyon Special Event Area was temporarily closed 
because of a well failure, and infrastructure repairs are being planned to make the area operable. 

Native Grasslands Management Area: The SVRA includes a unique, approximately 3,840-acre area along the 
northern boundary that features native valley grasslands. A management plan that was formulated in 1981 created 
the Hungry Valley Native Grasslands Management Area. Park visitors can travel through the area on OHVs but 
must stay on clearly identified trails, established to protect this sensitive plant community. These trails are marked 
on the park map and are evident on signs and trail markers.  

Oak Woodland Natural Preserve: The 60-acre Oak Woodland Natural Preserve in the northwest part of the 
SVRA protects an oak woodland habitat as well as a natural seep that provides water for the immense valley oaks, 
with an understory of native grasses and other species that are rarely found growing together anywhere else in 
California. This is a rare and unique habitat, and therefore it is permanently closed to motorized recreation. The 
preserve can be accessed on foot by a 0.5-mile hike.  
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Visitor Support, Operations, and Maintenance  

Although the vast majority of land within the SVRA is undeveloped and used for recreational purposes, certain 
areas have been developed with visitor-serving facilities that provide a variety of services. The main visitor-
serving facilities include the North and South Entrances, the Visitor Center, the Ranger Station, and various 
campgrounds. Each of the two official entry points for the SVRA, the North and South Entrances, includes a 
kiosk where visitors can get informational brochures and maps and pay their entry fees. The North Entrance also 
includes the unstaffed Visitor Center, where visitors can find SVRA information, a small interpretive center, and 
vault toilets. The North and South Entrance kiosks typically are staffed when the park is open.  

Furthermore, operational facilities support the maintenance and administration of the SVRA. These facilities 
typically are grouped together in various locations to facilitate staff work. The Gorman House and Ranger Station 
are used by park staff and are near one another along the northern boundary, near the Gorman exit off I-5. 
Additional facilities for administration, maintenance, storage, and general SVRA operational needs are in an area 
known as the Park Office Complex along the eastern boundary in the southern portion of the park.  

Special Events and Interpretive Programs  

Multiple facilities have been developed within the SVRA specifically to host special events and meet the needs of 
large events or group gatherings. Special events include both motorized recreational events and other types of 
non-motorized special activities. Special events occur in the Quail Canyon Special Event Area (described 
previously) and the Honey Valley Group Campground.  

The Honey Valley Group Campground provides a scenic venue for hosting private special events, separate from 
other public use. Special events at the Honey Valley Group Campground can include club gatherings, weddings, 
group camping, business and professional group meetings, charity events, organized trail rides, and reunions. 
These events are typically smaller scale than the events hosted at the Quail Canyon Special Event Area. The 
Honey Valley Group Campground is also used to host SVRA-sponsored interpretive programs, including 
campfires and slideshows, which are free to the public. Additionally, the Activity Center located next to the ATV 
Campground provides a space for interpretive programs, along with storage for interpretive materials, office 
space, and exhibit space. It is also used as a staging area by groups operating under a Special Event permit or 
Concession contract.  

Access and Circulation  

Circulation throughout the SVRA is provided primarily via established roads and OHV trails that lead to specific 
areas, including campgrounds, the Quail Canyon Special Event Area, points of interest, and other riding areas. 
Gold Hill Road is a paved road that provides the primary north/south connectivity through the SVRA. This road 
begins at the North Entrance and continues south though the main part of the park, passing near most of the major 
campgrounds in the central portion. At Smith Forks Campground near the southern boundary of the SVRA, Gold 
Hill Road turns west and continues off-site and into Los Padres National Forest. Gold Hill Road may be used by 
street-legal vehicles only; however, Road Runner Trail generally follows the entire length of the road in the 
SVRA and may be used by OHVs.  

Hungry Valley Road provides primary east/west access across the southern portion of the SVRA. Hungry Valley 
Road is a State Parks dirt road, but it is well maintained and may be used by both street-legal vehicles and OHVs. 
Hungry Valley Road passes through the South Entrance and continues west, passing by the main southern 
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half of that time, while day-use visitors slightly decreased. Survey data that was compiled during the General Plan 
Update process indicates many visitors to the SVRA travel from nearby Los Angeles, Ventura, Kern, and Orange 
counties. A small number of visitors travel from other California counties, including Riverside, Santa Barbara, 
and San Bernadino, and fewer people travel from Northern California or other more distant locations. The SVRA 
typically is used for quick escapes by those living nearby.  

HUNGRY VALLEY SVRA PLANNING AREA 

The Planning Area was defined to provide a comprehensive management perspective for all lands within or 
adjacent to it, regardless of ownership or planning status. Land in the Planning Area has been identified as being 
within the sphere of influence for Hungry Valley SVRA. The core of the Planning Area consists of the established 
boundaries of the SVRA (Figure 2-2). 

Parcels currently identified as future target acquisition areas for the SVRA were added to ensure that they receive 
consideration in the planning process. In addition to these specific areas, a buffer was added to the Planning Area 
to provide a greater ability to document and analyze the conditions immediately adjacent to the SVRA, and to 
further inform planning decisions. The buffer extends to a distance of one-quarter mile, except in areas where a 
more logical physical limit exists. The quarter-mile buffer is used generally on the west and south sides of the 
SVRA, where adjacent land uses and physical characteristics are similar, with a high potential for overlapping use 
(i.e., trails that cross from the SVRA into USFS lands). In these areas, coordinated planning solutions are needed 
for recreation and resource management because these adjacent lands have similar land uses or resource 
management issues. On the east and north sides of the SVRA, the buffer intersects a more logical physical limit 
before reaching the full quarter-mile. Specifically, I-5 was determined to be a clear boundary for the sphere of 
influence of the SVRA, and therefore no portion of the Planning Area extends east beyond the highway. The 
northern boundary of the Planning Area generally conforms to the existing boundaries of the SVRA because of 
the logical boundary that Frazier Mountain Park Road creates and because the area north of Frazier Mountain 
Park Road consists of residential land uses with no OHV or resource management issues. When applicable to the 
resource area, potential effects of continued SVRA operations on areas outside the Planning Area are considered 
in this EIR. 

Lands within the Planning Area are under various ownerships and jurisdictions. Primary ownership lies with State 
Parks, encompassing most of the physical SVRA boundaries. USFS manages the forest lands surrounding the 
SVRA in the Planning Area, adjacent to almost the entire western and southern borders of the park. These federal 
lands are part of Los Padres National Forest and Angeles National Forest and are public forest lands with 
recreational OHV trails, some of which connect and provide access across the SVRA and forest boundaries. Other 
lands in the Planning Area include SCE utility infrastructure, DWR water transmission facilities, Frazier 
Mountain High School, Gorman Elementary School, and small privately owned parcels. Land ownership adjacent 
to the SVRA is shown on Figure 2-4. 
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As part of the Proposed Project, the recently acquired 845-acre Condor Mesa Area is proposed for inclusion in the 
Native Grasslands Management Area and would be managed accordingly. With the inclusion of this new area, the 
Native Grasslands Management Area would increase to approximately 4,685 acres, and more trails would be 
available (refer to the discussion above under Trails Only Area). Camping would continue to not be permitted, 
with the exception of the proposed recreational vehicle (RV) campground in the Condor Mesa Area along Frazier 
Mountain Park Road, as discussed below under Site Element Improvements. 

Oak Woodland Natural Preserve  

The Proposed Project would maintain the existing 60-acre Oak Woodland Natural Preserve in its current location. 
Access would continue to be provided only on foot, and no motorized recreation would be allowed. No land use 
or management changes are proposed in this area. 

Cultural Preserves  

Because of the sensitivity of resources contained within the cultural preserves, these land use areas are not 
identified on mapping or other location-specific data as part of the General Plan Update; however, they are 
described in limited detail as follows, so as not to divulge any sensitive information. Cultural preserves contain 
sites and artifacts that are culturally significant to California Native American tribes that are traditionally and 
culturally associated with the area. The combination and configuration of the sites are important aspects of the 
human history of Hungry Valley.  

Tataviam Cultural Preserve  
The Tataviam Cultural Preserve encompasses approximately 450 acres and is the largest cultural preserve within 
Hungry Valley SVRA and contains culturally significant sites and artifacts.  

Freeman Canyon Cultural Preserve  
The Freeman Canyon Cultural Preserve encompasses approximately 210 acres and contains culturally significant 
sites and artifacts.  

Gorman Cultural Preserve  
The Gorman Cultural Preserve encompasses approximately 170 acres and contains culturally significant sites and 
artifacts. The Proposed Project would maintain the three existing cultural preserves within its boundaries. 

SITE ELEMENT IMPROVEMENTS 

In addition to the land use areas that would guide overall use within the park, discrete improvements throughout 
the SVRA are envisioned with the General Plan Update. These improvements have been identified through a 
combination of known needs related to park operations and maintenance as well as a robust public outreach 
process, including surveys, newsletters, community meetings, and other forms of community engagement. The 
proposed site element improvements are described below in detail as known at this time and are shown on Figure 
2-5. To assess impacts of future improvements to the greatest extent possible in this EIR, assumptions have been 
made about the general size and location of these improvements. These are summarized below for each facility 
and described in greater detail in Appendix C.  
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Access and Connections  

The Proposed Project would keep the North and South Entrance Stations (A1 and A2, respectively, as shown on 
Figure 2-5) in their current locations. With the recent acquisition of the Condor Mesa Area creating a new 
northernmost area of the SVRA, an additional vehicular access entry (A3) is proposed from Frazier Mountain 
Road to the proposed Condor Mesa RV Campground (G3) in the northwestern corner of the SVRA. At the 
western park boundary, trail connections already exist with USFS lands in Los Padres National Forest, west and 
southwest of the SVRA via East Frazier Trail and Tejon Trail. The Proposed Project would formalize existing 
trail connections to Los Padres National Forest and establish new trails in the Condor Mesa Area (T1). The 
proposed new trails would be located within previously disturbed road or trail footprints. A trail connection is 
proposed at Stipa Trail (C1), to connect the trails in the main body of the SVRA to the proposed new trails in the 
Condor Mesa Area. Trail connections are proposed to be formalized from Sterling Canyon Trail to East Frazier 
and Tejon Trails (C2 and C3, respectively), to improve connectivity between the SVRA and Los Padres National 
Forest. A new connection to Road Runner Trail (C4) would be supported in the southwestern corner of the 
SVRA, for connectivity between the main body of the SVRA and the isolated parcel of State Parks land 
surrounded by Los Padres National Forest; however, this parcel intersects USFS land, and USFS would have 
ultimate authority to create the trail connection. In addition, a new maintenance-only trail connection to the park 
would be added from the proposed office buildings at the northern boundary (C5). The new trail would allow 
direct access for park staff to the interior of the park, for operations and maintenance. Similar to the proposed trail 
in the Condor Mesa Area, the maintenance-only trail would be located within a previously disturbed trail 
footprint.  

Circulation  

The Proposed Project would repave Gold Hill Road (R1) and would pave Hungry Valley Road (R2) and Quail 
Canyon Road (R3), to improve circulation and minimize dust generation in the park. This is estimated to result in 
12.5 acres of new paved surfaces for Hungry Valley Road and 3.3 acres of new paved surfaces for Quail Canyon 
Road, based on the existing length and width of the roads. Permanent erosion control measures would be 
implemented where necessary, to address historical erosion issues along these main roadways and maintain safe 
access and connectivity throughout the park during severe weather events.  

Facilities  

The Proposed Project would make various improvements to existing facilities and construct new facilities in the 
SVRA. New operational support office buildings would be constructed at the northern boundary adjacent to the 
Gorman House (F1), to support operations in the park. It is conservatively estimated that the proposed operational 
support offices would be 10,000 square feet in size.  

The existing maintenance and administration buildings (F2) are proposed for upgrades, to meet current 
accessibility and safety standards and the operational needs of the park. Upgrades would occur within the existing 
building footprints, and buildings that are not able to be reasonably upgraded to meet current standards would be 
demolished. The Gorman House (F3) would remain in its current location and its use would not change.  

The Proposed Project also would construct a new Visitor Center (V1) at the Smith Forks Campground. The 
current Visitor Center at the North Entrance would be repurposed into a storage facility, and the new location 
would be more accessible to visitors. Similar to the existing facility, it would provide Hungry Valley SVRA 
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vehicles and OHVs. Currently, existing EV charging stations (EEs) are at the Park Office Complex and Ed 
Waldheim Building in the Quail Canyon Special Event Area.  

Concessions  

Mobile concessions (MCs) for seasonal use and/or special events are proposed as an allowable use within the 
Quail Canyon Special Event Area. These would be non-permanent vendors that temporarily would occupy the 
Quail Canyon Special Event Area and sell food, merchandise, or other goods. The permanent concessions (PCs) 
facility near the ATV Campground would remain as is. 

2.4 PROJECTED VISITATION INCREASES  

Visitation and OHV use at Hungry Valley SVRA is influenced by a variety of different factors, such as the 
economy, gas prices, weather patterns, and public preferences for outdoor recreation (refer to Section 2.2.3 of the 
Draft General Plan Update for more information on recreation trends). General population increases in nearby 
counties and cities may also contribute to increases in visitor numbers to a certain degree. For these reasons, it is 
difficult to predict with certainty whether an increase in visitation is due to external factors or changes proposed 
for the park. The Proposed Project includes development of new visitor-serving facilities, such as a new RV 
campground, OHV trails and tracks, and other amenities that may draw new visitors to the park. Attendance on 
peak and average days is expected to increase because of the availability of these new facilities. However, the 
proposed facilities are anticipated to have less of an effect on overall visitation than general economic conditions. 
For the analysis in this EIR, it is conservatively assumed that visitation at Hungry Valley SVRA would increase 
by approximately 10 percent over the plan horizon (approximately 30 years). This is the net change assumed to be 
attributable to new visitor-serving facilities developed under the proposed General Plan Update. The estimated 
percent increase corresponds with the expected size of facilities included in the Proposed Project, which was 
based on similarly sized facilities either in the SVRA or elsewhere through the State Parks system. For example, 
the proposed group campground was estimated to be a similar size to the existing Honey Valley Group 
Campground, and the proposed skill track is estimated to be a similar size to the existing ATV Practice Track. 
Refer to Appendix C for further details on these estimates.  

2.5 FUTURE DEVELOPMENT PROCESSES 

As described in Chapter 1 of this EIR, the Proposed Project would not include project-level detail for the 
proposed improvements, such as construction access, equipment, staging areas, and durations. These details 
would be defined during site-specific design and preconstruction planning. However, for the EIR analysis, general 
assumptions regarding construction processes likely to occur under the Proposed Project are described herein.  

Implementation of the Proposed Project is anticipated to require standard construction practices for development 
of the proposed facilities, including grading, site preparation, excavation, trenching for utility lines, paving, soil 
compaction, building foundations, and building construction. Establishment of new trails would not require any 
significant construction activity because they would be located within existing road or trail footprints. All new 
trail development would occur in compliance with a Road and Trails Management Plan that would be prepared as 
part of the Proposed Project, along with the Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines, and the goals and 
guidelines set forth in the General Plan Update (refer to Appendix B). Typical equipment to be used during 
construction would include excavators, backhoes, trenchers, forklifts, paving equipment, compactors, loaders, 
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3 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS  

This chapter is organized by environmental resource categories. Each resource category discusses the existing 
environmental conditions (including environmental setting and regulatory setting), potential environmental effects 
(including direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts), and if necessary, mitigation measures to reduce potentially 
significant impacts associated with implementation of the Proposed Project. 

3.0 APPROACH TO THE ANALYSIS  

3.0.1 INTRODUCTION 

In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, this EIR identifies the significant direct and indirect environmental 
effects of the Proposed Project, giving due consideration to its short-term and long-term effects. Short-term 
effects generally would be those associated with construction, and long-term effects generally would be those 
associated with permanent land use changes, management strategies, and operation of new facilities. As described 
in Section 1.6, a programmatic analysis of the potential environmental impacts is presented in this EIR because 
the General Plan Update presents a framework for future management and park development, and the planned 
facilities have been identified only at a conceptual level.  

3.0.2 ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS ELIMINATED FROM FURTHER ANALYSIS  

The following resource topics have been eliminated from full analysis within the EIR as significant effects would 
not have the potential to result from implementation of the Proposed Project as described in the following 
paragraphs: Agriculture and Forestry Resources, Mineral Resources, and Population and Housing.  

AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES 

No farmland or forestry resources currently exist within the SVRA. Forestry resources are in the Planning Area in 
Los Padres and Angeles National Forests to the west and south, respectively. However, these USFS lands already 
allow for limited OHV use, and the Proposed Project would not convert any of these lands to non-forest uses. 
Formalizing trail connections to existing USFS trails would facilitate existing recreational uses and patterns. The 
Proposed Project improvements would be confined to the SVRA boundaries. Therefore, no impacts would occur 
on agriculture or forestry resources.  

MINERAL RESOURCES 

No records have been found that indicate the presence of valuable mineral deposits within the Planning Area 
based on a review of California Geological Survey Mineral Land Classification maps (California Geological 
Survey 2024). There are no areas designated as Mineral Resource Zone 2 (areas where significant mineral 
deposits are present) within the Planning Area. There are two historic mines in the Planning Area; however, these 
mines have been closed off. Furthermore, mining operations are generally incompatible with a State Park and 
would not be permitted in the park. During public scoping, comments were received that noted the presence of oil 
and gas wells within the project boundary; however, these wells are inactive and related to prior exploratory 
drill ing within the park boundaries, which has since ceased. No known inactive well locations are within areas of 
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For each resource topic, potentially cumulative impacts may occur over different geographic areas. For example, 
the project impacts on air quality would combine with the effects of projects in the entire air basin, whereas noise 
impacts primarily would be local to the surrounding area. The geographic area that could be affected by the 
Proposed Project would vary, depending on the type of environmental issue that is considered. Section 
15130(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines states that lead agencies should define the geographic scope of the area 
affected by the cumulative effect. Therefore, before determining potentially cumulative impacts, the geographic 
scope of the cumulative analysis is defined for each resource topic.  

3.0.4 TERMINOLOGY USED IN THE EIR 

This EIR uses the following terms to describe the level of significance of potential impacts identified during the 
environmental analysis: 

Significant and Unavoidable Impact: An impact that would exceed the defined threshold of 
significance, that could not be eliminated or reduced to a less than significant level even with 
implementation of feasible mitigation measures.  

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated:  An impact that would exceed the defined 
thresholds of significance but could be reduced to a less than significant level through implementation of 
feasible mitigation measures.  

Less than Significant Impact: An impact that would not exceed the defined thresholds of significance 
and does not require mitigation. 

No Impact: Where an environmental issue is evaluated and the determination is that the project would 
have no impact on the issue, no further analysis is required. 
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mountain ranges forming the horizon. In other locations, views are restricted by steep topographic features (Photo 
2) surrounding the immediate area. OHV access to ridgelines and highpoints in the SVRA provide visitors with 
opportunities to experience elevated, long-distance views of the surrounding foothills, mountainous areas, and 
pockets of local development (Photos 3 and 4). Colors tend to be muted but vary with the season. Muted earthy 
tones tend to dominate, with brown shades from the thin scrub vegetation and rocky ground cover and darker 
green from more dense vegetated areas. Rock outcroppings, canyons, and other interesting geologic features are 
visible throughout the SVRA and are often focal points of the trail system. While the trails have a natural surface 
with a light-brown shade from the compacted soil, their alignments create a visually conflicting linear feature 
traversing through the surrounding unmodified terrain and vegetation.  

 
Photo 1: Low Elevation View across Hungry  Valley SVRA  
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Photo 2: Steep Geologic  Formations along a Trail  Limiting Views  

 
Photo 3: Elevated  View across Hungry  Valley SVRA from Raven Ridge Trail  
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Photo 5: View of Typical Restroom Facility with Sterling Campground in the Background  

 
Photo 6: View of Typical Picnic Areas with Shade Ramadas  
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Photo 7: View of Honey  Valley Group Campground  

 
Photo 8: Event Activity at Quail  Canyon Special Event Area  
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IMPACT ANALYSIS  

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

Less than Significant Impact. As noted above in Section 3.1.1, Environmental Setting, and shown in photos of 
Hungry Valley SVRA, the park provides scenic views of the surrounding mountains, valleys, and rural areas. 
Scenic vistas are mainly accessible via existing OHV trails to more remote areas of the park where higher 
elevation views are provided, such as Freeman Overlook; however, much of Hungry Valley proper also provides 
scenic views of the landscape in the viewshed.  

Under the Proposed Project, OHV use in the SVRA would continue in a similar manner to existing conditions. 
Access to existing scenic areas and overlooks would be maintained. New OHV trail access would be provided by 
a new trail in the Condor Mesa Area, which offers scenic views of the surrounding areas. Trail development 
would occur in accordance with the Road and Trails Management Plan, which would be prepared prior to 
construction of any new trails, and the goals and guidelines outlined in the General Plan Update (see Table 3.1-1). 
Overall, new trail development would appear minimal given the extensive trail network already present in the 
SVRA. Thus, new trails would not have adverse effects on scenic vistas.  

The Proposed Project also includes new facilities, such as an RV campground in the Condor Mesa Area, a new 
Visitor Center, and operational support offices near the Gorman House. New facilities would be designed to be 
similar in height, scale, and architectural style to existing facilities, and would be located in areas with minimal 
impact on the viewshed, such as already developed areas in the park interior or adjacent to existing development 
along the fringes. Further, these facilities would be designed to mimic the natural features of the landscape (PR 
Guidelines 8.3, 8.7). Thus, by constructing the proposed facilities in accordance with the goals and guidelines 
established in the General Plan Update, they would not have adverse effects on scenic vistas. This impact would 
be less than significant.  

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 
historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

Less than Significant Impact. There are no designated state scenic highways in the Planning Area; the nearest 
scenic highway is State Route 33, located approximately 30 miles to the west. Therefore, scenic resources in a 
designated scenic highway would be unaffected. The Proposed Project would result in physical development 
which has potential to alter scenic resources visible from I-5, USFS lands, and other public vantage points. 
However, the Proposed Project has been planned to maintain the rugged and open aesthetic character of the 
SVRA. The proposed improvements are planned for previously disturbed areas and/or immediately adjacent to 
existing park development. Further, the Proposed Project includes goals and guidelines (Table 3.1-1) that would 
require consideration of visual impacts for all new development and minimize changes that could detract from the 
aesthetic values of the SVRA. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.  

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public 
views of the site and its surroundings (public views are those that are experienced from publicly 
accessible vantage point)? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project is in a predominantly non-urbanized area at the intersection 
of Los Angeles, Kern, and Ventura counties. The existing visual character is defined by open spaces with steep 
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canyons, ridgelines, and badlands topography, along with sparse rural development. Public views of Hungry 
Valley SVRA are provided from various trails and locations in the park, along the I-5 corridor, adjacent USFS 
lands, and local development.  

As described previously, new facilities under the Proposed Project would be designed to be similar in height, 
scale, and architectural style to existing facilities, and would be located in areas with minimal impact on the 
viewshed. Proposed facilities would be designed to mimic the natural features of the landscape and minimize 
changes that could detract from the aesthetic values of the SVRA (PR Guidelines 8.1, 8.2, 8.5, 8.6). The scale of 
development envisioned under the Proposed Project, and the ongoing use of the park, would not result in a 
substantial departure from the existing visual conditions. Proposed developments and resulting activities on site 
would be similar in nature and aesthetic to the existing visual elements and activities that currently occur at the 
SVRA. Further, maintaining the rugged and open aesthetic character of the SVRA is a key goal of the Proposed 
Project (PR Goal 8). Therefore, the Proposed Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character 
or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings. This impact would be less than significant.  

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime 
views in the area? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would introduce new minor sources of light and glare 
through the different site element improvements. The proposed operational support offices near Gorman would 
likely include new building and low-level security lighting, and reflective surfaces such as windows. The 
proposed RV campground in the Condor Mesa Area would accommodate new light sources in a previously 
undeveloped area, including campfires, vehicle lights, and flashlights. EV charging stations and associated solar 
panels may also result in increased glare in discrete locations throughout the park. However, the Proposed Project 
includes goals and guidelines that would limit light pollution and require light and glare to be reduced from new 
structures. New development would be required to shield new light sources, angle lights downward, and avoid 
high reflectivity materials, so that minimal interference occurs with views in the area (PR Guideline 8.4). 
Maintaining a dark night sky is important to allow for continued nighttime educational and interpretative 
programming offered at the SVRA. Furthermore, the surrounding areas are already exposed to moderate levels of 
light and glare from vehicle traffic on I-5 and local roadways, in addition to residential and commercial buildings. 
With the required guidelines in the General Plan Update, new light and glare from the Proposed Project would be 
minimized and designed in a manner to limit overspill or reflection and would not result in a substantial change 
from existing light and glare levels in the area. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not create a new source of 
substantial light and glare, and the impact would be less than significant.  

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative impacts to aesthetic resources is the Planning Area and the 
immediately surrounding areas in the Hungry Valley SVRA viewshed. Planned, approved, or under construction 
projects (i.e., cumulative projects) in the vicinity of the Planning Area are provided in Table 3.0-1. 

As described above in the impact analysis, the individual site element improvements under the Proposed Project 
would be planned, designed, and constructed to maintain the existing visual character of the SVRA, and impacts 
to aesthetic resources would be less than significant through implementation of the goals and guidelines included 
as part of the Proposed Project. The nearby cumulative projects have undergone, or will undergo, project-specific 
review to evaluate impacts on aesthetic resources and identify mitigation measures to reduce any potentially 
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significant impacts. Most cumulative projects are maintenance or utility projects that would not significantly 
change the visual landscape, with the exception of the Centennial at Tejon Ranch Project, which is a large-scale 
master-planned residential community. While that project would create substantial changes to the visual 
environment, individual project effects are not expected to combine to result in a cumulative aesthetic impact 
because of the distance between them and the different uses proposed. Furthermore, the cumulative projects are 
sufficiently distanced from the SVRA to where they would not combine with the minimal effects of the Proposed 
Project to result in a noticeable cumulative visual change, especially given that visual changes would be 
consistent with the overall aesthetic and uses already visible at the SVRA. Therefore, the Proposed Project, in 
combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects, would result in a less than significant 
cumulative impact on aesthetic resources. 
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Table 3.2-1. Attainment Status of Planning Area Air Quality Basins  

Pollutant 
NAAQS 

South Coast Air 
Basin (SCAB) 

NAAQS  
South-Central 

Coast Air Basin 
(SCCAB) 

NAAQS  
San Joaquin Valley 
Air Basin (SJVAB) 

CAAQS  
South Coast 

Air Basin 
(SCAB) 

CAAQS  
South-Central 

Coast Air Basin 
(SCCAB) 

CAAQS  
San Joaquin 

Valley Air Basin 
(SJVAB) 

Ozone  
(1-hour 
standard) 

N/A1 N/A N/A Non-
attainment 
(Extreme) 

Non-attainment Non-attainment 
(Severe) 

Ozone  
(8-hour 
standard) 

Non-attainment 
(Extreme) 

Non-attainment 
(Serious) 

Non-attainment 
(Extreme) 

Non-
attainment 

Non-attainment Non-attainment 

CO Attainment 
(Maintenance) 

Unclassifiable/ 
Attainment 

Unclassifiable/ 
Attainment 

Attainment Attainment Attainment 

NO2 Unclassifiable/Att
ainment 

Unclassifiable/ 
Attainment 

Unclassifiable/ 
Attainment 

Attainment Attainment Attainment 

SO2 Unclassifiable/ 
Attainment 

Unclassifiable/ 
Attainment 

Unclassifiable/ 
Attainment 

Attainment Attainment Attainment 

PM10 Attainment 
(Maintenance) 

Unclassifiable Attainment Non-
attainment 

Non-attainment Non-attainment 

PM2.5 Non-attainment 
(Serious) 

Unclassifiable/ 
Attainment 

Non-attainment 
(Serious) 

Non-
attainment 

Attainment Non-attainment 

Lead Non-attainment 
(Partial)2 

Unclassifiable/ 
Attainment 

No Designation/ 
No Classification 

Attainment Attainment Attainment 

Sulfates No Federal 
Standard 

  Attainment Attainment Attainment 

Hydrogen 
Sulfide 

No Federal 
Standard 

  Unclassified Unclassified Unclassified 

Visibility 
Reducing 
Particles 

No Federal 
Standard 

  Unclassified Unclassified Unclassified 

Notes: 
1. The NAAQS for 1-hour ozone was revoked on June 15, 2005, for all areas except Early Action Compact Areas. 
2. Partial Nonattainment designation: Los Angeles County portion of Basin only for near-source monitors. 
3. East Kern area only: the remainder of San Joaquin Valley Air Basin is designated as attainment. 
CAAQS = California Standards; NAAQS = National Standards 
Sources: SCAQMD 2016; SJVAPCD 2024; EPA 2024a; CARB 2024 

OZONE 

Ozone is the most common component of smog and is toxic and colorless with a pungent odor. In high 
concentrations, ozone and other photochemical oxidants are directly detrimental to humans by causing respiratory 
irritation and possible alterations in the functioning of the lungs. Ozone and other oxidants also can enter the 
leaves of plants and reduce photosynthesis, which is the process that plants use to convert sunlight to energy to 
live and grow.  

Ozone is not emitted directly into the air but is formed through a series of reactions involving reactive organic 
gases (ROG) and nitrogen oxides (NOX) in the presence of sunlight. These chemicals are considered precursors of 
ozone, as their reaction leads to its formation. ROG emissions result primarily from incomplete combustion and 
the evaporation of chemical solvents and fuels. NOX includes various combinations of nitrogen and oxygen, 
including nitric oxide, NO2, and others, typically resulting from the combustion of fuels. 

Emissions of both ROG and NOX are considered critical to ozone formation; therefore, either ROG or NOX can 
limit the rate of ozone production. When the production rate of NOX is lower, indicating that NOX is scarce, the 
rate of ozone production is NOX-limited. Under these circumstances, ozone levels can be most effectively reduced 
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Scenario 1 evaluated the emissions associated with construction of the proposed Hungry Valley SVRA 
Operational Support Offices, which would be adjacent to the nearest off-site sensitive receptor (Gorman 
Elementary School) and would encompass a disturbance area of approximately 2 acres. The LST methodology 
recommends that projects with boundaries closer than 25 meters to the nearest receptor should use the LSTs for 
receptors at 25 meters. 

Scenario 2 evaluated the maximum daily emissions across all proposed site elements for comparison against LST 
thresholds for both 1-acre and 5-acre projects to evaluate the range of potential impacts. During construction of 
the proposed site elements, any campgrounds and/or recreational activity surrounding the active construction sites 
would be expected to be closed and/or have restricted use. The analysis conservatively assumed an on-site 
sensitive receptor distance of 100 meters.  

Table 3.2-3 shows the LSTs for NOX, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 applicable to construction activities for the two 
scenarios described above. 

Table 3.2-3. SCAQMD Construction Localized Significance Thresholds  

Scenario Threshold Description NOX CO PM10 PM2.5 
Scenario 1 
(Hungry Valley SVRA Operational Support 
Offices) 

LSTs for a 2-acre project site, 25-
meter receptor distance (lb/day) 

163 877 6 4 

Scenario 2  
(Maximum daily Localized emissions across all 
proposed site elements) 

LSTs for a 1-acre project site, 
100-meter receptor distance 
(lb/day) 

133 1,294 25 7 

Scenario 2  
(Maximum daily Localized emissions across all 
proposed site elements) 

LSTs for a 5-acre project site, 
100-meter receptor distance 
(lb/day) 

251 2,095 52 13 

Notes:  
SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District; LST = localized significance threshold; NOX = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide;  
PM10 = suspended particulate matter less than 10 micrometers in diameter; PM2.5 = fine particulate matter less than 2.5 micrometers in diameter;  
lb/day = pounds per day 
Source: SCAQMD 2008 

Localized sources of emissions during operations would primarily include the on-site OHV activity that would 
occur in proximity to sensitive receptors. Because OHV tracks and campgrounds would be in proximity to one 
another, the analysis of operational localized emissions used the LSTs based on a 50-meter receptor distance (the 
potential distance between proposed campgrounds and trails) and a 1-acre project site, to capture the intensity of 
emissions in proximity to any on-site receptors. Emissions that would occur beyond the 50-meter receptor 
distance were not considered in the localized analysis because the exposure to the emissions would decrease as 
OHV riders ride further away from the campgrounds. Table 3.2-4 shows the LSTs for NOX, CO, PM10 and PM2.5 
applicable to operational activities.  

Table 3.2-4. SCAQMD Operational Localized Significance Thresholds  

Threshold Description NOX CO PM10 PM2.5 
LSTs for a 1-acre project site, 50-meter receptor distance (lb/day) 114 590 3 1 

Notes:  
SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District; LST = localized significance threshold; NOX = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide;  
PM10 = suspended particulate matter less than 10 micrometers in diameter; PM2.5 = fine particulate matter less than 2.5 micrometers in diameter; lb/day = 
pounds per day 
Source: SCAQMD 2008 











AECOM   Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan Update Draft EIR 
Air Quality 3.2-24 California Department of Parks and Recreation 

(e.g., clearing, excavation, cut and fill, grading); exhaust emissions from use of off-road equipment, material 
delivery, and construction worker commutes; asphalt paving; and application of architectural coatings. Ozone 
precursor emissions of ROG and NOX are associated primarily with construction equipment exhaust and the 
application of architectural coatings. Dust (PM) generation would depend on soil type and soil moisture, as well 
as the amount of total acreage of clearing, grubbing and grading activities. Clearing and earth-moving activities 
would be the major sources of construction dust generation, but re-entrained road dust (i.e., previously settled 
road dust particles that have become dislodged and airborne again) from traffic and general disturbance of the soil 
also would contribute to the dust generation. PM emissions also would be generated by equipment exhaust.  

The proposed General Plan Update includes goals and guidelines that would reduce potential construction-related 
emissions (PR Goal 2, PR Guideline 2.1, PR Guidelines 2.4-2.7). Per PR Guideline 2.4, implementing the most 
restrictive air district PM10 control measures that would be applicable to the proposed General Plan Update would 
be mandatory for all construction activities. In addition to air district-prescribed PM10 control measures, PR 
Guideline 2.5 would require implementation of BMPs to reduce fugitive dust during construction and 
maintenance activities. PR Guideline 2.6 would reduce exhaust emissions of criteria air pollutants through 
implementation of standard construction equipment control measures. In addition, construction-related activities 
for buildout within the respective air district jurisdictions would comply with air district rules and regulations 
beyond the control measures and BMPs that are included in the proposed General Plan Update. Air district rules 
and regulations were established, in part, to ensure implementation of, and consistency with, strategies and actions 
of the applicable air quality plans, as discussed in Section 3.2.2, Regulatory Framework. 

As detailed under impact (b) and shown in Tables 3.2-9, 3.2-10, and 3.2-12, emissions that would be generated 
during construction would not exceed the respective SCAQMD and SJVAPCD air district thresholds of 
significance. Emissions that would be below the air district-recommended thresholds have been accommodated in 
the air quality plans and would be consistent with those plans. Unmitigated emissions generated during 
construction would exceed the VCAPCD threshold of significance for NOX, as shown in Table 3.2-11. 
Additionally, with respect to fugitive dust, the VCAPCD recommends implementation of fugitive dust mitigation 
measures to maintain consistency with the AQMP. Therefore, activities that potentially could generate fugitive 
dust, such as construction activities, would be potentially significant unless the VCAPCD-recommended fugitive 
dust reduction practices are implemented and due to the NOX threshold exceedance  

The Proposed Project would adhere to PR Goal 2 and PR Guidelines 2.l and 2.4 through 2.7, in addition to the 
applicable SCAQMD, VCAPCD, or SJVAPCD rules and regulations listed above, which have been established, 
in part, to ensure consistency with the air quality attainment plans. Additionally, the Proposed Project would 
implement Mitigation Measure AQ-1, to reduce fugitive dust during construction, and Mitigation Measure AQ-2, 
to reduce emissions below the VCAPCD NOX threshold. Therefore, construction of the facilities under the 
General Plan Update would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plans, and 
the impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

Operations  

Significant and Unavoidable. The Proposed Project would generate emissions of criteria pollutants from mobile 
sources related to OHV recreation and vehicle trips to the SVRA. Mobile sources of criteria pollutants would 
include trips to and from the SVRA by staff members and visitors, and the existing and increased use of OHVs. 
Recreational activities at Hungry Valley SVRA include trail riding by off-highway motorcycles and ATVs and 
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Implementation of MM-AQ-2 would be required for project elements that were identified to result in emissions of 
NOX in excess of the VCAPCD threshold of significance. This would require the use of off-road diesel-powered 
equipment greater than 25 horsepower used for construction activities to meet or exceed Tier 4 Interim or Tier 4 
Final emission standards. Mitigated emissions estimates are shown in Table 3.2-13, based on implementation of 
MM-AQ-2. 

Table 3.2-13. Construction -Related Regional Maximum Daily Mitigated Emissions for Comparison to 
VCAPCD Thresholds  

Description VOC NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 
New Group Campground 2.00 14.83 29.31 0.05 7.99 4.09 
New RV Campground 2.02 14.83 29.31 0.05 8.01 4.10 
Paving of Hungry Valley Road 1.05 13.15 42.28 0.09 3.42 0.87 
Paving of Quail Canyon Road 0.90 8.10 39.96 0.07 2.17 0.48 
Maximum Daily Emissions (lb/day) 2.02 14.83 42.28 0.09 8.01 4.10 
VCAPCD Regional Threshold of Significance (lb/day) 25 25 - - - - 
Exceeds Thresholds?  No No No No No No 

Notes: VOC = volatile organic compounds; NOX = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide; SOX = sulfur oxides; PM10 = suspended particulate matter less 
than 10 micrometers in diameter; PM2.5 = fine particulate matter less than 2.5 micrometers in diameter; lb/day = pounds per day;  
N/A = not applicable 
Source: Estimated by AECOM in 2024; VCAPCD 2003 

As shown in Table 3.2-13, with implementation of MM-AQ-2, emissions of NOX generated during construction 
activities would not exceed the VCAPCD threshold of significance. Therefore, with implementation of MM-AQ-1 
and MM-AQ-2, construction activities under the Proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable 
net increase of any criteria air pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal 
or state ambient air quality standard. The impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

Operations  

Significant and Unavoidable. Operational emissions for all proposed site element improvements were quantified 
and compared to the applicable air district thresholds, as described below.  

SCAQMD Operational Thresholds  

As shown in Table 3.2-14 below, total operational emissions would exceed the SCAQMD threshold for PM10, 
indicating a potentially significant impact.  

Table 3.2-14. Operational Regional Maximum Daily Emissions for Comparison to SCAQMD 
Thresholds  

Source/Description VOC NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 
Area (lb/day) 0.34 <0.01 0.48 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 
Energy (lb/day) <0.01 0.07 0.06 <0.01 0.01 0.01 
Mobile Exhaust (lb/day) 5.30 3.43 148.69 0.07 0.88 0.43 
Fugitive Dust (lb/day) -- -- -- -- 419.98 42.00 
Total Maximum Daily Operational Emission (lb/day) 1 5.65 3.51 149.23 0.07 420.87 42.44 
SCAQMD Regional Threshold of Significance (lb/day) 55 55 550 150 150 55 
Exceeds thresholds?  No No No No Yes No 
Notes:  
SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District; VOC = volatile organic compounds; NOX = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide;  
SOX = sulfur oxides; PM10 = suspended particulate matter less than 10 micrometers in diameter; PM2.5 = fine particulate matter less than 2.5 micrometers 
in diameter; lb/day = pounds per day 
1. Totals may not sum because of rounding. 
Source: Estimated by AECOM in 2024; SCAQMD 2023 
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As shown in Table 3.2-15 below, the localized maximum daily emissions that would be generated by on-site 
operational activities would be below the SCAQMD LST thresholds of significance for all air pollutants. 

Table 3.2-15. Operational Localized Maximum Daily Emissions for Comparison to SCAQMD LSTs  

Scenario/Description NOX CO PM10 PM2.5 
Maximum Daily Localized Emissions1 (lb/day) 0.04 1.40 1.79 0.18 
SCAQMD LSTs for a 1-acre project (lb/day) 114 590 3 1 
Exceeds thresholds? No No No No 

Notes:  
SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District; LST = localized significance threshold; NOX = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide;  
PM10 = suspended particulate matter less than 10 micrometers in diameter; PM2.5 = fine particulate matter less than 2.5 micrometers in diameter;  
lb/day = pounds per day 
Refer to Table 3.2-4 and the description under Thresholds of Significance above for additional details related to the project component sizes, receptor 
distances, and additional details related to the applicable LSTs.  
1. The maximum daily localized emissions represent emissions associated with on-site OHV activity. On-site OHV emissions were estimated to be higher 

than other on-site operational emissions that would be generated by the Operational Support Offices and Visitor Center; therefore, on-site OHV emissions 
that may occur near on-site sensitive receptors was used as the maximum potential localized emissions for comparison to SCAQMD LST thresholds.  

Source: Estimated by AECOM in 2024; SCAQMD 2008 

VCAPCD Operational Thresholds  

As shown in Table 3.2-16, total operational emissions would not exceed the VCAPCD thresholds of significance.  

Table 3.2-16. Operational Regional Maximum Daily Emissions for Comparison to VCAPCD 
Thresholds  

Source/Description VOC NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 
Area (lb/day) 0.34 <0.01 0.48 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 
Energy (lb/day) <0.01 0.07 0.06 <0.01 0.01 0.01 
Mobile Exhaust (lb/day) 5.30 3.43 148.69 0.07 0.88 0.43 
Fugitive Dust (lb/day) -- -- -- -- 419.98 42.00 
Total Maximum Daily Operational Emission (lb/day) 1 5.65 3.51 149.23 0.07 420.87 42.44 
VCAPCD Regional Threshold of Significance (lb/day) 25 25 - - - - 
Exceeds thresholds?  No No No No No No 
Notes:  
VCAPCD = Ventura County Air Pollution Control District; VOC = volatile organic compounds; NOX = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide;  
SOX = sulfur oxides; PM10 = suspended particulate matter less than 10 micrometers in diameter; PM2.5 = fine particulate matter less than 2.5 micrometers 
in diameter; lb/day = pounds per day 
1. Totals may not sum because of rounding. 
Source: Estimated by AECOM in 2024; VCAPCD 2003 

SJVAPCD Operational Thresholds  

As shown in Table 3.2-17 below, total operational emissions would exceed the SJVAPCD threshold for PM10, 
indicating a potentially significant impact.  















https://ucanr.edu/sites/safety/files/333256.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/valley-fever/media/Facts-about-valley-fever-H.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/valley-fever/media/Facts-about-valley-fever-H.pdf
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Vegetation Community -18. California buckwheat -

(Common Name) chaparral yucca scrub 

1. Singleleaf pinyon woodland 20. Black sage scrub -2. California juniper woodland -21. Scale broom scrub -3. Valley oak woodland -23. Cooper's goldenbush scrub -9. Chamise chaparral 25. Rubber rabbitbrush scrub -11. Tucker oak chaparral 26. Big sagebrush scrub 
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13. Tucker oak - singleleaf 31. California Annual Forb/ 
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15. Narrowleaf goldenbush - -37. Urban/Developed 
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Source:: CA State Parks, Statsgo, AQCB. CA Department of Water Resources 2019; Kern County 2016; lA County 2016; Ventura County 2014; BLM 2018 
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Vegetation Community 12. Tucker oak - California -23. Cooper's goldenbush scrub 

(Common Name) juniper chaparral 
25. Rubber rabbitbrush scrub 

1. Singleleaf pinyon woodland 13. Tucker oak - singleleaf 
26. Big sagebrush scrub pinyon chaparral -2. California juniper woodland 27. Big sagebrush - Rubber 14. Deerweed - silver lupine - -rabbitbrush scrub -4. Fremont cottonwood yerba santa scrub 

woodland 30. Mediterranean California 15. Narrowleaf goldenbush -
Naturalized Annual and -5. Fremont cottonwood - shining bladderpod scrub 

willow woodland Perennial Grassland Group 
16. Central and South Coastal 

31. California Annual Farb/ 5 -6. Red willow woodland -Californian Coastal Sage Scrub -7. Sandbar willow thickets Group Grass Vegetation Group 8 - -17. California buckwheat scrub 32. California poppy fields 
8. Arroyo willow thickets - 18. California buckwheat - -37. Urban/Developed 
9. Chamise chaparral -chaparral yucca scrub 6 -10. Bigberry manzanita -19. Chaparral yucca scrub chaparral -21. Scale broom scrub 

Source:: CA State Parks, Statsgo, AQCB. CA Department of Water Resources 2019; Kern County 2016; lA County 2016; Ventura County 2014; BLM 2018 
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Vegetation Community 16. Central and South Coastal 

(Common Name) -Californian Coastal Sage Scrub -2. California juniper woodland 
Group -17. California buckwheat scrub -9. Chamise chaparral -18. California buckwheat --10. Bigberry manzanita chaparral yucca scrub 

chaparral -19. Chaparral yucca scrub -11. Tucker oak chaparral -24. Mormon tea scrub 
12. Tucker oak - California 
juniper chaparral 25. Rubber rabbitbrush scrub 

- 37. Urban/Developed 

5 

13. Tucker oak - singleleaf 26. Big sagebrush scrub 8 

pinyon chaparral -29. lntermontane Deep or Well-

14. Deerweed - silver lupine - drained Soil Scrub Group 

yerba santa scrub 31. California Annual Forb/ 6 

15. Narrowleaf goldenbush - Grass Vegetation Group 

bladderpod scrub 32. California poppy fields 

Source:: CA State Parks, Statsgo, AQCB. CA Department of Water Resources 2019; Kern County 2016; lA County 2016; Ventura County 2014; BLM 2018 
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Vegetation Community 13. Tucker oak - singleleaf 30. Mediterranean California 

(Common Name) pinyon chaparral Naturalized Annual and 

1. Singleleaf pinyon woodland 14. Deerweed - silver lupine - Perennial Grassland Group 
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20. Black sage scrub 40. Blue oak woodland -9. Chamise chaparral -23. Cooper's goldenbush scrub -11. Tucker oak chaparral 25. Rubber rabbitbrush scrub 6 

12. Tucker oak - California 26. Big sagebrush scrub 
juniper chaparral 

27. Big sagebrush - Rubber -rabbitbrush scrub 

Source:: CA State Parks, Statsgo, AQCB. CA Department of Water Resources 2019; Kern County 2016; lA County 2016; Ventura County 2014; BLM 2018 
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Goal/Guideline  
RM Guideline 1.3 Apply adaptive management strategies to protect resources while allowing continued 

high-quality OHV recreation and camping opportunities. Management strategies should 
consider best available science, statutory requirements, usage patterns, and the results of 
ongoing monitoring and research. Qualified resource specialists should identify avoidance and 
mitigation measures as part of all adaptive management efforts and tailor them to the 
resource(s) in question. 

RM Guideline 1.4 Conduct regular resource management training for staff to promote BMPs and ensure 
compliance with applicable regulations related to natural, cultural, and physical resources. 
Maintain consistent guidance for appropriate resource management, and communicate any 
updates based on adaptive management measures at shorter intervals, as needed. 

RM Goal 4 Protect sensitive resources by maintaining existing barriers and installing new barriers when 
appropriate. 

RM Guideline 4.1 Barriers should be designed so that they do not attract unwanted attention, detract from the 
aesthetics of the landscape, or inadvertently impact sensitive resources. Place signage and 
interpretive materials at all fenced areas to explain the purpose of a closure.  

RM Guideline 4.4 Enhance the protection of sensitive resources by installing new barriers along the existing trail 
network during natural disasters or after impacts from natural disasters, including fires, floods, 
landslides, or other similar events. These barriers would serve to safeguard vulnerable areas 
and prevent further degradation. 

RM Goal 5 Continue to preserve, protect, and maintain the existing preserves, including the Freeman 
Canyon Cultural Preserve, Gorman Cultural Preserve, Tataviam Cultural Preserve, and Hungry 
Valley Oak Woodland Natural Preserve. 

RM Guideline 5.1 Conduct monitoring of areas that are identified as resource protection areas, including the 
preserves, and implement adaptive management measures if an observed decline in resource 
values occurs. If tribal cultural resources have potential to be affected during monitoring and 
management actions, tribal coordination will be initiated.  

RM Guideline 5.2 Incorporate conservation of natural preserves into the WHPP reporting, so that the ongoing 
health of sensitive natural resources within them is tracked accurately and responses to any 
declines occur quickly and appropriately. 

NR Goal 1 Manage Hungry Valley SVRA to maintain a high-quality OHV recreational experience and 
foster protection and stewardship of natural resources.  

NR Guideline 1.1 Locate visitor-serving facilities and trails in areas already subject to disturbance, to minimize 
disturbance to existing intact or sensitive habitat areas. New facilities should be located in areas 
where disturbance to sensitive resources can be avoided.  

NR Guideline 1.2 Route new trails around the edges of high-quality habitat and include appropriately sized 
buffers from disturbance to avoid direct impacts and habitat fragmentation. Determine the size 
of the buffers based on site conditions and the habitat requirements of the species known to 
occupy the habitat.  

NR Guideline 1.3 Conduct surveys and mapping of sensitive biological resources, such as special-status species 
and sensitive habitats, before planning new facilities and trails or expanding or relocating 
existing facilities and trails.  

NR Guideline 1.4 When disturbance to sensitive biological resources is unavoidable, identify and implement 
appropriate measures to offset those impacts, in consultation with a qualified biologist and the 
appropriate resource agencies, depending on the listing or protection status of the resource. 

NR Guideline 1.5 Prioritize habitat conservation and improvement when data, trends, and studies indicate 
declining resource values, such as a reduction in species population or habitat degradation. 
Consider how impacts may be limited and mitigated through adaptive management actions. 
Refer to the goals and objectives in the WHPP. 

NR Guideline 1.6 Participate in multi-agency groups to coordinate, study, and research management activities for 
listed species or species of special concern, to be responsible protectors and stewards of these 
resources. 

NR Guideline 1.7 Explore the use of management tools on a trial basis, to proactively avoid, minimize, and/or 
mitigate impacts on special-status species while continuing to allow OHV recreation, camping, 
and other recreational activities where appropriate. 

NR Guideline 1.8 Incorporate best management practices to maintain or improve local and regional habitat 
connectivity when implementing improvements in Hungry Valley SVRA. 
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corridor linkages, the Sierra Madre-Castaic Linkage and the Tehachapi Connection (Spencer et al. 2010). A 
variety of species use the park as a travel corridor, including mountain lion, coyote, and bobcat. Many migratory 
bird species also use the SVRA as a stopover. Wildlife use riparian corridors to travel through oak 
woodland/cottonwood habitats within the SVRA. Wildlife-friendly fencing has been established throughout the 
park, either by using peeler pole fencing that wildlife can go under or jump over, or by cutting sections of fence 
away along known paths. New fencing is installed in a way that encourages wildlife passage, as described in the 
WHPP (DPR 2024).  

One barrier to wildlife movement is I-5, which borders the eastern edge of the park. Although culverts run under 
the freeway and connect the SVRA to the Tejon Ranch on the other side of the freeway, it seems that overland 
travel between the two areas is minimal. Although bats and birds are capable are flying over the freeway, the 
roadway likely presents a barrier for other wildlife, such as large mammals (DPR 2024). Various statewide and 
regional planning efforts have been undertaken to improve connectivity throughout the region, such as Caltrans 
District 7 Climate Change Adaptation Priorities Report, which identified and prioritized several culverts and 
bridges along I-5 near the SVRA for connectivity improvements (Caltrans 2021). The Proposed Project does not 
include any facility or infrastructure improvements that would interfere with ongoing efforts to improve 
connectivity along the state highway system and in the surrounding areas.  

The Proposed Project would not create substantial barriers to the movement of wildlife through the SVRA, such 
as long stretches of fencing, walls, or other impassable obstacles. Temporary barriers may be used in discrete 
locations to protect sensitive resources or close trails for public safety reasons; however, as noted above, fencing 
would allow for wildlife passage. Best management practices to maintain habitat connectivity would be 
considered during all facility improvements, and wildlife would continue to be able to pass through the SVRA. 
Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

No Impact. No local ordinances or policies are applicable to Hungry Valley SVRA for the protection of 
biological resources. Thus, there would be no conflict with these types of biological resource protection plans. No 
impact would occur.  

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan? 

No Impact. The WHPP is the only plan applicable to Hungry Valley SVRA for the protection of biological 
resources. The Proposed Project would require continued implementation of the WHPP as a companion document 
to the General Plan Update and would support the conservation efforts that are detailed in the plan. Thus, there 
would be no conflict with biological resource protection plans. No impact would occur.  

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative impacts on biological resources is the Planning Area and 
surrounding properties that provide similar habitat values or contain natural resources which are interconnected 
with those in the park. Table 3.0-1 shows the full list of cumulative projects. 
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A cumulative impact on biological resources could occur if actions were undertaken across a specific ecosystem 
that combined to create adverse effects on the natural resources within it. For example, if multiple projects were 
undertaken separately within a wildlife corridor, cumulative effects could occur from interference with wildlife 
movement through that corridor. As noted above, the planned improvements under the Proposed Project would be 
concentrated in areas that previously have been disturbed or developed, and the project activities would be 
implemented consistent with the goals and guidelines requiring site-specific surveys before the start of individual 
project construction. At the time that a project under the General Plan Update has been designed and planned, a 
Project Evaluation Form would be completed, and an additional level of project-specific review would be 
undertaken. If special-status species or other sensitive biological resources are determined to be affected by any 
future action under the Proposed Project, those activities would be redesigned or relocated, or effects would be 
mitigated in compliance with federal and state regulations for resource protection (refer to Section 3.3.2, 
Regulatory Framework). By avoiding and conserving sensitive biological resources that exist within Hungry 
Valley SVRA, the potential to contribute to a cumulatively considerable impact on such resources is minimized. 
Cumulative projects in the area also would be implemented consistent with state and federal regulatory 
mechanisms, requiring avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation of all impacts on sensitive biological 
resources. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not result in a significant cumulative impact on biological 
resources. 
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region is limited in specific details, enough is known to determine that the archaeological record is broadly similar 
to south-central and central California as a whole (ASM 2016). The general prehistory of the region containing 
the Planning Area can be outlined as follows. 

Initial occupation of the general Hungry Valley region occurred at least as early as the Paleoindian Period, or 
prior to about 10,000 years before present (YBP). Evidence of this early use of the region is indicated by the 
characteristic fluted and stemmed points found around the margins of Tulare and Buena Vista Lakes, in the 
foothills of the Sierra, and in the Mojave Desert proper (ASM 2016). This suggests that the general region around 
the SVRA and the Los Padres and Tehachapi Mountains may have been occupied during this time, as groups 
traversed the southern portion of the Central Valley into the Mojave Desert.  

Although significant evidence suggests that human occupation of the state occurred during the Late Pleistocene, 
little information has been obtained about populations around the SVRA during this period. More evidence for 
human occupation of California occurs during the middle Holocene, from roughly 7500 to 4000 YBP. This period 
is known as the Early Horizon and sometimes is referenced as the Early Millingstone Period along the Santa 
Barbara Channel. Evidence for an Early Horizon occupation of the SVRA interior region is very limited and has 
been found at only three sites, in the Santa Clara River Valley to the south.  

Phase II test excavations for the Tejon Mountain Village and Centennial projects, northeast and east respectively 
of the SVRA, failed to find evidence of Early Horizon occupation of the Tehachapi Mountains, although possibly 
some use of the area occurred that left little or no visible archaeological trace (W&S Consultants 2005; ASM 
2015). Furthermore, the lack of evidence for Early Horizon occupations at the base of subsequent Middle Horizon 
deposits during the excavations for these projects indicates that, if an Early Horizon use of the area occurred, it 
was culturally discontinuous with the subsequent occupants of the Tehachapi Mountains. Regardless of the 
specifics, evidence suggests that the Early Horizon population density was low in interior south-central California 
overall, and if any occupation or use of the area occurred, it likely focused on plant foods and vegetation 
gathering. 

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND  

Euro-American settlement and development of the Tehachapi and San Emigdio mountains region occurred around 
the 1850s and involved explorers who navigated the area. Don Pedro Fages, a Spanish explorer, crossed the area 
in 1772, passing through Lake Hughes and Tejon Pass. Friar Francisco Garcés, with Juan Bautista de Anza, 
traveled through the Lake Hughes and Castaic region, which would become the Tejon Ranch in 1776. Friar Jose 
Maria Zaldivea, a Spanish Franciscan missionary, found Castac Lake and Cañada de las Uvas. Jedediah Smith, an 
American frontiersman, went through the region during his fur-trapping expedition in 1827; as did John C. 
Frémont, an American explorer, with his guides in 1830 and 1844. During the latter portion of this exploratory 
period from 1843 to 1846, land grants for four large ranchos were awarded in the region that eventually would be 
united into the Tejon Ranch by Edward Fitzgerald Beale, between 1855 and 1865. Although these four grants did 
not include any of the study area, the history of this region was closely tied to the events and individuals 
associated with these ranchos. Fort Tejon State Historic Park contains restored adobes from the original fort and a 
park museum that features exhibits on army life and local history.  

In the 1830s and 1840s, despite the appeal of gold during the California Gold Rush, the most successful mining 
operations in the region proved to be for borax. Three local mines were built: the Frazier Borax Mine, the Russell 
Mine, and the Columbus Mine. These mines were reported to be the richest and most productive in the U.S. at the 
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time. The mines closed after about 10 years of operation, after greater borax sources were discovered elsewhere, 
but sporadic interest in borax mining continued in the region into the 1930s. Clay continues to be mined in 
Lockwood Valley, west of Hungry Valley SVRA, to this day. 

Most land in the Hungry Valley area was maintained in the hands of large landowners until it was purchased by 
the federal or the state government in the 1940s through the 1970s. The sparsely inhabited region of Hungry 
Valley was used mainly by Euro-American settlers between 1890 and 1940. It is a region remembered by locals 
as barren and unproductive farmland. Homesteaders in Hungry Valley lived under harsh economic conditions, 
with very few rewards.  

OHV use appears to have started informally in a small USFS parcel on the northern border of Hungry Valley 
SVRA. As the popularity of OHV riding increased, hill climbing and trail riding spread from the National Forest 
lands to the upper portion of Hungry Valley. In 1976, USFS approved specific trails in the Los Padres National 
Forest for OHV use. Several of these trails connect to the present-day Hungry Valley SVRA boundary (e.g., East 
Frazier Trail, Tejon Trail). When the State of California purchased SVRA lands in 1978, OHV activity was heavy 
in the upper end of Hungry Valley proper and was moderate in the hills overlooking Gorman and on the southern 
border of the SVRA (ASM 2016).  

PREVIOUSLY DOCUMENTED RESOURCES 

A total of 137 resources previously were recorded within the main body of Hungry Valley SVRA (excluding the 
Condor Mesa Area). These included 112 sites, structures or structure complexes (e.g., ranches) and 25 isolates 
and isolated features. In addition, 31 Global Positioning System (GPS) points, without associated site records, 
were recorded with no or minimal labeling but are assumed to represent cultural resources. The majority of these 
features were recorded as part of the cultural resource studies for the original Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan 
or subsequent surveys by State Parks staff (Kelly et al. 1980). Attempts were made to relocate recorded sites and 
evaluate their condition during the intensive Phase I survey, completed as part of the Cultural Resource Study 
(ASM 2016). A total of 67 of the previously recorded sites and structures in the main body of Hungry Valley 
SVRA could be relocated. Of the 31 GPS points without site records, only three could be relocated, two of which 
proved to be extant archaeological sites. Thirty-six of the relocated sites in the main body of Hungry Valley 
SVRA are prehistoric; 28 are historic; and three are multicomponent in age, containing both prehistoric and 
historical remains. The prehistoric sites were found to consist of or contain agave roasting pits, campsites, lithic 
scatters/workshops, and plant processing stations from the Middle Horizon and Late Horizon periods. Artifacts of 
Historical/Euro-American age and origin included remnants of cabins, homestead structures and houses, standing 
ranch houses, miscellaneous historical remains (primarily water conveyance systems), refuse dumps, and other 
kinds of ranch facilities.  

The Condor Mesa Area, which was acquired in 2015 by State Parks, also was evaluated to determine the presence 
of cultural resources. Records searches for the Condor Mesa Area, including a 0.25-mile buffer, were conducted 
at the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center at California State University, Bakersfield, for areas 
within Kern County, and at the South Central Coastal Information Center at California State University, Fullerton, 
for areas within Los Angeles County. Eight previously recorded resources were found in the Condor Mesa Area. 
Of these eight, four are described as sparse lithic scatters, two are historic structural remains, and two contained 
isolated flakes (ASM 2016). In addition to these previously documented resources, seven newly identified 
archaeological sites were recorded in the Condor Mesa Area, resulting from the intensive Phase I survey. These 
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Goal/Guideline  
RM Guideline 6.3 Minimize impacts on significant natural and cultural resources and essential infrastructure and 

facilities when conducting fire suppression activities by adhering to local, state, and federal 
regulations, conducting pre- and post- fire impact assessments to evaluate strategy effectiveness, 
and maintaining rapid response times throughout the park. 

NR Guideline 6.5  Develop strategies to protect and preserve cultural resources while ensuring their compatibility 
with the conservation goals of the Native Grasslands Management Area. 

CR Goal 1 Design and maintain trails and facilities to avoid cultural resources. 
CR Guideline 1.1 Design all trails and facilities to avoid or minimize significant impacts on all cultural resources 

(either as yet undetermined for eligibility, listed resources, or resources determined eligible for 
listing in the National Register of Historic Properties (NRHP) and California Register of Historic 
Resources (CRHR) and all Native American ethnographic resources identified as sacred or 
culturally significant. 

CR Guideline 1.2 Ensure that the maintenance of trails and facilities avoids impacts on cultural resources, 
particularly when subsurface disturbance is required. 

CR Guideline 1.3 Implement appropriate measures, based on project-specific environmental review and 
consultations, to protect cultural resources during development of the Condor Mesa Area with new 
trails and facilities. 

CR Guideline 1.4 Establish protocols for restoring volunteer trails, based on method, location, sensitivity, or 
immediate need to minimize impacts on cultural resources. Incorporate protocols into the Road and 
Trail Management Plan. 

CR Guideline 1.5 Prepare and implement an adaptive management strategy for areas of known sensitive cultural 
resources, based on method, location, sensitivity, or immediate need. Adaptive management 
measures may include avoidance, rerouting trails, barriers, signage, interpretation and education 
materials, and enforcement. 

CR Goal 2  Conduct ongoing surveys and inventories for cultural resources and preserve and protect all 
existing or discovered cultural resources as appropriate. 

CR Guideline 2.1 Conduct formal evaluations of cultural resources for significance and integrity, to determine their 
eligibility for listing in the NRHP and/or CRHR. Consider nominating significant cultural 
resources, including any potential cultural landscapes, traditional cultural properties, or sacred 
sites, for listing in the NRHP or CRHR. 

CR Guideline 2.2 Prioritize surveys in locations where cultural resources are known to be present, including the 
Condor Mesa Area and high-use areas. 

CR Guideline 2.3 Conduct comprehensive cultural resource assessments within and adjacent to the Oak Woodland 
Natural Preserve to identify and protect any culturally significant sites. Develop strategies to 
preserve and interpret these resources in a manner that respects their historical and cultural value. 

CR Guideline 2.4 Incorporate all known cultural resources listed or eligible for listing in the NRHP or CRHR into 
cultural resource management efforts. 

CR Guideline 2.5 Develop a Cultural Resources Management Plan, including archaeological, ethnographical, and 
historical resources, and implement the recommendations of such a plan. 

CR Guideline 2.6 Continue to protect and preserve known archeological resources, including those in the Condor 
Mesa Area. 

CR Guideline 2.7 Maintain the boundaries of the Gorman Cultural Preserve, Freeman Canyon Cultural Preserve, and 
Tataviam Cultural Preserve. Continue to manage these preserves for protection of the unique 
cultural resources within them. 

CR Guideline 2.8 Incorporate information obtained from ongoing local Native American Tribal consultation, 
ethnographic research, and involvement in programs identifying, documenting, and evaluating 
cultural resources into the Cultural Resources Management Plan. Identify and evaluate additional 
Native American cultural resources that may be disclosed or discovered during ongoing 
consultation and research efforts. 

CR Guideline 2.9 Develop an ongoing program to maintain and update the existing cultural resource inventory 
through site recordation; formal evaluation; GPS recordation; and historical, archaeological, and 
ethnographic research. Describe this program in detail in the cultural resource management plan. 
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under the standard criterion for CRHR eligibility. Of these resources and/or sites, a small percentage have been 
determined to be eligible for listing in the CRHR (ASM 2016).  

Similar to the discussion of historical resources, the proposed improvements that are identified in the General Plan 
Update have been carefully planned to avoid known archaeological resources. The Proposed Project includes 
specific goals and management strategies for preservation, avoidance, and protection of cultural resources, known 
and unknown, that may be present in the SVRA (refer to Table 3.4-2). The General Plan policies would require 
planning to avoid or minimize disturbance to on-site archaeological resources, appropriate actions to take if 
resources are identified, and general stewardship of cultural resources within park property. Adherence to the 
OHMVR Division Cultural Resource Management Program and the goals and guidelines in the proposed General 
Plan Update would protect cultural resources through active stewardship, monitoring, and management. Required 
compliance with federal and state cultural resource regulations and management goals would further minimize the 
potential for future improvements in the SVRA to cause substantial adverse effects on known or unknown 
archaeological resources present within park property. Thus, the impact would be less than significant. 

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside dedicated cemeteries? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would allow for continued OHV recreation as well as 
development of new facilities within the park. Because of ongoing and new ground disturbance that could result 
from these activities, there is a potential to disturb unknown human remains. However, any discovery of human 
remains would be managed in compliance with state laws. The guidelines in the General Plan Update would 
require staff training specific to legally required procedures related to discovery of human remains (CR Guideline 
4.3), and adherence to CR Guideline 3.3 would reinforce state law requirements related to immediate actions to be 
taken in the event of human remains discovery.  

If any human remains are encountered, they would be treated in accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California 
Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.98 of the PRC, and Section 15064.5(e) of the CCR, which state the 
mandated procedures of conduct following the discovery of human remains. Specifically, if human remains are 
discovered during any project construction activities, all ground-disturbing activity within 50 feet of the remains 
would be halted and the County Medical Examiner would be notified immediately. If the remains are determined 
by the County Medical Examiner to be Native American, the NAHC would be notified within 24 hours. The 
NAHC then would identify a Most Likely Descendant, who would be designated to cooperate with the landowner 
on the property where the remains are discovered to arrange for their proper disposition, according to the NAHC 
guidelines for the treatment and disposition of human remains. Compliance with the state regulations and General 
Plan Update guidelines would minimize the potential impacts resulting from disturbance of human remains. Thus, 
the impact would be less than significant. 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Cultural resources are finite and non-renewable, and impacts on such resources over time and across varied 
geographical areas need to be considered. Although potential impacts on cultural resources generally are 
site-specific and tied to a particular development project, when destruction of or damage to cultural resources 
occurs repeatedly throughout a region, a cumulative loss of cultural heritage could occur. Hungry Valley SVRA 
and the surrounding region contain many existing cultural resources, most of which are related because of 
previous settlement patterns, prehistoric and historic movement of people across the valley, actions of significant 
figures in history, and other factors. The rich cultural landscape of the region may be affected by implementation 
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of the Proposed Project because of the interconnection between cultural resources within the SVRA and those in 
the surrounding region. However, as discussed above, implementation of the Proposed Project would have low 
potential to cause an adverse change in the significance of historical and archaeological resources, as defined in 
Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. The Proposed Project would implement goals and guidelines in the 
General Plan Update, comply with existing management actions, and adhere to state regulations for the protection 
of cultural resources. The General Plan Update also requires the proper curation and evaluation of cultural 
resources discovered onsite to preserve the scientific and educational data gained from these resources, as well as 
Native American consultation to consider and protect tribal cultural heritage.  

Projects that occur outside Hungry Valley SVRA in the surrounding region also would have the potential to 
impact significant cultural resources of similar type and function as those within the SVRA, during their 
construction or operation. Cumulative projects in the region are shown in Table 3.0-1. However, these projects 
similarly would be required to undergo environmental review in compliance with CEQA and/or NEPA, to 
identify any project-specific mitigation measures that may be needed to protect and preserve cultural resources. 
Unanticipated discoveries of cultural resources for cumulative projects also would be managed in accordance with 
existing federal and state regulations. This would limit the potential for impacts at the project level and 
subsequently would minimize the potential for cumulative impacts. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not 
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cultural resources impact.  
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Planned, approved, or under construction projects (i.e., cumulative projects) in the vicinity of the Planning Area 
are provided in Table 3.0-1. All of the projects identified in Table 3.0-1 are subject to relevant federal, state, and 
regional policies related to promoting energy conservation and efficiency and must comply with them. The 
cumulative projects also are subject to environmental review, in compliance with CEQA or NEPA, to identify 
project-specific mitigation measures necessary to avoid significant impacts related to energy supply and demand. 
As previously described, the Proposed Project would have a less-than-significant impact on energy resources 
because it would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, would 
promote the use of renewable resources and EV equipment within the SVRA, and would not conflict with any 
state or local plan related to renewable energy or energy efficiency. Implementation of the Proposed Project 
would not interfere or restrict the ability of other projects to also adhere to energy policies. Therefore, the 
Proposed Project would not significantly contribute to impacts related to energy use and no cumulative impact 
would occur. 
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Figure 2-9 
Paleontological Sensitivity Map 
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California Division of Occupational Safety and Health Regulations  

Excavation, shoring, and trenching activities during construction are subject to occupational safety standards for 
stabilization by the California Department of Industrial Relations, Division of Occupational Safety and Health 
(Cal/OSHA) under Title 8 of the CCR and Excavation Rules. These regulations minimize the potential for 
instability and collapse that could injure construction workers on site.  

Public Resources Code Section 5090.5 �± Soil Conservation  

PRC Section 5090.5 establishes that protection of public safety, the appropriate use of lands, and the conservation 
of natural and cultural resources are of the highest priority in management of SVRAs. This means that the 
OHMVR Division should promptly repair and continuously maintain areas and trails, and should anticipate and 
prevent accelerated and unnatural erosion and other OHV impacts to the extent possible. Section 5090.5 also 
states that if the OHMVR Division determines that soil conservation standards cannot be met in any portion of 
any SVRA, the noncompliant portion should be closed and restored, pursuant to Section 5090.11 of the PRC. 
Furthermore, the OHMVR Division should not fund trail construction unless the trail is capable of complying 
with the conservation specifications as prescribed in Section 5090.5, and trail maintenance should not be funded 
unless that trail is a component of the SVRA road and trail system.  

Pursuant to Section 5090.5, the 2020 Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines (DPR 2020) were adopted to 
update the prior version from 2008, which prescribed the following soil standard: 

OHV recreation facilities shall be managed for sustainable long-term prescribed use without generating 
soil loss that exceeds restorability, and without causing erosion or sedimentation which significantly 
affects resource values beyond the facilities. Management of OHV facilities shall occur in accordance 
with PRC Sections 5090.2, 5090.35, and 5090.53.  

The 2020 Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines serve as resource management guidance of OHV use on 
prescribed trails and roads, multiple-use roads, and in open ride areas. They provide flexibility for application to 
all OHV sites statewide. The land manager is responsible for determining the recreational activity or activities 
causing any specific resource damage and initiating the appropriate action.  

To minimize and mitigate soil erosion, a new Soil Conservation Plan is under development for Hungry Valley 
SVRA that will outline a variety of management strategies tailored to the park. The plan is scheduled to be 
approved in 2025.  

OHV BMP Manual for Erosion and Sediment Control  

The OHV BMP Manual for Erosion and Sediment Control (OHV BMP Manual) (State Parks 2007) provides 
guidance on selecting, implementing, and maintaining BMPs for OHV-type facilities and construction activities. 
BMPs detailed in the manual include BMPs for erosion control (e.g., blankets, mulches, hydroseeding 
techniques), scour control (e.g., check dams and armoring in upland swales and ditches), dust control, sediment 
traps, and waste management.  

The BMP manual is to be followed, along with the 2020 Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines, when 
assessing trails, maintaining existing trails, developing new facilities, and implementing other construction 
projects.  
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Goal/Guideline Mitigation Measures 

PR Guideline 4.7 Prohibit hill climbing in sensitive areas with soil types and conditions susceptible to erosion. 
PR Goal 5 Prohibit degradation of unique geological features and minimize impacts related to geological 

conditions. 
PR Guideline 5.1 Conduct required studies before construction of any structure for human occupancy in 

Alquist-Priolo fault zones, in accordance with State law. 
PR Guideline 5.2 Incorporate the guidance provided in the OHV BMP Manual, or subsequent replacement 

document, when planning for development of new facilities. Select, implement, and maintain 
BMPs during and after construction activities, to avoid soil loss and geologic instability. 

PR Guideline 5.3 Develop and implement the Facilities Management Plan and make decisions with respect to 
facilities development, visitor access, and recreation, while recognizing and protecting unique 
geological features. 

PR Guideline 5.4 When feasible, conduct annual surveys of geologic conditions and stability in conjunction 
with other resource areas, to allow comparison and monitoring of resources. Re-evaluate 
visitor activities and park operations that have negative impacts on the local soil and geology 
and limit those activities as necessary. 

PR Guideline 5.5 Identify specific locations that show adverse and potentially irreversible geologic damage 
because of recreational activities or natural causes and prohibit visitor access using signage 
and installation of gates or other barriers that physically block access to the damaged area, 
until the area has recovered or been restored. 

PR Guideline 5.6 Conduct geologic and soil evaluations before any trail rerouting or trail creation, so that 
geologic stability is appropriately considered with development of quality OHV experiences. 

PR Guideline 5.7 Identify and monitor significant geological features. Consider both natural and human 
influence on geologic features and take protective measures where necessary. 

PR Goal 6 Protect and preserve paleontological resources.  
PR Guideline 6.1 Continue to update an inventory of paleontological resources as new resources are found. 
PR Guideline 6.2 Consult with paleontological professionals to determine whether unique paleontological 

resources should be preserved in-place or removed for curation. When in-place protection of 
a paleontological resource is determined the appropriate protective action, consider if the 
resource will be best preserved through minimizing public exposure and knowledge of the 
resource and its location or through physical restriction of access. Base management 
decisions on the sensitivity of the resource and susceptibility to damage from recreational 
activities. 

PR Guideline 6.3 Avoid construction activities which require substantial ground disturbance (e.g., trenching 
and/or excavation to depths greater than 5 feet) in areas mapped as high paleontological 
sensitivity. 

PR Guideline 6.4 If paleontological resources are discovered inadvertently during construction activities, cease 
construction activities within and in the vicinity of the find and consult a DPR archaeologist 
or other qualified paleontological resource professional to determine the significance of the 
find. If the fossil is determined to be a unique paleontological resource, develop and 
implement a recovery plan consistent with Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP 2010) 
criteria. The recovery plan may include but is not limited to a field survey, construction 
monitoring, sampling and data recovery procedures, curation for any specimen recovered, 
and a report of findings. 

PR Guideline 7.1 Continue to implement the CASSP for paleontological and archaeological finds.  
PR Guideline 7.2 Provide annual paleontological resource training for staff. Educate field staff 

(e.g., maintenance staff, trails team members) on what to do if paleontological resources are 
inadvertently discovered during a project or regular recreation activities. All staff should be 
educated on immediate actions to take if staff or visitors find a paleontological object. 

PR Guideline 7.3 Inform State Parks Peace Officers about areas most likely to contain unique paleontological 
resources that would be most susceptible to looting, vandalism, damage, or other illegal 
activities by visitors. Educate State Parks Peace Officers on current laws related to 
paleontological resources 

Notes: OHV=Off-Highway Vehicle; PR=Physical Resources 
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IMPACT ANALYSIS  

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a known fault? (refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42)  

Less than Significant Impact. As shown on Figure 3.6-2, regionally active and potentially active faults are in the 
Planning Area. The Proposed Project would include improvements that may be within fault hazard zones, 
particularly in the northern and eastern portions of Hungry Valley SVRA. The proposed community event area, 
portions of the trails in the Condor Mesa Area, and RV campground would be located within a fault zone, in 
addition to the operational support offices adjacent to the Gorman House. Although the exact location and 
dimensions of the proposed structures have not been identified yet, some overlap would be likely to occur with 
the San Andreas fault, which is known to be active.  

As noted above, before a project can be permitted in a designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, agencies 
would require a geologic investigation to demonstrate that proposed structures would not be constructed across 
active faults. This is acknowledged in the General Plan Update in Guideline 5.1, which states that required studies 
should be conducted before construction of any structure for human occupancy in Alquist-Priolo fault zones. State 
Parks would be required to complete a geotechnical investigation, performed by a licensed geotechnical engineer, 
before the start of construction of all permanent and occupiable structures (CBC Section 1803). The geotechnical 
investigation would identify any measures necessary to reduce impacts related to fault zone construction, which 
may include relocating facilities outside active fault zones or implementing seismic-specific safety construction 
and design methodologies, in accordance with the CBC. Further study of specific project sites may be necessary 
to determine whether active fault lines are present. The site investigation would also include an analysis of 
site-specific soil types and provide recommendations to minimize soil hazards identified on site, to the maximum 
extent feasible. All future structures at Hungry Valley SVRA would meet the requirements of applicable Building 
and Fire codes, including the current version of the CBC at the time of design and construction. With adherence to 
these regulations, substantial adverse effects because of development within fault zones would not occur. The 
remaining project components either would be outside fault zones or would have minimal potential for substantial 
risk from fault rupture hazards, such as recreational trails or other outdoor uses. Therefore, the impact would be 
less than significant.  

ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking? 

Less than Significant Impact. The majority of the recreation activities that would be added by the Proposed 
Project and those activities that currently are available at Hungry Valley SVRA typically are not at risk from 
geologic hazards such as seismic ground shaking (e.g., OHV riding and events that occur outdoors and do not 
involve occupiable structures). However, new facilities would be part of the Proposed Project, specifically 
occupiable structures such as the proposed Visitor Center and operational support offices, which potentially could 
be exposed to strong seismic ground-shaking because of the location of existing faults within and in proximity to 
the SVRA. All new facilities would be constructed using standard seismic engineering and safety design 
techniques, as required by the CBC, and evaluated through site-specific geotechnical investigations to determine 
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Table 3.8-1. Goals and Guidelines Relevant to Hazards and Hazardous Materials  

Goal/Guideline  
OHV Guideline 3.1 Prepare a Road and Trail Management Plan that takes inventory of existing trails, defines a 

network of open and closed trails (temporarily or permanently), and identifies sustainable 
future trails that incorporate public safety needs and response times. 

OHV Guideline 3.13 Consider public safety needs and strive to minimize emergency response times through trail 
network maintenance. 

PS Guideline 1.4 Improve and enhance wireless communications facilities and infrastructure for emergency 
response as needed. 

PS Guideline 2.3 Use drones to monitor hard-to-reach areas, large gatherings, or potential hazard zones within 
the park.  

PS Guideline 3.4 Provide infrastructure and staging locations to support public safety operations, air medical 
services, and emergency vehicles. 

PS Guideline 3.5 Maintain a fleet of specialized vehicles and equipment that are responsive to the unique needs 
of Hungry Valley SVRA, including four-wheel drive trucks and sport utility vehicles (SUVs), 
motorcycles, ATVs, ROVs (side-by-sides), and other similar vehicles. 

PS Guideline 4.1 Coordinate with Hungry Valley SVRA rangers and local dispatch offices in Kern, Los 
Angeles, and Ventura counties to facilitate emergency and ranger response. 

PS Guideline 4.2 Annually review the efficacy of emergency response protocols between Hungry Valley 
SVRA rangers and local emergency responders to proactively identify and implement any 
improvements to existing processes. 

PS Guideline 4.3 Continue to use support from other non-State Parks individuals and agencies, including 
supporting responders to medical emergencies, and those who conduct search and rescue 
operations. 

RM Guideline 6.1 Prepare a Wildland Fire Management Plan and update it every five years as needed based on 
new research, technologies, and lessons learned from fire activity in the area.  

RM Guideline 6.2 Ensure that mutual aid and local operating agreements cover fire suppression operations and 
allow scaling based on needs. 

RM Guideline 6.5 Minimize suppression costs by conducting fire suppression operations when significant 
threats occur to human life, property, or surrounding communities. Conduct fire suppression 
operations with consideration for natural fire regimes and potential benefits provided by 
small-scale, localized and contained wildland fire for ecosystems. 

RM Guideline 6.6 Proactively evaluate the risk of fire for infrastructure, property, and other improvements, and 
implement measures to reduce and mitigate risk of wildfire. Prepare an emergency 
management and response plan for potential emergencies. This plan should cover wildfire 
and building fire, earthquakes, and other potential emergencies. 

RM Guideline 6.7 Coordinate fire planning for publicly managed lands with adjacent land uses and agencies, 
while also working closely with local Native American tribes to incorporate traditional 
wildfire management practices. 

RM Guideline 6.8 Conduct management of fuel loading to reduce the severity of wildfires using state-of-the-art 
sustainable forest management techniques. 

Notes: OHV=Off-Highway Vehicle; PS=Public Safety; RM=Resource Management 

IMPACT ANALYSIS  

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

Less than Significant Impact. Hazardous materials would be used during construction activities proposed and 
envisioned under the Proposed Project. Hazardous materials typically used during construction operations would 
include substances such as diesel fuel, solvents, and paints. Hazardous materials also would continue to be used 
during regular park operations, to maintain existing and proposed facilities, conduct repairs, and transport 
equipment and staff throughout the park. Furthermore, an increase in visitors to Hungry Valley SVRA as a result 
of the Proposed Project could increase the use of gasoline and oil on site from OHV operation, which 
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subsequently could increase the risk of exposure of harmful chemicals to other park users or sensitive resources in 
the park if not properly handled or disposed. However, all hazardous materials used by State Parks staff or 
contractors during construction activities and regular operations would be handled, stored, transported, and used 
in accordance with all federal and state, and local regulations (refer to Section 3.8.2, Regulatory Framework). The 
use, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials is heavily regulated at both the federal and state levels; these 
regulations are promulgated and enforced by agencies including EPA, DTSC, and the State Water Board. These 
regulations apply to construction activities and operations at Hungry Valley SVRA and focus on safe and healthy 
working conditions for workers, address hazardous spills, and require worker training on hazardous materials 
handling, spill prevention, and release reporting. The operation of OHVs in Hungry Valley SVRA would continue 
to be regulated by Division 16.5 of the California Vehicle Code, requiring OHVs to be properly maintained and 
setting forth requirements and penalties regarding littering and environmental protection. Compliance with 
existing regulations for hazardous materials would minimize hazards to the public and the environment. 
Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset 
and/or accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?  

Less than Significant Impact. Construction activities would involve the transport, storage, and disposal of 
hazardous materials. For construction activities that would disturb more than 1 acre of soil, an SWPPP would be 
prepared in compliance with the NPDES Construction General Permit; the SWPPP would detail spill prevention 
and contingency measures for unanticipated hazardous materials releases (refer to Section 3.9, Hydrology and 
Water Quality for further details). Managing construction activities in compliance with the SWPPP would 
minimize some of the hazards from upset or accident conditions involving release of hazardous materials.  

Construction activities under the Proposed Project are anticipated to include soil excavation, trenching, 
stockpiling, transport of equipment to and from the worksite, soil off-haul, and building construction. Based on 
the database review of hazardous materials sites, no known hazardous materials or contamination are affecting the 
site. Several historic-age buildings that are on site are proposed for rehabilitation. These buildings were 
constructed before the 1980s and may contain ACMs or lead-based paints. Disturbance of these materials during 
construction could expose construction workers, occupants of adjacent properties, and site users to toxic and/or 
hazardous contamination. However, regulatory requirements, such as the Cal/OSHA standards contained under 
Title 8 of the CCR would be followed to protect the safety of workers, the public, and the environment from the 
release and exposure of hazardous materials, such as lead or asbestos that could be found in older structures. 
Mandatory adherence to these regulatory safety requirements would prevent a significant hazard to the public or 
environment from the release of hazardous materials into the environment. The impact would be less than 
significant.  

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 
waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school? 

Less than Significant Impact. Hungry Valley SVRA is within 0.25 mile of two schools: Frazier Mountain High 
School, and Gorman Elementary School. The Proposed Project would not include construction activity, OHV 
recreation, or other recreational uses within the perimeter of either school. As described above, construction and 
operation activities under the Proposed Project would involve the use of such hazardous materials as diesel fuel, 
solvents, and paints. All hazardous materials that would be used by State Parks staff or contractors during 
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative impacts related to risks from hazards and hazardous materials 
is the Planning Area and the immediately surrounding areas. Planned, approved, or under construction projects 
(i.e., cumulative projects) in the vicinity of the Planning Area are provided in Table 3.0-1.  

Projects in the vicinity of the Planning Area would be subject to unique hazards and hazardous materials impacts, 
because contaminated sites and hazardous materials typically are local, within the perimeter of a project site 
where prior uses have occurred. All cumulative projects would be required to assess the potential presence of site 
contamination before their implementation, as part of CEQA/NEPA review. In this manner, remedial actions, in 
accordance with regulatory requirements, would be required of cumulative projects to prevent disturbance of 
materials that could affect the Proposed Project or combine with its potential effects to result in a cumulative 
impact. The cumulative projects in the Planning Area are at a distance from Hungry Valley SVRA where they 
would be unlikely to affect environmental conditions of the SVRA or influence the routine use, transport, or 
disposal of hazardous materials in the park or surrounding areas.  

Development of cumulative projects in the vicinity of Hungry Valley SVRA would require coordination with 
emergency service providers, so that applicable emergency response or evacuation plans would be maintained. 
The General Plan Update would not impact or interfere with emergency plans; thus, the ability of emergency 
service providers to continue to implement emergency plans for the surrounding communities would not be 
cumulatively affected.  

Therefore, the Proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a cumulative 
impact related to risks from hazards and hazardous materials.  
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GROUNDWATER  

The Planning Area is partially underlain by the Hungry Valley groundwater basin (DWR basin number 4-018), 
which has a surface area of 5,310 acres (DWR 2018, 2019). This basin is bounded by Alamo Mountain on the 
south, Frazier Mountain on the north, and semi-permeable rocks of the Ridge Basin group on the east and west. 
The regional groundwater flow direction is thought to be to the southeast, generally in the same direction as 
surface water flow. Surface drainage across the basin generally occurs via the Upper or Lower Forks of Cañada de 
Los Alamos Creek. The average annual precipitation ranges from 10 to 16 inches. Chemical analyses of water 
from seven wells and one spring show that the three dominant constituents in the water are calcium bicarbonate, 
sodium bicarbonate, and calcium-sodium sulfate. However, two wells were found to be unsuitable for irrigation 
use because of high concentrations of fluoride and boron (DWR 2004). A northern portion of Hungry Valley 
SVRA, generally in the Condor Mesa Area, is in the Cuddy Canyon groundwater basin (Figure 3.9-2). 

The water supply for Hungry Valley SVRA is supported partially by three active pumping wells: Quail Canyon 
Well, Smith Forks Well, and Dorm Well. Smith Forks Well provides water to Smith Forks Campground (for 
flushable toilets only). The Quail Canyon Well supplies the Quail Canyon Special Event Area; however, this well 
does not contain enough water to support the Special Event Area. The Dorm Well provides potable water to other 
portions of Hungry Valley SVRA, including the residences and Park Office (AECOM 2020). The Smith Forks 
Well and Dorm Well are within Hungry Valley SVRA; the Quail Canyon Well is outside Hungry Valley SVRA 
but is in the Planning Area, in the parcel of land owned by DWR along the eastern boundary (Figure 3.9-2).  

Existing water demands were assessed in a groundwater resource evaluation completed in 2020 (AECOM 2020). 
The evaluation indicated that existing demands in 2019 were approximately 7.3 acre-feet (af) per year. The 
existing water demand at Hungry Valley SVRA is generated by staff at administrative and housing facilities, by 
visitors at campgrounds, and by truck watering for dust control at the Quail Canyon Special Event Area and other 
OHV practice tracks.  

FLOODPLAINS  

Floodplain designations are important hydraulic engineering considerations for construction of buildings, roads, 
bridges, and other infrastructure, as well as the planning of maintenance needs. The northern and eastern parts of 
the Planning Area along I-5, and a small southern part near the South Entrance, are within Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA)-designated 100-year floodplains (Flood Insurance Rate Maps [FIRMs] 
06037C0036F, 060370040F). However, the majority of the southern part of the Planning Area is within a minimal 
flood hazard area, per FEMA floodplain mapping, with the exception of areas bordering Cañada de Los Alamos 
Creek and Gorman Creek, which are within the 100-year floodplain (FIRMs 06037C0300F, 06111C0350E, 
06111C0325E, 06111C0200E, 06111C0175E) (FEMA 2008). Flash floods have the potential to occur in Hungry 
Valley SVRA along washes during periods of heavy rain.  

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT  

The main drainage of surface water across Hungry Valley SVRA occurs via Freeman Wash and Cañada de Los 
Alamos Creek. Freeman Wash typically is dry; however, it floods during heavy rain events, washing out Hungry 
Valley Road in the southern portion of the park (NSC 2011). Freeman Wash drains into Cañada de Los Alamos 
Creek, which drains directly to Pyramid Lake. The Cañada de Los Alamos Creek drainage flows year-round. All 
other drainages within Hungry Valley SVRA carry water only during storm events (NSC 2011). 
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approximately 10.5-million-acre area, which is a subset of the Central Valley Region. The southernmost part of 
the Tulare Lake basin touches the northernmost part of Hungry Valley SVRA.  

Public Resources Code Section 5090.5 �± Soil Conservation  

PRC Section 5090.5 establishes that protection of public safety, the appropriate use of lands, and the conservation 
of natural and cultural resources are of the highest priority in management of SVRAs. Pursuant to Section 5090.5, 
the 2020 Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines (DPR 2020) were adopted to update the prior version from 
2008, which prescribed the following soil standard: 

OHV recreation facilities shall be managed for sustainable long-term prescribed use without generating 
soil loss that exceeds restorability, and without causing erosion or sedimentation which significantly 
affects resource values beyond the facilities. Management of OHV facilities shall occur in accordance 
with PRC Sections 5090.2, 5090.35, and 5090.53.  

The 2020 Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines serve as resource management guidance for OHV use on 
prescribed trails and roads, multiple-use roads, and in open ride areas. They provide flexibility for application to 
all OHV sites statewide. The land manager is responsible for determining the recreational activity or activities 
causing any specific resource damage and initiating the appropriate action.  

To minimize and mitigate soil erosion, a new Soil Conservation Plan is under development for Hungry Valley 
SVRA that will outline a variety of management strategies tailored to the park. The plan is scheduled to be 
approved in 2025.  

OHV BMP Manual for Erosion and Sediment Control  

The OHV BMP Manual (State Parks 2007) was prepared for the OHMVR Division to provide guidelines for 
selecting and implementing Best Management Practices (BMPs), to prevent impacts on water quality from OHV 
trail construction projects; the construction and maintenance of low-volume access roads; the creation of new 
buildings, campgrounds, and other visitor facilities; special OHV events; and routine park maintenance. The OHV 
BMP Manual was compiled for specific use by SVRAs, but also presents BMP selection and design guidance for 
statewide use (refer to Section 3.6, Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources for additional details).  

Construction General Permit (State Water Board Order No. 2022 -0057-DWQ) 

For stormwater discharges associated with construction activity in the State of California, the State Water Board 
has adopted and administers the NPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction 
and Land Disturbance Activities (Construction General Permit) to avoid and minimize water quality impacts 
attributable to such activities. The Construction General Permit applies to all projects in which construction 
activities disturb 1 acre or more of soil. Construction activities subject to this permit include clearing, grading, 
and ground disturbances, such as stockpiling and excavation. The Construction General Permit requires 
development and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which identifies water 
quality BMPs that are designed to reduce or eliminate pollutants in stormwater discharges and authorized non-
stormwater discharges from the construction site. Routine inspection of all BMPs is required under the provisions 
of the Construction General Permit, and the SWPPP must be prepared and implemented by qualified individuals, 
as defined by the State Water Board.  
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APPLICATION OF RELEVANT GOALS AND GUIDELINES 

Table 3.9-1 lists the goals and guidelines in the General Plan Update that are most relevant to avoiding or 
minimizing hydrology and water quality impacts.  

Table 3.9-1. Goals and Guidelines Relevant to Hydrology and Water Quality  

Goal/Guideline  
PR Goal 1 Manage Hungry Valley SVRA to conserve water resources while maintaining a quality OHV 

recreational experience.  
PR Guideline 1.1 Prepare a detailed existing conditions hydraulic and hydrologic study, including sediment transport 

modeling. This study should focus on current sedimentation and hydromodification impacts, 
particularly as they pertain to sensitive areas. 

PR Guideline 1.2 Plan for a new well water treatment center to meet demands and needs of the public and comply 
with State regulations. 

PR Guideline 1.4 Prioritize ideal areas for recontouring and natural drainage restoration, detention systems, and 
erosion control BMPs, with the ultimate goals of shortening slope lengths, reducing runoff 
velocities, preventing subsequent channel incision and hydromodification impacts, and preventing 
sediment discharge to a water body. 

PR Guideline 1.5 Focus on conservation of water resources, and specifically on Type II watercourses as defined by 
the Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines (State Parks 2020) and include watercourse 
protection zones with particular focus on intermittent streams. 

PR Guideline 1.6 Implement Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines recommendations for springs, marshes, and 
other wet areas and include avoidance of such areas by prohibiting or limiting OHV travel in these 
areas. 

PR Guideline 1.7 Incorporate self-sustaining features to limit water-based erosion in trail management. Identify BMP 
solutions in the Road and Trail Management Plan to return drainage paths to a more natural 
hydrologic state, such as modification of existing berms, levees, and/or incised channels, to reduce 
runoff velocity, enhance sediment control, and minimize trail placement in areas prone to erosion 
and runoff. 

PR Guideline 1.8 Identify locations susceptible to high-velocity runoff during rainfall events and monitor those 
locations after heavy rainfall to determine whether implementation of restoration measures is 
needed or if temporary/permanent closure of the area is warranted. 

PR Guideline 1.9 Minimize water-based erosion or sedimentation of downstream water bodies by implementing trail 
closures of more susceptible trails during precipitation events. A list of trails closed during 
precipitation events is in the Hungry Valley SVRA Soil Conservation Plan. The list should be 
updated as necessary. 

PR Guideline 1.10 Before, during, and after the construction of future facilities, implement all water quality control 
measures required under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Construction 
General Permit. Develop a stormwater pollution prevention plan, including the identification of 
BMPs that must be implemented to reduce water quality degradation of receiving waters during and 
after construction activities. Incorporate construction BMPs from the OHV BMP Manual (State 
Parks 2007) or subsequent applicable documents, as appropriate. 

PR Guideline 1.12 Restore hydrological systems that may have been severed or rerouted because of OHV activity. 
This could include restoring hill climbs. 

PR Guideline 4.1 Implement erosion control measures and guidance as identified in the OHV BMP Manual (State 
Parks 2007), especially in sensitive areas such as the Condor Mesa Area, along I-5, and in the Oak 
Woodland Natural Preserve. 

PR Guideline 4.5 Identify and monitor locations that may experience erosion or sedimentation significantly affecting 
resources. Consider all factors contributing to the erosion or soil loss, including natural elements 
(e.g., rainfall, wind) and recreational activities, to determine appropriate conservation tools and 
techniques to manage erosion potential. 

PR Guideline 4.6 Assess, maintain, and monitor OHV use areas with high erosion potential, so that OHV facilities, 
areas, and trails are managed for sustainable use without generating soil loss beyond repair. 
Implement measures, such as restricted access, stabilization, or restoration, in areas of concern 
before substantial or irreparable damage 

NR Guideline 1.1 Locate visitor-serving facilities and trails in areas already subject to disturbance to minimize 
disturbance to existing intact or sensitive habitat areas. New facilities should be located in areas 
where disturbance to sensitive resources can be avoided. 

Notes: PR=Physical Resources; NR=Natural Resources 
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IMPACT ANALYSIS  

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially 
degrade surface or ground water quality? 

Less than Significant Impact. The primary drainage from the project site flows from Freeman Wash and Cañada 
de Los Alamos Creek into Pyramid Lake, which is listed on the CWA Section 303(d) list for pesticides, metals, 
and toxic organics; thus, drainage from Hungry Valley SVRA directly affects the water quality in Pyramid Lake. 
The applicable water quality standards are listed in the Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) for the Los 
Angeles Region (LARWQCB 2014). In addition, existing drainages and surface water features within Hungry 
Valley SVRA, such as Freeman Wash and Cañada de Los Alamos Creek, are regulated under Sections 404 and 
401 of the CWA, which establishes waste discharge requirements and permit processes in the event that dredged 
or fill material is placed in the waterways. However, the Proposed Project is not anticipated to cause direct 
impacts on surface water bodies through placement or discharge of dredged material or fill. The facilities that are 
planned for future development under the Proposed Project would be located in disturbed and/or developed areas 
or sufficiently distanced from sensitive areas, such as existing water bodies and drainages. OHV use is currently 
restricted in the vicinity of these features and would continue to avoid these areas on implementation of the 
General Plan Update (refer to NR Guideline 1.1).  

Implementation of the Proposed Project could result in water quality impacts because of increased erosion from 
OHV use in previously undisturbed areas, development of additional impervious surfaces and associated 
stormwater runoff, and construction activities (e.g., erosion and sedimentation from land disturbances, 
uncontained material and equipment storage areas, and improper handling of hazardous materials). Erosion and 
stormwater runoff could affect water quality by transporting and depositing sediment into on- or off-site water 
bodies. Impacts from erosion during construction and future use under the Proposed Project are discussed in 
Section 3.6, Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources. As noted in that section, the disturbance of previously 
undisturbed soils from future development of trails, facilities, and other land uses within Hungry Valley SVRA 
would occur in accordance with existing regulations and management plans that minimize soil erosion and loss of 
topsoil, including the Road and Trails Management Plan, Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines, OHV BMP 
Manual, NPDES Construction General Permit, and proposed General Plan Update goals and guidelines related to 
minimizing erosion and water quality effects (refer to Table 3.9-1). Hungry Valley SVRA staff currently manage 
erosion through various BMPs, as set forth in the 2020 Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines and the OHV 
BMP Manual. Hungry Valley SVRA would continue to be managed with a focus on erosion reduction and soil 
health, in compliance with existing regulations, including Section 5090.5 of the PRC. Monitoring and adaptive 
management to minimize water quality impacts from erosion would be a key component of the proposed General 
Plan Update (refer to PR Guidelines 1.4, 1.7, 1.8, and 1.9, and NR Guidelines 4.5 and 4.6). Therefore, water 
quality impacts would not be expected to occur because of increased erosion.  

The Proposed Project also could result in the degradation of water quality from runoff of petroleum-based 
products associated with equipment and vehicles used during construction and operation. However, in compliance 
with the NPDES Construction General Permit, which is required for all projects with soil disturbance of over 
1 acre, a SWPPP would be prepared for future construction activities. The SWPPP would include a Spill 
Prevention and Response Plan and a construction-specific Hazardous Substance Control and Emergency 
Response Plan, to minimize the potential for accidental release of hazardous materials into the environment. 
During park operation, minimal use of hazardous materials would occur, and controlled storage would continue to 
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be provided for standard hazardous materials (e.g., paints, solvents, fuels) (refer to Section 3.8, Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials for additional details). Therefore, water quality impacts would not be expected to occur 
because of potential hazardous releases.  

The Proposed Project is anticipated to require only shallow excavations for building foundations and utility 
connections, and to have limited potential to encounter groundwater. No new wells would be established on-site, 
and the existing wells would remain unaltered, except for repairs or maintenance. A new well water treatment 
system may be implemented in the future (refer to PR Guideline 1.2), which only would improve groundwater 
quality from existing wells to continue to meet applicable health standards. Therefore, groundwater quality 
impacts would not be expected to occur.  

For the reasons described above, the Proposed Project would not violate any water quality standards or 
substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Planning Area is mainly within the Hungry Valley groundwater basin, with a 
small part (Condor Mesa Area) within the Cuddy Canyon groundwater basin. The Proposed Project is not 
anticipated to result in a substantial increase in groundwater use on site; the existing three wells would continue to 
serve park needs and the needs of proposed development under the General Plan Update.14 Total demand in 
Hungry Valley SVRA has been estimated to increase from 7.3 to 10.3 af per year with project implementation, 
which would amount to less than 2 percent of estimated annual recharge of the groundwater basin based on 
historical climate data (AECOM 2020). No additional wells would be included in the Proposed Project, and a 
substantial decrease in groundwater supplies would not occur. However, the Proposed Project would pave Hungry 
Valley Road, an existing unpaved dirt road that traverses the length of the park, and Quail Canyon Road, an 
existing unpaved road that provides access to the Quail Canyon Special Event Area. Paving these roads would 
reduce the amount of surface infiltration from precipitation that contributes to recharge of the Hungry Valley 
groundwater basin. This loss in infiltration and potential recharge from paving approximately 12.5 acres of 
Hungry Valley Road and 3.3 acres of Quail Canyon Road would be minimal in relation to the overall size of the 
basin (5,310 acres) and the predominance of pervious surfaces that would allow for recharge in the surrounding 
areas. Other proposed site elements in the General Plan Update, such as the operational support offices near 
Gorman, Visitor Center, and RV campground, may also increase impervious surface coverage in the park; 
however, the effect on groundwater recharge would also be minimal given their size. Furthermore, the Planning 
Area does not contain any key groundwater recharge areas (e.g., spreading grounds) used by local agencies, such 
as Los Angeles County for stormwater conservation and infiltration (Los Angeles County Public Works 2024). 
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not substantially interfere with groundwater recharge. The impact would 
be less than significant.  

 
14 Maintenance repairs are ongoing to the Quail Canyon Well, which has been inoperable because of a failure in late 2023, to bring it back 

online to serve the Quail Canyon Special Event Area. The well location may change slightly but no change in demand is anticipated.  
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c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration 
of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner 
which would: 

i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not make any substantial changes to existing 
drainage patterns. Ongoing park management includes maintenance of existing roads, trails, and drainage features 
following rain events and as needed to minimize erosion or siltation. The Proposed Project would reinforce 
existing efforts to address erosion through implementation of the goals and guidelines in the General Plan Update. 
These guidelines include actions such as requiring preparation of a detailed existing conditions hydraulic and 
hydrologic study, focusing on current sedimentation and hydromodification impacts; implementing trail closures 
of susceptible areas following rain events; and prioritizing ideal areas for recontouring and natural drainage 
restoration (PR Guidelines 1.1, 1.4, 1.8, 1.9). Changes to drainage patterns as a result of implementation of the 
General Plan Update would be for the purpose of reducing erosion potential or correcting those areas that are 
consistently subject to water-based erosion. Therefore, ongoing OHV use at Hungry Valley SVRA, as envisioned 
by the General Plan Update, is not expected to result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site.  

The development of new facilities, such as the proposed operational support offices, Visitor Center, Condor Mesa 
Community Event Area, RV campground, and group campground, would not add large areas of new impervious 
surfaces, nor would it alter the course of any stream or river. The majority of these facilities would utilize 
compacted soil/gravel lots for vehicle access instead of paved parking areas, and impervious surfaces would be 
limited to structure footprints, concrete pads for picnic tables, shade ramadas, and restrooms. These facilities 
would be constructed and operated in alignment with existing regulations, BMPs, and goals and guidelines in the 
General Plan Update, which would minimize potential for on- or off-site erosion or siltation.  

The Proposed Project would result in a moderate increase in impervious surfaces within Hungry Valley SVRA 
because of the paving of Hungry Valley Road and Quail Canyon Road. Although the roads would remain in their 
current locations, and drainage patterns would not change substantially, the change from pervious to impervious 
surfaces would result in an increase in runoff volume and speed and potential erosion. However, runoff from the 
new paved surfaces would be managed appropriately to minimize erosion effects. The proposed General Plan 
Update includes the requirement to prepare a Road and Trails Management Plan that would identify all new trails 
and management practices for existing roads and trails. All road and trail improvements would be required to 
conform to the Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines, in accordance with Section 5090.5 of the PRC. 
Adherence to these guidelines would ensure that any needed drainage improvements would be included as part of 
the road paving, and soil erosion would be minimized. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

ii)  Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in 
flooding on or off site? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not change the course of existing waterways in 
Hungry Valley SVRA, including Cañada de Los Alamos Creek, Gorman Creek, or the washes that carry flood 
waters after rain events. As noted above, the Proposed Project would result in a moderate increase in impervious 
surfaces and associated stormwater runoff volume and rate within Hungry Valley SVRA. Although the Proposed 
Project would increase surface runoff in the area, this increase is not anticipated to be substantial enough to cause 
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flooding on- or off-site. Furthermore, the Proposed Project would include implementation of PR Guideline 1.1, 
which would require a hydraulic study of existing conditions, focused on hydromodification impacts to inform the 
need for additional drainage management, and PR Guideline 1.7, which would require implementation of BMPs 
in the Road and Trails Management Plan to manage runoff velocity on roads and trails. Appropriate stormwater 
runoff and drainage features, such as culverts sized for the expected increase in runoff, would be determined 
during detailed design for all improvements under the Proposed Project. For these reasons, the Proposed Project 
would not substantially increase surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on- or off-site. The 
impact would be less than significant.  

iii)  Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would result in an increase in stormwater runoff from new 
facilities and paving of Hungry Valley Road and Quail Canyon Road. However, as noted above, this increase 
would not be substantial when compared to existing conditions. The Proposed Project would adhere to various 
goals and guidelines focused on managing runoff, reducing erosion, and improving drainage. PR Guideline 1.7 
directs park management to identify BMPs in the Road and Trail Management Plan to return drainage paths to a 
more natural hydrologic state, reduce runoff velocity, enhance sediment control, and minimize trail placement in 
areas prone to erosion and runoff. The Proposed Project would address existing areas of runoff concern by 
prioritizing ideal areas for recontouring and natural drainage restoration, detention systems, and erosion control 
BMPs (PR Guideline 1.4); incorporating self-sustaining features to limit water-based erosion in trail management 
(PR Guideline 1.7); and implementing trail closures of more susceptible trails during precipitation events (PR 
Guideline 1.9). These measures would serve to improve existing runoff concerns within the park.  

Hungry Valley SVRA would operate in compliance with existing and proposed management plans and 
regulations, including the Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines, OHV BMP Manual, and NPDES 
Construction General Permit. As stated above, appropriate stormwater runoff and drainage features, such as 
culverts sized for the expected increase in runoff, would be determined during detailed design for all 
improvements under the Proposed Project. Furthermore, construction of new facilities would adhere to the 
NPDES Construction General Permit in the event of soil disturbance of over 1 acre. The SWPPP would include a 
Spill Prevention and Response Plan and a construction-specific Hazardous Substance Control and Emergency 
Response Plan, to minimize the potential for accidental release of hazardous materials into the environment, 
including from stormwater runoff. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not result in runoff in excess of 
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. The impact would be 
less than significant.  

iv) Impede or redirect flood flows? 

Less than Significant Impact. The northern and eastern parts of the Planning Area along I-5 are within FEMA 
100-year floodplains. However, the majority of the southern part of the Planning Area is within a minimal flood 
hazard area, per FEMA floodplain mapping, except for areas bordering Cañada de Los Alamos Creek and 
Gorman Creek (FEMA 2008). Flash floods potentially could occur in Hungry Valley SVRA along washes during 
periods of heavy rain. The Proposed Project would not change the course of existing waterways in Hungry Valley 
SVRA, including Cañada de Los Alamos Creek and Gorman Creek or washes that carry runoff. The Proposed 
Project would include construction of new facilities that would be in the vicinity of FEMA-designated 
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floodplains, particularly to the north near the Gorman House (e.g., operational support offices, EV charging 
stations) and to the south near Smith Forks Campground (e.g., new Visitor Center, group campground, skill track, 
staging area, EV charging stations). The locations of these facilities are still at a conceptual level for the General 
Plan Update, and detailed review of specific site locations would occur during the design phase to determine 
effects on flood flows. However, avoidance of floodplains would be prioritized during future site selection, 
design, and construction of the proposed facilities, based on the potential for flood risk in occupiable structures 
and ancillary damages. If avoidance of floodplains is not feasible during final site selection and construction 
would occur in a regulatory flood zone, the Proposed Project would be required to demonstrate that no increase in 
base flood elevation levels would occur, consistent with FEMA requirements. In this case, a hydraulic study 
would be prepared to confirm consistency with FEMA requirements for improvements within a floodplain. The 
facilities would need to be raised above the base flood elevation, and no construction would be permitted without 
an engineering analysis demonstrating that no flood damage would occur elsewhere. With adherence to this 
protocol, future improvements envisioned under the General Plan Update would not impede or redirect flood 
flows. The impact would be less than significant.  

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project inundation? 

Less than Significant Impact. As noted above, the Proposed Project would include facility improvements in the 
immediate vicinity of flood hazard zones. Site selection, design, and construction would avoid flood hazard zones 
to the extent feasible. If this does not occur, then the appropriate FEMA requirements would be followed, and the 
risk of pollutant release would be minimized. Construction of facilities under the Proposed Project would adhere 
to the NPDES Construction General Permit and prepare a SWPPP in the event of soil disturbance of greater than 
1 acre. The SWPPP would include a Spill Prevention and Response Plan and a construction-specific Hazardous 
Substance Control and Emergency Response Plan, to minimize the potential for accidental release of pollutants 
into the environment. Furthermore, the Proposed Project would be constructed sufficiently inland to not be at risk 
from tsunami or seiche zones. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan? 

Less than Significant Impact. Neither the Hungry Valley groundwater basin nor the Cuddy Canyon groundwater 
basin are medium- or high-priority basins that are subject to the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act 
(DWR 2024). No prevailing groundwater sustainability plan exists pursuant to SGMA that would apply to the 
project area; thus, the Proposed Project would not conflict with a groundwater management plan.  

The applicable water quality control plans are the LARWQCB and CVRWQCB basin plans. As described above 
under impact (a), the Proposed Project would implement numerous control measures to minimize water quality 
effects during construction of the proposed improvements and continued operation of the park. Water quality 
could be affected primarily by erosion from existing and proposed OHV use and stormwater runoff and 
sedimentation in nearby waterways. However, with adherence to the Soil Conservation Standard and Guidelines, 
OHV BMP Manual, NPDES Construction General Permit, and goals and guidelines relating to minimizing water 
quality effects from erosion and runoff, the Proposed Project would not adversely affect water quality or 
beneficial uses, as detailed in the applicable water quality control plans. The impact would be less than 
significant.  
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative impacts on hydrology and water quality generally is the 
watersheds that could be affected by the Proposed Project, including the Hungry Valley, Gorman Creek, Snowy 
Creek-Piru Creek, Buck Creek-Piru Creek, and Castac Lake subwatersheds. Cumulative impacts also may occur 
in the groundwater basins encompassing the Proposed Project, including the Hungry Valley and Cuddy Canyon 
groundwater basins.  

As described above, the Proposed Project would have a less-than-significant impact on hydrology and water 
quality with adherence to existing regulations and implementation of the goals and guidelines in the General Plan 
Update. The cumulative projects listed in Table 3.0-1 may affect the same watersheds as the Proposed Project by 
generating stormwater runoff, erosion, and sedimentation through construction activities and increased 
impervious surfaces. These effects could combine with the Proposed Project to cause potentially significant 
cumulative water quality impacts from sedimentation or pollution of downstream water bodies. Similarly, 
incidental spills of petroleum products and hazardous materials during construction at each project site could 
occur, resulting in cumulative water quality impacts. However, for projects with disturbance of greater than 
1 acre, the NPDES Construction General Permit would apply, and water quality effects during construction would 
be minimized at the project level through implementation of an SWPPP. The cumulative projects also would be 
required to assess individual water quality impacts on surface water features and comply with applicable 
permitting processes to avoid, minimize, or mitigate project effects (e.g., as per Sections 404 and 401 of the 
CWA). These regulatory permitting processes are designed to minimize the cumulative effect of projects at the 
watershed level and maintain water quality for all beneficial uses. Additionally, implementation of the General 
Plan Update guidelines would work to improve and repair known areas with runoff and erosion concerns; thus, 
improving downstream water quality. With adherence to existing regulations to protect water quality, the 
Proposed Project would not combine with other projects to result in a cumulatively considerable impact on 
hydrology and water quality. Therefore, the Proposed Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future projects would result in a less than significant cumulative impact on hydrology and water 
quality.  
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STATE 

California Public Resources Code  

Section 5090.43 of the California Public Resources Code (PRC) outlines the following policies pertinent to 
Hungry Valley SVRA:  

(a) State vehicular recreation areas shall be established on lands where there are quality 
recreational opportunities for off-highway motor vehicles and in accordance with the 
requirements of Section 5090.35. Areas shall be developed, managed, and operated for the 
purpose of making the fullest public use of the outdoor recreational opportunities present. The 
natural and cultural elements of the environment may be managed or modified to enhance the 
recreational experience consistent with the requirements of Section 5090.35.  

(b) Lands for state vehicular recreation areas shall be selected for acquisition so as to minimize 
the need for establishing sensitive areas.  

(c) After January 1, 1988, no new cultural or natural preserves or state wildernesses shall be 
established within state vehicular recreation areas. To protect natural and cultural values, 
sensitive areas within state vehicular recreation areas may be designated by the division if the 
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Commission holds a public hearing and makes a 
recommendation, therefore. These sensitive areas shall be managed by the division in accordance 
with Sections 5019.71 and 5019.74, which define the purpose and management of natural and 
cultural preserves. If facility use by off-highway motor vehicles damages natural or cultural 
resources, appropriate measures must be taken to protect these lands from further damage. These 
measures may include building physical barriers and will include restoring natural resources and 
repairing damage to cultural resources. 

In addition, Section 5002.2 of the PRC requires every State Park unit (i.e., SVRAs) to have an approved general 
plan before any major park facilities can be developed. General plans direct the long-range development and 
management of those park units by providing broad policy and program guidance. State Parks adopted the first 
general plan for Hungry Valley SVRA in 1981. General plans do not expire; rather, they are reconsidered for 
amendments, revisions, or updates when circumstances and needs dictate, or when substantial development 
considerations arise that were not addressed in the general plan or evaluated during the general plan process. 

REGIONAL AND LOCAL PLANS , POLICIES, REGULATIONS , AND ORDINANCES 

Because Hungry Valley SVRA is owned and operated by the state, it is not subject to local policies or ordinances. 
However, Los Angeles County General Plan (2022) and Kern County General Plan (2009) land use policies are 
referenced in this section to explain how the SVRA fits within the local planning context.  

Lands adjacent to Hungry Valley SVRA within Ventura County fall within the federally designated Los Padres 
National Forest. Therefore, local planning documents and regulations from Ventura County do not apply to these 
areas. 
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compliance with CEQA and/or NEPA, to identify any significant land use impacts and prescribe project-specific 
mitigation measures if necessary. As described above, the Proposed Project would not physically divide an 
established community, nor would it conflict with land use plans, policies, or ordinances adopted to reduce 
environmental effects. Thus, the continued use of the SVRA for OHV recreation in a similar manner within the 
same park boundaries would not contribute to a cumulatively significant impact related to potential land use 
conflicts.  
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3.11 NOISE 

This section describes the existing noise environment of the Planning Area, including identification of noise-
sensitive receptors; provides a brief description of laws, regulations, and ordinances pertinent to the Proposed 
Project; and analyzes the potential noise and vibration impacts associated with implementation of the Proposed 
Project. The information in this section is based, in part, on noise monitoring reports compiled for Hungry Valley 
SVRA between 2021 and 2024 (Appendix G) (CSDA Design Group 2021, 2022, 2024). 

3.11.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

ACOUSTIC FUNDAMENTALS  

Acoustics is the scientific study that evaluates perception, propagation, absorption, and reflection of sound waves. 
Sound is a mechanical form of radiant energy, transmitted by a pressure wave through a solid, liquid, or gaseous 
medium. Sound that is loud, disagreeable, unexpected, or unwanted generally is defined as noise; consequently, 
the perception of sound is subjective and can vary substantially from person to person. Common sources of 
environmental noise and noise levels are shown in Table 3.11-1. 

Directly measuring sound pressure fluctuations would require the use of a very large and cumbersome range of 
numbers. To avoid this and have a more usable numbering system, the decibel (dB) scale was introduced. A 
decibel is logarithmic; it does not follow normal algebraic methods and cannot be directly added. For example, a 
65-dB source of sound, such as a truck, when joined by another 65-dB source results in a sound amplitude of 
68 dB, not 130 dB (i.e., doubling the source strength increases the sound pressure by 3 dB). A sound level 
increase of 10 dB corresponds to 10 times the acoustical energy, and an increase of 20 dB equates to a 100-fold 
increase in acoustical energy. 

The loudness of sound perceived by the human ear depends primarily on the overall sound pressure level and 
frequency content of the sound source. The human ear is not equally sensitive to loudness at all frequencies in the 
audible spectrum. To better relate overall sound levels and loudness to human perception, frequency-dependent 
weighting networks were developed. The standard weighting networks are identified as A through E. A strong 
correlation exists between the way humans perceive sound and A-weighted sound levels (dBA). For this reason, 
dBA can be used to predict community response to noise from the environment, including noise from 
transportation and stationary sources. Sound levels expressed as dB in this section are A-weighted sound levels, 
unless noted otherwise. 

Noise can be generated by a number of sources, including mobile sources (transportation noise sources), such as 
automobiles, trucks, and airplanes; and stationary sources (non-transportation noise sources), such as construction 
sites, machinery, and commercial and industrial operations. As acoustic energy spreads through the atmosphere 
from the source to the receiver, noise levels attenuate (decrease), depending on ground absorption characteristics, 
atmospheric conditions, and the presence of physical barriers (e.g., walls, building facades, berms). Noise 
generated from mobile sources generally attenuate at a rate of 4.5 dB per doubling of distance (dB/DD). 
Stationary noise sources spread with more spherical dispersion patterns and attenuate at a rate of 6 dB to 7.5 
dB/DD. 
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Noise Surveys  

State Parks has routinely completed long-term and short-term noise measurements to quantify noise from 
operation of Hungry Valley SVRA. A survey was conducted on Sunday, March 10, 2024, to document the 
existing short-term noise environment at various locations in the park and calculate short-term noise levels at 
nearby sensitive receptors. Focused short-term noise measurements were completed on July 31, 2021, to 
specifically determine noise levels at Gorman Elementary and Frazier Mountain High School while a special 
event was occurring in the park. Additionally, long-term noise measurements were completed most recently in 
January 2022, to characterize the ambient noise conditions that are generated by ongoing park operations.15 

Noise measurement locations are shown on Figure 3.11-1. Leq values taken at each ambient noise measurement 
location are shown in Table 3.11-2.  

Table 3.11-2. Summary of Measured Ambient Short -Term and Long -Term Noise Levels  

ST-1     
Start Time (hourly 
intervals); March 10, 2024 

Measured Levels at 
SVRA 

Measured Levels 
at SVRA 

Calculated Levels at Receivers Calculated Levels at Receivers 

Start Time (hourly 
intervals); March 10, 2024 

Leq Avg. Ambient 
(No SVRA) [dBA] 

Leq Avg. - Only 
SVRA1 [dBA]  

Nearest Residential Receptor: 
Leq -Only SVRA1, 2 [dBA]  

Nearest Commercial Receptor: 
Leq -Only SVRA1, 3 [dBA]  

9 a.m. 33 48 <30 <30 
10 a.m. <30 53 <30 <30 
11 a.m. <30 47 <30 <30 

ST-2     
Start Time (hourly 
intervals); March 10, 2024 

Measured Levels at 
SVRA 

Measured Levels 
at SVRA 

Calculated Levels at Receivers Calculated Levels at Receivers 

Start Time (hourly 
intervals); March 10, 2024 

Leq Avg. Ambient 
(No SVRA) [dBA] 

Leq Avg.-Only 
SVRA1 [dBA]  

Nearest Residential Receptor: 
Leq-only SVRA4 [dBA]  

Nearest Commercial Receptor: 
Leq-Only SVRA5 [dBA]  

1 p.m. 42 58 36 37 
2 p.m. <30 55 33 34 
3 p.m. <30 58 36 37 

LT-1     
Duration Measured Levels at 

SVRA 
Measured Levels 
at SVRA 

Calculated Levels at Receivers Calculated Levels at Receivers 

Duration Leq Avg.-Only 
SVRA1 [dBA]  

Leq Avg.-Only 
SVRA1 [dBA]  

Nearest Residential Receptor: 
Leq-Only SVRA4 [dBA]  

Nearest Commercial Receptor: 
Leq-Only SVRA5 [dBA]  

January 2022 56 56 35 35 
LT-2     

Duration Measured Levels at 
SVRA 

Measured Levels 
at SVRA 

Calculated Levels at Receivers Calculated Levels at Receivers 

Duration Leq Avg.-Only 
SVRA1 [dBA]  

Leq Avg.-Only 
SVRA1 [dBA]  

Nearest Residential Receptor: 
Leq-Only SVRA4 [dBA]  

Nearest Commercial Receptor: 
Leq-Only SVRA5 [dBA]  

January 2022 54 54 35 35 
Source: CSDA Design Group 2022, 2024 
1 Noise levels include only OHV and park visitors, and noise levels measured because of aircraft, staff, birds, and general ambient were removed from 

measurements. 
2 The source is 60 feet from the measurement location, and the nearest residential land use to the north is more than 4 miles from the measurement location; 

thus, an approximately 26 dBA reduction in SVRA-only noise levels at the nearest residential land use is estimated. 
3 The source is 60 feet from the measurement location, and the nearest commercial land use to the north is more than 4 miles from the measurement 

location; thus, an approximately 26 dBA reduction in SVRA-only noise levels at the nearest commercial land use is estimated. 
4 The source is 60 feet from the measurement location, and the nearest residential land use is more than 1.8 miles from the measurement location; thus, an 

approximately 22 dBA reduction in SVRA-only noise levels at the nearest residential land use is estimated.  
5 The source is 60 feet from the measurement location, and the nearest commercial land use is more than 1.3 miles from the measurement location; thus, an 

approximately 21 dBA reduction in SVRA-only noise levels at the nearest commercial land use is estimated. 

 
15 Although the measurements were taken in 2022, these noise levels remain valid because visitation and associated OHV use at the Hungry 

Valley SVRA has remained relatively stable in recent years.  
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During the surveys, average daytime hourly noise levels attributed to Hungry Valley SVRA operations in the 
project area ranged from approximately 47 dBA to 58 dBA Leq, with maximum noise levels that ranged from 
60 dBA to 88 dBA Lmax. Primary noise sources were OHV operations for measurement locations on the project 
site and adjacent to the Hungry Valley SVRA boundary (measurement locations ST-1, ST-2, LT-1, and LT-2). 
Based on the sound level measurements, distances from the noise source, and attenuation factors, it is estimated 
that existing sound levels from peak park use reach approximately 35 dBA at the nearest residence and 
approximately 36 dBA at the nearest commercial land use.  

Existing noise levels at Gorman Elementary School (ST-3) ranged between 52 and 65 dBA Leq. Noise levels at 
Frazier Mountain High School (ST-4) ranged between 39 and 42 dBA Leq. Road and air traffic comprised the 
vast majority of ambient noise at these locations; OHV activity was estimated to only contribute 3-4 percent to the 
total measured noise levels (CSDA 2021).  

Existing Traffic Noise  

Existing traffic noise levels were calculated for roadway segments in the project vicinity, using the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) and visitation 
data, collected in recent years by State Parks. Existing vehicle trips, visitors, and noise levels are shown in Table 
3.11-3.  

Table 3.11-3. Existing Peak -Day Traffic Noise Levels  

Use Type # of Vehicles 
(peak) 

# of Visitors 
(peak)1 

Vehicle Trips 
(peak)2 Modeled Noise Levels 

Existing Hungry Valley 
SVRA Operations 

868 2,170 1,736 63 dBA Leq (North Entrance) 
62 dBA Leq (South Entrance) 

Notes: 
1 Assumes 2.5 visitors per vehicle, consistent with State Parks attendance reports.  
2 Daily vehicle trips assume one trip to and from the site (e.g., double the number of vehicles observed on-site). 

3.11.2 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK  

Various public agencies have established noise guidelines and standards to protect citizens from potential hearing 
damage and various other adverse physiological and social effects associated with noise. Applicable standards and 
guidelines are discussed in this section. 

FEDERAL  

Noise Control Act  

The EPA Office of Noise Abatement and Control originally was established to coordinate federal noise control 
activities. After its inception, this office issued the federal Noise Control Act of 1972, establishing programs and 
guidelines to identify and address the effects of noise on public health and welfare and the environment. EPA 
administrators determined in 1981 that subjective issues such as noise would be better addressed at more local 
levels of government. Consequently, in 1982, responsibilities for regulating noise-control policies were 
transferred to state and local governments. However, noise-control guidelines and regulations contained in the 
rulings of EPA in prior years remain in place by designated federal agencies where relevant. 
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In respect to noise generated by OHVs, the Noise Control Act established guidelines for testing and labeling 
OHVs. The noise emission standards originally were intended for application to OHVs distributed and sold 
through commerce. This measurement procedure and labeling standard are known as EPA F-76a and require 
testing of a vehicle while accelerating past the measurement location at a perpendicular distance of 50 feet. 
During this test procedure, the unit being tested must not exceed 80 dB for engines with a displacement smaller 
than 170 cubic centimeters (cc) and 82 dB for engines with a displacement greater than 170 cc. As mentioned, this 
procedure is addressed specifically to the testing of OHVs as developed and distributed by manufacturers and 
retailers. Thus, the criteria and procedures established in the Noise Control Act do not account for increases in 
OHV noise from modifications to the vehicle by individual owners, which has become commonplace to increase 
the performance of OHVs. 

In addition, because the test method requires a professional user and adequate space and terrain for 
implementation, it is not practical as a field enforcement test. To develop a practical enforcement test method, the 
Society of Automotive Engineers (in cooperation with other groups) developed the SAE J-1287 procedure that 
measures the noise from a stationary vehicle at 20 inches from the exhaust outlet and 45 degrees to the exhaust 
axis. This test is simpler to perform than the EPA F-76a test procedure, requiring only a relatively flat open 
surface, free from large reflecting surfaces within 16 feet of the vehicle (State Parks 2005). 

STATE 

California has adopted noise standards in areas of regulation not preempted by the federal government. State 
standards regulate noise levels of motor vehicles, sound transmission through buildings, occupational noise 
control, and noise insulation. 

California Building Standards Code  

The California Building Standards Code (CCR, Title 24) establishes building standards applicable to all 
occupancies throughout the state. The Code provides acoustical regulations for both exterior-to-interior sound 
insulation and sound and impact isolation between adjacent spaces of various occupied units. Title 24 regulations 
state that interior noise levels generated by exterior noise sources shall not exceed 45 dB Ldn, with windows 
closed, in any habitable room for general residential uses. 

Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Act  

The Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Act of 2003 (California State Assembly 2002) and California 
Vehicle Code Section 38370 establish standards for regulating noise levels that are generated from the operation 
of motor vehicles. The Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Act adopted the SAE J-1287 stationary test 
procedure for OHVs and established the following noise-level limits: 

On and after January 1, 2003, off-highway motor vehicles, when operating pursuant to Section 38001, shall at all 
times be equipped with a silencer, or other device, which limits noise emissions. (1) Noise emissions of 
competition off-highway vehicles manufactured on or after January 1, 1998, shall be limited to not more than 
96 dB, and if manufactured prior to January 1, 1998, to not more than 101 dB, when measured from a distance of 
20 inches using test procedures established by the Society of Automotive Engineers under Standard J-1287, as 
applicable. Noise emissions of all other off-highway vehicles shall be limited to not more than 96 dB if 
manufactured on or after January 1, 1986, and not more than 101 dB if manufactured prior to January 1, 1986, 
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be considered substantial, regardless of the absolute existing or future noise level. A 10-dBA increase is 
considered significant by FHWA and is more conservative than that of Caltrans. If the ambient noise level at a 
receptor is at or within 1 dBA of the applicable standard, a 5-dBA increase in the ambient noise level would be 
considered substantial. If the ambient noise level at a receptor would exceed the applicable standard, a 3-dBA 
increase would be considered substantial.  

APPLICATION OF RELEVANT GOALS AND GUIDELINES 

Table 3.11-6 lists the goals and guidelines in the General Plan Update that are most relevant to avoiding or 
minimizing noise and vibration impacts.  

Table 3.11-6. Goals and Guidelines Relevant to Noise and Vibration  

Goal/Guideline  
PS Guideline 5.1 Adopt safety policies and enforcement mechanisms for the Condor Mesa Area, considering 

the OHV activities within this area. Safety policies should consider addressing issues such as 
access, hosting events, hours of operations, lighting and noise. 

PR Goal 9 Manage Hungry Valley to limit noise levels at surrounding sensitive land uses, both within 
and outside its boundaries, that may result from construction, maintenance, and OHV 
recreation activities. 

PR Guideline 9.1 Continue to prepare noise studies to assess potential noise impacts from Hungry Valley 
SVRA on nearby properties. 

PR Guideline 9.2 Require that noise levels not exceed applicable Los Angeles County, Ventura County, or 
Kern County (whichever is most restrictive) noise standards for 24-hour exposure at or 
beyond Hungry Valley SVRA boundaries. 

PR Guideline 9.3 Consider noise impacts on noise-sensitive land uses when developing new trails or OHV use 
areas. 

PR Guideline 9.4 Provide information to Hungry Valley SVRA users about noise regulations that are 
applicable to Hungry Valley SVRA, and actively enforce those regulations. 

PR Guideline 9.5 Make information available to Hungry Valley SVRA users and surrounding communities 
regarding how to report noise complaints related to Hungry Valley SVRA activities. 

PR Guideline 9.6 Implement appropriate noise-minimizing measures during construction activities near noise-
sensitive land uses (e.g., limiting work to daytime hours, safety alarms only, enclosure of 
generators). Evaluate the need for specific measures during project-specific environmental 
review for future projects. 

PR Guideline 9.7 Monitor and help reduce potential conflicts between campers, particularly loud music and 
noise during quiet hours. 

SE Guideline 3.2 Ensure that special events remain consistent with the standards included in the Soils 
Conservation Plan, the WHPP, noise monitoring, and other applicable management actions. 
Special events may also require approval of an emergency management and response plan, 
and a traffic management plan. The parking and traffic management plans should be designed 
and implemented by the applicant to accommodate an increase in parking demand and traffic 
flow during the proposed special event, as well as including dust control measures. 

SE Guidelines 5.5 Manage special events by implementing necessary control measures for safety and to reduce 
impacts. Special event permit conditions may include addressing overflow, restroom 
facilities, speed limits for staging areas, noise compliance, and parking management, among 
others. 

Notes: PS=Public Safety; PR=Physical Resources; SE=Special Events 

IMPACT ANALYSIS  

a) Generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity in excess of standards established in the local general plan ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies?  
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c) For a project in the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan, or where such a plan 
has not been adopted within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

No impact. The Planning Area is not within two miles of an airstrip or airport. Thus, the Proposed Project would 
not result in the exposure of people using or working at Hungry Valley SVRA to excessive levels of aircraft-
related noise. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative impacts on noise and vibration generally is the Planning Area 
and adjacent parcels. Planned, approved, or under construction projects (i.e., cumulative projects) in the vicinity 
of the Planning Area are provided in Table 3.0-1. Cumulative projects would be subject to relevant federal, state, 
and local polices related to noise levels, and environmental review in compliance with CEQA and/or NEPA, to 
identify project-specific mitigation measures necessary to avoid potentially significant noise-related impacts. As 
previously stated, the Proposed Project would not generate any significant noise impacts. Because noise is highly 
localized and noise associated with the Proposed Project would be mostly contained within the SVRA, it would 
have minimal effect on properties beyond the boundaries. Because increased noise levels would attenuate as 
described in the noise analysis, the Proposed Project has almost no potential to substantially contribute and 
combine with noise from other projects to generate a substantial cumulative impact. The Proposed Project would 
be compliant with relevant regulations and goals and guidelines from the General Plan Update. Thus, no 
cumulative impact related to noise would occur. 
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Goal/Guideline  
SE Guideline 3.2 Ensure that special events remain consistent with the standards included in the Soil 

Conservation Plan, the WHPP, noise monitoring, and other applicable management actions. 
Special events also may require approval of an emergency management and response plan 
(including a layout map detailing emergency service route, a parking plan, and a traffic 
management plan). The parking and traffic management plans should be designed and 
implemented by the applicant to accommodate an increase in parking demand and traffic flow 
during the proposed special event, as well as including dust control measures. Additionally, 
large events will need to have either wildfire mitigation plan or onsite fire personnel and 
emergency medical response to minimize impacts on existing SVRA personnel and ensure 
visitor safety. 

VEO Guideline 4.2 Continue collaborating with other public agencies, such as the Los Angeles County Department 
of Parks and Recreation and the USFS, to offer visitors seamless delivery of recreational 
experiences. 

Notes: OHV=Off-Highway Vehicle; PS=Public Safety; RM=Resource Management; SE=Special Events; VEO=Visitor Experiences and Opportunities  

IMPACT ANALYSIS  

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, or the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, to maintain acceptable service 
ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 

Fire protection? 

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project would enhance existing recreational facilities by developing and 
maintaining OHV trails, campgrounds, and visitor amenities and updating management strategies. State Parks 
rangers would continue to be the first responders to reports of crime, fires, and medical emergencies in Hungry 
Valley SVRA. The existing automatic and mutual aid agreements between Los Angeles, Ventura, and Kern 
counties would be relied on when coordinating fire response with local jurisdictions. As described in Section 
3.12.1, there are several existing fire and emergency response facilities in the vicinity of the SVRA. The location 
of these fire stations in proximity to the SVRA ensures rapid response times for fire incidents and other 
emergencies within the SVRA, thereby enhancing the safety and security of both visitors and staff. Because of the 
various fire protection facilities in the area, adequate capacity at local fire departments would be available to 
respond to emergencies within the SVRA and the surrounding areas. Goals and guidelines in the General Plan 
Update are specific to updating and maintaining relationships and protocols with local fire agencies to assist with 
emergencies at the SVRA (i.e., PS Goal 4, PS Guidelines 4.1, 4.2, 4.3) 

All improvements under the Proposed Project would incorporate fire safety measures, in accordance with Section 
1270, Fire Prevention, and Section 6773, Fire Protection and Fire Equipment, under Title 8 of the CCR, as well as 
the California Fire Code, which includes regulations for fire department access, fire hydrants, automatic sprinkler 
systems, and other fire-safety requirements for both new and existing facilities. Furthermore, the implementation 
of spark arrester regulations per Section 4442 of the PRC and Section 38366 of the California Vehicle Code 
would continue to minimize the risk of fire outbreaks caused by OHVs. These regulations would require all 
off-highway motor vehicles operating on land covered by forest, brush, or grass to be equipped with a spark 
arrester, maintained in effective working order. Adherence to these required safety regulations would ensure that 
the SVRA continues to meet current fire safety standards, and that the new facilities would not place undue strain 
on the existing fire protection services. 
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Attendance at the SVRA is conservatively estimated to increase by approximately 10 percent over the next 30 
years because of the Proposed Project, which potentially could increase the demand for fire protection services. 
However, this demand increase would be relatively minor, based on the overall attendance numbers and the 
existing fire protection infrastructure readily available near the park. Emergencies at the SVRA occur 
intermittently, and this is not expected to be influenced or changed significantly by implementation of the 
Proposed Project. Thus, visitation increases would not prevent nearby emergency response agencies from meeting 
their response time goals or implementing response actions in line with existing emergency operation plans. As 
shown in Table 3.12-1, the General Plan Update also includes goals and guidelines related to continually 
minimizing and managing fire risk and response through cooperative agreements with other agencies (i.e., PS 
Goal 4, PS Guidelines 4.1- 4.3, PS Guideline 7.2), providing trainings for staff (i.e., PS Guideline 1.7, PS Goal 3), 
and emergency response planning (i.e., PS Guideline 7.2, RM Goal 6, RM Guideline 6.6, SE Guideline 3.2). 
Management of the SVRA in line with these goals and guidelines would ensure that potential visitation increases 
would not inhibit local and regional fire response capabilities.  

For the reasons stated above, the Proposed Project is not expected to require new fire protection facilities to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives. The proposed improvements 
would be internal to the park and would improve existing infrastructure and facilities, such as repaving roads, 
constructing new campgrounds, and establishing trail connections, all of which would adhere to mandatory fire 
safety codes and the safety goals and guidelines of the General Plan Update. Thus, the impact would be less than 
significant. 

Police protection? 

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project would be focused on internal improvements, including the 
development of new campgrounds, trails, and visitor facilities, designed to enhance the recreational experience, 
and would not be expected to create additional public safety concerns. The Proposed Project would include 
several guidelines that are aimed at maintaining and enhancing public safety and security. PS Guideline 1.7 
includes training of public safety staff to seek assistance from local law enforcement as needed. PS Guideline 4.2 
mandates continued coordination with state and local districts and agencies for emergency response and public 
safety. PS Guideline 7.2 requires adequate access of emergency personnel during the planning and development 
of new facilities. PS Guideline 2.1 promotes the use of surveillance systems, such as drone operations, in 
coordination with ground patrols, and PS Goal 3 provides for specialized training and equipment for law 
enforcement to implement public safety.  

The Proposed Project would not increase the local population; however, the Proposed Project is anticipated to 
increase visitor attendance at the SVRA and provide a new camping areas and other amenities that could 
potentially require increased police presence and/or action. The rangers at Hungry Valley SVRA would continue 
to patrol the park, including newly developed areas such as the Condor Mesa Area. As specified in PS Guidelines 
2.1 and 2.4, park rangers would ensure the safety of visitors through regular patrols, periodic intensified presence 
during peak times, and use of drone operations for a comprehensive approach. Because law enforcement and 
public safety issues are generally dealt with by SVRA rangers and external police services are requested only for 
certain circumstances or situations, the increase in visitor attendance is not anticipated to create a substantial 
increase in demand for police services or require the provision of new or significantly altered police protection 
facilities. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant. 
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Schools? 

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project would develop new campgrounds, trails, and visitor facilities in the 
SVRA that would improve the recreational experience without increasing the local population or student 
enrollment. The Proposed Project would not create any new demand for educational facilities, nor would they 
necessitate construction of new school buildings or significant alterations to existing ones. Although construction 
under the Proposed Project would occur in proximity to Frazier Mountain High School and Gorman Elementary 
School, no improvements would occur within the perimeters of either school, and no adverse physical impacts 
would occur from the construction of new or altered school facilities. Activities associated with the new 
development and/or land uses under the Proposed Project, such as OHV activities and camping, would be similar 
to those already occurring within the SVRA and in the vicinity of the schools and would not alter or impact the 
operation of the schools. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant. 

Parks? 

Less than Significant. Hungry Valley SVRA is an important recreation area, providing both OHV and non-OHV 
recreational opportunities in Southern California. The surrounding area offers numerous parks and open spaces 
(refer to Recreation, Section 3.13), notably the Los Padres and Angeles National Forests that border the SVRA. 
These areas provide a wide range of recreational opportunities, contributing to a broader network of recreational 
resources that support both residents of local communities and regional visitors. The Proposed Project would 
bring enhanced and additional recreational opportunities to the SVRA, including campgrounds, trails, and OHV 
practice and skill tracks, all of which would support continued recreational use in a manner similar to existing 
conditions. The proposed facilities have been planned strategically within the park boundaries for previously 
developed areas; this would avoid expanding the physical footprint of the park and affecting neighboring 
recreational areas. VEO Guideline 4.2 specifically requires continued collaboration with other public agencies for 
seamless delivery of recreational experiences. Furthermore, the Proposed Project would follow numerous 
guidelines that have been designed to minimize potential environmental impacts from development of new 
recreational facilities. The environmental impacts of the proposed recreational facilities are analyzed by resource 
area throughout this EIR.  

As noted previously, a minor increase in visitation to the park is anticipated with implementation of the Proposed 
Project, due to the additional campgrounds and OHV facilities. Some of the additional visitors also could use 
adjacent OHV trails in Los Padres National Forest to the west, because of the trail connections present in the park 
and the proposed formalizing of trail connections at East Frazier, Tejon, and Road Runner trails. However, these 
trails are in challenging terrain and recommended for advanced OHV riders; thus, only a fraction of new visitors 
are anticipated to connect to these trails through Hungry Valley SVRA. Furthermore, a minor increase in trail use 
would not degrade these trails to the extent that new or replacement trails would need to be constructed elsewhere. 
Trail maintenance and management is a key priority set forth in the General Plan Update goals and guidelines, 
along with cooperative land management with adjacent agencies and landowners to maintain a sustainable trail 
network. As stated in OHV Guideline 4.1, partnerships with adjacent landowners, such as USFS, would be 
maintained to ensure collaborative management for accessible and connected trail systems. No other off-site parks 
or recreational facilities would be physically affected by the improvements planned under the Proposed Project. 
Therefore, the increase in visitors to the park would not adversely affect surrounding recreational areas. The 
impact would be less than significant. 
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Other public facilities? 

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project would develop several new facilities in Hungry Valley SVRA, 
including new campgrounds, a visitor center, and additional administrative and maintenance buildings. These 
facilities would be designed to enhance the overall visitor experience and improve operational efficiency while 
minimizing environmental impacts. The Proposed Project would be implemented solely within the SVRA 
boundaries and would not require alterations to public facilities outside the park, such as the local library. 
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not result in the need for new or significantly altered public facilities. The 
impact would be less than significant. 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative impacts on public services is the Planning Area and the 
immediately surrounding areas that also receive and create demand on the same service providers. A common 
contribution to a cumulative impact on public services would be related to projects that stimulate population 
growth, either through housing development or provision of new infrastructure (e.g., roads, water supply, power) 
to an area. Multiple projects in a specific area could increase the burden on public services, such as police, fire 
protection, schools, parks, libraries, or other community facilities, leading to a degradation of level of service or 
response times. Table 3.0-1 shows the full list of cumulative projects. 

The Proposed Project would not include development of new housing and would not result in population growth 
in the area that could affect provision of public services. The focus of the improvements in the Proposed Project 
would be on enhancing the recreational experience and improving park operations. The analysis throughout this 
section indicates that the increase in visitation and activities from implementation of the Proposed Project would 
not substantially increase the demand for fire, police, or emergency services. Cumulative projects identified in the 
vicinity of the Planning Area similarly would have minimal effect on public services because they are or would be 
focused primarily on forest management, fire prevention, and utility upgrades, or would provide a substantial 
internal network of public services to meet new demands (in the case of the Centennial project). Other projects 
being developed in the area would be required to coordinate with local service providers to verify their demand is 
within the capacity for service from the provider. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to a cumulative effect on public services.  
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IMPACT ANALYSIS  

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not significantly increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities in a manner that would cause substantial physical 
deterioration. Hungry Valley SVRA already provides a broad range of recreational opportunities, including OHV 
riding, camping, hiking, and wildlife viewing. The Proposed Project aims to enhance and expand existing 
facilities, including the development of new OHV trails, improved and new camping areas, and additional visitor 
amenities. These improvements would occur within the park boundaries and would not significantly increase the 
use of offsite parks or recreational facilities. The Proposed Project is anticipated to result in a minor increase in 
visitation to the park (approximately 10 percent). Some of the additional visitors could also use adjacent OHV 
trails in Los Padres National Forest to the west, given the trail connections present in the park and the proposed 
formalizing of trail connections at East Frazier, Tejon, and Road Runner trails. However, these trails are in 
challenging terrain and recommended for advanced OHV riders; thus, only a fraction of new visitors are 
anticipated to connect to these trails through the SVRA. Further, a minor increase in trail use would not result in 
substantial physical deterioration of the trails. Trail maintenance and management is a key priority set forth in the 
General Plan Update goals and guidelines, along with coordinated land management with adjacent agencies and 
landowners to maintain a sustainable trail network. 

Given that the Proposed Project focuses on internal improvements and enhancements to the SVRA, it is unlikely 
to shift significant recreational demand to nearby parks or facilities. Instead, the improved amenities and 
expanded capacity within the SVRA are expected to retain and possibly attract visitors who might otherwise 
frequent other regional parks, thereby reducing potential overuse of those external facilities. Therefore, this 
impact would be less than significant. 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would enhance and expand recreational facilities within the 
SVRA by constructing new OHV trails and practice tracks, camping areas, and visitor amenities such as a Visitor 
Center, restrooms, shade structures, and educational displays. Recreational amenities and facilities at the SVRA 
would continue to be maintained in safe operating conditions in accordance with the goals and guidelines in the 
proposed General Plan Update. The proposed guidelines work towards achieving the mission of State Parks to 
provide managed, environmentally responsible, and sustainable OHV use as outlined in Section 3.13.2. 

Although the Proposed Project involves the construction and expansion of recreational facilities, it has been 
designed to minimize adverse physical effects on the environment. Locations planned for new facilities are 
primarily within already developed or disturbed areas of the park. To control erosion and maintain soil stability, 
new trails and facilities would be designed and constructed following BMPs for erosion and sediment control per 
the OHV BMP Manual. This includes using specific erosion control materials, properly grading trails, and 
implementing drainage improvements to prevent soil loss and sedimentation (refer to Section 3.6, Geology, Soils, 
and Paleontological Resources). As required by OHV Goal 3 (Table 3.13-1) a Road and Trails Management Plan 
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would be prepared to detail planned road and trail improvements and best practices for ongoing maintenance to 
ensure that new trails throughout the SVRA do not compromise sensitive environmental resources.  

Sensitive habitats within the SVRA, such as the Oak Woodland Natural Preserve and the Native Grasslands 
Management Area, would be protected by restricting OHV use to existing trails or prohibiting OHV use entirely 
in the case of the Oak Woodland Natural Preserve. The Proposed Project also includes guidelines for site-specific 
surveys prior to development of new recreational facilities, habitat improvement in disturbed areas, and 
enhancement of native vegetation cover; these measures would improve habitat quality and reduce impacts on 
wildlife (refer to Section 3.3, Biological Resources).  

Measures to protect water quality would be implemented during and after construction. This includes installing 
sediment control barriers, implementing watercourse protection zones, complying with the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Construction General Permit, minimizing trail use in areas susceptible to 
erosion and runoff, and restoring and/or closing specific areas following storm events. These efforts would help 
minimize the potential for water pollution and protect aquatic ecosystems within the SVRA (refer to Section 3.9, 
Hydrology and Water Quality). 

The protection of cultural and tribal cultural resources within Hungry Valley SVRA has also been considered in 
detail during project planning. Areas with known cultural significance would be avoided during development of 
all park improvements, and any construction activities in proximity to such areas would involve monitoring and 
protective measures to prevent damage to cultural sites. OHMVR Division archaeologists would review 
site-specific projects prior to implementation to ensure cultural sites are avoided. Additionally, the boundaries of 
the three cultural preserves would be maintained and protected during future development of the park (refer to 
Section 3.4, Cultural Resources). Further, the Proposed Project includes enhancements to visitor education 
programs and improved signage to promote responsible recreation and environmental stewardship. These efforts 
aim to reduce the environmental impact of recreational activities by increasing visitor awareness and encouraging 
sustainable practices. New facilities and improvements would be designed with sustainability in mind, utilizing 
materials and construction methods that minimize environmental impact (PO Goal 2, PO Guideline 2.1). Energy-
efficient infrastructure and environmentally friendly materials will be prioritized to reduce the carbon footprint of 
new construction. Potential impacts on other resource areas, such as air quality and greenhouse gases, from 
development of the proposed recreational facilities are described in detail by resource area in the appropriate 
section of this EIR.  

Through implementation of the measures in the goals and guidelines of the General Plan Update, the Proposed 
Project would not result in significant adverse physical effects on the environment during the construction and 
expansion of recreational facilities at Hungry Valley SVRA or the ongoing maintenance of recreational amenities. 
Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative impacts to recreation is the Planning Area and the surrounding 
region where recreational opportunities are available. Cumulative recreation impacts can occur when projects 
stimulate population growth, either through housing development or provision of new infrastructure (e.g., roads, 
water supply, power) to an area. Multiple projects in a specific area can increase the burden on existing parks or 
recreation areas to the extent that facilities deteriorate and require repairs or expansions to meet the additional 
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demands. Planned, approved, or under construction projects (i.e., cumulative projects) in the vicinity of the 
Planning Area are provided in Table 3.0-1. 

The Proposed Project does not include the development of housing and would not result in population growth in 
the area that could affect use of recreational facilities. Cumulative projects identified in the vicinity of the 
Planning Area would similarly have minimal effect on recreational facilities because they are focused primarily 
on forest management, fire prevention, and utility upgrades, or would contain internal recreation facilities to meet 
new demands (in the case of the Centennial project). The increase in recreationists to the area as a result of the 
Proposed Project would be anticipated to specifically use the recreational amenities provided within Hungry 
Valley SVRA and not create additional use or burden on other local or regional recreational facilities. Therefore, 
the Proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative 
impact on recreation.  
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Table 3.14-1. Goals and Guidelines Relevant to Transportation  

Goal/Guideline  
OHV Guideline 2.2 Evaluate existing specialty, obstacle, and training tracks and identify potential connection 

points to these facilities from the trail network. 
OHV Guideline 2.3 Delineate locations where trails-only OHV recreation is allowed, using maps, wayfinding 

signs, barricades, best available technology, or other measures so that the locations are clearly 
known to visitors. 

OHV Goal 3 Prepare a Road and Trail Management Plan that prioritizes a sustainable network of connected 
OHV trails, promotes maintained OHV trails as the primary means of circulation and 
connection to recreational opportunities on adjacent public lands, and provides specific 
guidance and direction for implementing the goals and objectives of the General Plan Update.  

OHV Guideline 3.1 Take inventory of existing trails, define a network of open and closed trails (temporarily or 
permanently), and identify sustainable future trails that incorporate public safety needs and 
response times. 

OHV Guideline 3.3 Evaluate circulation patterns and the need for one-way and vehicle-specific trails.  
OHV Guideline 3.5 Manage the network of trails and areas as a flexible system, to allow changes in the 

environment from weather, wind, and other natural forces that may shift the location of trails 
on the ground and create obstacles and barriers that are impassible or present a safety hazard, 
requiring new routes to be established. 

OHV Guideline 3.7 Establish a viable network of State Parks-designated and connected trails and areas that 
enhance connectivity and improve access to and from unique features and popular destinations. 

OHV Guideline 3.10 Conduct maintenance when natural and unnatural hazards are identified on trails and prioritize 
areas with high use. 

OHV Guideline 3.13 Strive to minimize emergency response times through trail network maintenance. 
OHV Goal 4 Continue to foster partnerships and coordination with Hungry Valley SVRA adjacent 

landowners to ensure trail access and connectivity. 
OHV Guideline 4.1 Maintain partnerships with adjacent landowners, including the Gorman Joint School District, 

El Tejon Unified School District, Southern California Edison, USFS, and private landowners to 
ensure an accessible and connected trails system. 

OHV Guideline 5.1 Collaborate with the Los Padres and Angeles National Forest managers about regional OHV 
opportunities, public safety, and trail connectivity to ensure a seamless delivery of recreation 
services.  

OHV Guideline 5.2 Routinely evaluate visitor use and determine what actions, if any, need to be taken to address 
any adjacent land use issues, such as unauthorized access and incursions in sensitive resource 
areas. 

PO Guideline 3.3 Plan for a new visitor entrance from Frazier Mountain Park Road into the Condor Mesa Area.  
PS Guideline 7.1  Design and maintain all access roads and points to enter and exit Hungry Valley SVRA 

according to applicable safety standards. Public access points include the North Entrance 
Station, the South Entrance Station, and the Quail Canyon Special Event Area. 

PS Guideline 7.2 Evaluate the need for new facilities, additional staging areas, and access routes to support 
emergency responders and any cooperative agencies providing emergency response services. 

Notes: OHV=Off-Highway Recreation; PO=Park Operations; PS=Public Safety  

IMPACT ANALYSIS  

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including 
transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would make minor modifications to existing circulation 
patterns in and around Hungry Valley SVRA. The primary change would be the proposed new access point from 
Frazier Mountain Park Road at the northern end of the park in the Condor Mesa Area. From local roadways, 
passenger vehicles and RVs would be able to access the proposed RV Campground and Community Event Area, 
where they could gather and stage vehicles to utilize the proposed OHV trail extending south into the main body 
of the park (Figure 2-5). Alternatively, OHV users in the park could travel north to use the new OHV trail and 
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative impacts to transportation is the Planning Area and the 
surrounding circulation system. Planned, approved, or under construction projects (i.e., cumulative projects) in the 
vicinity of the Planning Area are provided in Table 3.0-1. 

As described above, the Proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on transportation with 
implementation of the goals and guidelines in the General Plan Update. Cumulative projects would similarly be 
required to undergo environmental review in compliance with CEQA or NEPA to identify any project-specific 
mitigation measures that may be needed to avoid or minimize transportation effects. Cumulative projects in the 
surrounding area would occur outside of the SVRA boundaries and have low potential to affect access and 
circulation in the park itself. Although nearby projects would likely use the same roadways and highway system 
to access specific project sites during their implementation, it is unlikely that they would combine with the traffic 
effects of the Proposed Project to result in a cumulative effect. This is due to the minimal increase in average 
daily trips from the Proposed Project. Further, construction and operational timelines are unlikely to coincide 
given the long-term timeframe for implementation of the General Plan Update. For these reasons, the Proposed 
Project would not result in a significant cumulative impact on transportation.  
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sites in Hungry Valley SVRA. Letters were sent to 15 contacts from the NAHC tribal contact list on February 2, 
2017 to provide an overview of the General Plan Update process and offer the opportunity for tribal consultation. 
The NOP was also sent to all tribal contacts on November 2, 2023 during the scoping process for this EIR. 
Responses were received from representatives of the Table Mountain Rancheria, San Manuel Band of Mission 
Indians, and Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians. The Cultural Resources Director of the Table 
Mountain Rancheria noted that the SVRA was beyond their area of interest. The Cultural Resources Director of 
the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians noted that the site was outside of Serrano ancestral territory and did not 
request any further consultation or involvement in project planning.  

The Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Department of the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians 
responded to the initial opportunity for consultation on March 1, 2017 and requested a site visit with State Parks 
staff. This was followed up by a site visit on March 13, 2017, with the Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation 
Department of the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians, which revealed archaeological/culturally sensitive 
areas that are subject to recommendations from the tribe. Recommendations for treatment of sensitive areas of the 
SVRA were provided via letter on July 31, 2017, including request for establishment of a cultural or interpretive 
center that disseminates the indigenous history of the land; establishment of cultural or interpretive signage 
throughout the entire property in areas recommended by the tribe(s); establishment of informational boards on the 
cultural heritage of the land throughout the entire property in areas recommended by the tribe(s); and establishment 
of a cultural area on which a replica village site can be established in full consultation and involvement with the 
tribe(s). These recommendations have been considered in the development of the General Plan Update and EIR. 
Guidelines are included in the General Plan Update that would facilitate increased tribal involvement in interpretive 
activities and opportunities for continuation of traditional practices in Hungry Valley SVRA (CR Guideline 4.2, CR 
Guideline 4.4, CR Goal 5, CR Guideline 5.1, CR Guidelines 5.3-5.5). Per the guidelines, consultation would 
continue with the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians and other interested tribes during implementation 
of future park improvements to ensure their recommendations are considered.  

The Proposed Project would allow for continuing OHV use in the SVRA in a similar manner to existing 
conditions, albeit with various improvements. The general locations of proposed improvements identified in the 
General Plan Update have been selected with careful consideration of known tribal cultural resources and 
avoidance of sensitive areas, including cultural preserves. RM Guideline 1.1 requires that OHV riding be focused 
in areas previously disturbed to limit potential to encounter previously unknown resources and CR Goal 1 states 
that trails and facilities should be designed and maintained to avoid cultural resources. Nonetheless, potential 
impacts to tribal cultural resources could occur through unanticipated discovery or if resources were further 
exposed from weather events and impacted by OHV use or exposed during construction. To account for this 
potential, the proposed General Plan Update contains goals and guidelines outlining procedures for managing 
cultural historical finds, protecting and preserving tribal cultural resources, and completing cultural resource 
training for staff (refer to Table 3.15-1). These guidelines would require the development and implementation of a 
Cultural Resources Management Plan (including tribal cultural resources) as well as developing an ongoing 
program to maintain and update the existing cultural resource inventory through site recordation; formal 
evaluation; GPS recordation; and historical, archaeological, and ethnographic research. State Parks would 
continue to actively consult with Native American tribes with an interest in the SVRA regarding the protection, 
preservation, and/or mitigation of culturally significant resources (CR Guideline 5.1), and recommendations from 
tribes would be incorporated into ongoing training programs (CR Guideline 4.2). If tribal cultural resources are 
discovered inadvertently during future construction activities, construction activities would be required to cease 
until the resource is evaluated by a qualified archaeological professional to determine the significance of the find 
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and make a recommendation for future treatment (CR Guideline 3.4). Tribal representatives would be involved as 
soon as possible to make recommendations for treatment of any tribal cultural resources. The guidelines would 
also create awareness of potential resources and sensitive areas for staff involved in day-to-day management of 
Hungry Valley SVRA (RM Guideline 1.4, CR Guidelines 4.4, 5.2). Further, the planned limitations in the Condor 
Mesa Area to trails-only riding and the reduction of the distributed riding area on the west side of the park would 
reduce potential for impacts by focusing OHV use on defined corridors in sensitive areas, minimizing chances of 
unanticipated resource discovery.  

In addition to proposed goals and guidelines, State Parks would continue to implement the CASSP for ongoing 
monitoring and management of any known cultural resources, along with compliance with statewide regulations 
(PRC 5024 and 5097). PRC 5024 requires preparation of Project Evaluation Form and review of site-specific 
projects by OHMVR Division archaeologists. If the archaeologists determine that a project would have an adverse 
impact to significant cultural resources, project managers will direct staff to redesign the project to avoid those 
impacts.  

Implementation of the Proposed Project would not include substantial changes to the uses and activities that 
already occur in the SVRA. The land use changes and development planned and foreseen as part of future 
development would not be of the magnitude or nature to alter the SVRA in a manner that would degrade tribal 
cultural landscape values. With implementation of the goals, guidelines, and management strategies, the Proposed 
Project would not create a substantial adverse change to tribal cultural resources. Therefore, this impact would be 
less than significant. 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Tribal cultural resources are finite and non-renewable and impacts on such resources over time and across varied 
geographical areas need to be considered. Although potential impacts on tribal cultural resources generally are site 
specific and tied to a particular development project, when destruction of or damage to tribal cultural resources 
occurs repeatedly throughout a region, a cumulative loss of cultural heritage could occur. The Planning Area and 
the surrounding region contain many existing tribal cultural resources, most of which are related because of 
previous settlement patterns, prehistoric movement of people across the valley, and other factors. The rich cultural 
landscape of the region may be affected by implementation of the Proposed Project because of the interconnection 
between tribal cultural resources in the Planning Area and those in the surrounding region. However, as discussed 
above, implementation of the Proposed Project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
a tribal cultural resource. The Proposed Project would implement goals and guidelines in the General Plan Update, 
comply with existing management actions, and adhere to state regulations for the protection of tribal cultural 
resources. The General Plan Update also requires Native American consultation for all future park development in 
order to properly consider and protect tribal cultural heritage (CR Guideline 4.2). Additionally, the guidelines in 
the General Plan Update include conservation and protections for known and unknown tribal cultural resources in 
the SVRA, thus increasing the overall conservation and preservation of those finite resources.  

Projects that occur outside the SVRA in the surrounding region also would have the potential to impact significant 
tribal cultural resources of similar type and function as those in the SVRA, during their construction or operation. 
However, these projects similarly would be required to undergo environmental review in compliance with CEQA 
and/or NEPA, to identify any project-specific mitigation measures that may be needed to protect and preserve 
tribal cultural resources. Unanticipated discoveries of tribal cultural resources for cumulative projects also would 
be managed in accordance with existing federal and state regulations. This would limit the potential for impacts at 
the project level and subsequently would minimize the potential for cumulative impacts. Therefore, the Proposed 
Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant tribal cultural resources impact.  
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they can handle increased runoff from new and improved facilities. Stormwater treatment measures will be 
integrated into the internal roadway system during the proposed paving of Hungry Valley Road and Quail Canyon 
Road given the potential for moderate increases in runoff from the new impervious surfaces. BMPs will be 
employed to manage stormwater flow and maintain water quality, such as vegetative swales, retention basins, or 
other erosion control measures in accordance with the OHV BMP Manual and Hungry Valley SVRA Soil 
Conservation Plan. 

The Proposed Project is expected to increase impervious surfaces and associated stormwater runoff; however, 
appropriate measures will be incorporated into design of all new facilities to ensure that stormwater is managed 
effectively. Any new drainage facilities would be designed to integrate with the existing system and evaluated in 
accordance with the goals and guidelines outlined in the General Plan Update to avoid sensitive resources, thereby 
minimizing potential environmental impacts. Therefore, the impact due to new or expanded stormwater drainage 
systems and facilities would be less than significant. 

Electric Power, Natural Gas, and Telecommunications Facilities 

Electricity at Hungry Valley SVRA is currently supplied through a combination of grid power and renewable 
energy sources sourced by SCE, or on-site solar generation. The Proposed Project would continue to rely on these 
sources for all new facilities and would not construct new electric power facilities, aside from interconnections to 
the grid to support the proposed operational support office and the RV campground with full hook-ups. These 
facilities are located adjacent to developed areas with utility connections available in the roadways, and the minor 
trenching required to connect new facilities to the grid is not anticipated to cause any significant environmental 
impacts. Interconnections would be evaluated as part of site-specific review prior to implementation of individual 
projects to ensure there are no potential impacts, and projects would be redesigned or relocated to avoid sensitive 
resources. The Proposed Project also includes solar-powered EV charging stations; as with all new facilities, the 
charging stations have been planned for specific locations with existing disturbed or developed land cover to 
avoid or minimize impacts from their construction.  

The Proposed Project does not involve the construction or relocation of natural gas facilities. Similarly, no new or 
modified telecommunications infrastructure is proposed. Thus, impacts related to electric power, natural gas, and 
telecommunications facilities would be less than significant. 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

Less than Significant Impact. Hungry Valley SVRA relies primarily on groundwater wells for its water supply. 
This water is used for drinking, sanitation, and maintenance purposes throughout the park. The existing 
infrastructure includes a series of water storage tanks and distribution lines that supply water to campgrounds, 
visitor centers, and maintenance facilities. Water quality is regularly monitored to meet state health standards. 

The Proposed Project is not anticipated to result in a substantial increase in groundwater use on site; the existing 
three wells would continue to serve park needs and the needs of proposed development under the General Plan 
Update. This analysis assumes that maintenance repairs will be completed at the Quail Canyon Well, which has 
been inoperable because of a failure in late 2023, to bring it back online to serve the Quail Canyon Special Event 
Area. Total demand in Hungry Valley SVRA is estimated to increase from 7.3 to 10.3 acre-feet per year with 
buildout of the Proposed Project, which would amount to less than 2 percent of estimated annual recharge of the 
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Hungry Valley groundwater basin (AECOM 2020). The groundwater basins containing the Proposed Project have 
not been identified as critically overdrafted basins by the Department of Water Resources (DRW 2024). No 
additional wells would be included in the Proposed Project, and a substantial decrease in groundwater supplies 
would not occur. The Proposed Project is also anticipated to provide lateral connections to water lines in Frazier 
Mountain Park Road or adjacent developed areas to service the proposed RV campground. Water service in this 
area is provided by the Frazier Park Public Utility District, which relies on local groundwater in the Cuddy 
Canyon Valley groundwater basin to meet demands (Water Association of Kern County 2025). The increase in 
demand from the RV campground is expected to be marginal relative to local supplies in the groundwater basin. 
Furthermore, conservation measures will be implemented in accordance with CALGreen and standard State Parks 
practices to minimize water waste. This includes use of low-flow fixtures, drought-resistant landscaping, and 
educational programs to encourage visitors to conserve water. The General Plan Update would reinforce water 
conservation through PR Guideline 1.11, which requires management of facilities to accommodate periods of 
drought or low water supply and limiting the use of water for dust control or use of alternative dust suppression 
methods where appropriate.  

For these reasons, Hungry Valley SVRA is expected to have sufficient water supplies to serve the project and 
reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. Therefore, the impact of 
the Proposed Project on water supplies would be less than significant. 

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project�¶s projected demand, in addition to the 
provider �¶s existing commitments? 

Less than Significant Impact. Hungry Valley SVRA would continue to accommodate its wastewater needs 
through on-site septic systems and leach lines, and by transport of wastewater from restroom facilities off site to 
nearby wastewater treatment facilities. Future wastewater treatment requirements would be similar to existing 
conditions. Wastewater generation may increase slightly with the projected increase in park visitors over time; 
however, this increase would not result in a substantial change beyond existing conditions. Therefore, the impact 
of the Proposed Project on wastewater treatment capacity would be less than significant. 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project is projected to result in an incremental increase in solid 
waste generation due to increased visitation over time. However, solid waste will continue to be diverted from 
landfills in compliance with existing regulations, including CALGreen and AB 939. The solid waste generated on 
site will be taken by a contracted party to the Kern County Lebec Transfer Station, which has significant available 
capacity to serve the expected minor increase in solid waste disposal needs (CalRecycle 2024). Additionally, the 
Proposed Project includes measures to further enhance solid waste management practices beyond the current 
comprehensive solid waste management program. This includes the installation of additional waste and recycling 
bins at strategic locations throughout the park and improving signage to encourage proper waste disposal (PR 
Guideline 3.4). Given the existing capacity of the local solid waste infrastructure and continued adherence to 
waste management best practices, the Proposed Project would not generate solid waste in excess of state or local 
standards, nor would it exceed the capacity of local infrastructure. Therefore, the impact on solid waste generation 
due to the Proposed Project would be less than significant. 
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e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to 
solid waste? 

Less than Significant Impact. State Parks complies with all federal, state, and local management and reduction 
statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Trash is collected by contracted waste management services that 
ensure proper disposal and recycling according to applicable regulations. Hungry Valley SVRA implements a 
comprehensive solid waste management program to align with these requirements. Therefore, the impact on solid 
waste compliance due to the Proposed Project would be less than significant. 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative impacts on utilities and service systems is the Planning Area 
and the service areas for the different utility providers. A common contribution to a cumulative impact on utilities 
and service systems occurs when projects stimulate population growth, either through housing development or 
provision of new infrastructure (e.g., roads, water supply, power) to an area. Multiple projects in a specific area 
can increase the burden on utility providers, leading to degradation of the level of service or availability of 
services. Planned, approved, or under construction projects (i.e., cumulative projects) in the vicinity of the 
Planning Area are provided in Table 3.0-1. 

The Proposed Project would not include development of new housing and would not result in population growth 
in the area that could affect utilities and service systems. The analysis throughout this section indicates that the 
increase in visitation and activities from implementation of the Proposed Project would not substantially increase 
the demand for utilities and service systems or exceed the capacity of any utility systems. Cumulative projects 
identified in the vicinity of the Planning Area similarly would have minimal effect on utilities and service systems 
because they are or would be focused primarily on forest management, fire prevention, and utility upgrades, or 
would provide a substantial internal network of services to meet new demands (in the case of the Centennial 
project). Other projects being developed in the area would be required to coordinate with local service providers 
to verify their demand is within the capacity for service from the provider. Therefore, the Proposed Project would 
not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a cumulative effect on utilities and service systems.  
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CAL  FIRE AND PLANNING AREA FIRE HISTORY  

Historical records show that wildfires are a relatively frequent occurrence in the vicinity of Hungry Valley SVRA 
(CAL FIRE 2024). Table 3.17-1 describes major wildfires that have been recorded in the area over the last 20 
years. Figure 3.17-2 on the following page shows the burn areas of the fires.  

Table 3.17-1. Historic Wildfire Records  in Vicinity of Hungry Valley SVRA  

Fire Date of Response Description 
Quail Fire 8/13/06 Burned for three days, covering 4,864 acres. Cause unknown.  
Day Fire 9/4/06 Burned 161,816 acres in Los Padres National Forest over the course 

of four weeks. Cause due to debris activity. 
Mt. Pinos Lightning 
Complex 

7/23/06 Burned for seven days, covering 3,179 acres. Caused by lightning.  

Gorman Fire* 5/19/07 Burned for four days, covering 2,374 acres. Cause unknown.  
State Park Fire* 6/28/09 Burned for one day, covering 142 acres. Cause unknown.  
Post Fire 8/24/10 Burned for less than a day, covering 1,312 acres. Cause unknown.  
Hill Fire*  6/23/12 Burned for a single day, covering 690 acres. Cause due to 

miscellaneous activity.  
Grand Fire* 5/15/13 Burned for six days, covering 4,346 acres. Cause unknown.  
Rancho Fire 7/19/13 Burned for four days, covering 712 acres. Cause due to smoking 

activity. 
Gorman Fire 7/28/17 Burned for one day, covering 150 acres. Cause unknown. This was a 

separate incident from the 2007 Gorman Fire.  
Shell Fire 6/27/21 Burned for four days, covering 1,828 acres. Cause unknown.  
Tumbleweed Fire* 7/4/21 Burned for four days, covering 857 acres. Cause unknown. 
Hungry Fire* 7/31/21 Burned for three days, covering 366 acres. Cause due to vehicle 

activity. 
Post Fire* 6/15/24 Burned for 11 days, covering 15,563 acres, including 10,064 acres 

within Hungry Valley SVRA. Cause unknown.  
*Burned in Hungry Valley SVRA. 
Source: CAL FIRE. 2024. Fire Resource Assessment Program, Fire Perimeters. Available at: 
https://www.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/fire-resource-assessment-program/fire-perimeters.  

EXISTING FIRE STATIONS 

Four fire stations are situated near Hungry Valley SVRA. Los Angeles County Fire Department Station 77 is 
adjacent to the eastern boundary of the SVRA in the Planning Area. This station is part of Battalion 6 and serves 
several communities, including Canyon Country, Castaic, Chatsworth, Gorman, Newhall, Santa Clarita, Saugus, 
Stevenson Ranch, and Valencia. The proximity of Station No. 77 ensures prompt response times for fire incidents 
and other emergencies in the SVRA. Additionally, Kern County Fire Stations 56 and 57 are in proximity to the 
northern boundary of the SVRA. The USFS also operates a joint fire station adjacent to the southern boundary of 
the SVRA in the Planning Area: Los Padres Forest Station 74/Angeles Forest Station 36. These fire stations are 
co-located and provide wildfire suppression and response to the adjacent national forests. The presence of these 
fire services is critical in maintaining safety and reducing the risk of significant fire damage in the SVRA and the 
neighboring communities. 

https://www.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/fire-resource-assessment-program/fire-perimeters
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Goal/Guideline  
RM Guideline 6.3 Minimize impacts on significant natural and cultural resources and essential infrastructure 

and facilities when conducting fire suppression activities by adhering to local, state, and 
federal regulations, conducting pre- and post- fire impact assessments to evaluate strategy 
effectiveness, and maintaining rapid response times throughout the park. 

RM Guideline 6.4 Employ suppression techniques that cause the least amount of damage to the environment, 
such as targeted water drops and controlled burns. Use hand tools and minimal mechanical 
equipment in sensitive areas to reduce soil disturbance and vegetation damage. Use fire 
retardants that minimize impacts to human health and the environment. 

RM Guideline 6.5 Minimize suppression costs by conducting fire suppression operations when significant 
threats occur to human life, property, or surrounding communities. Conduct fire suppression 
operations with consideration for natural fire regimes and potential benefits provided by 
small-scale, localized and contained wildland fire for ecosystems. 

RM Guideline 6.6 Proactively evaluate the risk of fire for infrastructure, property, and other improvements, and 
implement measures to reduce and mitigate risk of wildfire. Prepare an emergency 
management and response plan for potential emergencies. This plan should cover wildfire 
and building fire, earthquakes, and other potential emergencies. 

RM Guideline 6.7 Coordinate fire planning for publicly managed lands with adjacent land uses and agencies, 
while also working closely with local Native American tribes to incorporate traditional 
wildfire management practices. 

RM Guideline 6.8 Conduct management of fuel loading to reduce the severity of wildfires using state-of-the-art 
sustainable forest management techniques. 

NR Guideline 5.7 Conduct management of fuel loading in the Oak Woodland Preserve to reduce the severity of 
wildfires using state-of-the-art sustainable forest management practices. 

NR Guideline 6.3 Limit intensive fire suppression activities in this sensitive area, such as dozer lines, which 
have high potential for resource impacts. Use existing OHV trails, retardant drops, and/or 
handlining to suppress fire or hold fire lines.  

PR Guideline 1.4 Prioritize ideal areas for recontouring and natural drainage restoration, detention systems, and 
erosion control BMPs, with the ultimate goals of shortening slope lengths, reducing runoff 
velocities, preventing subsequent channel incision and hydromodification impacts, and 
preventing sediment discharge to a water body. 

PR Guideline 4.4 Implement various natural and artificial soil enhancements (including soil stabilizers, native 
vegetation, and geosynthetic materials) to help stabilize slopes. Use natural slope stabilizer 
materials, such as straw bales or wind fencing, that are certified as free of noxious weed 
seeds. 

Notes: PS=Public Safety; RM=Resource Management; NR=Natural Resources; PR=Physical Resources 
 
IMPACT ANALYSIS  

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would improve recreation and operational facilities in 
Hungry Valley SVRA without substantially impairing any adopted emergency response or evacuation plans. 
Although temporary road closures may be required during road paving/repaving or construction deliveries, 
emergency vehicle access would be maintained throughout all phases of construction. State Park rangers, as the 
initial responders to fires and medical emergencies in the SVRA, would continue to coordinate emergency 
response through established protocols. This includes relying on an automatic and mutual aid agreement between 
the local fire departments and notifying the appropriate jurisdiction when support is needed.  

None of the proposed improvements in the Proposed Project would substantially change the use of the SVRA in a 
manner that would conflict with emergency response or evacuation plans. Although a minor increase in visitation 
is anticipated, park visitors would continue to engage in OHV recreation, camp, and attend special events at the 
Quail Canyon Special Event Area. New uses proposed in the Condor Mesa Area (e.g., RV campground, 
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significant risks following a fire. This practice also protects sensitive resources in the park from off-trail riding 
incursions, exacerbation of resource damage, and acceleration of soil compaction, while allowing for habitat 
recovery.  

With the implementation of the General Plan Update guidelines mentioned above, the Proposed Project would not 
result in downstream runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes that would expose people or structures 
to significant risks. Therefore, impacts related to the exposure of people or structures to post-fire risks would be 
less than significant. 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The geographic context for analysis of cumulative wildfire impacts includes the Planning Area and immediately 
surrounding areas. Cumulative effects related to wildfire hazards are driven by climate, vegetation, human 
influences, and changes in land use that influence these factors. As climate change and human activity produce 
conditions that are more conducive to wildfire ignition and spread, and cause fires to burn with greater intensity, it 
is likely that future ignitions would result in more wildfires of greater size and intensity. The surrounding areas, 
such as Los Padres and Angeles National Forests, are exposed to similar wildfire hazards as Hungry Valley 
SVRA and activities and conditions on adjacent lands pose a similar threat in terms of wildfire risk. Projects in 
these adjacent lands could result in cumulative effects on wildfire hazards if they substantially increase the human 
presence in high fire hazard zones, introduce high-risk activities (heavy-duty vehicle use, flammable materials, 
fuels, etc.), or impede emergency fire response. Planned, approved, or under construction projects (i.e., 
cumulative projects) in the vicinity of the Planning Area are provided in Table 3.0-1. 

Projects in the vicinity of the Planning Area would be subject to similar wildfire risks. Of the cumulative projects 
in Table 3.0-1, only the Centennial at Tejon Ranch Project could potentially result in a substantial increase in the 
exposure of people or structures to wildfire risk because of the large increase in residential and commercial uses it 
would introduce to an undeveloped area. The development would be subject to regulations aimed at creating 
developments with fire-resistant design to minimize risk factors. However, given the distance of the project from 
the Planning Area and other planned development, it is unlikely to combine with other projects to result in a 
cumulative impact related to wildfire risk. Many nearby cumulative projects are predominantly focused on 
wildfire risk reduction and utility improvements, such as aerial application of fire retardant, prescribed burns, fuel 
thinning, and transmission infrastructure safety modifications, which would result in a cumulative reduction in 
wildfire risk over time. Furthermore, the analysis in this section indicates that construction and operation activities 
resulting from the Proposed Project would not substantially exacerbate wildfire risks. Therefore, the Proposed 
Project would not result in a considerable contribution to a cumulative effect on wildfire risks. 
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Growth-inducement itself is not an environmental effect, but it may lead to foreseeable environmental effects. 
These environmental effects may include increased demand on community and public services and infrastructure, 
increased traffic and noise, degradation of air or water quality, degradation or loss of plant or wildlife habitats, or 
conversion of agricultural and open space land to urban uses.  

Housing in the park is limited to employee housing along the eastern boundary along Orwin Way. The Proposed 
Project would not add to or remove the existing staff housing, displace people, or require relocations or 
reconstruction of housing facilities. None of the improvements under the Proposed Project would induce 
substantial unplanned growth because it would serve the recreational demands of an existing SVRA. Although 
some increase in visitation is anticipated because of the provision of new facilities, such as campgrounds, riding 
tracks, and trails, these increases would be incremental compared to existing conditions and use of the park and 
would not result in a substantial increase in the number of staff required for operation of Hungry Valley SVRA. A 
substantial new demand for tourist services in the adjacent communities and surrounding region would not occur 
upon implementation of the Proposed Project. The Proposed Project also would not foster economic growth by 
removing barriers to growth, such as establishing new housing adjacent to undeveloped land or providing new 
utility service to a previously unserved area. The new RV campground that is proposed for development as part of 
the Proposed Project would be for temporary, short-term and recreational occupancy; no permanent 
accommodations would be allowed. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not directly or indirectly induce 
growth. 
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headquarters to the new offices near Gorman. This alternative would also include a designated UAV area but 
would place it near Smith Forks Campground as opposed to the Quail Canyon Special Event Area. Additionally, 
this alternative would include a mobile concession in the Condor Mesa Area instead of the Quail Canyon Special 
Event Area, and EV charging stations would not be provided in the interior of the park at Smith Forks 
Campground or at the North Entrance Station. The remainder of the proposed site elements would be the same as 
the Proposed Project.  

5.3.2 IMPACT EVALUATION  

Given the similarities between the Focused Development Alternative and the Proposed Project, differences in 
environmental impacts would be negligible. A very minor change would result due to the lower number of EV 
charging stations and associated ground disturbance. However, no significant environmental effects would be 
eliminated or substantially reduced in severity, and this alternative would implement the same goals and 
guidelines for resource protection throughout the park. The proposed offices near Gorman may be slightly bigger 
than the Proposed Project to accommodate use as the Great Basin headquarters. However, the final design and 
location of the offices would still be selected in alignment with goals and guidelines for sensitive resource 
protection, and no significant change in environmental impact would occur by using the offices as the district 
headquarters. Additionally, no change in environmental effects is anticipated by moving the UAV area to Smith 
Forks Campground under this alternative. Geofencing would be implemented in this area to control the allowable 
area for drone use, and drone operation would occur in alignment with the same goals and guidelines. For these 
reasons, the Focused Development Alternative would result in impacts similar to the Proposed Project.  

RELATIONSHIP TO PROJECT OBJECTIVES  

The Focused Development Alternative would meet all of the project objectives.  

5.4 ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE  

As described in the preceding sections, none of the alternatives assessed offer a clear environmental benefit 
relative to the Proposed Project. However, the Reduced Intensity Alternative may limit some additional visitation 
and vehicle trips to Hungry Valley SVRA by removing the proposed RV campground, group campground, 
Condor Mesa community event area, and northern access from Frazier Mountain Park Road. Although air quality 
impacts from fugitive dust emissions would remain significant and unavoidable, there would be a marginal 
reduction in potential emissions under the Reduced Intensity Alternative. There would also be fewer areas of 
ground disturbance and potential unanticipated discovery of cultural resources or indirect effects on biological 
resources. Therefore, this alternative would be considered the environmentally superior alternative. This 
determination does not make an effort to weigh the merits of the various alternatives beyond their potential 
environmental effects. This decision will ultimately be made by the OHMVR Commission in light of many 
factors outside of the scope of this EIR, such as public and staff input, regulatory considerations, and funding 
availability.  
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