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Environmental Checklist Form (Initial Study)
County of Los Angeles, Public Works 

Project title: Reach 123 - Haskell Canyon Channel Restoration Project Number # 2469-01. 

Lead agency name and address: Los Angeles County Flood Control District, 900 South Fremont 
Avenue, Alhambra, CA 90012 

Contact Person and phone number: Kevin Woods (626) 458-7810 

Project location:  
Latitude: 34.462745 
Longitude:  -118.509061 
APN:  3244-034-019 USGS Quad: Newhall, CA 

Gross Acreage: Approximately 10.86 acres 

General plan designation:  
City of Santa Clarita: Open Space (OS) 

Zoning:  
Open Space (OS) 

Description of Project: 

Background 
The Los Angeles County Flood Control District (LACFCD) has an easement for operations and maintenance 
for Reach 123 of the Haskell Canyon Channel (Channel), which is owned in fee by Haskell Canyon Partners, 
LP. The Reach 123 - Haskell Canyon Channel Restoration Project (Project) is located within a portion of the 
Channel, immediately north of Copper Hill Drive, in the City of Santa Clarita (City) in Los Angeles County 
(County); see Figure 1 – Regional Map, Figure 2 – Vicinity Map, and Figure 3 U.S. Geological Survey 7.5-
Minute Quadrangle Map. Reach 123 is approximately 2,210 linear feet (LF) and is a soft bottom channel with 
concrete-lined levee slopes. The Channel width varies, and secured access roads are located on both sides of 
the levee banks. Reach 123 is authorized for LACFCD use only and is not open for public use. The Channel 
provides flood protection for the surrounding communities and associated roadways as it collects flows from 
the undeveloped upstream canyon and is essentially the headwaters for the Channel. The Channel becomes 
fully concrete-lined immediately downstream of Reach 123. The Channel continues approximately 1-mile 
downstream of Reach 123 to a confluence with the Bouquet Creek Channel, which then carries flows to the 
Santa Clara River and eventually the Pacific Ocean. In its current condition, Reach 123 includes vegetation 
that has grown uncontrolled within the soft-bottom channel than impairs the Channel’s functionality. 
Additionally, the dense vegetation has created various small areas where water ponds creating vector control 
concerns for the surrounding residential community. 
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Surrounding Land Uses and Setting 
The proposed Project area is within the City of Santa Clarita on the north side of Copper Hill Drive within 
Los Angeles County as shown in Figure 2 – Vicinity Map. The proposed Project area is surrounded to the 
south, east and west with single family residential homes. The sensitive receptors nearest to the proposed 
Project site are the single-family residences located to the west of  the proposed Project area. Bouquet Canyon 
Elementary School is the nearest school at approximately 0.85 mile to the southeast.   

Proposed Project 
The proposed Project consists of the one-time clean out of Reach 123 to restore it to its as-built condition. 
The proposed Project footprint is approximately 10.86 acres and will consist of sediment and vegetation 
removal and potential minor repair to the side levees and storm drain outlets as more specifically described 
below; see also Figure 4 – Project Limits.  
 
The proposed Project would be conducted in one phase that is expected to begin Fall 2025 and last 
approximately four (4) months. The proposed Project objectives  include removal of vegetation, debris, excess 
sediment and grading to achieve designed drainage standards within the approximately 10.86-acre Project site. 
Construction equipment  proposed to be used during the proposed Project include 21 off-highway trucks, 2 
rubber-tired dozers, 3 tractor/loader/backhoes, 3 excavators, and 3 portable toilets with a hand wash station. 
Approximately 37,560 cubic yards (CY) of material would be cut, and approximately 1,444 CY of material 
would be backfilled, resulting in a net cut of approximately 36,166 CY of material. The debris and vegetation 
material removed would be disposed of approximately 8.5 miles away at the Chiquita Canyon Landfill in the 
City of Santa Clarita, and the excess sediment material cut would be hauled to the May Sediment Placement 
Site in the City of Sylmar approximately 18 miles south of the proposed Project. The Channel may require 
repairs to the concrete slopes and will be determined once the sediment and vegetation are removed and the 
slopes become fully visible for inspection. Onsite proposed Project activities would occur from 7:00 a.m. 
through 4:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday (Saturdays as needed) with a total of 36 construction workers 
and a maximum of 150 construction trips per day. Ingress, egress, and staging areas would be located on the 
existing access roads on both sides of the Channel’s banks along the entire proposed Project footprint; see 
Figure 4 – Project Limits.  

A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be  designed and implemented to reduce potential 
adverse impacts on surface water quality during proposed Project activities.  The SWPPP would address the 
following objectives: (1) all pollutants and their sources, including sources of sediment associated with 
construction, construction site erosion, and all other activities associated with construction activity are 
controlled; (2) where not otherwise not covered in a Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) permit, 
all non-stormwater discharges are identified and eliminated, controlled, or treated; (3) site Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) are effective and result in the reduction or elimination of pollutants in stormwater discharges 
and authorized non-stormwater discharges from construction activity to the Best Available Technology/Best 
Conventional Pollutant Control Technology (BAT/BCT) standard; (4) calculations and design details as well 
as BMP controls for site run-on are complete and correct; and (5) stabilization BMPs installed to reduce or 
eliminate pollutants after construction are completed. The SWPPP would be prepared by a Qualified SWPPP 
Developer. The SWPPP would include the minimum BMPs required for the assessed Project Risk Level. 
These include: BMPs for erosion and sediment control, site management/housekeeping/waste management, 
management of non-stormwater discharges, infiltration and runoff controls, and BMP 
inspection/maintenance/repair activities. The SWPPP would include a construction site monitoring program 
that identifies requirements for dry weather visual observations of pollutants at all discharge locations. A 
Qualified SWPPP Practitioner (following California State Water Resources Control Board criteria) shall be 



August 2025 

3/51 

responsible for implementing the BMPs at the site and performing all required monitoring and 
inspection/maintenance/repair activities. If the proposed Project is deemed a Risk Level 2 or 3, LACFCD 
would also prepare a Rain Event Action Plan as part of the SWPPP. 

The following are the types of BMPs that would be implemented as Project design features for the proposed 
Project: 

• Erosion Control BMPs
• Sediment Control BMPs
• Wind Erosion Control BMPs
• Tracking Controls
• Non-Stormwater Controls
• Waste Management and Materials Pollution Control BMPs

Operation and Maintenance 
After proposed Project completion, the LACFCD anticipates performing annual maintenance activities as 
necessary to maintain Reach 123 in its as-built condition.  The proposed Project does not include the annual 
maintenance activities, which are pending further consideration by the LACFCD and which would be subject 
to the approval of the applicable regulatory agencies to amend the LACFCD's existing Soft Bottom Channel 
maintenance permits to include Reach 123.  
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Other public agencies whose approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or 
participation agreement):  
Public Agency Approval Required 
U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers 

Section 404 and Section 408 permits 

California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife 

Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement 

Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 

Section 401 Water Quality Certification 

Reviewing Agencies: [See CEQA Appendix B to help determine which agencies should review your project] 
Responsible Agencies Special Reviewing Agencies Regional Significance 

 None  
Regional Water Quality  Control 
Board:  

 Los Angeles Region 
 Lahontan Region 

 Coastal Commission 
 Army Corps of Engineers 
 LAFCO 

 None 
 Santa Monica Mountains 
Conservancy 

 National Parks 
 National Forest 
 Edwards Air Force Base 
 Resource Conservation 
District of Santa Monica 
Mountains Area 

 None 
 SCAG Criteria 
 Air Quality 
 Water Resources 
 Santa Monica Mtns. Area 

Trustee Agencies County Reviewing Agencies 
 None 
 State Dept. of Fish and 

Wildlife 
 State Dept. of Parks and 
Recreation 

 State Lands Commission 
 University of California 
(Natural Land and Water 
Reserves System) 

 DPW  
 Fire Department  
 Sanitation District   
 Public Health/Environmental 
Health Division:  Land Use 
Program (OWTS), Drinking 
Water Program (Private 
Wells), Toxics Epidemiology 
Program (Noise)  

 Sheriff Department 
 Parks and Recreation 
 Subdivision Committee 

http://ceres.ca.gov/ceqa/guidelines/pdf/appen_b.pdf
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving at least one 
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or a “Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” 
as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

   Aesthetics    Greenhouse Gas Emissions     Public Services   

   Agriculture/Forestry     Hazards/Hazardous Materials    Recreation 

   Air Quality    Hydrology/Water Quality    Transportation 

   Biological Resources    Land Use/Planning    Tribal Cultural Resources 

   Cultural Resources    Mineral Resources    Utilities/Services 

   Energy    Noise    Wildfire  

   Geology/Soils    Population/Housing    Mandatory Findings of           
Significance 

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Department.) 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

I find that the proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

I find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment, there 
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the Project have been made by or agreed 
to by the Project proponent.  A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

I find that the proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

I find that the proposed Project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant 
unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed 
in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation 
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets.  An ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

I find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment, because 
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant 
to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that 
are imposed upon the proposed Project, nothing further is required. 

____________________________________________ 
Signature (Prepared by) 

____________________________________________ 
Signature (Approved by) 

___________________________ 
Date 

___________________________ 
Date 

                                          , RVA 8/20/2025

8/20/25
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported
by the information sources the Lead Department cites in the parentheses following each question.  A
“No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact
simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone).
A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general
standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.

3) Once the Lead Department has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation,
or less than significant.  “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence
that an effect may be significant.  If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when
the determination is made, an EIR is required.

4) “Negative Declaration:  Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a
“Less Than Significant Impact.”  The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.  (Mitigation measures from Section
XVII, “Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-referenced.)

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA processes, an
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.  (State CEQA Guidelines
§ 15063I(3)(D).)  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used.  Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed.  Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the

scope of, and adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and
state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier
document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the Project.

6) Supporting Information Sources:  A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

7) The explanation of each issue should identify:  the significance threshold, if any, used to evaluate each
question, and; mitigation measures identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.  Sources
of thresholds include the County General Plan, other County planning documents, and County
ordinances.  Some thresholds are unique to geographical locations.
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 1.  AESTHETICS 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant Impact 

Less Than 
Significant (LTS) 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

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

    

Less than Significant Impact.  The term “scenic vista” typically refers to views of an area that are visually 
or aesthetically pleasing, including but not limited to, natural lands or developed and undeveloped natural 
areas. For the purposes of determining significance under CEQA, a scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that 
provides expansive views of a highly valued landscape for the benefit of the public. Scenic vistas typically 
include undeveloped hillsides, ridgelines, and open space areas that provide a unifying visual backdrop to the 
urban environment of the Los Angeles Basin. Impacts to scenic vistas can occur when the visible scenic 
landscape itself is altered or when a new contrasting object is introduced that blocks or obstructs a scenic 
vista from a particular public vantage point. 
 
The proposed Project area is located within the Haskell Canyon Channel Wash. The proposed Project is not 
within or a part of a scenic vista. The proposed Project site is located just west of Copper Hill Park; however, 
the park and nearby areas are not designated as a scenic vista, nor is the park considered to be a scenic 
viewshed as it does not include views of unique rock outcroppings, waterfalls, ocean views, or various other 
unusual or scenic landforms. The closest scenic vista to the proposed Project site would be ridgelines from 
the Sierra Pelona Mountains visible to the north and located approximately 10 miles north of the proposed 
Project site. However, these views would not be obstructed by the proposed Project’s cleanup and 
maintenance efforts. Any potential impairment of views resulting from cleanup activities (i.e., staging of 
construction equipment and/or vehicles, etc.) would be temporary and would cease upon the completion of 
the Project. Therefore, potential impacts to scenic vistas resulting from the Project would be less than 
significant. A less than significant impact would occur. 
  
 

Potentially 
Significant Impact 

LTS Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
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. A significant impact would occur if scenic resources such as trees, rock 
outcroppings, and/or historic buildings within a state scenic highway were substantially damaged from 
implementation of the proposed Project. The proposed Project activities include removal of vegetation, 
debris, excess sediment and grading to achieve designed drainage standards within the approximately 10.86-
acre Project site. The views and any potential impairments to views by construction vehicles would be 
temporary and cease upon the completion of construction activities. Additionally, the cleanup would only 
enhance viewsheds. 
 
There are no scenic highways in the vicinity of the proposed Project nor is the proposed Project site visible 
from a scenic highway (Los Angeles County General Plan 2035, Figure 9.7 – Scenic Highways1). Officially 
Designated State Scenic Highways within the County of Los Angeles include Angeles Crest Highway Route-

 
1 https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2017-FIG_9-7_scenic_highways.pdf  
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2, Mulholland Highway, and Malibu Canyon-Las Virgenes Highway, all located more than 18 miles from the 
proposed Project site (Los Angeles County General Plan 2035; Table 9.7: State Scenic Highways, p. 159).  
 
The proposed Project would not significantly damage scenic resources. A less than significant impact 
would occur. 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant Impact 

LTS Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
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). If the project is in an urbanized area, 
would the project conflict with applicable 
zoning and other regulations governing 
scenic quality? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the existing visual character or quality of 
public views of the proposed Project site and its surroundings were substantially degraded from Project 
implementation or if the proposed Project conflicted with applicable zoning regarding scenic quality. 
Construction activities associated with the proposed Project would require the temporary use of construction 
equipment and storage of materials on site.  
 
The proposed cleanup of the Channel would not degrade the existing visual character of the proposed Project 
area after the proposed Project has concluded and as stated above under threshold 1A, would not be within 
a zoned scenic space. Overall, impacts to existing visual character or quality of public views during 
construction would be temporary use of equipment and would be less than significant. A less than 
significant impact would occur. 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant Impact 

LTS Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

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

    

 
No Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project created a new substantial source of 
light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views of the Project area. Construction activities 
are anticipated to occur Monday through Saturday from 7 a.m. to 4 p.m. and would not occur during nighttime 
hours. Proposed Project construction would not adversely affect daytime or nighttime views in the area by 
introducing a substantial light source or glare. 
 
No source of light or glare would be introduced because of the proposed Project. Additionally, no source of 
light, glare, or shadow that would adversely affect day or nighttime views would occur within the area of the 
Haskell Canyon Channel. As such, impacts related to shadows, light, and glare would be no impact. No 
impact would occur. 
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2. AGRICULTURE / FOREST 

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California 
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional 
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland.  In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are 
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire 
Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy 
Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources 
Board. 

Would the project: Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
LTS Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project resulted in the 
substantial conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-
agricultural uses. The proposed Project would be located in the Haskell Canyon Channel, in an area designated 
by LACFCD for flood management purposes. The site does not have any agricultural uses. The California 
Important Farmland Finder, maintained by the Division of Land Protection, indicates that neither the 
proposed Project site or areas within the vicinity of the proposed Project site are located on Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (California Department of Conservation 2020). As 
a result, the proposed Project would not result in the conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-agricultural use during either construction of the proposed Project. 
No impact would occur. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, 
or a Williamson Act contract? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project conflicted with existing zoning for 
agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract. The Project site is not zoned for agricultural use or under a 
Williamson Contract. As the Project site and surrounding area do not contain farmland of any type, the 
proposed Project would not conflict with a Williamson Contract during either construction of the proposed 
Project. Therefore, no impacts would occur. No impact would occur.    
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning 
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code § 
12220 (g)), timberland (as defined in Public Resources 
Code § 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined in Government Code § 
51104(g))? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project conflicted with 
existing zoning for or cause of rezoning of forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned as Timberland 
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Production. The Project site is not zoned for forest land or timberland. Accordingly, the proposed Project 
would not conflict with forest land or timberland zoning or result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use during construction of the proposed Project. Therefore, no impact would occur. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
d)  Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project resulted in the 
substantial loss of forest land or substantial conversion of forest land to non-forest use. As noted in the 
response to Threshold C above, the proposed Project site is not located on or within the vicinity of lands 
zoned as forest land and would thus not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use during construction of the proposed Project. No impact would occur. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
e)  Involve other changes in the existing environment 
which, due to their location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project involved other 
changes to the existing environment that resulted in substantial conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural 
use or substantial conversion of forest land to non-forest use. As previously discussed, the proposed Project 
site is not located on lands designated as Farmland or zoned as forest land. Therefore, the proposed Project 
would not result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use during construction of the proposed Project. No impact would occur. 

 

3. AIR QUALITY 

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air pollution control 
district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.   

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
LTS Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan?  
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to substantially 
conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan. There were two (2) criteria for 
determining project consistency with the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Final 
2016 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). As for the indicators under the first criterion, the proposed 
Project would not result in a significant increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations; 
not cause or contribute to new air quality violations and would not delay the timely attainment of air quality 
standards or the interim emissions reductions specified in the AQMP. As discussed in the proposed Project’s 
Air Quality Assessment (Appendix A), an analysis of the Project’s pollutant emissions relative to localized 
pollutant concentrations was used as the basis for evaluating Project AQMP consistency. The Project’s 
regional and localized construction -source emissions would not exceed applicable regional or localized 
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significance thresholds. Additionally, the proposed Project does not include annual maintenance activities and 
therefore no operational activities would occur. As such, a less than significant impact is expected. 
 
As for the indicators under the second criterion, the proposed Project will not exceed the assumptions in the 
AQMP based on the years of Project build-out phase. The 2022 AQMP demonstrates that the applicable 
ambient air quality standards can be achieved within the timeframes required under federal law. Growth 
projections from local general plans adopted by cities in the district are provided to the SCAG, which develops 
regional growth forecasts, used to develop future air quality forecasts for the AQMP. Development consistent 
with the growth projections in the General Plan is considered to be consistent with the AQMP. 
 
Peak day emissions generated by construction activities are largely independent of land use assignments, but 
rather are a function of development scope and maximum area of disturbance.   Irrespective of the site’s land 
use designation, development of the site to its maximum potential would likely occur, with disturbance of the 
entire site occurring during construction activities. As such, when considering that no emissions thresholds 
will be exceeded, a less than significant impact would result. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase 
of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is 
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
resulted in a substantial cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Project 
region is non-attainment. Based on the Air Quality Assessment (Appendix A), the proposed Project impacts 
have been deemed less than significant because the proposed Project construction-source air pollutant 
emissions would not result in exceedances of regional thresholds. Therefore, the proposed Project 
construction-source emissions would be considered less than significant on a project-specific and cumulative 
basis. 
 
Additionally, there would be no impacts regarding the proposed Project’s long-term operational emissions as 
the proposed Project does not include annual maintenance activities and therefore no operational activities 
will occur. As such, the proposed Project operational-source emissions would be considered less than 
significant on a project-specific and cumulative basis. Thus, the proposed Project’s overall air quality health 
impacts would also be less than significant. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
exposed sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. As shown in Table 1 below, results of the 
Localized Significance Thresholds (LST) analysis indicate that the Project will not exceed the SCAQMD 
localized significance thresholds during construction.  Therefore, sensitive receptors would not be exposed 
to substantial pollutant concentrations during Project construction.  
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Table 1 – Project LST Impacts 

On-Site Emissions 
Emissions (lbs/day) 

NOX CO PM10 PM2.5 
Removal of vegetation, debris, excess sediment 

Maximum Daily Emissions  82.20 86.92 6.47 4.57 
SCAQMD Localized Threshold 246 1,644 12 6 
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO 

Grading 
Maximum Daily Emissions  37.88 38.51 4.92 3.14 
SCAQMD Localized Threshold 246 1,644 12 6 
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO 

Repair of side levees and storm drain outlets 
Maximum Daily Emissions  16.75 17.25 2.38 1.50 
SCAQMD Localized Threshold 246 1,644 12 6 
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO 

 
As shown in Table 1 above, the proposed Project would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations and less than significant impacts would occur. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
d)  Result in other emissions (such as those leading to 
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of 
people? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
resulted in emissions, such as those leading to odors, that would adversely affect a substantial number of 
people. According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land uses generally associated with odor 
complaints include Agriculture uses, wastewater treatment plans, foods processing plants, chemical plants, 
composting operations, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding facilities. The proposed Project 
does not contain land uses typically associated with emitting objectionable odors.  Potential odor sources 
associated with the proposed Project may result from construction equipment exhaust and the application of 
asphalt and architectural coatings during construction activities and the temporary storage of typical wet soils, 
vegetation, and solid waste (refuse) associated with the proposed Project’s uses. Standard construction 
requirements would minimize odor impacts from construction. The construction odor emissions would be 
temporary, short-term, and intermittent in nature and would cease upon completion of the respective phase 
of construction and is thus considered less than significant. It is expected that Project-generated refuse would 
be covered or stored in covered containers and removed at regular intervals in compliance with the solid waste 
regulations. The proposed Project would also be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 402 to prevent 
occurrences of public nuisances. Therefore, odors associated with the proposed Project construction would 
be less than significant and no mitigation is required. 
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife (CDFW) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS)? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact would occur if 
implementation of the proposed Project substantially adversely affected candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species directly or through habitat modifications. Special-status species are those plants and animals listed, 
proposed for listing or candidate for listing as Threatened or Endangered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) under the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA); those considered “Species of Concern” by the 
USFWS; those listed or candidates for listing as Rare, Threatened, or Endangered by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) and Native 
Plant Protection Act; animals designated as “Fully Protected” by the California Fish and Game Code (CFGC); 
animals listed as “Species of Special Concern” (SSC) by the CDFW; CDFW Special Plants, specifically those 
with California Rare Plant Ranks (CRPR) of 1B, 2, 3, and 4 in the CNPS’s Inventory of Rare and Endangered 
Vascular Plants of California; and birds identified as sensitive by the Los Angeles County Audubon Society. 
 
During the May 2023 focused plant study, no special-status plant species were observed within the proposed 
Project site boundaries but a single Peirson’s morning glory was observed outside of the proposed Project 
site boundaries. However, this individual was no longer observed during subsequent focused plant surveys; 
see Appendix B, Biological Resources Report).  Plant species observed around the proposed Project site 
consisted of various shrubs and trees. Eight overall vegetation types/land use types were identified during the 
survey: California Sagebrush and California Buckwheat Scrub, California Buckwheat and Scale Broom Alluvial 
Fan Scrub, Tamarisk Thicket, Thick-Leaved Yerba Santa Patch, California Sagebrush Scrub, Sandbar Willow 
Thicket, and Dirt Road.   
 
No special status wildlife was detected within the survey area for the proposed Project. Attachment 2 provides 
a list of special status wildlife evaluated for the survey area through a general biological survey and habitat 
assessment. Species were evaluated based on the following criteria, 1) species identified by the California 
Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) as occurring on or in the vicinity of the survey area and 2) any other 
special-status animals that are known to occur within the vicinity of the Study Area, for which potentially 
suitable habitat occurs on site. There were 27 special-status species with a potential to occur within the Project 
site area: California glossy snake (Arizona elegans occidentalis), coastal whiptail (Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri), 
arroyo toad (Anaxyrus californicus), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), spotted bat (Euderma maculatum), San 
Diego black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus bennettii), American badger (Taxidea taxus), Nevin’s 
barberry (Berberis nevinii), slender mariposa-lily (Calochortus clavatus var. gracilis), Palmer’s mariposa-lily 
(Colochortus palmeri var. Palmeri), Plummer’s mariposa-lily (Calochortus plummerae), Peirson’s morning-
glory (Calystegia peirsonii), San Fernando Valley spineflower (Chorizanthe parryi var. Fernandina), slender-
horned spineflower (Dodecahema leptoceras), Palmer’s grapplinghook (Harpagonella palmeri), white rabbit-
tobacco (Pseudognaphallium leucopephalum), chaparral ragwort (Senecio aphanactis), crotch bumble bee 
(Bombus crotchii), California walnut woodland, Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest, Southern 
Cottonwood Willow Riparian Forest, Southern Sycamore Alder Riparian Woodland, Southern Willow Scrub, 
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Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii), Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni), and coastal California gnatcatcher 
(Polioptila californica californica). Only Cooper’s hawk was observed during the biological surveys for the 
proposed Project. Additionally, the following species have been determined to have a high potential to occur 
within the Project site area: Southern California legless lizard (Anniella stebbinsi), coast horned lizard 
(Phrynosoma blainvillii), and western spadefoot (Spea hammondii). None of these species were observed 
during the August 2023 biological resources assessment; however, they have been known to occur within the 
vicinity of the Project site and the Project site may provide potentially suitable habitat for these species.  
 
The Project site contains suitable nesting habitat within the surrounding trees and shrubs along the entirety 
of the channel. Breeding in the study area would primarily be expected from March 15th to September 1st and 
work from September 2nd through March 14th would presumably avoid potential negative effects on birds and 
nesting activity. While operations and maintenance activities would not result in impacts to nesting birds, 
there is the potential that construction activities could result in significant impacts if active nests are present 
within proximity of the proposed Project site during construction within the channel. Therefore, the 
implementation of mitigation measure (MM) BIO-1 would ensure no significant impacts occur to nesting 
birds.  
 
The Project site also contains suitable habitat for Crotch’s bumble bee (CBB), which is currently listed as a 
candidate species for listing under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA). While the candidate 
species’ listing status is under review, CBB now has the same legal protection afforded to an endangered or 
threatened species per California Fish and Game Code Sections 2074.2 and 2085. The Project site contains 
suitable CBB foraging habitat within areas of abundant floristic resources, such as flowering California 
buckwheat and bladderpod, and nesting habitat within areas with bare ground and rodent burrows. The 
foraging and flight season for CBB occurs from February 1 through October 31. During this time period, 
there is the potential that construction activities, such as vegetation clearing, may impact CBB habitat. 
Therefore, the implementation of mitigation measure (MM) BIO-2 would ensure no significant impacts occur 
to CBB habitat during the flight season.   
 
The proposed Project would result in less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.  
  
Mitigation Measures: 
 
BIO-1: Any ground disturbing activities should occur outside of the active nesting bird season (i.e., March 
15th – September 1st), when feasible, to ensure compliance with the California Fish and Game Code (CFGC). 
If any ground disturbing activities were to take place during the active breeding bird season, a qualified 
biologist shall conduct a nesting bird survey, including suitable habitat within a 500-foot radius, within seven 
days prior to any disturbance of the site. If active nests are identified, the biologist will establish suitable 
buffers around the nests, and the buffer areas shall be avoided until the nests are no longer occupied and the 
juvenile birds can survive independently from the nests. Prior to the start of any maintenance clearing, 
qualified biologists shall perform pre-clearing biological resource surveys and photo documentation. No work 
should commence without confirmation of findings or no findings of sensitive/endangered species from the 
biologists. Adherence to nesting bird recommendations and pre-clearance biological surveys will protect 
and/or avoid impacts on nesting birds and other species known at the Project site.  Mitigation measures will 
be dependent on the nesting bird characteristics in relation to the Project observed during the pre-construction 
survey. 
 
BIO-2: Focused surveys for CBB shall be conducted in accordance with CDFW’s Survey Considerations for 
CESA Candidate Bumble Bee Species (CDFW 2023) the season immediately prior to when ground disturbing 
activities are scheduled to occur. A minimum of three (3) CBB focused surveys shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist at 2-to-4-week intervals during the active colony period (April through August) when CBB 
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are most likely to be detected. The surveyor shall walk through all areas of suitable habitat focusing on areas 
with floral resources. Surveys shall be completed at a minimum of one (1) person-hour of searching per three 
(3) acres of suitable habitat during suitable weather conditions (sustained winds less than 8 mph, mostly sunny 
to full sun, temperatures between 65- and 90-degrees Fahrenheit) at an appropriate time of day for detection 
(at least an hour after sunrise and at least two hours before sunset, though ideally between 9:00 AM and 
1:00PM). If CBB are detected, CDFW shall be notified by the qualified biologist as further coordination may 
be required to avoid or mitigate certain impacts. At a minimum, two (2) nesting surveys shall be conducted 
with focus on detecting active nesting colonies within one week and 24 hours immediately prior to ground 
disturbing activities that are scheduled to occur during the same flight season (February 1 to October 31). If 
an active CBB nest is detected, an appropriate no disturbance buffer zone (including foraging resources and 
flight corridors essential for supporting the colony) shall be established around the nest to reduce the risk of 
disturbance or accidental take. The qualified biologist shall coordinate with CDFW to determine if an 
Indicental Take Permit under Section 2081 of the CESA will be required. Nest avoidance buffers may be 
removed at the completion of the flight season and/or once the qualified biologist deems the nesting colony 
is no longer active and CDFW has provided concurrence of that determination. If no nests are found but the 
species is present, a full-time qualified biological monitor shall be present during vegetation removal or ground 
disturbing activities that are scheduled to occur during the colony active period (March through September) 
and/or gyne flight period (September through October).  
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or sensitive natural communities identified in 
local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by 
CDFW or USFWS?   
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
substantially adversely affected any identified riparian or sensitive natural communities. The CNDDB 
identifies areas of Southern Riparian Scrub habitat throughout Haskell Canyon and identifies big sagebrush 
and scale broom as the primary species within this previously identified plant community. Eight overall 
vegetation types/land use types were identified during the survey: California Sagebrush and California 
Buckwheat Scrub, California Buckwheat and Scale Broom Alluvial Fan Scrub, Tamarisk Thicket, Thick-
Leaved Yerba Santa Patch, California Sagebrush Scrub, Sandbar Willow Thicket, and Dirt Road. The southern 
portion of the site additionally consists of a concrete-lined trapezoidal channel.  The CDFW California Sensitive 
Natural Communities list identifies sensitive natural communities throughout California, based in part on global 
and state rarity ranks. Natural communities having a rank of 1-3 are considered sensitive, though some 
communities with other ranks may also be considered sensitive. No vegetation communities on the proposed 
Project site are considered sensitive by CDFW. Additionally, the USFWS National Wetlands Inventory 
Wetland Mapper identifies the proposed Project as a Riverine, Subsystem intermittent, Streambed, and a water 
Regime Modifier (R4SBA) habitat. Nonetheless, a sampling point was established in the wettest section of the 
reach and no hydric soil indicators were noted. Additional areas in the middle of the reach were informally 
assessed to determine if changes in soil condition were present that would warrant further evaluation, but no 
areas were identified that suggested wetland conditions were present. No wetlands were determined to exist 
in the Reach 123 survey area. Further, no sensitive natural communities are present within the soft-bed portion 
of the Haskell Canyon Channel where construction activities would occur. Therefore, impacts relating to 
adverse effects on sensitive natural communities would be less than significant.   
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  Have a substantial adverse effect on state or 
federally protected wetlands (including, but not 
limited to, marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands, 
etc.)  through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project would substantially 
adversely affect the state or federally protected wetlands through activities such as direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means. A review of USFWS wetland maps was conducted prior to the 
2023 biological assessment. USFWS global information systems (GIS) data was accessed and utilized in 
ArcMap to determine the presence or absence of jurisdictional wetland features within the proposed Project 
site. For the 2023 biological assessment, an approximately 20-inch test pit was dug within the southern portion 
near the storm drain inlet where urban runoff was apparently regularly entering the site. Soil was saturated to 
the surface in this location. Due to the sandy conditions with little organic matter, no hydric soil indicators 
were observed, therefore hydric soil was determined to be not present. Additional areas in the middle of the 
reach were informally assessed to determine if changes in soil condition were present that would warrant 
further evaluation, but no areas were identified that suggested wetland conditions were present. Therefore, 
no wetlands were determined to exist in the Reach 123 survey area. Based on the data and as confirmed by 
site conditions observed during the biological assessment, three areas of non-wetland waters of the United 
States (WOTUS) subject to both USACE and RWQCB jurisdiction were identified. CDFW jurisdiction 
associated with the Channel within the Project site extends from the invert to the top of the channel, bank to 
bank. Bank to bank widths within CDFW jurisdiction varied within the Project site and ranged between 
approximately 120 feet across within the narrowest portions of the channel and approximately 360 feet across 
within the widest portions of the channel within the Project site. 
 
No State or Federal jurisdictional wetlands were observed within Project work area limits or within close 
proximity to work area limits.  Based on the results of the test pit analysis, the site does not contain State or 
Federal jurisdictional wetlands. No hydric soils were observed during the test pit samples. Therefore, no 
impacts relating to state or federally protected wetlands would occur during construction activities.  
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
d)  Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project substantially 
interfered with native migratory fish or wildlife species movement or with established wildlife corridors, or 
substantially impeded native wildlife nursery sites. The proposed Project site is not located within an 
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridor. No native wildlife nursery sites were observed during 
the biological survey. Therefore, there would be no impact relating to wildlife movement.  
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

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

    

No Impact.  A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project conflicted with any 
local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as with a tree preservation policy.  The Project 
site contains a small number of early-stage California/coast live oak trees within the red willow thicket 
vegetation type on site.  The proposed Project would include the removal of the trees and shrubs within this 
vegetation type and within the surrounding vegetation types, including the removal of these oak trees. 
Consultation with the City’s oak tree arborist or authorized City official is recommended to determine whether 
the Project is consistent with the City’s Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance , including the applicability of the 
following exemptions (17.51.040.B.1 and 17.51.040.B.2). Notwithstanding the provisions of the City’s code 
(MC 17.17.090 Oak Tree Preservation), an oak tree permit is not required under the following circumstances: 
   

a. For trees that do not exceed six (6) inches in circumference when measured at a point four and one-
half (4 ½) feet above a tree’s natural grade or for those trees on properties occupied by single family 
residence that do not exceed twelve and one-half (12 ½) inches in circumference when measured at a 
point four and one-half (4 ½) feet above the tree’s natural grade.  

  
Therefore, the proposed Project would result in no impact.     
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
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? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
substantially conflicted with provisions of adopted Habitat Conservation Plans (HCP), Natural Community 
Conservation Plans (NCCP), or other approved habitat conservation plans.  The proposed Project site does 
not occur within the limits of any adopted HCP, NCCP, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan.  The proposed Project would be consistent with the applicable goals and policies of the 
County General Plan 2035 Conservation and Natural Resources Element during construction of the proposed 
Project.  Therefore, the proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact. 

 

5.  CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines § 15064.5? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
caused a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. Per CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.5(b)(1), a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource means physical 
demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such that the 
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significance of an historical resource would be materially impaired. Additionally, per CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.5(b)(4), a lead agency shall identify potentially feasible measures to mitigate significant adverse 
changes in the significance of an historical resource. The lead agency shall ensure that any adopted measures 
to mitigate or avoid significant changes are fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other 
measures. California Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5020.1(j) defines a “historical resource” as any 
object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which is historically or archaeologically 
significant, or is significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, 
social, political, military, or cultural annals of California. A historical resource includes buildings, sites, 
structures, objects, or district, each of which may have historical, prehistoric, architectural, archaeological, 
cultural, or scientific importance and is eligible for listing or is listed in the California Register of Historical 
Resources (CRHR).2  

Per the 2023 Cultural Resource Assessment (Appendix C), no significant impact related to historical resources 
is anticipated and no further investigations are recommended unless the proposed Project is changed to 
include areas that have not been subject to the cultural resource assessment.  

Therefore, since the 2023 Cultural resource Assessment identified no significant impact related to historical 
resources, the proposed Project, as designed, would have less than significant impact.  
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact would occur if 
implementation of the proposed Project caused a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
archaeological resources. An archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5 is a resource that is listed in 
or determined to be eligible for listing in the CRHR.3 According to the Cultural Resources Study, there are 
no known archaeological resources present on the proposed Project site.  
 
California PRC Section 21083.2(g) defines a unique archaeological resource as an artifact, object, or site about 
which it can be clearly demonstrated that, without merely adding to the current body of knowledge, there is a 
high probability that it: 

• Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and that there is a 
demonstrable public interest in that information; or 

• Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available example 
of its type; or 

• Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or person. 

California PRC Section 21083.2(h) defines a nonunique archaeological resource as an artifact, object, or site 
which does not meet the criteria in subdivision (g). A nonunique archaeological resource need be given no 
further consideration, other than the simple recording of its existence by the lead agency if it so elects. 

Although the proposed Project’s Cultural Resources Assessment (Appendix C) concluded that there are no 
known archaeological resources present on the proposed Project site, waterways and washes act as collection 
basins for wind and rain-collected materials. There is a high likelihood of encountering historic can scatter 

 
2 https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=PRC&sectionNum=5020.1. 
3 https://californiapreservation.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/CPF-Archaeology-Presentation-Sept-2015.pdf 



August 2025 

19/51 

and other lightweight historic resources in the Channel. The cleanup effort would result in extensive soil 
disturbing activities that are likely to reveal subsurface cultural resources.  

Therefore, impacts pursuant to CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5 would result in a less than significant impact 
with mitigation incorporated. 
 
Mitigation Measures: 
 
CUL-1: While the current study has not indicated sensitivity for unknown cultural resources within the Project 
boundaries, ground disturbing activities during the one-time cleanout have the potential to reveal buried 
deposits not observed on the surface during previous surveys. Prior to the initiation of ground-disturbing 
activities, field personnel should be alerted to the possibility of buried prehistoric or historic cultural deposits. 
If field personnel encounter buried cultural materials, then work in the immediate vicinity of the find would 
cease and a qualified archaeologist would be retained to assess the significance of the find. The qualified 
archaeologist will have the authority to stop or divert construction excavation as necessary. If the qualified 
archaeologist finds that any cultural resources present meet eligibility requirements for listing on the California 
Register or the National Register, plans for the treatment, evaluation, and mitigation of impacts to the find 
will be developed. Prehistoric or historic cultural materials that may be encountered during ground-disturbing 
activities include:   

• Historic artifacts such as glass bottles and fragments, cans, nails, ceramic and pottery fragments, and 
other metal objects. 

• Historic structural or building foundations, walkways, cisterns, pipes, privies, and other structural 
elements. 

• Prehistoric flaked-stone artifacts and debitage (waste material), consisting of obsidian, basalt, and/or 
cryptocrystalline silicates. 

• Groundstone artifacts, including mortars, pestles, and grinding slabs. 
• Dark, greasy soil that may be associated with charcoal, ash, bone, shell, flaked stone, groundstone, 

and fire affected rocks. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

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

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
disturbed any human remains, including remains interred outside of a dedicated cemetery. According to the 
2023 Cultural Resource Assessment (Appendix C), the proposed Project site is not known to or suspected to 
have been used as a cemetery or contain human remains. The Assessment results were positive for known 
tribally affiliated resources during the Sacred Lands File search with the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC). Additional discussion of tribally affiliated  resources is described in more detail in the 
Tribal Cultural Resources section below.   
 
Regardless, if human remains are encountered during the undertaking, State Health and Safety Code Section 
7050.5 would be followed, which states that no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has 
made a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The 
County Coroner must be notified of the find immediately. If the remains are determined to be prehistoric, 
the coroner will notify the NAHC, which will determine and notify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD). With 
the permission of the landowner or his/her authorized representative, the MLD may inspect the site of the 
discovery. The MLD shall complete the inspection within 48 hours of notification by the NAHC. Due to 
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previous development, human remains are not anticipated to be present on the site. Therefore, the proposed 
Project would result in a less than significant impact.  

 

6. ENERGY 

Would the project: Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Result in potentially significant environmental 
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
resulted in substantially wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during Project 
construction.  
 
Based on CalEEMod estimations within the modeling output files used to estimate Greenhouse Gas (GHG) 
emissions associated with future development projects under the General Plan, construction-related vehicle 
trips would result in approximately 611,224 vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and consume an estimated 73,190 
gallons of gasoline and diesel combined during future development projects construction phases. Additionally, 
on-site construction equipment would consume an estimated 44,668 gallons of diesel fuel. Limitations on 
idling of vehicles and equipment and requirements that equipment be properly maintained would result in 
fuel savings. California Code of Regulations, Title 13, Sections 2449 and 2485, limit idling from both on-road 
and off-road diesel-powered equipment and are enforced by the Air Resources Board (ARB). Additionally, 
given the cost of fuel, contractors and owners have a strong financial incentive to avoid wasteful, inefficient, 
and unnecessary consumption of energy during construction. 
 
Due to the temporary nature of construction and the financial incentives for to use energy-consuming 
resources in an efficient manner, the construction phase of the proposed Project would not result in wasteful, 
inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy. Therefore, the construction-related impacts related to 
electricity and fuel consumption would be less than significant. 
 
The proposed Project does not include ongoing maintenance activities and therefore no operational activities 
will occur. Therefore, no impact to operational-related activities related to electricity and fuel consumption 
would be occur. 
 

Table 2 – Project and County Energy Consumption 

Energy Type 
Project Annual 

Energy 
Consumption1 

Los Angeles County 
Annual Off-Road 

Energy Consumption2 

Percentage 
Increase 

Countywide3 
Fuel Consumption 
Construction Fuel 
Consumption 67,487 gallons 374,830,981 gallons 0.00018% 
Notes: 
1 As modeled in CalEEMod version 2020. 4.0 
2 The Project increases in automotive fuel consumption are compared with the projected Countywide diesel fuel consumption in 2023. 
3 Project fuel consumption calculated based on CalEEMod results. Countywide fuel consumption is from the CARB EMFAC22017 model. 

 
Overall, the proposed Project would result in less than significant environmental impacts to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during construction. 
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for 
renewable energy or energy efficiency? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project conflicted or 
substantially obstructed a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. 
 
As discussed previously, the proposed Project would result in energy consumption through the combustion 
of fossil fuels in construction vehicles, worker commute vehicles, and construction equipment, and the use 
of electricity for temporary buildings, lighting, and other sources. California Code of Regulations Title 13, 
Sections 2449 and 2485, limit idling from both on- road and off-road diesel-powered equipment and are 
enforced by the ARB. The proposed Project would comply with these regulations. There are no policies at 
the local level applicable to energy conservation specific to the construction phase. Thus, it is anticipated that 
construction of the proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted 
for the purpose of reducing energy use or increasing the use of renewable energy. Therefore, construction-
related energy efficiency and renewable energy standards consistency impacts would have no impact. 

 

7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

Would the project: 
 

    

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

    

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
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 active fault trace?  Refer to Division of 
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.  

 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project caused 
substantial rupture of a known earthquake fault. Per the Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42, the purpose of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act is to address the hazard 
of surface fault rupture through regulation of development in Earthquake Fault Zones (EFZs) areas 
near Holocene-active faults. As outlined in the General Plan 2035 Figure 12.1 – Seismic and Geotechnical 
Hazard Zones Policy Map4, the proposed Project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zone or an EFZ. The nearest fault zones are located 3-miles southwest of the proposed Project 
site. The proposed Project site is not within the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or other 
designated fault zone. Therefore, no impact would occur.  
 
 
 
 

 
4 https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_12-1_seismic_hazards.pdf  
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
 ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking?  
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project resulted in or 
contribute to substantially strong seismic ground shaking. As discussed in Threshold a(i) above, several 
fault zones are located approximately 3 miles southwest of the proposed Project site. The entire Southern 
California region is susceptible to strong ground shaking from severe earthquakes. However, as the 
proposed Project would consist of cleanup efforts and storm drain outlet structures are to be constructed, 
the proposed Project would not include changes to the operations of the Channel and associated 
infrastructure, therefore potential impacts related to strong seismic ground shaking would have no 
impact. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
 iii)  Seismic-related ground failure, including 
 liquefaction?  
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed 
Project caused substantial seismic-related ground failure, including substantial liquefaction. The entirety 
of the proposed Project site is in a seismically induced liquefaction zone as outlined in the County General 
Plan 2035 Figure 12.-1 – Seismic and Geotechnical Hazard Zones Policy Map5 and the EQ Zapp: California 
Earthquake Hazards Zone Application. Liquefaction is a secondary seismic hazard resulting from the 
interaction of ground shaking with existing soil and bedrock conditions. Lateral spreading involves 
primarily lateral movement of earth materials due to ground shaking.  However, the proposed Project’s 
activities consist of a one-time cleaning out of sediment material and removal of vegetation and minor 
repair to the side levees, potential channel repairs, access ramps, staging areas, and storm drain outlets 
for flood prevention purposes. These activities would be occurring on already developed and heavily 
disturbed spaces and are not expected to result in seismic-related ground failure, such as liquefaction and 
lateral spreading.  Therefore, it is not anticipated that implementation of the proposed Project would 
result in seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction and lateral spreading during construction 
activities. Potential impacts would be less than significant. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
 iv)  Landslides?  
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed 
Project caused substantial land sliding. Figure 12-1 – Seismic and Geotechnical Hazard Zones Policy Map of the 
County’s General Plan 20354 indicates that the proposed Project site abuts to the east a Seismically Induced 
Landslide Zone. As earlier mentioned, the proposed Project site has been heavily modified by concrete 
and the construction of the existing soft bottom basin. While the proposed Project would remove flora 
completely and make as-needed minor repairs to the levees, the activity would not be within the existing 
landslide sensitivity area. As the proposed Project site is not located within a landslide zone, has been 
heavily modified, occurs within a concrete-lined levee, implementation of the proposed Project would not 
result in landslides. Potential impacts would be less than significant. 
 

 
5 https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_12-1_seismic_hazards.pdf  
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil?  
 

    

No Impact.  A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to occur in 
substantial soil erosion or substantial loss of topsoil. The proposed Project activities will not remove any 
naturally occurring topsoil during the removal of excess sediment and vegetation. There is no anticipated 
construction or development that would remove topsoil or result in soil erosion. Additionally, as previously 
discussed, the proposed Project would implement a SWPPP that shall include the minimum BMPs required 
for assessed Project Risk Level, including BMPs for erosion and sediment control. Therefore, the proposed 
Project would have no impact. 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 
unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of 
the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction 
or collapse?  
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to occur on an unstable geologic unit or soil and resulted in substantial on- or off-site landslides, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. As discussed in the threshold responses under threshold a) 
above, while the proposed Project site may be in a seismically induced liquefaction zone and within relative 
distance to faults and seismically induced landslide zones, implementation of the proposed Project would not 
exacerbate or cause any of these geologic events. The proposed Project site is in an area that has already been 
heavily modified with concrete work and construction, none of which has resulted in on- or off-site 
landslides, lateral spreading, liquefaction, or collapse. Further, implementation of the proposed Project would 
not involve heavy or prolonged ground disturbance or activities that would modify the environment as it 
currently exists. Thus, the proposed Project is not considered to be located on a geologic unit or soil that 
would become unstable and result in these geologic events. Potential impacts would be less than significant. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
d)  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?  
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to be built on 
expansive soils without proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project 
buildings, thus posing a hazard to life and property. Expansive soils have relatively high clay mineral and 
expand with the addition of water and shrink when dried, which can cause damage to overlying structures. 
According to the UC Davis SoilWeb 6maps for California, this Project has a drainage class of “Well Drained”. 
Indicating that this Project has low potential for expansive soils. Also, the proposed Project would comply 
with the requirements of the Uniform Building Code (UBC) and other applicable building codes. Compliance 
with such requirements would reduce impacts related to expansive soil during construction activities, which 
would not result in changes to operations. Impacts would be less than significant. 
 

 
6 https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/ December 2023 

https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
e)  Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the 
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems where sewers are not available for the 
disposal of wastewater? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to occur on 
soils incapable of adequately supporting use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where 
sewers are not available for wastewater disposal. The proposed Project includes a single cleanout of the 
Haskell Canyon that includes removal of excess silt, vegetation, and potentially concrete repairs to the levies. 
No installation of structures that would require a septic tank is anticipated.  No impact related to soils 
incapable of supporting wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater would occur.  
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
f)  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geological 
feature?  
 

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact would occur if 
implementation of the proposed Project were to directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geological feature. A paleontological resource is defined as including fossilized 
remains of vertebrate and invertebrate organisms, fossil tracks and trackways, and plant fossils. Ground 
disturbing activities always have the potential to expose buried deposits not observed on the surface during 
previous surveys. As described in the Cultural Resources section above, Threshold b), with implementation 
of MM CUL-1 below, prior to initiating Project ground-disturbing activities, the Project construction 
contractor would be notified of the possibility of buried prehistoric or historic cultural deposits. If 
construction encounters buried cultural materials, work in the immediate vicinity of the discovery would cease. 
A qualified archaeologist would be called on site to assess the significance of the find. The qualified 
archaeologist will have the authority to stop or divert construction excavation as necessary. If the qualified 
archaeologist finds that any discovered cultural resource(s) meets listing eligibility criteria on the California 
Register or the National Register, then plans for the treatment, evaluation, and mitigation of discovery impacts 
would be developed. Impacts to a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geological feature would 
be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  
 
Mitigation Measures: 
 
CUL-1: While the current study has not indicated sensitivity for unknown cultural resources within the Project 
boundaries, ground disturbing activities during the one-time cleanout always have the potential to reveal 
buried deposits not observed on the surface during previous surveys. Prior to the initiation of ground-
disturbing activities, field personnel should be alerted to the possibility of buried prehistoric or historic cultural 
deposits. If field personnel encounter buried cultural materials, work in the immediate vicinity of the find 
would cease and a qualified archaeologist would be retained to assess the significance of the find. The qualified 
archaeologist will have the authority to stop or divert construction excavation as necessary. If the qualified 
archaeologist finds that any cultural resources present meet eligibility requirements for listing on the California 
Register or the National Register, plans for the treatment, evaluation, and mitigation of impacts to the find 
will be developed. Prehistoric or historic cultural materials that may be encountered during ground-disturbing 
activities include:   
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• Historic artifacts such as glass bottles and fragments, cans, nails, ceramic and pottery fragments, and 
other metal objects. 

• Historic structural or building foundations, walkways, cisterns, pipes, privies, and other structural 
elements. 

• Prehistoric flaked-stone artifacts and debitage (waste material), consisting of obsidian, basalt, and/or 
cryptocrystalline silicates. 

• Groundstone artifacts, including mortars, pestles, and grinding slabs. 
• Dark, greasy soil that may be associated with charcoal, ash, bone, shell, flaked stone, groundstone, 

and fire affected rocks. 
 

8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, either 
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 
impact on the environment? 
  

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to generate substantial greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions that would have a significant impact on the 
environment. The County has not adopted a significant threshold for assessing impacts related to GHG 
emissions. Similarly, the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), California Air Resources 
Board (CARB), or any other state or regional agency has not yet adopted a numerical significance threshold 
for assessing GHG emissions that applies to the proposed Project. As there is no applicable adopted or 
accepted threshold of significance for GHG emissions, the methodology utilized in the proposed Project’s 
GHG Assessment (Appendix A) for evaluating the proposed Project’s impacts related to GHG emissions 
focuses on the proposed Project’s consistency with statewide, regional, and local plans adopted for the 
purpose of reducing and/or mitigating GHG emissions. This evaluation of consistency with such plans is the 
sole basis for determining the significance of the proposed Project’s GHG-related impacts on the 
environment. 
 
Notwithstanding, for informational purposes, the proposed Project’s GHG analysis also calculates the 
amount of GHG emission that would be attributable to the Project using recommended air quality models. 
The primary purpose of quantifying the proposed Project’s GHG emissions is to satisfy State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064.4(a), which calls for a good-faith effort to describe and calculate emissions. The 
estimated emissions inventory is also used to determine if there would be a reduction in the proposed Project’s 
incremental contribution of GHG emissions because of compliance with regulations and requirements 
adopted to implement plans for the reduction or mitigation of GHG emissions. As discussed above, the 
County has not adopted a GHG significance threshold, nor has SCAQMD adopted a numerical significance 
threshold for assessing GHG emissions applicable to the proposed Project. For informational purposes, the 
following are options for thresholds the SCAQMD has considered in their ongoing efforts of establishing 
GHG thresholds. The following may be used as a form of informational reference in comparing the amount 
of Project GHG emissions as calculated in the proposed Project’s GHG Assessment (Appendix A). However, 
the significance of the proposed Project’s GHG emissions impacts is not based on amount of GHG emissions 
resulting from the Project.  
 
The SCAQMD has considered the following options for lead agencies with regard to numerical 
residential/commercial GHG significance thresholds: 
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• Separate numerical thresholds for residential projects (3,500 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent 

[MTCO2e]/year), commercial projects (1,400 MTCO2e/year), and mixed-use projects (3,000 
MTCO2e/year) 

• A single numerical threshold for all non-industrial projects of 3,000 MTCO2e/year 
 
While these thresholds do not specifically describe the proposed Project, the proposed Project would most 
likely be described as a non-industrial project due to the nature of the proposed Project. Table 2 below 
summarizes the proposed Project’s estimated GHG emissions as calculated by the GHG Assessment. Table 
3 provides proposed Project GHG emissions amortized over the lifetime of the proposed Project, which was 
assumed to be 30 years. In total, proposed Project GHG emissions would equate to approximately 44.18 
MTCO2e per year when amortized over 30 years, or a total 1,836.38 MTCO2e. Though this comparison has 
been made for informational purposes, when compared to the 3,000 MTCO2e per year threshold for non-
industrial projects that has been considered by the SCAQMD, the proposed Project’s GHG emissions would 
fall well-below the threshold. The proposed Project would not generate operational emissions when compared 
to existing conditions. 
 

Table 3 – Estimated Project GHG Emissions 

Source 
CO2 CH4 N2O 

Metric tons/year1 Metric tons/year1 Metric 
tons/year1 

Direct Emissions 
Construction 
(amortized over 30 
years)4 

43.16 1.84E-03 44.18 

Total Project-Related 
Emissions 44.18 MTCO2e/year 
Notes: 
Carbon dioxide equivalent = CO2e; metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent per year = MTCO2e per year 
CO2 = carbon dioxide; CH4 = methane; N2O = nitrous oxide 

1. Project emissions were calculated using CalEEMod version 2020.4.0, as recommended by SCAQMD 
2. Totals may be slightly off due to rounding 
3. Carbon dioxide equivalent values calculated using the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Website, Greenhouse Gas Equivalencies 

Calculator, http://www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gas-equivalencies-calculator 
4. Total Project construction GHG emissions equate to 1,836.38 MTCO2e. The value shown is amortized over the lifetime of the Project 

(assumed to be 30 years). 
 

 
As shown above, the proposed Project’s impact would be less than significant.  
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of greenhouse gases? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to substantially conflict with applicable adopted plans, policies, or regulations for the reduction of GHG 
emissions. Please see the response to Greenhouse Gas Threshold a) above. As discussed under Threshold a), 
the proposed Project would comply with or exceed 2017 CARB Scoping Plan goals, policies, and strategies 
and would therefore be consistent with applicable General Plan Air Quality Element policies AQ 3.1 and AQ 

https://ruthvillalobosassociates.sharepoint.com/sites/rva/Shared%20Documents/2021-0022%20-%20Peck%20Water%20Conservation%20Basin%20Outlet%20Modification%20Project/CEQA/or,%20http:/www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gas-equivalencies-calcul
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3.4. Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted 
for the purpose of reducing emissions of GHGs. Potential impacts would be less than significant. 

 

9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to improperly 
routinely transport, store, produce, use, or dispose of hazardous materials in such a way as to create a 
significant hazard to the public or environment. Construction of the proposed Project would involve the 
temporary use of potentially hazardous materials, including vehicle fuels, oils, and transmission fluids. 
However, standard construction BMPs are a requirement for all LACFCD projects, which includes the 
prevention of hazardous materials, such as vehicle fuel, being released into the environment from 
construction-related equipment.   
 
As listed above, the proposed Project will implement BMPs and a SWPPP would be required for the Project 
and would be designed to reduce potential adverse effects on surface water quality through the Project 
construction period. The proposed Project would not entail the production or disposal of hazardous materials. 
Therefore, impacts related to routine transport, storage, production, use or disposal of hazardous materials 
would be less than significant.  
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

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

    

Less than significant. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project would not account for or 
mitigate for reasonably foreseeable upset and accidental conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials or waste into the environment. The sediment to be removed from the channel is not assumed to be 
hazardous material and therefore the proposed Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials or waste into the environment. The proposed Project would not require the use of 
hazardous materials or acutely hazardous materials, other than fuel and lubricants associated with use of 
typical construction equipment. Construction would include the temporary use of fuels, oils, and fluids. As 
with requirements for all projects, the proposed Project would comply with applicable federal, state, and local 
regulations governing hazardous materials, including the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act at the 
federal level, California’s Hazardous Waste Control Law, and Title 32 of the County’s Municipal Code. In 
addition, Section 8.90 – Hazardous Substances and Section 8.100 Hazardous Waste Control of the City’s 
Municipal Code would be adhered to as required for all projects within the City. Less than significant 
impacts would occur.    
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of sensitive land uses? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to emit 
substantial hazardous emissions or involved the handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of sensitive land uses. The sensitive land uses, or receptors, are 
preschools, schools, daycare centers, nursing homes, and hospitals because children and the elderly are more 
vulnerable than adults to the consequences of hazardous materials.  
 
The nearest sensitive land use to the proposed Project site is Bouquet Canyon Elementary School located at 
28110 Wellston Dr., Santa Clarita, California 91350 which is approximately 0.85 mile southeast of the Project 
area. The proposed Project would not emit any hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of sensitive land uses.  
 
The proposed Project would not require the use of hazardous materials or acutely hazardous materials, other 
than fuel and lubricants associated with use of typical construction equipment. Construction would include 
the temporary use of fuels, oils, and fluids. The proposed Project would not emit hazardous emissions or 
handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of sensitive 
land uses. Less than significant impacts would occur. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
d)  Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code § 65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment?  
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to occur on a 
site known to be a hazardous materials site such that a significant hazard to the public or environment would 
occur. A review of the Department of Toxic Substances Control’s Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List, 
or “Cortese” List, compiled pursuant to Government Code § 65962.5(a) reveals that the proposed Project site 
is not located on a site included on the list. Therefore, as the proposed Project site is not located on a site 
included on the Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List, the proposed Project would not create an 
associated significant hazard to the public or environment during construction activities and no impact would 
occur. 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
e)  For a project located within 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, would the project result in a safety hazard or 
excessive noise for people residing or working in the 
project area?  
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No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project resulted in a safety 
hazard or excessive noise for people within the proposed Project area, were the Project area to occur within 
an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport.  The proposed Project site is not located 
within 2 miles of any public airport, the closest public airport is the Agua Dulce Airport at 11.1 miles to the 
northeast, as depicted on Figure 6.2 – Airport Influence Areas Policy Map7of the General Plan 2035. Thus, the 
Project would not result in aviation-related safety hazards or excessive noise for people residing or working 
in the proposed Project area during construction activities. No impact resulting in safety hazard due to 
proximity to an airport land use would occur. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
f)  Impair implementation of, or physically interfere 
with, an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan?  
 

    

Less Than Significant Impacts. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project substantially 
impaired implementation of, or substantially physically interfered with, an adopted emergency response plan 
or emergency evacuation plan. The construction of the proposed Project would not alter or otherwise interfere 
with rights-of-way open to the general public and would provide adequate internal ingress and egress for 
necessary emergency response vehicles. The proposed Project site intersects through a Secondary Disaster 
Route for the community of Santa Clarita; however the laydown yards and cleanup improvements would not 
be located along the egress route and therefore would not substantially interfere with the emergency response 
as shown in Figure 12.6, Disaster Routes Map8, of the County’s General Plan 2035. The proposed Project would 
not interfere with traffic circulation on designated disaster routes during cleanup activities. Less than 
significant impacts to an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan would occur. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
g)  Expose people or structures, either directly or 
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wildland fires? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project would directly or 
indirectly expose people or structures to substantial risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. The 
proposed Project’s cleanup of excess sediment and vegetation removal would not constitute a potentially 
dangerous fire hazard.  

 
The proposed Project would not expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving fires because of inadequate water and pressure to meet fire flow standards. 
The proposed Project does not include any habitable structures. The existing soft bottom basin is for 
authorized LACFCD use only and is not open to the general public.  
 
While all of California is subject to some degree of fire hazard, there are specific features that make some 
areas more hazardous. The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) is required 
by law to map areas of significant fire hazards based on fuels, terrain, weather, and other relevant factors. 
These zones, referred to as Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ), influence how people construct buildings 
and protect property to reduce risk associated with wildland fires. As shown on Figure 12.5 – Fire Hazard 

 
7 https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_6-2_los_angeles_co_airport_influence_areas.pdf  
8 https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_12-6_Disaster_Routes.pdf  
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Severity Zones Policy Map8 of the County’s 2035 General Plan, the proposed Project site is not located within a 
moderate to very high fire hazard zone.  

 
No impact would occur regarding exposing people or structures to wildland fire risks due to Project 
construction activities. 

 

10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

    

Less than Significant Impact. A SWPPP would be required for the proposed Project and would be designed 
to reduce potential adverse impacts on surface water quality through the Project construction period. The 
SWPPP would address the following objectives: (1) all pollutants and their sources, including sources of 
sediment associated with construction, construction site erosion, and all other activities associated with 
construction activity are controlled; (2) where not otherwise required to be under a RWQCB permit, all non-
stormwater discharges are identified and eliminated, controlled, or treated; (3) site BMPs are effective and 
result in the reduction or elimination of pollutants in stormwater discharges and authorized non-stormwater 
discharges from construction activity to the Best Available Technology Economically Achievable/Best 
Conventional Pollutant Control Technology (BAT/BCT) standard; (4) calculations and design details as well 
as BMP controls for site run-on are complete and correct; and (5) stabilization BMPs installed to reduce or 
eliminate pollutants after construction are completed. The SWPPP would be prepared by a Qualified SWPPP 
Developer. The SWPPP shall include the minimum BMPs required for the assessed Project Risk Level. These 
include: BMPs for erosion and sediment control, site management/housekeeping/waste management, 
management of non-stormwater discharges, infiltration and runoff controls, and BMP 
inspection/maintenance/repair activities. The SWPPP would include a construction site monitoring program 
that identifies requirements for dry weather visual observations of pollutants at all discharge locations. A 
Qualified SWPPP Practitioner shall be responsible for implementing the BMPs at the site and performing all 
required monitoring and inspection/maintenance/repair activities. If the Project is deemed a Risk Level 2 or 
3 by a Qualified SWPPP Practitioner, the LACFCD would also prepare a Rain Event Action Plan as part of 
the SWPPP preparation process. Since the site cleanup would comply with the SWPPP, the proposed Project 
would not violate water quality standards nor waste discharge requirements and would not otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality. Less than significant impacts would occur.  
 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
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. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to substantially decrease groundwater supplies or substantially interfere with groundwater recharge. The 
proposed Project would be conducted in one phase for the one-time cleanout. Activities would include minor 
repairs to the concrete, access ramps, removal of vegetation, debris, excess sediment and grading to achieve 
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designed drainage standards within the approximately 10.86-acre Project site. Proposed Project construction 
would not consist of any activities that would substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere with 
groundwater recharge. Rather, construction would provide the infrastructure necessary to achieve the 
Channel’s purpose of allowing more water to be released to increase groundwater recharge capabilities 
downstream of the site. Since the proposed Project is anticipated to increase groundwater recharge 
downstream, less than significant impacts would occur. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
LTS Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project would substantially 
alter the drainage pattern of an existing stream or river so that erosion of siltation would result. As stated 
above, the proposed construction activities would be removal and grading of excess sediment caused by 
siltation. During the cleanup, a SWPPP is required and would be implemented with BMPs to control and 
minimize erosion and siltation. After the cleanout is completed, the proposed Project would continue to 
function as intended and is not anticipated to result in substantial erosion or siltation during cleanup activities. 
Less than significant impacts would occur. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
LTS Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

(ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of 
surface runoff in a manner which would result in 
flooding on- or offsite;  
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project would substantially 
alter the drainage pattern of an existing stream or river such that flooding would result. The proposed Project 
is not anticipated to increase the rate, amount, or depth of surface runoff during the cleanup efforts. The 
construction activities would require a SWPPP that includes best practices to reduce potential adverse effects 
against flooding caused by surface runoff. After the cleanout is complete, the existing channel would continue 
to function as intended. Impacts relating to the increase in runoff would be considered less than significant 
during construction activities.  
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
(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; 
or 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if runoff water would exceed the capacity 
of existing or planned storm drain systems serving the proposed Project site, or if the proposed Project would 
substantially increase the probability that polluted runoff would reach the storm drain system. The proposed 
Project would not create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of the existing 
stormwater drainage systems nor provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff during construction 
activities. The proposed Project would implement BMPs outlined in the SWPPP that would limit the amount 
of construction runoff during cleanup activities. After construction, the existing channel would continue to 
function as intended. Therefore, water runoff during construction activities of the proposed Project would 
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not exceed the capacity of existing or planned drainage systems, and proposed Project impacts would be less 
than significant.  
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
LTS Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

(iv)  Impede or redirect flood flows?     
Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project included residential 
development and would be located within a 100-year or 500-year floodplain or would impede or redirect flood 
flows. The proposed Project does not include new development and would not impede or redirect flood 
flows. Cleanup activities of the wash are a one-time activity and would not impede or redirect flows; after 
cleanup, the existing channel will continue to function as intended. Therefore, potential impacts from 
construction would be less than significant in regard to impeding or redirecting flood flows. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

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

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to cause substantial risk of release of pollutants within a flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zone. The 
proposed Project involves the cleaning up of an existing channel. The Channel is not within a federal 100, 
200-, or 500-year flood plain hazard area or tsunami hazard zone as shown in the General Plan 2035 Figure 
12.2 – Flood Hazard Zone Policy Map9 and Figure 12.3 – Tsunami Hazard Areas10. The cleanup activities would 
not include the release of any pollutants due to Project inundation. Any release of pollutants due to inundation 
would be less than significant.  
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

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

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to conflict with or substantially obstruct a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater 
management plan. Potential pollutants generated by the proposed Project would be typical of construction 
and may include sediment, trash and debris, oil and grease, and concrete. During construction, the proposed 
Project would implement a SWPPP with the appropriate BMPs to decrease potential pollutants from being 
picked up and released in stormwater runoff. After construction, the existing channel will continue to function 
as intended. Thus, the proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 
control plan or a sustainable ground water management plan during construction activities. Project impacts 
would be less than significant. 
 

11.  LAND USE AND PLANNING 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Physically divide an established community?     
 

9 https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_12-2_flood_zones.pdf  
10 https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_12-3_la_co_tsunami_hazard_areas.pdf  
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 No Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project would be large in scale or built in such 
a way that it creates a physical barrier within an established community. A physical division of an established 
community can be caused by a travel impediment or physical barrier, such as a new freeway with limited access 
between neighborhoods on either side of the freeway, or major street closures. The proposed Project would 
not involve any street closures or result in the development of new roads or highways. The proposed Project 
would include one-time cleanout and minor repair activities on an existing channel including removal of 
vegetation, debris, excess sediment and grading to achieve designed drainage standards within the 
approximately 10.86-acre Project site. The Channel may require repairs on the concrete slopes, this will be 
determined once vegetation is removed, and the slope becomes fully visible for inspection. While the 
proposed Project area is adjacent to residential communities to the south, east, and west, implementation of 
the proposed Project would only occur within the existing channel. There would be no impact related to the 
physical division of an established community.  
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Cause a significant environmental impact due to a 
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect?  
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is inconsistent with the General Plan or zoning 
designations currently applicable to the proposed Project site, and would cause adverse environmental effects, 
which the General Plan and zoning ordinance are designed to avoid or mitigate. The proposed Project 
involves cleanup activities at an existing facility, within the LACFCD’s existing property. Construction would 
be temporary and localized within a portion of Haskell Canyon Channel, immediately north of Copper Hill 
drive. The Project would include a one-time cleanout and minor repair activities including removal of 
vegetation, debris, excess sediment and grading to achieve designed drainage standards within the 
approximately 10.86-acre Project site. The Channel may require repairs on the concrete slopes, this will be 
determined once vegetation is removed, and the slope becomes fully visible for inspection. No expansion 
outside of the current facility site boundaries would occur. Additionally, as the proposed Project is a LACFCD 
project and would be constructed in accordance with County standards and regulations, the proposed Project 
would not conflict with any County land use plan, policy, or any regulations adopted for the purpose of 
avoidance or mitigation of an environmental effect. The proposed Project is within the city limits of Santa 
Clarita and would have no impact on municipal land uses. No impact would occur.  

 

12. MINERAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource that would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project would result in the loss of availability 
of known mineral resources of regional value or locally important mineral resource recovery site. According 
to the County’s General Plan 203510 and the city of Santa Clarita One Valley One Vision General Plan indicates 
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11the proposed Project site is not located on lands designated as a mineral resource zone. The City of Santa 
Clarita General Plan shows the Haskell Canyon Channel’s use as Drainage/River, and the proposed Project 
would not change this use. The Project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state. Overall, as the proposed Project site 
location is designated for continued flood control functions, and as the site is already highly developed with 
concreted areas and compacted soils, potential construction impacts as they relate to the loss of availability of 
a known mineral resource would not occur. No impact would occur. 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Result in the loss of availability of a locally 
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on 
a local general plan, specific plan or other land use 
plan? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to result in 
the substantial loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site. As discussed in the 
response to threshold a) above, according to the County’s General Plan 2035 and the City of Santa Clarita 
One Valley One Vision General Plan indicates the proposed Project site is not located within a mineral 
resource zone. Thus, as the proposed Project site has been designated in the City’s General Plan for continued 
flood control and groundwater recharge uses, the site is not designated or used as a locally important mineral 
resource recovery site. No impact would occur. 
 

13. NOISE 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Generation of a substantial temporary or 
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the 
vicinity of the project in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?  
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the 
Project area such that noise levels would exceed applicable noise standards. A Noise Study (Appendix D) was 
conducted for the proposed Project and the following is based on the results. The nearest sensitive receptors 
are single-family residences which are within approximately 20 and 487 feet away to the east and west of the 
Project.  
 
While the City of Santa Clarita General Plan Guidelines provide direction on noise compatibility and establish 
noise standards by land use type that are sufficient to assess the significance of noise impacts, they do not 
define the levels at which increases are considered substantial for use under this threshold. Construction 
activities would occur between 7:00 a.m. and 4 p.m. during weekdays, which would be consistent with City 

 

11 https://filecenter.santa-clarita.com/EIR/OVOV/Draft/4_0_CumImpacts091410.pdf December 2023 

 

https://filecenter.santa-clarita.com/EIR/OVOV/Draft/4_0_CumImpacts091410.pdf
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of Santa Clarita Municipal Code construction hour limits (between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Mondays through 
Saturdays).  
 
Construction noise typically occurs intermittently and varies depending on the nature or phase of 
construction. The City’s General Plan and Municipal Code do not establish numeric maximum acceptable 
construction source noise levels at potentially affected receivers for CEQA analysis purposes. Therefore, a 
numerical construction threshold based on Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Transit Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment Manual is used for analysis of daytime construction impacts. The FTA states 
that the reasonable threshold of 80 DBA Leq. To evaluate whether the Project will generate potentially 
significant short-term noise levels at nearest receiver locations, a construction-related daytime noise level 
threshold of 80 dBA Leq is used as a reasonable threshold to assess the daytime construction noise level 
impacts. Noise generated by construction equipment, such as excavators, can reach high levels. During 
construction, exterior noise levels could affect residential uses in the vicinity of the proposed Project site. 
Specifically, Project construction could occur as close as approximately 20 feet from existing single-family 
residences to the west of the construction area. Construction equipment would include water trucks, off-road 
trucks, dump trucks, swamp dozer, track loaders, backhoe with bucket, excavator with mower, Gradall XL 
5200 crawler excavator with mower, long reach excavator with mower, and portable toilet with hand wash 
station. Per the Project-specific Noise Study (Appendix D), the highest construction noise levels are expected 
to range from 47.5 to 45.9 dBA Leq at the closest sensitive receiver locations. The proposed Project’s noise-
generating activities would not be substantial and would be temporary. The proposed Project would not 
introduce any long-term new noise-generating sources after construction is complete. The proposed Project 
would continue to operate as existing after construction. 
 
Project construction activities would not generate noise levels more than the FTA’s standards. Impacts would 
be less than significant. 
 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to generate substantial excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. Project 
construction can generate varying degrees of groundborne vibration, depending on the construction 
procedure and the construction equipment used. Operation of some heavy-duty construction equipment 
generates vibrations that spread through the ground and diminish in amplitude with distance from the source. 
The results from vibration can range from no perceptible effects at the lowest vibration levels, to low rumbling 
sounds and perceptible vibration at moderate levels, to slight damage at the highest levels. Groundborne 
vibrations from construction activities rarely reach levels that damage structures.  
 
The types of construction vibration impact include human annoyance and building damage. The Federal 
Transit Administration’s (FTA) Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual identifies various 
vibration damage criteria for different building classes. The evaluation uses the FTA architectural damage 
threshold for continuous vibrations at engineered concrete and masonry buildings of 0.2 inch-per-second 
peak particle velocity (PPV). As the nearest structures to proposed Project construction areas are residential 
structures, this threshold is considered appropriate. In addition, Section 12.08.560 of the County’s Municipal 
Code prohibits vibrations over 0.01 inch-per-second at 150 feet (46 meters) from the source if the source is 
on a public space or public right-of-way. 
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To analyze vibration impacts originating from the construction of Haskell Canyon Channel, vibration-
generating activities are appropriately evaluated against standards established under a City’s Municipal Code, 
if such standards exist. Since the City of Santa Clarita does not identify specific vibration level limit, Los 
Angeles County standards have been utilized to analyze vibration impacts.  The nearest off-site structure 
(single-family residential buildings to the east and west of the Project area) is located approximately 20 feet 
from proposed construction activities. According to the Noise Study (Appendix D), at the distance of only 
20 feet, the maximum vibration velocities would approximately be only 0.11 inch-per-second PPV, which 
would not exceed the County’s significance threshold of 0.30 PPV inch-per-second. Therefore, groundborne 
vibration impacts during Project construction would be less than significant.  
 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  For a project located within 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, would the 
project expose people residing or working in the 
project area to excessive noise levels? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to occur 
within the vicinity of an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport and result in substantial 
excessive noise levels. The nearest public airport is the Agua Dulce Airport located approximately 11.2 miles 
northeast of the proposed Project site. The proposed Project site is not located within any noise contour or 
the Airport Influence Area per the Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC). Also, the 
proposed Project site is not located within the vicinity of any private airstrip. Therefore, the proposed Project 
would not expose substantial numbers of people to excessive noise levels from airports during construction 
activities and no impact would occur. . 

 

14. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Induce substantial unplanned population growth in 
an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to cause 
substantial unplanned population growth in the area either directly or indirectly. The proposed Project’s 
cleanup efforts would restore the Channel to the original designed drainage standards. The proposed Project 
would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in the area either directly as it does not propose 
new homes or businesses, or indirectly as it does not propose an extension of roads or other population-
inducing infrastructure. After the cleanout, the channel would function as intended. No impact would occur 
during construction activities. 
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Displace substantial numbers of existing people or 
housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to displace 
substantial numbers of existing people or housing, resulting in the need for the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere. The proposed Project’s cleanup efforts would restore the Channel to the designed drainage 
standards of the original construction and does not propose the construction of any new structures. No 
displacement of people is to be expected by the cleanup activities that would necessitate the construction of 
housing elsewhere. Overall, potential impacts would have no impact. 
 

15. PUBLIC SERVICES 

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

    

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
LTS Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Fire protection? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts such that there would be an increased need for new or physically altered 
fire protection facilities and/or such that fire protection performance objectives would be substantially 
adversely affected. As discussed in the response to Section 14. subsection a) above, the proposed Project 
would not induce substantial unplanned populated growth in the surrounding area either directly or indirectly. 
The proposed Project would include minor concrete repairs, removal of vegetation, debris, excess sediment 
and grading to achieve designed drainage standards within the approximately 10.86-acre Project site. The 
existing soft bottom basin is for authorized LACFCD use only and is not for public use. The proposed 
Project would not generate increased demand for related to fire protection, nor would the proposed Project 
generate the need for new or physically altered government facilities such as fire stations, the construction of 
which could cause significant environmental impacts. No impact is anticipated for construction regarding 
fire protection. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Police protection? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts such that there would be an increased need for new or physically altered 
police protection facilities and/or such that police protection performance objectives would be substantially 
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adversely affected. As discussed in the response to Section 15. subsection a) above, the proposed Project 
would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in the surrounding area either directly or 
indirectly. As described, the proposed Project would include removal of vegetation, debris, excess sediment 
and grading to achieve designed drainage standards within the approximately 10.86-acre Project site. The 
proposed Project does not propose new homes, businesses, extension of roads, or other population-inducing 
infrastructure which would cause unplanned population growth, thus the proposed Project would not 
generate increased demand for public services such as those related to police protection, nor would the 
proposed Project generate the need for new or physically altered government facilities such as police stations, 
the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts. No impact is anticipated for 
construction regarding police/sheriff protection. 
 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  Schools? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts such that there would be an increased need for new or physically altered 
school facilities and/or such that performance objectives would be substantially adversely affected. The 
proposed Project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in the surrounding area either 
directly or indirectly. As previously discussed, the proposed Project is the minor concrete repairs, removal 
of vegetation, debris, excess sediment and grading to achieve designed drainage standards within the 
approximately 10.86-acre Project site. All work will be completed within the Channel and no new structures 
will be introduced. Therefore, the proposed Project would not generate increased demand for schools, nor 
would the proposed Project generate the need for new or physically altered school facilities, the construction 
of which could cause significant environmental impacts. No impact is anticipated for construction regarding 
schools. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
d)  Parks? 
 

    

No impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts such that there would be an increased need for new or physically altered 
park facilities and/or such that park facility objectives would be substantially adversely affected. As discussed 
in the response to Section 15. subsection a) above, the proposed Project would not induce substantial 
unplanned population growth in the surrounding area either directly or indirectly and the existing soft bottom 
basin is for authorized LACFCD use only and is not for public use. Therefore, the proposed Project would 
not generate increased demand for parks, nor would the proposed Project generate the need for new or 
physically altered park facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts. 
No impact for construction would occur to parks in this regard. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
e)  Other public facilities? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts such that there would be an increased need for new or physically altered 
other public facilities, such as public libraries. As previously mentioned in the response to Section 15. 
subsection a) above, the proposed Project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in the 
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surrounding area either directly or indirectly. Construction includes minor concrete repairs, removal of 
vegetation, debris, excess sediment and grading to achieve designed drainage standards within the 
approximately 10.86-acre Project site. Therefore, the proposed Project would not increase the use of other 
public facilities, including libraries, and no impact would occur. 
 
 

16. RECREATION 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
LTS Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

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? 
 

    

No  Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to result in 
substantially increased use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such 
that substantial physical deterioration of the facilities would occur or be accelerated. The proposed Project is 
a one-time cleanout which consists of minor concrete repairs, removal of vegetation, debris, excess sediment 
and grading to achieve designed drainage standards within the approximately 10.86-acre Project site. The 
existing soft bottom basin is for authorized LACFCD use only and is not for public use. The proposed Project 
would not impact existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities. After construction 
is completed, the Project will continue to function as existing as a flood control facility. The proposed Project 
would not increase the use of the existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities 
such that substantial physical deterioration of facilities would result or be accelerated. No impact would 
occur. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

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

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to include 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities that would result in substantial adverse physical effects on 
the environment. The proposed Project’s cleanup efforts would restore the Channel to the designed drainage 
standards from its original construction. There is no construction of new recreational facilities or structures. 
No impact would occur.   

17. TRANSPORTATION 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project would conflict with 
applicable programs, plans, ordinates, or policies addressing the circulation system. The proposed Project’s 
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cleanup efforts would restore the Channel to the designed drainage standards from its original construction. 
The only road that would be impacted are the access roads within the proposed Project footprint. These 
roadways have restricted access and are not open for public use. Implementation of the proposed Project 
would not significantly conflict with an applicable program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the 
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities. No impact would occur. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3. Section 15064.3, subdivision (b) 
of the CEQA Guidelines provides the Criteria for Analyzing Transportation Impacts. As explained in CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)(3), a qualitative analysis of construction traffic vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT) may be appropriate for many projects, such as the proposed Project. The proposed Project 
is a one-time cleanout of an existing channel and, as such, is expected to generate a limited amount of 
construction-related traffic. The proposed Project would have less than approximately 120 daily vehicle trips 
and would include 36 daily construction worker trips and a total of approximately 4,320 hauling trips over the 
span of the construction. Given the scope and nature of the proposed Project, which is temporary and 
involves routine construction activities, a qualitative analysis of VMT is appropriate. The Project’s limited 
number of daily trips, particularly in comparison to thresholds commonly applied in VMT assessments, 
indicates that the potential for significant transportation impacts is minimal. 

Furthermore, since the proposed Project does not involve changes in land use, long-term operational traffic, 
or other factors that could lead to a substantial increase in VMT, it would not conflict with or be inconsistent 
with the CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b). The proposed Project’s temporary and focused 
nature ensures that any increase in VMT would be short-term and negligible in the context of regional traffic 
patterns. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  

 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric 
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature or incompatible uses. The proposed 
Project’s cleanup efforts would restore the Channel to the designed drainage standards of the original 
construction, and no new structures are proposed as part of the Project.  Additionally, construction activities 
would occur within the channel, and staging areas would be on the existing access roads on both sides of the 
Channel’s banks along the entire proposed Project footprint. No new design features would be introduced 
from this Project. The proposed Project would not increase hazards on area roadways due to a geometric 
design feature or incompatible use. Impacts from construction would be less than significant. 
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
d)  Result in inadequate emergency access?     
 
Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to result in inadequate emergency access. The proposed Project would not involve any physical changes 
to the emergency access routes at or near the proposed Project site during construction. Emergency access to 
the site would continue to be provided from existing routes and emergency access would be maintained. The 
restricted access roads within the proposed Project footprint would remain open for official use and the 
staging area would not impede use of the access roads. Therefore, the proposed Project is not expected to 
affect emergency access or result in inadequate emergency access. Impacts would be less than significant. 

 

18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, 
defined in Public Resources Code §21074 as either a 
site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is 
geographically defined in terms of the size and scope 
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural 
value to a California Native American tribe, and that 
is: 

    

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
LTS Impact 

with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

(i)  Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register 
of historical resources as defined in Public Resources 
Code § 5020.1(k), or  
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to result in substantial adverse change in the significance of a listed or eligible for listing tribal cultural 
resource. The proposed Project site and area has been previously leveled, graded, and developed with a basin 
that covers over native soil and does not allow for native soils to be disturbed by the Project’s cleaning 
activities.  
 
Per the Cultural Resource Assessment (Appendix C), the proposed Project area was surveyed, and a records 
search was conducted to identify recorded cultural resources. The assessment found no cultural resources 
listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources or in a local register of historical 
resources, as defined in Public Resources Code §5020.1(k), within the Project area. However, channels often 
act as a catch basin for windblown artifacts of a historical and cultural context. With that consideration there 
may be discovery of resources buried within the collected sediment during the soil disturbing activities. 
Additionally, as part of the Cultural Resource Assessment (Appendix C), a Sacred Lands File search request 
was submitted to the NAHC to determine if the proposed Project site had potential for tribal resources. The 
request came back positive for tribally affiliated cultural resources. Although the Project area has been 
previously disturbed, tribal cultural resource discoveries are possible due to ground disturbing activities within 
the collected sediment.  
 
In compliance with CEQA Assembly Bill (AB) 52, LACFCD initiated tribal consultation on May 11, 2023, by 
sending an AB 52 consultation letter via certified mail to the Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians 
(FTBMI), a California Native American tribe traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Project area. The 
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FTBMI responded on May 26, 2023, with a Mandatory Digital Project Intake Form requiring fee payment to 
proceed with consultation. On July 24, 2023, the LACFCD followed up with the tribe to discuss the Project, 
but the tribe declined to waive the fee and did not provided additional information to proceed with formal 
consultation. LACFCD expressed willingness to meet in January 2025 if fees could be waived, however, as of 
March 6, 2025, no meeting has occurred, and LACFCD is unable to accommodate the tribe’s intake and 
consultation fees. Absent further response from the FTBMI, LACFCD considers the AB 52 consultation 
process concluded as of March 6, 2025. Pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3(c), LACFCD has 
maintained confidentiality of any sensitive tribal cultural resource information provided during the AB 52 
process, and no such information is disclosed herein absent tribal consent.  
 
The Cultural Resource Assessment (Appendix C) found no surface-level resources within the proposed 
Project area. However, ground-disturbing activities have the potential to reveal buried deposits not observed 
on the surface. Prior to the initiation of ground-disturbing activities, field personnel should be alerted to the 
possibility of buried prehistoric or historic cultural deposits. In the event that field personnel encounter buried 
cultural materials, per State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, work in the immediate vicinity of the find 
would cease and a qualified archaeologist would be retained to assess the significance of the find. The 
proposed Project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, 
defined in Public Resources Code §21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is 
geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural 
value to a California Native American tribe, and that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code § 
5020.1(k). Impacts would be less than significant. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
(ii)  A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code § 5024.1.  In 
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of 
Public Resources Code § 5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of the resource to a 
California Native American tribe.  

    

 
Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to result in substantial adverse change in significance of a resource determined to be significant by 
applicable criteria that may have significance to a California Native American tribe, per Public Resources Code 
(PRC) Section 5024.1 subdivision (c). The proposed Project site has been previously leveled, graded and 
developed with the Channel. The disturbed site is located in an area adjacent to residential uses. In addition, 
there would be minimal potential for the loss of an important example of history or prehistory or other cultural 
resources from the proposed Project as the only structures which exist on site are those associated with the 
existing channel. 
 
A Sacred Land File Search with the NAHC was completed on December 5, 2022 and results were positive 
for tribal cultural resources within or near the Project. However, the proposed Project does not involve a 
known significant tribal cultural resource, as defined in PRC Section 21074, or a known object with cultural 
value to a California Native American tribe. No cultural resource, as determined by the lead agency to be 
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of PRC Section 5024.1, is known to exist at the 
proposed Project site.  
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In compliance with CEQA Assembly Bill (AB) 52,  LACFCD initiated tribal consultation on May 11, 2023, 
by sending an AB 52 consultation letter via certified mail to the Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians 
(FTBMI), a California Native American tribe traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Project area. The 
FTBMI responded on May 26, 2023, with a Mandatory Digital Project Intake Form requiring fee payment to 
proceed with consultation. On July 24, 2023, the LACFCD followed up with the tribe to discuss the Project, 
but the tribe declined to waive the fee and did not provided additional information to proceed with formal 
consultation. LACFCD expressed willingness to meet in January 2025 if fees could be waived, however, as of 
March 6, 2025, no meeting has occurred, and LACFCD is unable to accommodate the tribe’s intake and 
consultation fees. Absent further response from the FTBMI, LACFCD considers the AB 52 consultation 
process concluded as of this date. Pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3(c), LACFCD has maintained 
confidentiality of any sensitive tribal cultural resource information provided during the AB 52 process, and 
no such information is disclosed herein absent tribal consent. 
 
The proposed Project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in PRC Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a 
California Native American tribe, and that is a resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and 
supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code § 5024.1. The proposed Project would have less than significant. 

 

19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

Would the project: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a)  Require or result in the relocation or construction 
of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, 
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunication facilities, the construction or 
relocation of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, 
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunication facilities, such that significant 
environmental effects would occur. The proposed Project’s cleanup efforts would restore the Channel to the 
design standards from its original construction. Construction is expected to begin Fall 2025 and last 
approximately four (4) months, during the dry season. The Channel provides flood protection for the 
surrounding communities and associated roadways as it collects flows from the undeveloped upstream canyon 
and is essentially the headwaters for the overall channel system. The proposed Project would improve the 
Channel’s functionality and ability to control floodwaters by reducing the blockage of flows that obstruct 
storm flows from moving downstream. The proposed Project would not result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, storm water drainage, electric power, natural 
gas, or telecommunication facilities. Therefore, impacts related to construction or relocation of utilities would 
be less than significant. 
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

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

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if insufficient water supplies were available such that water 
supplies were not able to serve the proposed Project during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. The proposed 
Project’s cleanup efforts would restore the Channel to the design standards from its original construction. 
The proposed Project does not include any developments, and is not a residential or commercial project or 
other type of project that would require additional water supply. Water supply for the proposed Project, such 
as water used for dust control, would consist of a minimal volume during the four (4) month construction 
period and would essentially be the same as existing conditions and construction impacts would not be 
significant.  No impact would occur.  
 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider which 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? 
 

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to result in a 
determination by the wastewater treatment provider that the proposed Project has inadequate capacity to 
serve the proposed Project’s Projected demand as well as the provider’s existing commitments. The proposed 
Project’s activities include cleanup and the repair of side levees and storm drain outlets. The proposed Project 
is not served by a wastewater treatment provider and would not require the need for a wastewater treatment 
provider during or after construction. The proposed Project’s cleanup efforts would restore the Channel to 
the designed drainage standards from its original construction. The proposed Project would improve flood 
protection for the surrounding communities and roadways and would not increase wastewater generated in 
the proposed Project area No impact would occur. 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
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. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to generate substantial solid waste in excess of state or local standards, local infrastructure, or otherwise 
substantially impair attainment of solid waste reduction goals.  
 
The proposed Project’s cleanup efforts and potential minors levee repairs would restore the Channel to the 
designed drainage standards from its original construction. Approximately 37,560 CY of material would be 
cut, and approximately 1,444 CY of material would be backfilled, resulting in a net cut of approximately 36,166 
CY of material. The debris and vegetation material removed would be disposed of approximately 8.5 miles 
away at the Chiquita Canyon Landfill in the City, and the excess sediment material cut would be hauled to the 
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May Sediment Placement Site in the City of Sylmar approximately 18 miles south of the proposed Project. 
The solid waste generated from the proposed Project would only be during the one-time cleanup activities 
and would not include any new ongoing solid waste disposal needs. Impacts related to solid waste generation 
would be less than significant.    
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
e)  Comply with federal, state, and local management 
and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project did not comply 
with federal, state, or local management reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Disposal of 
all solid waste generated during construction would comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste. Therefore, impacts related to solid waste generation would be less than 
significant.    

 
20. WILDFIRE 

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands 
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, 
would the project: 
 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

    

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project were to substantially 
impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. As shown on Figure 12.5 – Fire 
Hazard Severity Zones Policy Map of the 2035 General Plan12, the proposed Project is not located within a very 
high fire hazard severity zone nor a Fire Hazard Severity Zone in a State Responsibility Area. Additionally, 
the cleanup activities would be in areas of the Channel that would not impair access or roadways. The 
proposed Project would not involve any physical changes to the emergency access routes at or near the 
proposed Project site during construction. Emergency access to the site would continue to be provided from 
existing routes and emergency access would be maintained. The restricted access roads within the proposed 
Project footprint would remain open for official use and the staging area would not impede use of the access 
roads. Thus, the proposed Project would not substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan. No impacts to adopted emergency plans would occur due to the proposed 
Project construction activities.   
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b)  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, 
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project 
occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire 
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to exacerbate wildfire risks, exposing proposed Project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a 

 
12 https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_12-
5_Fire_Hazard_Severity_Zones_Policy_Map_Responsibility.pdf  
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wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire. As discussed, the proposed Project’s cleanup efforts would 
restore the Channel to the design standards from its original construction. Due to the nature and proposed 
construction locations of the proposed Project, factors such as slope, prevailing winds, and other factors such 
as potential wildfire fuel (i.e., vegetation, etc.) would not exacerbate wildfire risks nor expose project occupants 
to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire. The proposed Projects 
vegetation removal activities would remove potential wildfire fuels. Potential Project construction impacts 
would be less than significant regarding exacerbating fire pollutant concentrations or spreading wildfires 
uncontrollably.  
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)  Require the installation or maintenance of 
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, 
emergency water sources, power lines or other 
utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 
environment? 
 

    

Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to require installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure that would substantially exacerbate fire 
risk. The proposed Project consists of the one-time cleanout of the existing flood control channel, and would 
be located within a heavily modified disturbed area of the Channel. While the proposed Project site area is 
within proximity to housing, concrete walls surround these residential communities, which would provide a 
fuel break should a wildfire occur from the Channel or surrounding areas. No maintenance or installation of 
fire infrastructure such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities would be 
required for the one-time cleanup activities, nor would there be any exacerbation of fire risk that would result 
in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment. The removal of vegetation would reduce long-term fire 
risks by the removal of wildfire fuels. Potential Project construction impacts would be less than significant 
regarding infrastructure installation or maintenance that may exacerbate fire or other environmental risks.   
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
d)  Expose people or structures to significant risks, 
including downslope or downstream flooding or 
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope 
instability, or drainage changes? 

    

     
Less than Significant Impact. A significant impact would occur if implementation of the proposed Project 
were to expose people or structures to significant risk of downslope or downstream flooding or landslides as 
a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. The proposed Project’s cleanup efforts 
would restore the Channel to the design standards from its original construction via the removal of excess 
sediment and vegetation. Existing slopes and drainage would be the same as as-built conditions or improved 
and would not change or exacerbate wildfire risk. The proposed Project would not expose people or structures 
to risks of downslope flooding or landslides. Potential impacts would be less than significant during 
construction activities.  
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21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated LTS Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially
degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce the number
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project site is developed and within an existing built-out, soft-
bottomed basin. A search of the CNDDB for the proposed Project showed no occurrences of any federally 
or state listed species within the proposed Project site. Additionally, the proposed Project site does not support 
any riparian habitat, wetlands or other sensitive natural communities identified in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS. The proposed Project area  is not a naturally occurring 
riparian habitat. No vegetation communities on the proposed Project site are considered sensitive by CDFW. 
Furthermore, the proposed Project site is not located within a migratory wildlife corridor or native wildlife 
nursery site. It is therefore not anticipated that proposed Project implementation would substantially degrade 
the quality of the environment, reduce that habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife species 
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten or eliminate a plant or animal community, or substantially reduce 
the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal species.  

The proposed Project area may have cultural resources within the soils on the channel due to the nature of 
wind and water erosion. However, the proposed Project site has been previously leveled, graded and 
developed with the soft bottom channel basin. In addition, there would be low potential for the loss of an 
important example of history or prehistory or other cultural resources from the proposed Project as the only 
structures which exist on site are those associated with the Channel, and extensive research and surveys 
showed no evidence of known cultural resources. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?

Less than Significant Impact. Cumulative impacts are defined as two or more individual effects that, when 
considered together, are considerable or that compound or increase other environmental impacts. The 
cumulative impact from several projects is the change in the environment that results from the incremental 
impact of the development when added to the impacts of other closely related past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable or probable future developments. The CEQA Guidelines, Section 15130 (a) and (b), states: 
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(a) Cumulative impacts shall be discussed when the Project’s incremental effect is cumulatively
considerable.

(b) The discussion of cumulative impacts shall reflect the severity of the impacts and their likelihood of
occurrence, but the discussion need not provide as great detail as is provided of the effects attributable
to the Project. The discussion should be guided by the standards of practicality and reasonableness.

The one-time cleanout is anticipated to last four (4) months with the primary objective of improving flood 
control functionality by removing debris and reducing sediment within the Channel. The proposed Project’s 
impacts are expected to be localized entirely within the channel, and the immediate area surrounding the 
Channel is predominantly managed for flood control and water conveyance purposes. 

When considering cumulative impacts, it is important to examine the potential for the proposed Project’s 
incremental effects to combine with those of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects. In this 
case, past projects in the area have largely consisted of construction of the Channel followed by minimal 
maintenance, allowing vegetation, debris and sediment to accumulate. The lack of maintenance in this portion 
of the Channel has substantially reduced the Channel’s functionality, which could result in significant 
environmental impacts if not addressed due to debris buildup blocking water flows as well as reduced capacity 
of the Channel. 

The proposed Project is the only current project within the proposed Project footprint and immediate area 
surrounding the Channel. Long-term operations and maintenance of the Channel is not part of this proposed 
Project and is considered a foreseeable future project that would need to go through environmental approvals, 
including CEQA documentation. Long-term operations and maintenance of the Channel would be consistent 
with the existing land use and would be consistent with the proposed Project. Given that these activities are 
routine and regulated, they do not introduce significant new environmental impacts. 

The proposed one-time cleanout would contribute positively to these cumulative efforts by ensuring the 
Channel remains effective in preventing flooding, without introducing substantial new environmental effects. 
When viewed in connection with past, current, and probable future projects, the incremental impact of the 
proposed Project is minimal. The proposed Project serves to support ongoing flood management objectives 
rather than compound any significant adverse effects. Therefore, the proposed Project’s impacts are not 
anticipated to be cumulatively considerable. The contribution to any cumulative impacts would be minor and 
beneficial in terms of improving flood control. Consequently, the proposed Project would have a less than 
significant impact.  

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

LTS Impact 
with Mitigation 

Incorporated LTS Impact 
No 

Impact 
c) Does the project have environmental effects which
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. As discussed throughout this Initial Study, 
potential proposed Project impacts associated with aesthetics, agricultural/forest, air quality, cultural 
resources, energy, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology 
and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources, population and housing, public services, 
recreation, transportation, tribal cultural resources, utilities and service systems, and wildfire would be either 
non-existent or less than significant without any mitigation. Potentially significant impacts associated with 
cultural resources, biological resources, would be mitigated to a less-than-significant level with the 
implementation of CUL-1, BIO-1, and BIO-2. In addition, the proposed Project would be implemented 
consistent with applicable laws, ordinances, regulations, and standards, including BMPs to avoid both direct 
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and indirect adverse effects on human beings. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant with 
mitigation incorporated.  

 

Mitigation Measures: 
 
BIO-1: Any ground disturbing activities should occur outside of the active nesting bird season (i.e., March 
15th – September 1st), when feasible, to ensure compliance with the California Fish and Game Code (CFGC). 
If any ground disturbing activities were to take place during the active breeding bird season, a qualified 
biologist shall conduct a nesting bird survey, including suitable habitat within a 500-foot radius, within seven 
days prior to any disturbance of the site. If active nests are identified, the biologist will establish suitable 
buffers around the nests, and the buffer areas shall be avoided until the nests are no longer occupied and the 
juvenile birds can survive independently from the nests. Prior to the start of any maintenance clearing, 
qualified biologists shall perform pre-clearing biological resource surveys and photo documentation. No work 
should commence without confirmation of findings or no findings of sensitive/endangered species from the 
biologists. Adherence to nesting bird recommendations and pre-clearance biological surveys will protect 
and/or avoid impacts on nesting birds and other species known at the Project site.  Mitigation measures will 
be dependent on the nesting bird characteristics in relation to the Project observed during the pre-construction 
survey. 

BIO-2: Focused surveys for CBB shall be conducted in accordance with CDFW’s Survey Considerations for 
CESA Candidate Bumble Bee Species (CDFW 2023) the season immediately prior to when ground disturbing 
activities are scheduled to occur. A minimum of three (3) CBB focused surveys shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist at 2-to-4-week intervals during the active colony period (April through August) when CBB 
are most likely to be detected. The surveyor shall walk through all areas of suitable habitat focusing on areas 
with floral resources. Surveys shall be completed at a minimum of one (1) person-hour of searching per three 
(3) acres of suitable habitat during suitable weather conditions (sustained winds less than 8 mph, mostly sunny 
to full sun, temperatures between 65- and 90-degrees Fahrenheit) at an appropriate time of day for detection 
(at least an hour after sunrise and at least two hours before sunset, though ideally between 9:00 AM and 
1:00PM). If CBB are detected, CDFW shall be notified by the qualified biologist as further coordination may 
be required to avoid or mitigate certain impacts. At a minimum, two (2) nesting surveys shall be conducted 
with focus on detecting active nesting colonies within one week and 24 hours immediately prior to ground 
disturbing activities that are scheduled to occur during the same flight season (February 1 to October 31). If 
an active CBB nest is detected, an appropriate no disturbance buffer zone (including foraging resources and 
flight corridors essential for supporting the colony) shall be established around the nest to reduce the risk of 
disturbance or accidental take. The qualified biologist shall coordinate with CDFW to determine if an 
Indicental Take Permit under Section 2081 of the CESA will be required. Nest avoidance buffers may be 
removed at the completion of the flight season and/or once the qualified biologist deems the nesting colony 
is no longer active and CDFW has provided concurrence of that determination. If no nests are found but the 
species is present, a full-time qualified biological monitor shall be present during vegetation removal or ground 
disturbing activities that are scheduled to occur during the colony active period (March through September) 
and/or gyne flight period (September through October).  
 

CUL-1: While the current study has not indicated sensitivity for unknown cultural resources within the Project 
boundaries, ground disturbing activities during the one-time cleanout always have the potential to reveal 
buried deposits not observed on the surface during previous surveys. Prior to the initiation of ground-
disturbing activities, field personnel should be alerted to the possibility of buried prehistoric or historic cultural 
deposits. If field personnel encounter buried cultural materials, work in the immediate vicinity of the find 
would cease and a qualified archaeologist would be retained to assess the significance of the find. The qualified 
archaeologist will have the authority to stop or divert construction excavation as necessary. If the qualified 
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archaeologist finds that any cultural resources present meet eligibility requirements for listing on the California 
Register or the National Register, plans for the treatment, evaluation, and mitigation of impacts to the find 
will be developed. Prehistoric or historic cultural materials that may be encountered during ground-disturbing 
activities include:   

• Historic artifacts such as glass bottles and fragments, cans, nails, ceramic and pottery fragments, and 
other metal objects. 

• Historic structural or building foundations, walkways, cisterns, pipes, privies, and other structural 
elements. 

• Prehistoric flaked-stone artifacts and debitage (waste material), consisting of obsidian, basalt, and/or 
cryptocrystalline silicates. 

• Groundstone artifacts, including mortars, pestles, and grinding slabs. 
• Dark, greasy soil that may be associated with charcoal, ash, bone, shell, flaked stone, groundstone, and 

fire affected rocks. 
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Regional Map
Reach 123 - Haskell Canyon Channel One-Time Maintenance Project

Figure 1

Source: Psomas Jurisdictional Delineation Report 2019
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Vicinity Map
Reach 123 - Haskell Canyon Channel One-Time Maintenance Project

Figure 2

Source: Psomas Jurisdictional Delineation Report 2019
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U.S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Quadrangle Map
Reach 123 - Haskell Canyon Channel One-Time Maintenance Project

Figure 3

Source: Psomas Jurisdictional Delineation Report 2019
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Project Limits

Figure 4

Source:  Bing Aerial Microsoft Corporation 2020, Datum:  NAD 83, Coordinate Sytem:  State Plane 5
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