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Section 1

Project Description



The County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) proposes to adopt a multi-use trails
master plan for #we_an unincorporated area s within the Santa Clarita Valley Planning Arca-and—the-San
Hernando—ValleyPlannine—-Area. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as established by
statute (Public Resources Code §§ 21000 ¢ seq.), requires that the environmental implications of an action by
a local agency be estimated and evaluated before project approval. This Initial Study was prepared by the
County of Los Angeles pursuant to CEQA, as amended (Division 13, California Public Resources Code)
and the State CEQA Guidelines (Division 6, California Administrative Code). DPR proposes to complete
the Santa Susana Mountains Trails Master Plan — Phase II (SSMTMP-PII, proposed project, or Trails Master
Plan), ultimately to amend the Parks and Recreation Element of the Los Angeles County General Plan 2035
(County General Plan) to include the SSMTMP-PII, which would guide future trail development and
recommend improvements to existing trails. The proposed project would ultimately result in the construction
and use of trails in public and private lands, some of which may involve the expenditure of public funds, and
thus constitutes a project pursuant to CEQA. These trails would be located in the unincorporated territory of
Los Angeles County; therefore, the County is the Lead Agency pursuant to CEQA.

1.1 PROJECT TITLE

Santa Susana Mountains Trails Master Plan — Phase 11
1.2 LEAD AGENCY

County of Los Angeles

1.3 PRIMARY CONTACT PERSON

Julie Yom, Park Planner

County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation
1000 S. Fremont Avenue, Unit #40

Building A-9 West Hast, 3rd Floor

Alhambra, California 91803

5105 ermentAve:

LosAngeles;-GA-90020
(626) 588-5311 213y 3515127
jyom@parks.lacounty.gov

14 PROJECT LOCATION

The SSMTMP-PII (proposed project) is located in the unincorporated territory of the northwestern portion of
the County of Los Angeles, 1rnmedlately east of the boundary Wlth the County of Ventura (Flgure 1.4-1,
Regzo;m/ Vzmﬂy Mczp) A g A ea

Meuﬂ-tafﬁs—&ﬁd—P-h&se—H The SSMTMP PII area 1s 22 square miles in size, generally located on the north—
facmg slopes of the Santa Susana Mountalns and in the Santa Clarita Valley (Flgure 1.4-2, Lom/ Vicinity Map)
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FIGURE 1.4-2
Local Vicinity Map




- Theapproximately 13,570-acre project study area appears on the U.S. Geological
Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute series Val Verde, Newhall, Simi Valley East (Santa Susana), and Oat Mountain;asne
Calabasas topographic quadrangles (Figure 1.4-3, Topagraphic Map with USGS' 7.5-Minute Quadrangle Index).

Phase II-a

The Phase Il area is an approximately 22-square-mile area located in the north-facing slopes of the Santa
Susana Mountains and the Santa Clarita Valley. Phase Il is composed of generally mountainous and valley
terrain that abuts Henry Mayo Drive (State Route [SR] 126) to the north, the Interstate-5 freeway to the east,
Phase I of the SSMETMP area to the south, and the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area to the west (see Figure
1.4-2). The Phase Il area;swwhieh is located in the County of Los Angeles Fifth Supervisorial District;iaekades
a—portion—(PhaseH)—of-the SSMETMP-Area. The—eommunity—of-StevensonRanch—and-StxFHlags—Magie
MeuntainareJoeated—within—the Phase Ha—area: The elevation of the Phase II:b area ranges from 946 feet
above mean sea level (MSL) within the Santa Clara River near SR-1206, to 3,430 feet above MSL in the
southwestern corner of the Phase Ila area. Sand Rock Peak (2,511 feet above MSL) is located within the
northwestern portion of the Phase Il area.

1.5 PROJECT SPONSOR

County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation
1000 S. Fremont Avenue, Unit #40

Building A-9 West East, 3rd Floor
Alhambra, California 91803
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1.6 GENERAL PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION

The project study area, located within the Santa Clarita Valley Planning Area—and-San—Fernando—Valley
Planning—-Area, is generally bordered to the north and east by the City of Santa Clarita (administered by the

C1ty of Santa Clarita General Plan) to the south by the San Fernando Va]ley Planmng Arca, and-east-bythe
o 7O 2 area; and to the west by the

s v e Portlons of the project
study area are sub)ect to the prov131ons of Spec1ﬁc Plans and the County of Los Angeles Rural Outdoor
Lighting District Ordinance.™ Approximately 0.6 square mile (387 acres) within the northern portion of the
Phase IlIa area is located within the jurisdiction of the Castaic Area Community Standards District:
Approximately 10.3 square miles (47 percent) of the Phase Il area_(south of Stevenson Ranch) and-the-entire
2-sequare-milePhase Hb—area—are is located within the jurisdiction of the County of Los Angeles Rural
Outdoor Lighting District (Figure 1.6-1, County of Los Angeles Rural Outdoor Lighting District and Community
Standards District Boundaries). The County land use designations for the project study area are predominantly
Rural Land 10 (RL10), Parks and Recreation (OS-PR) (Table 1.6-1, Project Study Area Iand Use Designations, and
Figure 1.6-2, Los Angeles County Land Use Designations). Trails are compatible with all of the County’s land use
designations for the project study area.

TABLE 1.6-1
PROJECT STUDY AREA LAND USE DESIGNATIONS

County of Los Angeles | Square Miles in

Land Use Designation! | Phase IIza Area? Compatible with Trails?!?

OS-PR — Parks and 6.0 Yes — Use for public and private parks and golf courses includes multi-

Recreation purpose trails; specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

RL1 — Rural Land 1 0.004 Yes — Equestrian uses, private recreation, and public facilities are

allowable uses; specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

RL2 — Rural Land 2 0.2 Yes — Equestrian uses, private recreation, and public facilities are
allowable uses; specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

RL5 — Rural Land 5 0.6 Yes — Equestrian uses, private recreation, and public facilities are
allowable uses; specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

RL10 — Rural Land 10 0.01 Yes — Equestrian uses, private recreation, and public facilities are
allowable uses; specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

RIL20 — Rural Land 20 3.8 Yes — Equestrian uses, private recreation, and public facilities are
allowable uses; specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

H2 — Residential 2 2.2 Yes — Density-controlled development is encouraged to preserve open
space for protection of natural features or resources; specific allowable
uses and development standards shall be determined by underlying zoning
designation.

2 Note: An approximately 60.1-acre (0.1 square-mile) portion of the City of Santa Clarita is located within the Phase Il area in the Towsley Canyon
area._Coordination with the City of Santa Clarita would be required for development of any trails or recreational facilities planned in the City of Santa

Clarita.

3 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 27 May 2003. Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/view/newhall_ranch_specific_plan/

4 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 28 September 2012. Ordinance No. 2012-0047. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/data/ord_outdoot-lighting.pdf
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TABLE 1.6-1
PROJECT STUDY AREA LAND USE DESIGNATIONS

County of Los Angeles | Square Miles in
Land Use Designation! | Phase IIza Area? Compatible with Trails?!?

H5 — Residential 5 33 Yes — Density-controlled development is encouraged to preserve open
space for protection of natural features or resources; specific allowable
uses and development standards shall be determined by undetlying zoning
designation.

H18 — Residential 18 0.2 Yes — Specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

H30 — Residential 30 0.2 Yes — Specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

CG — General 0.1 Yes — Specific allowable uses and development standards shall be

Commercial determined by underlying zoning designation.

CM — Major Commercial 1.6 Yes — Specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

IL - Light Industrial 1.1 Yes — Specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

10 — Industrial Office 0.1 Yes — Specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by underlying zoning designation.

P — Public and Semi- 0.3 Yes — Not described in Area Plan

Public

OS-BLM - Buteau of 0.9 Yes — Use for land owned by BLM; specific allowable uses and

Land Management development standards shall be determined by underlying zoning
designation.

OS-C — Conservation 1.1 Yes — Use for passive recreation; specific allowable uses and development
standards shall be determined by underlying zoning designation.

City of Santa Clarita OS — 0.1 Yes — The open space and recreation land use category includes local and

Open Space? regional parks and multi-use trails.

SOURCES:

! County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 6 October 2015. County of Los Angeles General Plan 2035. Chapter 6: Land
Use Element. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_final-general-plan-ch6.pdf

2 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 27 November 2012. Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan: One Valley One Vision.
Chapter 2: Land Use. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/ovov_2012-ch-02-landuse.pdf

3 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. n.d. GIS-NET3 Public Mapping Application. Planning & Zoning Information for
Unincorporated LA County. Available at: http://tpgis.isd.lacounty.gov/GIS-NET3_Public/Viewer.html

4 City of Santa Clarita. November 2016. City of Santa Clarita General Plan. Available at: http://www.santa-
clarita.com/home/showdocument?id=6975

5 City of Santa Clarita. June 2011. City of Santa Clarita General Plan. Land Use Element. Available at:

http:/ /www.codepublishing.com/CA/SantaClarita/html/SantaClaritaGP/2%20-%20Land%20Use%20Element.pdf
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The County of Los Angeles General Plan 2035 identifies three Significant Ecological Areas (SEAs) that
overlap with the project study area and have been adopted to preserve the area’s ecological integrity (see
Figure 1.6-2)?

1. Approximately 0.4 square miles of the Santa Clara River SEA (PhaseH-a-area)
2. Approximately 0.3 square miles of the Valley Oaks Savannah SEA Phase Hea-aren)
3. Approximately 12.4 43:9 square miles of the Santa Susana Mountains/Simi Hills SEA (24-seguate

1.7 ZONING

The County zoning designations for the project study area are predominantly Open Space (OS), Hight
Agrtenttaral {tA-D-Heavy Agricultural, (A-2), and Single-Family Residence (R-1), with other residential zones,
manufacturing zones, commercial zones, and institutional zones also comprising portions of the project study
area (Table 1.7-1, Proposed Project Area Zoning Designations; and Figure 1.7-1, Los Angeles County Zoning
Designations).

The Heavy Agricultural Zone, Light Manufacturing Zone, Unlimited Commercial Zone, Commercial
Manufacturing Zone, Commercial Recreation Zone, and Restricted Heavy Manufacturing Zone;—and
Neighborhood-BusinessZene permit riding and hiking trails; the Open Space Zone, Eight-Agtienltaral- Zone;
Manufacturing — Industrial Planned Zone, and residential zones in the project study area allow for riding and
hiking trails if they have been approved by the Director of the County of Los Angeles Department of Regional
Planning (Director); and riding and hiking trails may be allowed in the Institutional Zone upon approval of a
Conditional Use Permit (CUP).

TABLE 1.7-1
PROPOSED PROJECT AREA ZONING DESIGNATIONS

County of Los Angeles Square Miles in
Zoning Designation Phase IIa Area Compatible with Trails?!
O-§ — Open Space 6.6 Yes — Riding and hiking trails (excludes trails for motor vehicles), as well as
campgrounds, picnic areas, and trails with overnight camping facilities (not
structures for permanent human occupancy), are permitted uses, provided
that:

1. Premises shall remain essentially unimproved and building, structures,
grading excavation, fill or other alterations are prohibited except as
otherwise expressly provided in Sections 22.40.420 and 22.40.430.

2. Where such premises are located within a significant ecological area,
such uses shall be deemed to be uses subject to Directot’s review and
approval pursuant to Section 22.40.420.

A-t—Fight Aprienltaral 9

A-2 — Heavy Agricultural 6.2 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are permitted (excludes trails for motor
vehicles), provided all buildings or structures used in connection shall be
located not less than 50 feet away from any street or highway or any building
used or designed for human habitation.

5> County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. February 2015. County of Los Angeles General Plan 2035. Figure 9.3: Significant
Ecological Areas and Coastal Resource Areas Policy Map. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_9-
3_significant_ecological_areas.pdf
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TABLE 1.7-1

PROPOSED PROJECT AREA ZONING DESIGNATIONS

County of Los Angeles
Zoning Designation

Square Miles in
Phase Il-a Area

Compatible with Trails?!

Also allows for campgrounds, picnic areas, and trails with overnight
camping facilities (not structures for permanent human occupancy).

R-A — Residential 0.2 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are subject to Directot’s review and

Agricultural approval (excludes trails for motor vehicles).

R-1 — Single-Family 3.5 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are subject to Director’s review and

Residence approval (excludes trails for motor vehicles).

R-3 — Limited Multiple 0.1 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are subject to Director’s review and

Residence approval (excludes trails for motor vehicles).

RPD — Residential Planned 1.4 Somewhat — Subject to the approval of the hearing officer, open space

Development may include present or future hiking, riding or bicycle trails, designated for
the use and enjoyment of all of the occupants of the planned residential
development.

G-2—Neighbothood 9 es—Ridine

C-3 — Unlimited 1.2 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are permitted (excludes trails for motor

Commercial vehicles).

C-M — Commercial 0.02 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are permitted (excludes trails for motor

Manufacturing vehicles).

C-R — Commercial 0.8 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are permitted (excludes trails for motor

Recreation vehicles).

M-1 — Light Manufacturing 0.1 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are permitted (excludes trails for motor
vehicles).

M-1.5 — Restricted Heavy 0.005 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are permitted.

Manufacturing

MPD - Manufacturing — 0.1 Yes — Riding and hiking trails are subject to Directot’s review and

Industrial Planned approval (excludes trails for motor vehicles).

IT — Institutional 0.01 Yes — Trails ate not specifically listed as a permitted use, but parks,
playgrounds, and recreational areas are allowed upon approval of a
conditional use permit.

City of Santa Clarita OS — 0.1 Yes — The open space zoning designation is intended to identify and

Open Space Zone? reserve land for passive, natural, and active open space uses. Typical
allowable uses include recreation, trails, trailheads, paseos, horticulture,
limited agriculture, animal grazing, and habitat preservation.’

SOURCES:

IMunicode. Accessed 27 February 2017. Municode Library: County of Los Angeles, CA. Title 22 — Planning and Zoning. Available at:
https://www.municode.com/library/ca/los_angeles_county/codes/code_of_ordinancesPnodeld=TIT22PLZO

2 City of Santa Clarita. Last updated November 2016. Zoning Map. PDF available at: http://www.santa-
clarita.com/home/showdocument?id=6970
3 City of Santa Clarita. Accessed 27 February 2017. City of Santa Clarita Municipal Code. Title 17, Zoning. Chapter 17.36: Open Space Zones.
Available at: http://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SantaClarita/
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1.8 BACKGROUND AND EXISTING CONDITIONS
Background

DPR and the County of Los Angeles Fifth Supervisorial District initiated the Northwest San Fernando Valley
Trails Master Plan project in 2009. The Northwest San Fernando Valley Trails Master Plan Study Area was
located in the unincorporated territory of the County of Los Angeles north of State Route 118 and southwest
of I-5. In 2012, three meetings were held to introduce the project and receive comments about the project.
The first meeting was held with the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks; the second
meeting was held with local, state, and federal government agencies responsible for trails; and the third
meeting was held with the public. As a result of input received from these meetings, the Northwest San
Fernando Valley Trails Master Plan Study Area was expanded to the north to include the Southwest Santa
Clarita Valley area and to the west to the County of Los Angeles boundary to maximize regional trail
connectivity. The Northwest San Fernando Valley Trails Master Plan was renamed the Santa Susana
Mountains Trails Master Plan, and the expanded study area became the Santa Susana Mountains Trails Master
Plan Study Area. The Northwest San Fernando Valley Study Area became the NWSFV Subarea (or Phase I
area), one of two subareas within the larger Trails Master Planning Area. The second of two subareas is the
Southwest Santa Clarita Valley Subarea (SWSCV Subarea;—etPhaseH-ares). The NWSFV Subarea includes
16,038 acres, and is defined by the northern limits of the Los Angeles County Oat Mountain Planning Area on
the north, I-5 on the east, the northern limits of the City of Los Angeles to the south, and the boundary line
between Los Angeles and Ventura Counties to the west. The SWSCV Subarea includes 8,084 acres and is
defined by the northern limits of the Santa Susana Mountains / Simi Hills SEA on the north, I-5 on the east,
the southern limits of the Santa Susana Mountains / Simi Hills SEA on the south, and the south and eastern
boundaries of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan to the west. The SWSCV Subarea comprises 13 square miles
of the project study area for the proposed project.

At the direction of Supervisor Kathryn Barger, the County embarked on the development of the proposed
project due to the emerging need for additional multi-use trail and recreation opportunities in the
unincorporated area of the County. The proposed project is intended to address the existing practice of
conceptualizing and requiring implementation of trail segments in conjunction with the approval process for
development projects on a case-by-case basis to guide the development of a backbone trail system that meets
the needs of the Santa Susana Mountains and Chatsworth region. Funding for the proposed project is derived
from the Sunshine Landfill.

DPR has participated in seven trail and recreation planning efforts in the project vicinity (Rim of the Valley
Trail Corridor Master Plan, Newhall Ranch Specific Plan, the Regional Trail System adopted in the Los
Angeles County General Plan 2035, SSMFTMP-PI, Rim of the Valley Corridor Special Resource Study,
Castaic Area Multi-Use Plan, and the countywide 2016 Los Angeles Countywide Comprehensive Parks &
Recreation Needs Assessment) over the past 27 years and has developed a trails manual and recreation
standards in the Parks and Recreation Element of the County General Plan. The development of trail planning
in the region is needed in order to maintain and increase trail connectivity and access to open space with
anticipated future private development and projected population growth in the project study area (Figure 1.8-
1, Previous Trail Planning Efforts in Proximity to the Project Study Area). Additional trail planning efforts have been
undertaken by the United States Forest Service, National Park Service, California Department of Parks and
Recreation, and City of Santa Clarita. The proposed project would recognize and complement other regional
trail planning efforts being undertaken to provide another step towards providing trail connections in the
County of Los Angeles.
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DISCLAIMER:

Trail data is shown for trail planning purposes only. Some
trails shown do not exist currently and are planned for the
future, or they exist but are not yet officially designated.
Permission to use unofficial trails should not be assumed.
Some trails may traverse private property and suggested
alignments do not imply rights of public use.
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Rim of the Valley Trail Corridor Master Plan: In 1990, the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (SMMC)
published the Rim of the Valley Trail Corridor Master Plan, as authorized by Assembly Bill 1516 (1989), to
guide the activities and expenditures of the SMMC and the legislature over a 5- to 10-year planning period in
preservation of important resources and provision of public recreation. The Rim of the Valley Corridor is a
wildlife corridor that connects the Santa Monica, Santa Susana, Sespe, and San Gabriel Mountains. The
recreational objective of the plan was to provide opportunities for linear recreation in a natural setting through
a continuous trails system in the Valley Trail Corridor, whether on foot, horseback, or mountain bikes, in
consideration of trailhead access and facilities, difficult terrain, environmentally sensitive areas, existing trails
and fire roads, access to natural or cultural resources, and views of the valleys and natural surroundings. The
proposed Rim of the Valley Trail Corridor passes through the Phase I Hb area_to the south of the Phase 11

area.

Newhall Ranch Specific Plan: In May 2003, the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan was approved, which
proposed the development of a system of trails connecting the development to natural open space in order to
provide adequate recreation opportunities for the population growth that would result from residential
subdivision projects described in the Specific Plan. The Newhall Ranch Specific Plan describes a
comprehensive system of bicycle and pedestrian trails throughout the Specific Plan Area; the trail network is
intended to “extend the existing planned regional trails into the Newhall Ranch and provide additional
recreational opportunities for both local and regional residents.”s According to the Newhall Ranch Specific
Plan Trails Master Plan, one road, two unimproved trails (dirt paths following existing utility roads or natural
topography), and one community trail (unified pedestrian and bicycle route in landscaped parkway) will extend
from the Newhall Ranch into the Trails Master Plan Area. Trails would not be multi-use, as equestrian use of
unimproved trails adjacent to the Trails Master Plan Area would be restricted to the High Country zones. The
Specific Plan area is adjacent to the Phase Il area. In 2017, as part of project re-approval and certification of
the final additional environmental analysis on remand from the California Supreme Court (SCH No.
2000011025), the Specific Plan area has been expanded to include a portion of the Phase II area located
between the developed community of Stevenson Ranch and Six Flags Magic Mountain.” The portion of the
Specific Plan area located within the Phase II area proposes a Specific Plan Development Area, the
VCC/Entrada Development Area, and a spineflower preserve. Two spineflower preserves will also be located

immediately west of the Phase II area near Six Flags Magic Mountain (please see Related Project J).

Adopted Proposed County Trails: In 2007, the County adopted a proposed trails plan for the Santa Clarita
Valley and Antelope Valley when the Santa Clarita Valley was largely undeveloped.*” As stated on the trails
map of the Antelope Valley Area Plan, the alignments of the adopted proposed trails, which include several
trails within the project study area, are not intended to be precise and require further study to determine the
most feasible route as these properties are developed and the trail and trail connectivity needs of these
developments become clear. Adopted proposed trail alignments within the Phase IIa area include the
proposed Pico Canyon Trail (approximately 0.6 mile of Wthh has been constructed) and the proposed Santa
Clara River Trail."

¢ County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 27 May 2003. Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/view/newhall_ranch_specific_plan/

7 _California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Accessed 25 January 2018. Newhall Ranch Resource Management and Development Plan_and Spineflower

Conservation Plan. Available at: https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/regions/5/newhall

8 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 6 October 2015. County of Los Angeles General Plan 2035. Figure 10.1:
Regional Trail System. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_10-1_regional_trail system.pdf

? County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 16 January 2007. Antelope Valley Areawide General Plan: Trails Map.
Available at: https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/ 67/ Antelope%020Valley%620Trail%o20Plan.pdf

10 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. Accessed 27 February 2017. Trails: Pico Canyon Trail. Available at:
https:/ /trails.lacounty.gov/Trail/44/pico-canyon-trail
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Santa Susana Mountains Final Trails Master Plan — Phase I: In May 2015, the County adopted the Santa

Susana Mountains Final Trails Master Plan — Phase I (SSMFTMP-PI), which was undertaken at the direction
of Supervisor Michael D. Antonov1ch in order to 1dent1fy recreatlonal trail opportunities in the Santa Susana
Mountains area: i ares; with the intent of adopting these
proposed trails as party of the County s Regional Trail Systern " The SSMFTMP-PI involves the extension of
the 35.7 miles of existing County-, City-, and Conservancy-managed trails in the project study area by
approximately 35.9 miles with 22 proposed trail segments, for a total of approximately 71.5 miles of trails
within the SSMFTMP-PI Area. The Rim of the Valley Trail Corridor encircles the San Fernando and La
Crescenta Valleys and passes through the SSMETMP-PI Trails Master Plan Area. The proposed project will
build upon the baselire—data—and previously adopted existing and proposed trails and amenities of the
SSMEFTMP-PI. The proposed Pico Canyon Trail corridor in the SWSCV Subarea of the SSMEFTMP-PI would

pass through the approximately 60.1 acres within the project study area in Towsley Canyon that was annexed
by the City of Santa Clarita in 2003."” The proposed Pico Canyon Trail corridor would provide a regional
connection to the existing Conservancy-managed Towsley Canyon Trail.

Rim of the Valley Corridor Special Resource Study: In 2008, Congress passed the Rim of the Valley
Corridor Study Act directing the National Park Service to conduct a special resource study of the Rim of the

Valley Corridor to determine the suitability and feasibility of designating all or a portion of the Rim of the
Valley Corridor as a unit of the existing Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area (SMMNRA). B On
February 16, 2016, the National Park Service transmitted the Rim of the Valley Corridor Special Resource

Study_to Congress and the Dubhc (see Related Pro1ect Ci Vhe final study veporr inchudes a proposed Rimy of
v s 3 area—On October 18, 2017, U.S. Congress Rep.
Adam Schiff and Senator Dianne Felnstem announced the introduction of the Rim of the Valley Corridor

Preservation Act. The proposed legislation would add the Rim of the Valley Unit to the SMMNRA (see
Related Project M)."

Castaic Area Multi-Use Trails Plan: In October 2016, the County adopted the Castaic Area Multi-Use
Trails Plan (CAMUTP), which was undertaken at the direction of Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich in order
to identify additional trail and recreational opportunities in the Castaic Area. The CAMUTP involves the
extension of the 4.9 miles of existing DPR trails in the project study area by approximately 88.9 miles of multi-
use trails and related staging areas, bike skills parks, parking areas, and other supporting trail facilities in the
Castaic Area. The CAMUTP Area is located between SR-126 and the Angeles and Los Padre National Forests,
to the north of the Phase I area.

County Trails Manual: In June 2013, the DPR published the County of Los Angeles Trails Manunal (County
Trails Manual) as a manual to provide guidelines for trail planning, design, development, and maintenance of
DPR trails."® The purpose of the County Trails Manual is to provide guidance to DPR that interfaces with trail
planning, design, development, and maintenance of hiking, equestrian, and mountain biking recreational trails,

11 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. May 2015. Santa Susana Mountains Final Trails Master Plan. Available at:
https:/ /trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents /115 /FINAL%20Santa%20Susana%20Mountains%20Final%20Trails%620Master%20Plan%20May %2
02015.pdf

12 City of Santa Clarita GIS Division. 2016. City of Santa Clarita  Completed  Annexations. Available at:  https://www.santa-

clarita.com/home/showdocument?id=6978 Accessed 4 June 2018.

13 US. Congress Rep. Adam Schiff. Accessed 29 January 2018. Fact Sheet: Rim of the Valley Corridor Preservation Act.  Available at:
http://schiff.house.gov/imo/media/doc/Fact%20Sheet ROTV.pdf

14 National Park Service. Accessed 4 January 2017. Rim of the Valley Corridor Special Resource Study. Available at:

https:/ /parkplanning.nps.gov/document.cfm?documentID=70887

15 U.S. Congress Rep. Adam Schiff. 18 October 2017. Rep. Schiff and Senator Feinstein Introduce Rim of the Va//ea/ Corridor Pmen/az‘zm Act. Available at:

16 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. [May 2011] June 2013. County of Los Angeles Trails Manual. Available at:
https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/69/LA%20County%20Trails%20Manual %20%28Revised %2006-20-13%29.compressed.pdf

1-9/23



while addressing physical and social constraints and opportunities associated with the diverse topographic and
social conditions that occur in the unincorporated territory of the County. The County uses the planning
process delineated in the County Trails Manual in considering the development of future trails. It is the policy
of DPR that all trails in the County are multi-use (hiking, mountain biking, equestrian). The County Trails
Manual serves as a procedural document.

County General Plan: The Los Angeles County General Plan 2035 (County General Plan) was adopted by
the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors on October 6, 2015." The same terminology in Chapter 10:
Parks and Recreation Element of the County General Plan is used in the Trails Master Plan and environmental
documentation for the proposed project. As the project study area is located in unincorporated Los Angeles
County, this analysis uses the park terminology for neighborhood, community, and regional parks pursuant to
the Parks and Recreation Element of the Los Angeles County General Plan 2035 (Table 1.8-1, Los Angeles
County Park Service Area Definitions). Los Angeles County also treats trails as linear parks that provide
community access to increased health and fitness activities in the increasingly urbanized region. The Phase Il
area is located within the Santa Clarita Valley Planning Area;—and—thePhaseH-b-area—is—within—the-San

Fernando-Valley Planning-Area.

TABLE 1.8-1
LOS ANGELES COUNTY PARK SERVICE AREA DEFINITIONS

Regional/ Service
Local Standards Recreational Facility Suggested Park Size Service Area
6 actes per 1,000 Regional Park Greater than 100 acres 25+ miles
Regional C I Community Regional Park 20 to 100 acres Up to 20 miles
ounty residents - = p —
Special Use Facility No size criteria None
Community Park 10 to 20 acres 1 to 2 miles
Local 4 acres per 1,000 | Neighborhood Park 3 to 10 actes 1/2 mile
County residents | Pocket Park 1/4 to 3 acres 1/4 mile
Park Node 0to 1/4 acre None

SOURCE: Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 6 October 2015. Los Angeles County 2035 General Plan: Chapter 10:
Parks and Recteation Element. Available online at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_final-general-plan-ch10.pdf

Los Angeles Countywide Comprehensive Patks & Recreation Needs Assessment (Park Needs
Assessment): In 2016, DPR and PlaceWorks completed the Parks Needs Assessment to quantify the need
for parks and recreation resources throughout the County (cities and unincorporated areas) and estimate the
potential cost of meeting that need. The Park Needs Assessment evaluates the entire Phase Il area, the
adjacent Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area, and land to the south of the Phase Ilz area within Study Area
ID#49." There are 197.5 actes of parkland within #49, providing 9.9 park acres per 1,000 population for a
population of approximately 20,030, three times the countywide average of 3.3 park acres per 1,000
population. However, only 31 percent of the population is located within a half-mile radius of a park, well
under the countywide average of 49 percent. The Park Needs Assessment evaluated where parks are most
needed within each study area based on park acre need (20 percent), distance to parks (20 percent), and
population density (60 percent); #49 has a “very low” to “moderate” park need due to the very low existing
population density except for the developed community of Stevenson Ranch. The only area identified with a
“moderate” park need is concentrated around Valencia Boulevard within Stevenson Ranch near the exlstlng
0.6-mile Pico Canyon Trail.

17 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 6 October 2015. Los Angeles County General Plan 2035. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/generalplan

18 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. 9 May 2016. Los Angeles Countywide Comprehensive Parks & Recreation Needs
Assessment. Unincorporated Stevenson — Newhall Ranch — Castaic — Val Verde. Available at:
http://lacountyparkneeds.org/FinalReportAppendixA/StudyArea_049.pdf
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Establishment of Project Boundary

The proposed project boundary comprises an approximately 22-square mile area north of the SSMFTMP-PI

provides trail master planning for gap areas in unincorporated territory for which trail planning efforts have
not been conducted (Figure 1.8-2, Establishment of Project Boundary).

Existing Conditions

The project study area is generally considered rural and includes the existing community of Stevenson Ranch.
The project study area contains several ridges and canyons and approximately 26.6 +6# miles of existing trails
that intersect with wwithin the Phase Il area (Table 1.8-2, Existing Trails That Intersect with s##thin Project Study

Aprea; Figure 1.8-3, Existing Trails). The project study area includes approximately 60.1 acres of incorporated

tertitory in Towsley Canyon that was annexed by the City of Santa Clarita in 2003.” Fhete-are-no-existingtrails

19 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. 9 May 2016. Los Angeles Countywide Comprehensive Parks & Recreation Needs
Assessment. City of LA Chatsworth — Potter Ranch / Uninc. Northridge — Canoga Park — Oat Mountain. Available at:
http://lacountypatkneeds.org/FinalReportAppendixA/StudyArea_152.pdf

20 City of Santa Clarita GIS Division. 2016. City of Santa Clarita Completed Annexcations. Available at: https:

clarita.com/home/showdocument?id=6978 Accessed 4 June 2018.
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TABLE 1.8-2

EXISTING TRAILS THAT INTERSECT WITH WHFHEN PROJECT STUDY AREA

Trail Name | Length (Miles) | Trail Type | Management Agency

Phase H-aArea
East Canyon +2- 3.8 Natural/open space MRCA
Motorway/Gavin Canyon!
Elder Loop 151.6 Natural/open space City of Santa Clarita
Johnson Park Trail 0.5 Natural/open space MRCA
Leaming Canyon 1.0 Natural/open space MRCA
Minnie Lotta 0.3 Natural/open space MRCA
Palo Sola 04 Natural/open space US Government
Pico Canyon 0.6 Utban/developed County of Los Angeles
Pico Canyon Channel 0.9 Utban/developed Los Angeles County Flood Control District
Pico Canyon Service Road 363.7 Utban/developed MRCA
Rice Canyon Loop?? 0.8 Natural/open space | MRCA
South Fork of the Santa 6347 Utban/developed City of Santa Clarita
Clara River Trail
Taylor 640.3 Natural/open space City of Santa Clarita
Towsley View Loop (Don 52 Natural/open space MRCA
Mullally)*
Weldon Canyon Motorway® | 64.2.8 Natural/open space MRCA
Subtotal—Phase H:b O-miles
TOTAL 26.6 167 miles

SOURCES:

1 Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy. Accessed 27 February 2017. East & Rice Canyon. Available at:

http://www.lamountains.com/parks.asp?parkid=7

2Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy. Accessed 27 February 2017. Santa Clarita Woodlands Park: East Canyon, Rice Canyon, and Michael D.
Antonovich Open Space. Available at: http:/ /www.lamountains.com/maps/eastRiceMDAOSNewhall. pdf

3 Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy. Accessed 27 February 2017. East & Rice Canyon. Available at:

http:/ /www.lamountains.com/parks.asp?parkid=7

4 Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy. Accessed 27 February 2017. Santa Clarita Woodlands Park — Ed Davis Park at Towsley Canyon. Available
at: http://www.lamountains.com/pdf/ Towsley.Mullally.pdf

5Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy. Accessed 27 February 2017. Santa Clarita Woodlands Park: East Canyon, Rice Canyon, and Michael D.
Antonovich Open Space. Available at: http:/ /www.lamountains.com/maps/eastRiceMDAOSNewhall.pdf

Major canyons and valleys within the project study area include Pico Canyon, Dewitt Canyon, Wickham

Canyon, Lyon Canyon, Towsley Canyon, Wiley Canyon, Leaming Canyon, Rice Canyon, Gavin Canyon, FEast
Canyon the Santa Clara River Valley, and Sand Rock Peak in the Phase Il area;-as—well-asBell-Canyon;

. Vegetation in the area is characterized by a

Sage and Chaparral plant communities Wlth scattered yucca plants Although small areas of exposed bedrock
are seen along the trail corridor, much of the proposed project study area is characterized by thick vegetative
coverage, which is particularly dense in the canyon bottoms and at lower elevations. Proposed trails that have
been adopted in the vicinity of the project study area include a segment of the Pico Canyon Trail identified in
the SSMEFTMP, adopted proposed trails from the County’s adopted 2007 trails map, and trails identified in the
Newhall Ranch Specific Plan (Figure 1.8-4, Adopted Proposed Trails).
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1.9 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project would work to encourage and promote new multi-use trails and recommend
improvements to existing trails, providing an alighment to incorporate a transition throughout the project
study area to additional areas, jurisdictions, and prime destinations within and adjacent to the project study
area. The plan would recommend conditions for improvement of unmet local recreation demands in the Fifth
Supervisorial District. The proposed project would develop a complete multi-use trail system connecting user
groups and local populations to desired recreation destinations and experiences, with unified transition to the
trails of adjacent jurisdictions, compatibility with adjacent land uses and environmental resources, and
incorporate a sustainable design that is consistent with the County Trails Manual. The proposed project
includes approximately 55.5 5 70 miles of proposed multi-use trails in the Santa Clarita Valley Planning Area and

(Figure 1.9-1, Proposed Trails Plan). The trails would be multi-use and range
from 3 to 12 H+ feet wide based on site conditions, with adequate space for combined pedestrian, equestrian,
and mountain biking use, in accordance with the County Trails Manual guidelines (Table 1.9-1, County Trail

Types). Coordination with the City of Santa Clarita would be required for development of any trails or
recreational facilities planned in the City of Santa Clarita.

TABLE 1.9-1
COUNTY TRAIL TYPES
Tread / Intensity
Trail Type Trail Width! of Use! Impact! Surface Type'? Trail Grade? Outslope?
Utban 10-11 feet High High Asphalt* < 5% < 8% for < 100 feet | 2%
Pedestrian Trail? Crusher fines* (ft.) of trail with rail
Decomposed granite

Recreational 8-10 feet High High Natural surface < 5% < 8% for <100 ft. | 2% < 4%
Trailway? < 12% for < 50 ft.
Natural Trail 1 7-10 feet High Medium | Natural surface < 5% < 8% for <150 ft. | 2% < 4%

< 12% for < 50 ft.
Natural Trail 2! 5-8 feet Medium to | Low Natural surface < 5% < 8% for <100 ft. | 2% < 4%

high < 12% for <50 ft.

Natural Trail 3! 2-3 feet Low Minimal | Natural surface < 5% < 8% for <200 ft. | 2% < 5%

<12 % for < 50 ft.

< 15% for < 20 ft.

NOTE: *Asphalt and crusher fines used in trail surfaces cannot be road based and cannot contain toxic chemicals.

SOURCES:

1County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. [May 2011] June 2013. County of Los Angeles Trails Manual. Available at:
https:/ /trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents /69 /LA%20County%20Trails%20Manual%20%28Revised%62006-20-13%29.compressed.pdf
2 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. Adopted October 2016. Castaic Area Multi-Use Trails Plan. Prepared by Alta
Planning+Design in association with Sapphos Environmental, Inc. Available at:

https:/ /trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/ 124/ Castaic%20Area%20MUTP%20-%20FINAL.pdf

The proposed project includes 20 29 trail corridors to connect to existing trails and other priority destinations
(Table 1.9-2, Proposed Trail Corridors). The proposed trails would provide connections to parks and open spaces,
a large commercial district, seven schools, numerous natural features, Six Flags Magic Mountain theme park,
the proposed Rim of the Valley trail corridor alignment (RIVA), and existing trails in the GitrefosAngeles;
City of Santa Clarita; and Newhall Ranch Specific Plan, as well as trails within other jurisdictions as identified
in the Trails Master Plan.
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TABLE 1.9-2
PROPOSED TRAIL CORRIDORS

Trail Corridor Length
Name (Miles) Trail Type Existing Physical Conditions of Trail Corridor
Phase H-aArea
Entrada 5843 3.5 49 miles Recreational Existing utility road and unpaved service roads. Three
Trailway segments of the proposed corridor do not have existing dirt
2.2 24 miles Natural Surface roads ot de facto trails.
Entrada to Santa | 2.6 +7 Utrban Pedestrian Trail No existing dirt roads or de facto trails.
Clara River
Lyons Ranch 42 0.7 mile Recreational Trailway Existing unpaved Lyons Ranch Road and natrow trail from
3.5 miles Natural Surface Lyons Ranch Road follows a creek. One segment is affected
by the recent Sage Fire. Two segments of the proposed
corridor do not have existing dirt roads or de facto trails,
although one segment follows an unpaved route from Old
Road to Lyons Ranch Road.
Mentryville- 0.8 Natural Surface No existing dirt roads or de facto trails. Follows an adopted
Newhall Ranch proposed SSMFTMP trail corridor for approximately 0.2
mile.
Mentryville to 3.2 Natural Surface Limited existing dirt roads or de facto trails. Ieads from
Lyons parking lot at Mentryville southeast towards proposed Lyons
Ranch trail corridor and northeast along existing dirt road to
Pico Canyon Road.
Lyons
Palo Sola 0.9 Natural Surface Follows an adopted proposed SSMEFTMP trail corridor.
Pico Canyon 7.0 3.6 miles Natural Surface Existing County trail, previously adopted proposed
3.4 miles Urban Pedestrian Trail | SSMETMP trail corridor, and existing unpaved Pico Canyon
Service Road.
Pico Channel 0.869 0.7 68 mile Natural Surface The proposed corridor does not have existing dirt roads or
0.1 mile Urban Pedestrian Trail | de facto trails.
Pico Park 1.0 Natural Surface Existing dirt road and existing trail.
Pico to Newhall 3.1 Natural Surface One existing trail segment. Four segments of the proposed
Ranch corridor do not have existing dirt roads or de facto trails.
Pico to Palo Sola | 4.4 Natural Surface Two segments follow existing narrow trails; two segments of
the proposed corridor do not have existing dirt roads or de
facto trails.
Rice Canyon 2.9 Natural Surface Existing trail segments, game trails, and one segment follows
a previously adopted proposed SSMEFTMP trail corridor.
Santa Clara River | 3.1 Recreational Trail Limited existing asphalt road. Leads from RV park along
Santa Clara River east towards The Old Road and southeast
along The Old Road.
The Old Road 3334 1.6 4 miles Natural Surface Follows a previously adopted proposed SSMETMP trail
1.7 miles Urban Pedestrian Trail | corridor and parallels The Old Road bypass.
Towsley to North | 2.3 Natural Surface Existing narrow and steep trail segment and a segment which
Ridge does not follow existing dirt roads or de facto trails.
Towsley to RIVA | 2.9 Natural Surface One segment follows existing trail; two segments of the
proposed corridor do not have existing dirt roads or de facto
trails.
Towsley to South | 2.1 Natural Surface No existing dirt roads or de facto trails.
Ridge
Wiley South Rim | 2.0 Natural Surface Narrow existing trail. One segment which does not follow

existing dirt roads or de facto trails.
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TABLE 1.9-2
PROPOSED TRAIL CORRIDORS

Trail Corridor Length
Name (Miles) Trail Type Existing Physical Conditions of Trail Corridor
Wiley to RIVA 2.3 Natural Surface Uset-contributed (de facto) trail connection to Rim of the
Valley Corridor.
Wiley West Rim 0.8 Natural Surface Existing trail segment.
Hea
Phase II-b-Area
Bell-Canyon =2+ Natural Surface
Dayton-Canyon 24 Natural Surface
Daytonto-SSEE +9 Nataral-Surface
JehatukerAzal | 45 Nataral-Surface
Feail
FekerAratto 6:6-09 Natural Surface
REVA
REVA 52 Natural Surface
SHP Cenneetor 25 Natural-Surfaece
WeeolseytoRIVA | 67 Nataral-Surface
Woslsey—to-Sage 10 Nataral-Surface
Raneh
Subtotal—Phase | 19-203-miles
Hb
TOTAL 55.5 703 miles

NOTES: RIVA = Proposed Rim of the Valley trail corridor alignment; SHP = Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park; de facto/social trails:
unofficial trails created by users (not officially adopted or sanctioned).

A portion of The Old Road trail corridor would cross through the City of Santa Clarita in Towsley Canvon. A
portion of the Pico Channel trail corridor would extend into the City of Santa Clarita from Stevenson Ranch.
Development of these two trails would require coordination with the City of Santa Clarita.

Consistent with Section 4.3.6, Way-finding Signs, of the County Trails Manual, the proposed project would
include regular trail signs at trailheads, trail amenity locations, street and trail intersections, and the boundaries

of trail easements on private property and National Forest lands.” Consistent with the County Trails Manual
and DPR’s adopted trail way-finding sigh program, way-findings signs would be designed to orient the trail
user, describe etiquette for all users, and provide information for emergency responders. Warning signs would
provide a warning to motorists and trail users of all approaching trail and street intersections. Also consistent
with the recommendations of the County Trails Manual, reassurance marker signs would be posted at eye level
(62 inches above the ground surface) at every quarter (0.25) mile of trail that visually mark the trail line and
identify the name of the trail and quarter milepost number in order to orient trail users and search and rescue
services in the case of an emergency. As each trail segment is constructed, the County Department of Parks
and Recreation would be responsible for sending the Los Angeles County Fire Department and the Los
Angeles County Sheriff’s Department the location of each quarter milepost along the trail for emergency
response purposes.

21 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. Revised June 2013. County of Los Angeles Trails Manual. Available at:
https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/69/LA%20County%20Trails%20Manual %20%28Revised %2006-20-13%29.compressed.pdf
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The SSMTMP-PII identifies up to seven 28 potential locations for proposed facilities, including two 4
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for con51derat10n in the 2013 County Trails Manual guldehnes (see Table 1.9- 3) As—t—he—feeeﬁaﬂaeﬁéed—erw—ef

incorporated cities in the tralls master plan.

TABLE 1.9-3
PROPOSED FACILITIES
Facility Type Facility Impact Area Assumptions
Trailhead (0.1-1 84 acres)
Type Definition THI1: approximately 0.1 acre within the Phase II area near

A defined area with parking typically at, but not limited to, the
beginning of a trail, with or without additional amenities such
as restrooms, picnic facilities, trash receptacles, etc. (grades or
classes of trailheads may be developed in the future to further
define subtypes of trailheads).

Project Note:

There would be no new restrooms or new parking at these
proposed trailheads due to limited available space.

Coltrane Avenue and Weldon Motorway
TH2: approximately 1 acre within the Phase 11 area near Henry
Mayo Drive

Equestrian Park (1-2 acres)

Type Definition

A defined area with parking typically at, but not limited to, the
beginning of a trail, with or without additional amenities such
as equestrian arena(s), restrooms, picnic facilities, trash
receptacles, etc. (grades or classes of trailheads may be
developed in the future to further define subtypes of
trailheads).

e  Equestrian arena(s)

e  Restrooms

Picnic facilities

Trash receptacles
e Etc

EP1: approximately 2 acres within the Phase 11 area near The
Old Road and Saugus to the Sea Road

Trailhead and Staging (0.2-2 acres)

Type Definition

A defined area with parking typically at, but not limited to, the
beginning of a trail, with or without additional amenities such
as equestrian arena(s), restrooms, picnic facilities, trash
receptacles, etc. (grades or classes of trailheads may be
developed in the future to further define subtypes of
trailheads). Horse trailers can be accommodated.

e  Equestrian arena(s)

e  Restrooms

e  Picnic facilities

e  Trash receptacles

e  Horse trailers

TS1: approximately 2 acres within the Phase II area near The
Old Road

T'S2: approximately 0.2 acre within the Phase II area near Pico
Canvon Road and Pico Canyon Service Road
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TABLE 1.9-3
PROPOSED FACILITIES

Facility Type

Facility Impact Area Assumptions

Bike Skills Areas (7-8 actes)

e  Restrooms

e  Drinking Fountains e  Beginner, Intermediate, and Expert Skills Courses (for all
e  Rest Areas/Seating ages)

e  Shade Structures e Advanced Downhill Course (steep terrain, jumps, turns,
e  Pump Tracks (no pedaling required) obstacles)

o Progressive Jumps (natural soil with compacted dirt jumps) ®  Slalom Course (two adjacent trails for competition)
e  Balance Skills Features (e.g., wooden teetet-totter)
e  Rock/Technical Features (e.g., rock garden with narrow

width tra%ls) . . o BS2: approximately 8 acres within the Phase II area near The
e  Flow Trails (start at higher elevation for downbhill ride) Old Road and Towsley Canvon Road

e  Trails (over variety of terrain, for all ages)

e Road Handling Skills Areas (hard-packed soil course)

BS1: approximately 7 acres within the Phase II area near The
Old Road

110 STATEMENT OF OBJECTIVES

Goals

The Trails Master Plan would act as a framework to encourage and promote new multi-use trails and
recommend improvements to existing trails, seeking to provide alignments with seamless transitions
throughout the project study area to areas, jurisdictions, and prime destinations within and adjacent to the
project study area. The plan would include recommendations for reducing unmet local recreation demand in

the Santa Clarita Valley Planning Area;-San—Fernandeo—ValleyPlannineArea; and in the Fifth Supervisorial

District. DPR has identified two goals related to the proposed project:

1. Develop a complete multi-use trail system connecting user groups and local populations to desired
recreation destinations and experiences, with seamless transitions to the trails of adjacent jurisdictions,
compatibility with adjacent land uses and environmental resources, and a safe and sustainable design
that is consistent with the County of Los Angeles Trails Manual.

2. Develop a recreational trail system that supports low-intensity use, including mountain biking,
equestrian use, and hiking, to accommodate the population increase anticipated in the Santa Clarita

Valley Planning Area and-SanFernando—ValleyPlannine—-Area through the 2035 planning horizon,

consistent with the Parks and Recreation Element of the Los Angeles County General Plan 2035.

Obijectives

DPR identified and prioritized seven basic objectives that are important to achieving the project goals:

1.

Nk

Accommodate a wide range of trail user types and abilities, consistent with the County’s
multi-use trails policy.

Connect to desirable destinations, features, and settings.

Provide safe and sustainable trails.

Avoid or minimize environmental impacts.

Develop a strategy to implement and maintain trails identified within the Trails Master Plan.
Emphasize trails that close gaps in existing trail networks and provide regional connectivity.
Develop a plan consistent with relevant County plans and policies.
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Measures are provided for each of the seven project objectives in Section 2.1, Goals and Objectives, of the Trails
Master Plan, including:

e Use best practices for trail design from the County Trails Manual (under Objective 3)
e Respect private property rights while defining need and secking opportunities to secure the rights for

trail access (under Obijective 4)

e Prioritize links to existing and planned trails, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and transit within %> mile
of planning area (under Objective 6)

111 CONSTRUCTION SCENARIO

This Initial Study is based on an evaluation of the construction that would be required to build out the
proposed trails in the general configurations of the conceptual plan. Proposed trail alignments are conceptual
and will require additional survey, design, and engineering work to support dedication of easements and
ultimately trail construction, operation, and maintenance. The final trail alignments are subject to refinement in
relation to environmental, geologic, hydrologic, ownership, topology, and other factors, as specified in the
County Trails Manual. The County Trails Manual outlines various issues affecting trail experience (Section
2.4.3.3) and trail feasibility (Section 2.5), including aesthetics. The County Trails Manual recommends that a
visibility analysis be performed in a three-dimensional modeling program to determine if a proposed trail
would be visible by the surrounding area residences using vantage points placed at important visual points of
interest, known scenic vistas, or individual residences to determine the percentage of the trail that would be
visible from the vantage points. Additionally, cross-sections depicting the distance and the elevation of the
trails from adjacent residences are recommended to provide a representation of the visibility of proposed trails
by incorporating the landscape and vegetation.

The approximately 82 70 miles of existing and planned trails within and adjacent to the project study area
include a wide variety of terrain and elevation range. The highest location of the project study area is 3,430
feet above MSL in the southwestern portion of the Phase Il area, and the lowest location is 946 896 feet
above MSL at_the northwestern portion of the Phase II area near the Santa Clara River the-northeastern
corner-of-the Phase Hb-areanearChatsworth Reserveir. This results in an elevation range of 2,484 2;534
feet (see Figure 1.4-3). Slopes in the project study area range from 0.0 degrees to 84.6 degrees at the steepest
(Figure 1.11-1, S/gpe). Trails would need to be constructed consistent with the provisions of the trails plan,
which sets standards for slope, width, visibility, and drainage. Additionally, 17 25 of the proposed trail
corridors cross areas of wetland identified by the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) as identified in Table
1.11-1, Proposed Trail Corridor NWI Crossings (see also Figure 5.1-6a, Federally Protected Wetlands Reported Within
5 Miles of the Project Area, in Appendix C, Brological Resources Technical Repor).
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TABLE 1.11-1

PROPOSED TRAIL CORRIDOR NWI CROSSINGS

Proposed Trail Corridor Number of NWI NWI Wetland Types
Name Crossings (Number of NWI Crossings)
Phase Hoa-Area
Entrada 114 Riverine
Entrada to Santa Clara River 1 Riverine
2 Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
Lyons Ranch 2344 Riverine
Minsie-Fotta 2 Reverine
2 Freshpater-torested IS Drob e theaind
Mentryville Minnte-Tetta to 64 Riverine
Lyons
Pico Canyon 2415 Riverine
113 Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
Pico Channel 8% Riverine
Pico Park 53 Riverine
Pico to Newhall Ranch 1 Riverine
Pico to Palo Sola 218 Riverine
12 Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
Rice Canyon 1 Riverine
42 Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
Santa Clara River 1 Riverine
4 Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
The Old Road 6 Riverine
1 Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
1 Freshwater Pond
Towsley to North Ridge 32 Riverine
Towsley to RIVA 324 Riverine
63 Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
Towsley to South Ridge 338 Riverine
Wiley South Rim 113 Riverine
Wiley to RIVA 5 Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
Subtotal —Phase H-a 97 erossings 80-trail-corridorswould-erossriverine
17-trail-corridors—would-erossfreshwaterforested/shrub-wetland
Phase H.b-Area
Bell Canyon 2 Riverine
Dayton-Canyen 4 Riverine
Daytonte-SSHE 3 Riverine
Jeohntuker Frail 1 Riverine
Fukerto-RIVA + Riverine
+ FreshaentrerHorested S heab-Werkand
REVA 3 Riverine
2 Ereshwater Eorested/Shrub-Wetland
SHP-Coennector 1 Riverine
Weelseyto REVA 1 Riverine
Woooksey-to-SaseRanch ¥ Reverirne
Subtetal —Phase b 20-erossings ¥Pﬂ?ﬂ+*ﬁﬁdeﬁ}“wnﬂd+*eﬁfﬁveﬁﬂe
TOTAL 222 17 crossings | 187 97 trail corridors would cross riverine
34 20 trail corridors would cross freshwater forested/shrub
wetland
1 trail corridor would cross freshwater ponds

Note: In addition to adjustments made to the proposed trail corridors, the numbers in this table have been adjusted to reflect NWI crossings

with a 12-foot trail corridor polygon instead of the linear alignment.
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The environmental analysis for the proposed project is based on a potential worst-case scenario for
construction activities, including improvements to existing trails, construction of new trails, site grading for
facilities and access roads, and delivery and hauling of construction materials and equipment. Construction
activities associated with the proposed project, as currently conceived, would entail construction of
approximately 56 70 miles of trails. The construction scenario for the impact analysis assumes that the direct
impact area for the construction of trails would be a 12-foot-wide corridor. Construction equipment would be
limited to mini-dozers; graders; small tractors; a water truck; and hand tools including picks, hoes, shovels, and
wheelbarrows. Construction would be conducted in accordance with the guidelines specified in the County
Trails Manual.”> The County Trails Manual contains specific methods for building trails in areas with steep
slopes and riparian crossings. The County Trails Manual should be referenced for further information to
determine the constructability of trail segments.

The easement area should include a minimum of five feet on either side of the trail tread to provide for
construction and maintenance of the trail segment(s). In areas of very steep topography, it may be
advantageous to acquire an easement that is much wider than the actual trail tread width to be constructed in
order to provide a greater level of flexibility for trail design and construction.

Construction activities may include excavation, grading, and construction of trails and small structures at
trailheads, rest areas, parking, equestrian facilities, bicycle facilities, and trail staging areas. The County would
require preparation of a trail site plan, site-specific geotechnical investigation, survey for biological and cultural
resources, and a Categorical Exemption or Initial Study (the appropriate CEQA document) in support of each
trail segment before project approval and construction can commence.

Site preparation and construction of the proposed project would be in accordance with all federal, state, and
County building codes. Daily construction activities would be subject to County noise regulations, which state
that construction equipment may not operate between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m., Monday through
Saturday, or at any time on Sunday or holidays. Noise levels exceeding 75 dBA (A-weighted decibels) for
single-family residences, 80 dBA for multi-family residences, and 85 dBA for semi-residential/commercial land
uses are prohibited by the County Noise Control Ordinance, Title 12 of the County Code. The contractor
shall conduct construction activities in such a manner that the maximum noise levels at the affected buildings
would not exceed established noise levels.

The construction contractor would be required to incorporate best management practices (BMPs) consistent
with the guidelines provided in the California Stormmwater Best Management Practice Handbooks: Construction, for
elimination of non-stormwater discharge from the project site; retaining eroded sediments and other pollutants
on the site; retaining stockpiles of earth and other construction-related materials on-site; proper storage of
tuels, oils, solvents, and other toxic materials to prevent spills from being washed into the drainage system;
retaining concrete wastes on-site until they can be disposed as solid waste; proper covered storage of trash and
construction related solid wastes to prevent contamination of rainwater and dispersal by wind; stabilization of
roadways to inhibit sediments from being deposited into the public way; and stabilization of any slopes with
disturbed soils or denuded of vegetation to inhibit erosion by wind and water. Should the construction period
continue into the rainy season, supplemental erosion measures would need to be implemented.

Wherever possible, grading activities would be undertaken outside the normal rainy season (i.e., October 15 to
April 15 for most of Southern California), thus minimizing the potential for increased surface runoff and the
associated potential for soil erosion. A recommended construction period would begin in late April or eatly
May and completed in late January, assuming the majority of the construction would be completed in this

22 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. [May 2011] June 2013. County of Los Angeles Trails Manual. Available at:
https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/69/LA%20County%20Trails%20Manual %20%28Revised %2006-20-13%29.compressed.pdf
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recommended nine-month period. BMPs to control surface runoff and soil erosion would be required for
construction activities taking—place—during—rainyperods. In accordance with the guidelines in Section 4.5.2,
Construction Scenario, of the County Trails Manual, in locations with steep sideslopes; loose soils and rocks; areas
that are prone to destabilization; large retaining structures; or areas that require extensive annual maintenance
work, grading, and earthwork shall be performed under the supervision of an engineering geologist or soils
engineer to ensure that appropriate recommendations are made to remediate site-specific erosion and soil
stability conditions.” Retaining walls would be included in the trail design to hold back the backslope where
cut trails are required. Where cutting specified in the trail design requires greater disturbance of the upslope
vegetation, the plans and guidelines or maintenance plan must provide for supplemental slope and erosion
control measures until adequate slope vegetation exists (Figure 4.5.2.3-1 of the County Trails Manual).

BMPs for erosion control would be implemented during trail construction and improvements in order to
maintain the unique topography of designated significant ridgelines where trails of the project study area
traverse ridgelines that have been designated in the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan. The proposed Santa Clara
River trail corridor, Entrada to Santa Clara River trail corridor, and Trailhead TH2 would be located near two
scenic water bodies: Castaic Creek and the Santa Clara River. The proposed project proposes 11 42 trail
corridors that would intersect with or follow nine of the County’s significant ridgelines within the Phase Il
area:

1. Lyons Ranch

%

2.3.  Mentryville Minnte-Eetta to Lyons
3.4.  Pico Canyon

Pico to Newhall Ranch

Pico to Palo Sola

6.7 Rice Canyon

7.8.  Towsley to North Ridge

8.9.  Towsley to South Ridge

9.40. Wiley West Rim

10. H. Wiley South Rim

11. 2. Wiley to RIVA

Where construction of trails or related supporting facilities requires cuts into the slope (which can be seen
from a far distance), the visual character of the slope would be restored by planting locally native vegetation
after construction as a visual screen. Similarly, restrooms and other supporting structures would be
constructed of materials that blend into the landscape, with native vegetative screening. In accordance with the
guidelines in Section 4.3.18, Lighting, of the County Trails Manual, where lighting features are provided for
safety and wayfinding reasons, lighting would be installed in a manner to be non-intrusive to adjacent uses,
avoid detracting from a natural outdoors experience for trail users, and directed downward to avoid light
pollution or spillover in general.**

Construction equipment would be turned off when not in use. The construction contractor would ensure that
all construction and grading equipment is properly maintained. All vehicles and compressors would utilize
exhaust mufflers and engine enclosure covers (as designed by the manufacturer) at all times. During

construction, contractors would utilize traffic warning signs, flag persons, and other measures to maintain
access for all properties and to facilitate traffic flow during construction of trails.

23 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. [May 2011] June 2013. County of Los Angeles Trails Manual. Available at:
https:/ /trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents /69 /LA%20County%20Trails%20Manual%20%28Revised%2006-20-13%29.compressed.pdf

24 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. [May 2011] June 2013. County of Los Angeles Trails Manual. Available at:
https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/69/LA%20County%20Trails%20Manual %20%28Revised %2006-20-13%29.compressed.pdf
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1.12 OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE

Trails operation and maintenance activities would be conducted in accordance with the guidelines specified in
Section 5.0, Trails Operations and Maintenance, of the County Trails Manual, and involve the maintenance
activities and equipment described in Section 5.3, Traz/ Maintenance (Table 1.12-1, Trail Maintenance Activity
Eguipment).® As stated in the County Trails Manual, the hours for operation for County trails are typically from
dawn to dusk (County Code 17.04.330).

If any trails need to be temporarily closed due to construction or other activities which agencies such as the

County of Los Angeles Fire Department determine make existing trail conditions unsafe, DPR would post

signs on trails that are closed recommending other trails in the area and posts trail closure notifications on the
County’s trails website (https://trails.lacounty.gov/), consistent with DPR’s cutrent practices for notifications

at existing trails.

TABLE 1.12-1
TRAIL MAINTENANCE ACTIVITY EQUIPMENT

Maintenance Activity Equipment
Mowing and spraying Mower, weedwacker, sprayer
Tree and brush trimming Clippers, string trimmer, chainsaw, axe
Debris removal Leaf blower, rake, shovel
Culverts Leaf blower, rake, shovel
Water crossings Leaf blower, shovel, grader
Sign and amenity repair Saw, sander, paint sprayer, paint brush
Graffiti removal Paint sprayer, paint brush, sander
Pumping out flooded tunnels Motorized pump, shovel

1.13 RELATED PROJECTS

The area surrounding the project study area was examined to determine whether there are currently any
projects in progress or proposed for the future that could potentially benefit the project or add to the impacts
of the proposed project, creating cumulative significant impacts (evaluated in Section 2.20, Mandatory Findings of
Significance). It was determined that there are 13 44 related projects that could affect the cumulative impacts
analysis for the proposed project. These projects, which are anticipated to be implemented within the next
decade (when implementation of the trails plan is anticipated to occur), occur within an approximately half-
mile radius of the proposed project site (Table 1.13-1, List of Related Projects; Figure 1.13-1, Related Projects).
Projects H, 1, ], K, and L include the provision of trail easements in the project study area. Projects C, D, E, I,
and G are trail planning projects in close proximity to the project study area.

25 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. [May 2011] June 2013. County of Los Angeles Trails Manual. Available at:
https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/69/LA%20County%20Trails%20Manual %20%28Revised %2006-20-13%29.compressed.pdf
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TABLE 1.13-1

LIST OF RELATED PROJECTS'

Proposed Trails/

Label Project Name Location Trail Corridors? Description

A California Recreational Trails State of California; includes entite project Yes; In Progress (2002-Present) — Applicable to the thousands of miles of California Department of Parks and Recreation managed trails, ranging from narrow
Plan? study area Proposed trail footpaths to trails that accommodate bicyclists, runners, equestrians, hikers, in-line skaters, and wheelchair users.?> Authorized by State Legislature in 1978 as an

corridors element of the California Recreational Trails Act. The nearest state recreation resource is the Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park, located south of the State
Route (SR) 118 near the Phase ILb area. Additionally, the California Recreational Trails Plan proposed multijurisdictional state trail corridors relevant to the
Trails Master Plan. Recognizes and supports trail cotridors that promote walking, bicycling, wheelchair use, and horse riding through scenic areas of the state.
Appendix B of the California Recreational Trails Plan defines a state trail corridor as a long-distance route (over 50 miles) identified for nonmotorized travel
(may share roads with motor vehicles on an interim basis) that links people to public and private lands that have outstanding scenic, historic, natural,
educational, or recreational values and connects with other trail corridors or shorter local trails and stimulates development of connecting trails by its location.
The first phase of the California Recreational Trails Plan was created in 2002 to setve as a general guide for trail advocates and local trail management agencies
and organizations in planning future trails and developing trails-related programs, in accordance with its mission to “promote the establishment and
maintenance of a system of trails and greenways that serves California’s diverse population while respecting and protecting the integrity of its equally diverse
natural and cultural resources. The system should be accessible to all Californians for improving their physical and mental well-being by presenting opportunities
for recreation, transportation, and education, each of which provides enhanced environmental and societal benefits.” Phase II of the California Recreational
Trails Plan is still in progress, with progress reports posted on the California Parks website every 2 years. Of the 14 Coastal Southern California Trail Corridors
described in the California Recreation Trails Plan, one trail corridor, the Rim of the Valley Trail Corridor, passes through the Trails Master Plan Area:

e Rim of the Valley Trail (#7): This 200-mile trail corridor (40 percent complete in 2011)* passes through the Phase 1 Hb area and connects to the
Backbone Trail in the SMMNRA to the south, the Pacific Crest Trail through additional trails leading to the northeast, Juan Bautista de Anza Trail to the
south, and the Los Angeles River Parkway to the southeast.

There are four additional Southern California Trail Corridors described in the California Recreation Trails Plan that are located in Western Los Angeles County
ot Eastern Ventura County: the Condor Trail, the Juan Bautista de Anza National Histotic Trail, the Pacific Crest/California Coastal Trail, and the Santa Clara
River Trail.

B Statewide Comprehensive State of California; includes entire project No Approved (2015) — California Department of Parks and Recreation’s statewide master plan for state and local parks and outdoor recreational open space areas.
Outdoor Recreation Plan study area The SCORP offers policy guidance to federal, state, local, and special district agency recreation providers and establishes priorities for Land and Water
(SCORP)> Conservation Fund grant allocations to local governments.

C Rim of the Valley Corridor Rim of the Valley Corridor (Ventura and Los | Yes; Approved (2016) — National Park Service study evaluating whether portions of the area known as the Rim of the Valley Corridor are nationally significant,
Special Resource Study® Angeles counties); includes majority of Phase | Proposed trail suitable, and feasible for inclusion in the national park system. The study also evaluated whether any portions of the corridor would be eligible for inclusion in

1I:a areasineludes-entire Phase Hbarea cotrridor the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area (SMMNRA). Includes proposed regional Rim of the Valley Trail corridor, which would provide a
challenging long-distance trail encircling the San Fernando and La Crescenta valleys in County of Los Angeles, and another trail loop encircling Simi Valley in
Ventura County.

D Santa Susana Mountains Final San Fernando Valley and Santa Clarity Valley | Yes; Approved (2015) — Trails master plan for the development of approximately 35.9 miles of trail with 22 proposed trail segments, for a total of approximately
Trails Master Plan’ in northwestern Los Angeles County; Proposed trails 71.5 miles of trails within the Santa Susana Mountains Trails Master Plan Area, including 24.5 miles of proposed trails within the Phase I area. The Santa Susana

includes entire Phase IIza area Mountains Trails Master Plan would connect Newhall Ranch Specific Plan trails to the Rim of the Valley Trail corridor.

E Castaic Area Multi-Use Trails Santa Clarita Valley in northwestern Los Yes; Approved (2016) — Trails master plan for the development of approximately 89 miles of proposed multi-use trails and related staging areas, bike skills parks,
Plan® Angeles County; 3.2 miles north of Phase II:2 | Proposed trails patking areas, and other supporting trail facilities in the Castaic Area.

area

F City of Santa Clarita Master Plan | City of Santa Clarita in northwestern Los Yes; Approved (Last updated November 2016) — The City of Santa Clarita manages approximately 80 miles of trails, which are classified as Class 1 — Bike Path,

of Trails’ Angeles county; includes portion of Phase Proposed trails Class II — Bike Lane, Class II — Bike Route, and Multi Use.!” Includes proposed trails.
IIza area (Towsley Canyon)
G Potrero Village-Newhall Ranch Portion of Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Area | Yes; Open Status (2013 Application) — A mixed use development project with 4,385 proposed housing units, 3 parks totaling 190 acres, 5 recreation centers, an
Phase IV (TR61911)" in Santa Clarita Valley, northwestern Los 16 acres of private elementary school, a fire station, a visitor center, a 14.8-acre spineflower reserve, 1,463 acres of open space, and 245,000 square feet of commercial development
Angeles County; adjacent to Phase Il area trails (no proposed on a 26.9 gross acre site. The project will require other infrastructure improvements such as debris basins, electrical transfer station, water quality basins, and an
public trails) internal circulation system consisting of trails, driveways, streets and highways.!2
DPR required a 37.59-acre parkland obligation; no trails were identified.!?
H Legacy (Stevenson Ranch - Phase | Western portion of Phase 11 area between Yes; Open Status (2015) — A mixed use development including single and multi-family residential, commercial, an assisted living facility and open space and a park

V) (TR061996)!

Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area and
unincorporated community of Stevenson
Ranch.

Proposed trails

and some trails and walking paths. Includes a trail along Long Canyon Drainage canal, and a segment of Pico Canyon Trail from eastern and western extents of
tract on Pico Canyon Road.
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TABLE 1.13-1

LIST OF RELATED PROJECTS'

Proposed Trails/
Label Project Name Location Trail Corridors? Description
1 Entrada North (TR071377)1 Northern portion of Phase 1= area near SR- | Yes; Open Status (2015) — A mixed use master planned community with residential and commercial uses, as well as recreational, and open spaces that will have a
126. Proposed trails phase on both the north and south sides of the Santa Clara River. Includes proposed mixed-use trail on north side of the Santa Clara River.
] Magic Mountain Entertainment / | Notrthern potrtion of Phase Il area, to Yes; Open Status (October 26, 2017 Subdivision Committee Review 2045) — Entrada South will be a large residential and commercial development with single and
Entrada South (TR53295)1 north/west and south of Six Flags Magic Proposed trails multi-family homes, with shopping centers, parks, schools, libraries, and open spaces. The project includes a significant network of paseos_(10,980 linear feet)
Mountain. recreational trails (13,740 linear feet), paved Class I1 bike lanes (8,090 linear feet), and community trails (7,240 linear feet). The project will include a 27.2-acre
Spineflower Preserve within the eastern portion of the project site and a pedestrian bridge across Magic Mountain Parkway.
K Aidlin Hills (TR52796)"7 Pico Canyon and Wickham Canyon in Santa | Yes; Approved (2016) — 102 single-family residential lots, 9 open space lots, 5 public facility lots on 229 acres. Includes proposed segment of Pico Canyon Trail from
Clarita Valley, northwestern Los Angeles Proposed trails eastern and western extents of tract on Pico Canyon Road.
County; a portion is located within Phase Il
area
L Lyons Canyon Ranch Project Lyon Canyon in Santa Clarita Valley, Yes; existing County Open Held Status (January 25, 2018 Subdivision Committee Meeting 2046-Appheation) — Modification to approved Tentative Tract Map No. 53653 to
(TR53653)18 northwestern Los Angeles County; located maintained “Gavin remove one residential lot. Project involves development of 92 single-family residential lots and 93 senior condominium units, six debris/public facility lots, one
entirely within Phase Il area Canyon Trail” along recreational lot, and five open space lots.
historic Lyons Ranch
Road
Chatsworth-ake Maner
GRO73766y Fernando-ValleynorthwesternosAngeles
Ceuntyadiacentto-Ventura-CountyJoeated
M Proposed Rim of the Valley Unit | Within approximately 11.2 square miles of No, the proposed bill Open Status (2017 Introduced in House) — The proposed Rim of the Valley Corridor Preservation Act would expand the boundary of the Santa Monica
of the SMMNRA 2+ 2022 the southern portion of the Phase 11 area. does not address any | Mountains National Recreation Area by approximately 191,000 acres to include the Rim of the Valley Unit, which would be administered as part of the
trails. 2123 recreation area. The bill would enable the National Park Service and the local community to “better protect natural resources and habitats, and provide members
of the community with improved access to nature for recreational and educational purposes.”
SOURCES:

1 Aranda, Diane, County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 31 January 2017. Related Projects. Email to Sapphos Environmental, Inc. (Laura Male).

2 California Department of Patks and Recreation. Accessed 10 January 2017. California Recreational Trails Plan & Progtess Repott. Available at: http:/ /www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=23443

3 California Department of Parks and Recreation. 2002. Recreational Trails Plan, 2002. Available at: http://www.patks.ca.gov/?page_id=23443

4 California State Parks, Planning Division, Statewide Trails Section. 2011. California Recreational Trails Plan: Executive Summary Progress Report 2011. Available at: http:/ /www.patks.ca.gov/pages/ 795/ files /2011%20progress%20report%o20summary%20final. pdf

5 California Department of Patks and Rectreation. Accessed 4 January 2017. Parks for All Californians. Available at: http://www.parksforcalifornia.org/scorp.

6 National Park Service. Accessed 4 January 2017. Rim of the Valley Cotridor Special Resoutce Study. Available at: https://parkplanning.nps.gov/document.cfm?documentID=70887

7 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. May 2015. Santa Susana Mountains Final Ttails Master Plan. Available at: https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/115/FINAL%20Santa%20Susana%20Mountains%020Final %020 Trails%20Mastet%20Plan%020May%202015.pdf
8 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. October 2016. Castaic Area Multi-Use Trails Plan. Available at: https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/ 124/ Castaic%20Area%20MUTP%20-%20FINAL.pdf

9 City of Santa Clarita. November 2016. City of Santa Clarita Master Plan of Trails. Available at: http://www.santa-clarita.com/Home/ShowDocument?id=6973

10 City of Santa Clarita. Accessed 10 February 2017. City of Santa Clatita Trails. Available at: http://www.santa-clatita.com/ city-hall/departments /neighborhood-services/ parks-division/ trails

1 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 28 May 2015. Project No. R2013-01790-(5) / Tentative Tract Map 061911. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/case/view/12013-01790/

12 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 28 May 2015. Subdivision Committee Repott. Available at: http://planninglacounty.gov/assets/upl/case/tr061911_dtp-report-20150528.pdf

13 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. 19 May 2015. Vesting Tentative Tract Map 61911 (Potrero Village) Park Conditions of Map Approval. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/case/tt061911_parks-report-20150528.pdf

14 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. 16 December 2014. Parks and Trails Report. Vesting Tentative Tract Map 61996 (Legacy Village) Park and Trail Conditions of Approval Dated November 19, 2014 Subdivision Committee Meeting January 8, 2015. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/case/tr061996_parks-20150108.pdf Main case website: http://planning.lacounty.gov/case/view/tr061996

15 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 11 Januaty 2015. Project No. R2013-02833-(5) / Vesting Tentative Tract Map 071377 / Entrada North. Available at: http://planninglacounty.gov/case/view/r2013-02833

16 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Accessed 2 January 2018. 48-September2047. Project No. 00-210-(5) / Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 53295 / Entrada South. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/case/view/entrada

17 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 17 August 2016. Project No. 00-136-(5) / Tract Map No. 52796. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/case/view/00-136

“27.S. ’Conszress Rep. Adam Schiff. 18 October 2017. Rep. S

18 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning.
aql 2 :
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Section 2

Environmental Checklist and Impact Analysis



Environmental Checklist Form (Initial Study)
County of Los Angeles, Department of Parks and Recreation

Project title: “Santa Susana Mountains Trails Master Plan — Phase 11

Lead agency name and address: Los Angeles County, 5109-Seuth-VermentAvenueosAngeles;
Califernia90020 1000 S. Fremont Avenue Unit #40, Building A-9 West, 3" Floor, Alhambra, CA 91803

Contact Person and phone number: Julie Yom, AICP, Park Planner £43y354-5427 (626) 588-5311

Pro;ect sponsor s name and address: Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation, 548
299020 1000 S. Fremont Avenue Unit #40, Building A-9

\West 3“‘ Floor Alhambra CA 91803

Project location: Please see Section 1, Project Description

APN: several USGS Qunad- Val Verde, Newhall, Simi Valley Fast (Santa Susana), Oat Mountain—sand
Calabasas

Gross Acreage: 14:868 13,570

General plan designation: Please see Section 1, Project Description

Community/Area wide Plan designation: Please see Section 1, Project Description

Zoning: Please see Section 1, Project Description

Description of project: Please see Section 1, Project Description

Surrounding land uses and setting: Please see Section 1, Prgject Description

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area
requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.17 If so, has consultation
begun? Yes

Other public agencies whose approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement):
Public Agency Approval Required

Major projects in the area:
Project/ Case No. Description and Status

CC.103116
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Reviewing Agencies:
Responsible Agencies

[ ] None

Regional Water Quality Control
Board:
D Los Angeles Region
[ ] Lahontan Region
[ ] Coastal Commission
X] Army Corps of Engineers

Trustee 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)

Special Reviewing Agencies

[ ] None

X] Santa Monica Mountains
Conservancy

[ ] National Parks

[ ] National Forest

[ ] Edwards Air Force Base

[ ] Resource Conservation
District of Santa Monica
Mountains Area

X] Mountains Recreation and

Conservation Authority

County Reviewing Agencies
X] DPW:

- Land Development Division
(Grading & Drainage)

- Geotechnical & Materials
Engineering Division

- Watershed Management
Division (NPDES)

- Traffic and Lighting Division

- Environmental Programs
Division

- Waterworks Division

- Sewer Maintenance Division

Regional Significance

X] None

[ ] SCAG Criteria

[ ] Air Quality

[ ] Water Resources

[ ] Santa Monica Mtns. Area

L]

X Fire Department

- Forestry, Environmental
Division

-Planning Division
- Land Development Unit
- Health Hazmat

X Sanitation District

X] Public Health/Environmental
Health Division: Land Use
Program (OWTS), Drinking
Water Program (Private
Wells), Toxics Epidemiology
Program (Noise)

<] Sheriff Department

X] Regional Planning

[ ] Subdivision Committee

L]

CC.103116
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project.

O X X OOKX

L]

Aesthetics [ ] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [ ] Public Services
Agticulture/Forest [ ] Hazards/Hazardous Materials [ ] Recreation
Air Quality [] Hydrology/Water Quality [] Transportation/Traffic
Biological Resources [] Land Use/Planning X] Tribal Cultural Resources
Cultural Resources [ ] Mineral Resources [ ] Utilities/Services
Energy [ ] Noise X] Mandatory Findings

of Significance
Geology/Soils [] Population/Housing

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

L]

X

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLLARATION 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 eatlier 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) Date

Signature (Approved by) Date

CC.103116
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)

3)

)

5)

)

7)

8)

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).

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.

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.

"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.)

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 § 15063(c)(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.

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

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 significance.
Sources of thresholds include the County General Plan, other County planning documents, and County
ordinances. Some thresholds are unique to geographical locations.

Climate Change Impacts: When determining whether a project’s impacts are significant, the analysis
should consider, when relevant, the effects of future climate change on : 1) worsening hazardous
conditions that pose risks to the project’s inhabitants and structures (e.g., floods and wildfires), and 2)
worsening the project’s impacts on the environment (e.g., impacts on special status species and public
health).
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1. AESTHETICS

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the proposed project would have a significant impact to
aesthetics, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives in accordance with Section
150063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. The analysis in this section is based on the Santa Susana Mountains
Trails Master Plan — Phase 11 Aesthetics Technical Report (Appendix A).

Less than

Significant
Potentially Impact with Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant

Would the project: Impact  Incotporated Impact No Impact
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic [] [] [] X
vista?

The proposed project would result in no impacts to aesthetics regarding having a substantial adverse
effect on a scenic vista. There are no designated scenic vista points within the project study area; nor is
the project study area visible from scenic vista points designated within the L.os Angeles County General
Plan 2035 or by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)."”” Caltrans has designated one
vista point within Los Angeles County, Lamont Odett Vista Point, which is located at Post Mile 57.8
along the northbound side of State Route 14 (SR-14) and overlooks the Aerospace Valley, Lake Palmdale,
and the California Aqueduct toward the north and northeast (see Figure 5.1.1-1, Scenic 1istas, in Appendix
A).” This vista point is approximately 26.4 miles northeast of the Phase II-a area—&ﬂd—&ppfemtelryéég
miles—northeast-of-the Phase H:b-area, on the opposite side of the San Gabriel Mountains. The project
study area is not visible from this vista point due to distance, an intended directional vista towards the
north, and intervening topography. Ventura County and the City of Los Angeles have no designated
scenic vistas in the vicinity of the project study area. The County of Los Angeles (County) has designated
30 Public Viewing Areas in the Santa Monica Local Coastal Program, which are located approximately 21
75 to 24 73 miles south-southwest of the Phase II3b area (see Figure 5.1.1-1 in Appendix A).* The Santa
Monica Mountains Local Coastal Program ILand Use Plan establishes Land Use Policy LLU-54 for
protection of Public Viewing Areas from visual blight as a result of the telecommunications network.’
The Santa Monica Mountains Local Implementation Program establishes that Public Viewing Areas are
intended to reduce visual impacts as a result of new buildings, water tanks, telecommunication facilities,
and all projects for which applications for a Coastal Development Permit are required.® As the project
study area is not located within a Coastal Zone and the proposed project would not require a Coastal
Development Permit, the Santa Monica Local Coastal Program is not applicable to the proposed project.

!'The County has designated Public Viewing Areas in the Santa Monica Mountains Land Use Plans, which ate located more than
20 45 miles south of the project study area.

2 Male, Laura, Sapphos Environmental, Inc., Pasadena, CA. 3 July 2015. Communication with Daniel Kitowski, Transportation
Manager (GIS), California Department of Transportation.

3 California Department of Transportation. 2016. 2015 Named Freeways, Highways, Structures and Other Appurtenances in
California. Available at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tsip/hseb/products/Named_Freeways_Final.pdf

* County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. November 2013. Santa Monica Mountains Local Coastal Program
map with public viewing areas. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/ coastal_adopted-map3.pdf

5 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. August 2014. Santa Monica Mountains Local Coastal Program: Land
Use Plan. Available at: http://planning lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/coastal_adopted-LUP.pdf

¢ County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 2014. Santa Monica Mountains L.ocal Implementation
Program: Land Use Plan. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/ coastal_adopted-LIP.pdf
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Due to distance and intervening topography of the Santa Monica Mountains, the project study area is not
visible from Public Viewing Areas. Therefore, there would be no impacts to scenic vistas as a result of the
proposed project, and no mitigation would be required.

b) Be visible from or obstruct views from a regional [] [] X []
riding or hiking trail?

The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to aesthetics regarding being visible
from or obstructing views from a regional riding or hiking trail. Although the proposed project would
potentially be visible from nearby existing regional trails, it would not obstruct views due to intervening
topography, trees, and shrubs, as well as the small scale of the proposed facilities. A viewshed analysis was
conducted that determined that, based on topography, up to 63 654 percent of the project study area
would potentially be visible from the existing regional riding and hiking trails with clear atmospheric
conditions and no intervening trees or shrubs (see Figure 5.2.2-1, Viewshed Map — Existing Regional Trails,
in Appendix A). As the Pacific Crest National Scenic Trail (PCT) is located approximately 14.9 miles
northeast of the project study area at the nearest point, it is not anticipated that the proposed trails would
be visible from the PCT.

According to the viewshed analysis based on topography, approximately 64 765 percent (35.7 495 of
55.6 763 miles) of proposed trails have the potential to be visible from existing regional trails with clear
atmospheric conditions and no intervening trees or shrubs. A viewshed analysis evaluates visibility based
solely on topographic data, and the presence of large trees, large shrubs, buildings, and infrastructure
between regional trails and the project study area would reduce the potential visibility level further than
this estimate. Furthermore, trails and supporting facility structures would not dramatically alter the form
of ridgelines within the study area and would therefore not be likely to be visible from, or obstruct views
trom, regional trails.

There is one existing trail segment within the project study area that is part of the County’s Regional Trail
System: Pico Canyon Trail (0.6 miles), within the Phase IIz area. Although the proposed project would
be visible from these existing regional trail segments because new trail segments would be located
adjacent to or within a mile of the existing segments, it would enhance the existing recreational experience
and trail system by providing connections between the existing trail segments that would be visible from
these trails. The proposed project, which would involve new trails, staging areas, bike skills areas,
restrooms, parking lots, and other related trail facilities, would be designed to enhance views from
recreational trails. Therefore, there would be less than significant impacts to aesthetics regarding being
visible from or obstructing views from a regional riding or hiking trail, and no mitigation would be
required.

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

The proposed project would result in significant impacts to aesthetics regarding substantially damaging
scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway. Incorporation of mitigation measures would reduce these impacts to below the level
of significance. The proposed project would be located within the scenic highway corridor of the two
nearest eligible state scenic highways—Henry Mayo Drive (SR-126) and the Golden State Highway
(Interstate 5 [I-5])—because the Phase Ila area is adjacent to these scenic routes and proposed trail
corridors would be located within a one-mile corridor foreground radius. The proposed Pico Channel
Trail corridor would cross under I-5 to connect to existing bikeways in the City of Santa Clarita. One
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proposed trail corridor (Entrada to Santa Clara River) would be located within a one-mile radius of SR-
126. Seven proposed trail corridors would be located within a one-mile radius of I-5:

Entrada
Lyons Ranch
Pico Channel
Pico Canyon
Pico Park
Rice Canyon
The Old Road

Ntk LD -

The nearest officially designated state scenic highway is the recently designated SR-27, which was
officially designated on March 22, 2017, and is approximately 12.9 54 miles southeast of the project study
area. The proposed project has the_a low potential of being te-be visible from SR-27_due to distance and
intervening topography (Santa Susana Mountains)—n—the-middleground-eor-background. The proposed
project would not be visible from Angeles Crest Highway (SR-2) and Maricopa Highway (SR-33), due to
distance and intervening topography. Angeles Crest Highway is an officially designated state scenic
highway located over 24 miles east of the project study area, and Maricopa Highway is an officially
designated state scenic highway located over 35 28 miles west of the study area.

Based on viewshed analysis, approximately 28.0 242 miles of the proposed trails withinthe Phase -z
area would have the potential to be visible in the foreground to middleground from officially designated
and eligible state scenic highways (see Figure 5.2.3-1, VGewshed Map — Designated and Eligible State Scenic
Highways, in Appendix A). Key Observation Points (KOPs) 1, 2, and 3 are representative of potential
views from SR-126 and I-5 (see Appendix A.1, Key Observation Points, in Appendix A). Approximately 394
mites{50.4 561 percent} of the 55.6 783 miles of proposed trails would have the potential to be visible,
based solely on topographic data. As the Phase Il area is adjacent to SR-126 and I-5, implementation of
mitigation measures would be required to reduce potential impacts to scenic resources within a state
scenic highway to below the level of significance.

The proposed project would have the potential to affect the health of existing coast live oak trees and
other protected trees along the proposed trail alignments and supporting facilities that are important to
the character of the scenic highway corridors. The proposed project involves trail segments within scenic
Pico Canyon, along scenic water bodies including the Santa Clara River, and through scenic
forests/woodlands (see Figure 5.1.4-1, Santa Clarita V'alley Area Plan Designated S cenic Resources, in Appendix
A). Although the construction of trails within these scenic resource areas and sensitive woodland areas
would not result in significant impacts to visual character because trail construction can be conducted in a
low-impact manner in accordance with the County Trails Manual, there is potential for significant impacts
to occur if scenic trees are removed. Therefore, the proposed project would have the potential to result in
significant impacts to aesthetics regarding scenic resources within a state scenic highway. Implementation
of Mitigation Measures AES-1 and AES-2 would reduce impacts to below the level of significance.

Mitigation Measure AES-1: Trails and supporting facilities within a one-mile radius of officially
designated and eligible state scenic highways shall be designed, constructed, and maintained (where
construction equipment is involved) to avoid damaging or removal of scenic resources, including but not
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, within the scenic highway corridor. If any
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mature tree must be removed that would alter the viewshed, it shall be replaced at a minimum of a 1:1
ratio. If any new structures or buildings are constructed within a one-mile radius of an officially
designated or eligible state scenic highway, landscape screening of the structures and buildings shall be
installed on the side(s) of the structure facing the scenic highway to reduce visual impacts to the scenic
highway corridor.

Mitigation Measure AES-2: Trails and supporting facilities shall be designed, constructed, and
maintained to avoid the drip line of any tree afforded protection pursuant to the County’s Oak Tree
Ordinance eeastdive—oak—trees—and—otherprotected—+trees—that—are located along the proposed trail
alignments, in order to maintain the visual character of the area. Best Management Practices shall be used
during construction and trails maintenance activities to protect the root structures of protected trees:

e A Worker Education and Awareness Program (WEAP) shall inform all construction workers of
County Ordinances protecting oak trees and the sensitivity of roots to damage from compaction
or excessive watef.

e Drip line of oak trees shall be designated as off-limits during construction on all construction
drawings and diagrams.

e Fencing and/or flagging shall be used to delineate the drip line of the trees as off-limits during
trail construction.

e On-site monitors shall be utilized for periods when trail construction will be undertaken within
100 feet of the drip line of the oak trees.

e If a preteeted-tree afforded protection pursuant to the County’s Oak Tree Ordinance must be
removed, the same species shall be replaced at a minimum of a + 2:1 ratio.

Impacts to aesthetics regarding scenic resources within a state scenic highway corridor would be less than
significant after implementation of mitigation measures.

d) Substantially degrade the existing visual [] [] X []
character or quality of the site and its surroundings

because of height, bulk, pattern, scale, character, or

other features?

The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to aesthetics regarding substantial
degradation of the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings because of height,
bulk, pattern, scale, character, or other features. Trails and related supporting facilities would generally not
be expected to substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings
because of height, bulk, pattern, scale, or character because they would be low to the ground, spaced and
designed in a pattern that follows the natural topography and existing paved and dirt roads, and be
consistent with the scale and character of the rural project study area that already contains several dirt
access roads and fire roads throughout the mountainous and hilly terrain. The proposed project would be
expected to directly impact up to 101.3 43+--acres, including approximately 80.8 482 acres of proposed
trails and approximately 20.3 368-5 acres of proposed facility locations, which constitutes less than one
percent of the study area.

Trails and related supporting facilities are generally consistent with the existing visual character of the
project study area and surrounding areas. Although the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan only directly
mentions trails within the Parks and Recreation land use designation, the land use policy defers to the
specific allowable uses and development standards determined by underlying zoning designations and
adopted Specific Plans. The County zoning designations for the project study area are predominantly
open space and light agricultural, with land designated in the County General Plan for open space, rural
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land, single-family residential, major commercial, and other uses that are compatible with trails.”® The
Heavy Agricultural Zone, Light Manufacturing Zone, Unlimited Commercial Zone, Commercial
Manufacturing Zone, Commercial Recreation Zone, and Restricted Heavy Manufacturing Zone;—and
Neighbotrhood-Business—7Zone permit riding and hiking trails; the Open Space Zone, Eight-Agrieultaral
Zone; Manufacturing — Industrial Planned Zone, and residential zones in the project study area allow for
riding and hiking trails if they have been approved by the Director of the County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning (Director); and riding and hiking trails may be allowed in the
Institutional Zone upon approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP).

Consistent with planning guidelines provided by the County Trails Manual, conceptual trail alighments
have been planned to maintain the characteristic rugged aesthetic of the trail. The proposed project has
the potential to enhance the trail’s visual quality through clarified trail designation, maintenance, and
revegetation along constructed portions of the trail with native plants that may not have survived
construction of subdivisions. The experience of recreation users would be enhanced through the
incorporation of informational signs at trail intersections to provide orientation. The County Trail Manual
specifies desired minimum trail widths for multi-use trails (accommodating bicyclists, hikers, and
equestrians) at 5 feet, wherever possible, with 6- to 10-foot-wide turn outs in high-traffic areas. Where
trails of up to 10 feet wide are developed or existing trials are expanded up to 10 feet wide, impacts to the
visual character of the viewshed from surrounding residences can be avoided through the incorporation
of native vegetation as a screening material. Restoration of native vegetation along conceptual trail
alignhments would have the potential to enhance the visual character within the project study area.
Preserving existing native vegetation adjacent to the trail would protect the aesthetic quality of the project
study area.’

Trails proposed as a result of the proposed project would be consistent with the visual character of the
project study area and surrounding areas. The visual nature of the project study area is dominated by
native and non-native vegetation, transmission corridors, roads, isolated structures, suburban and
industrial/commercial developed areas, and trails (see Appendix A.1 in Appendix A). The proposed trail
improvements are compatible with the existing visual character of the project study area. Several official
trails and many unofficial trail segments currently traverse the project study area. Hiking and riding are
passive recreation activities that are compatible with the land use allowed within the three adopted SEAs
that encompass small portions of the project study area. The proposed trail alignments would not
substantially degrade or alter the existing visual character of the project study area. As the majority of trail
designations in the proposed project already exist as access roads, fire roads, rights-of-way, and desire line
trails (unofficial trails created where a significant number of people want to travel), trail construction
would be relatively minor, predominantly consisting of realignments, improvements, and signage.
Therefore, future trails anticipated in the proposed project would not be expected to result in significant
impacts to aesthetics related to substantial degradation of the existing visual character of the site and its
surroundings.

7 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 6 October 2015. County of Los Angeles General Plan 2035.
Chapter 6: Land Use Element. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_final-general-plan-ch6.pdf

8 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Adopted 27 November 2012. Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan. Chapter
2: Land Use. Available at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/ovov_2012-ch-02-landuse.pdf

9 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. [May 2011] June 2013. County of Los Angeles Trails Manual.
Available at: https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/69/LA%20County%20Trails%20Manual%20%28Revised%62006-20-
13%29.compressed.pdf
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According to the viewshed analysis conducted using ArcGIS to evaluate the potential visibility level of the
project study area from County-designated Town and Country Scenic Drives based on topography,
approximately 51.7 48 percent (approximately 28.7 337 of a total of 55.6 703 miles) of the proposed
trails would be visible from Town and Country Scenic Drives located within a 15-mile radius of the
project study area (Figure 5.2.4-1, Viewshed Map — County Designated Town and Country Scenic Drives, in
Appendix A). It should be noted that a viewshed analysis evaluates visibility based solely on topographic
data, and the presence of large trees, large shrubs, buildings, and infrastructure between the Town and
Country Scenic Drives and the study area would be expected to reduce the potential visibility level
significantly from this estimate. Furthermore, trails and supporting facility structures would not be
expected to dramatically alter the form of ridgelines within the study area, and would therefore not be
likely to be substantially visible from Town and Country Scenic Drives over 5 miles (foreground view)
from the study area.

Trails are normally considered a compatible use within a Significant Ecological Area (SEA). Trail
development within a SEA would likely require preparation of a Biota Report to demonstrate that the
trail could be constructed, operated, and maintained in a manner that avoids significant impacts, inclusive
of the visual character of the area. Therefore, the proposed project would result in less than significant
impacts to aesthetics regarding degradation of the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings because of height, bulk, pattern, scale, character, or other features as a result of the
proposed project, and no mitigation would be required.

e) Create a new source of substantial shadows, light, [] [] X []
or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to aesthetics regarding the creation of a
new source of substantial shadows, light or glare. As the project study area is generally rural, with
suburban areas typically containing single-story to two-story residences and commercial and industrial
buildings generally surrounded by parking lots and landscaping that provide a buffer between the
buildings and potential shadow sensitive land uses, the structures considered within the proposed project
would not be expected to create a new source of substantial shadows. Facilities such as restrooms, shade
structures, and parking lots in support of the proposed trails would not be expected to be taller than a
two-story building. Where buildings included in the plan are part of subdivision agreements, they would
be designed to avoid creating substantial shadows on the new residences.

Approximately 45 58 percent of the project study area is located within the County’s Rural Outdoor
Lighting District and subject to restrictions in terms of light and glare at night to maintain dark skies at
night for the residents and wildlife in the district (see Figure 3.3-1, Existing Light Levels at Night, in
Appendix A)." Under the ordinance, outdoor lighting shall be fully shielded on properties located in
residential, agricultural, open space, or watershed zones." Exterior lighting on restrooms and other trail-
related supporting facilities would be required to conform to the ordinance. As shown in Figure 3.3-1 in
Appendix A, the remaining 55 58 percent of the project study area (12 square milesiathe PhaseHaares)
that is not located within the County’s Rural Outdoor Lighting District is predominantly characterized by
a high level of existing nighttime sky glow, including Six Flags Magic Mountain, the nearby City of Santa

10 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Accessed 1 August 2017. GIS-NET3 Public. Planning & Zoning
Information for Unincorporated LA County. Available at: http://gis.planning.lacounty.gov/GIS-NET3_Public/Viewet.html

1TLos Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. 28 September 2012. Ordinance No. 2012-0047. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/data/ord_outdoot-lighting.pdf
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Clarita, the community of Stevenson Ranch, and the industrial Castaic Junction area in the northeastern
portion of the project study area. Due to the high level of existing nighttime sky glow, impacts from
exterior lighting on restrooms and other trail related supporting facilities, would be less than significant.

The hours of operation for Los Angeles County trails are typically from dawn to dusk (County Code
17.04.330). Therefore, the proposed project would not include installation of nighttime lighting along the
proposed trails; nor would the trails include nighttime safety lights that may affect nighttime views or add
an additional source of light to the surrounding area. For safety purposes and to avoid disturbing the
neighborhood from which the site is accessed, construction would not be conducted at night. In
accordance with the guidelines in Section 4.3.18, Lighting, of the County Trails Manual, where lighting
features are provided for safety and wayfinding reasons, it would be installed in a manner to be
nonintrusive to adjacent uses, avoid detracting from a natural outdoors experience for trail users, and
directed downward to avoid light pollution or spillover in general.'” As this guideline is independent of
whether the trail segment or related supporting facility is located within the County’s Rural Outdoor
Lighting District, the proposed project, which must comply with the County Trails Manual, would not
result in a significant new source of nighttime light.

The trail alignments under the proposed project would be predominantly natural surface trails that would
not create a new source of substantial glare. The proposed project would also include interpretive signage,
small structures, new parking lots, and other related supporting facilities that would have the potential to
create a source of daytime glare where glass, metal, asphalt, and additional vehicles are involved.
However, these facilities would be small and are anticipated to be constructed in the areas with an existing
moderate to high daytime glare level, towards the City of Santa Clarita;F-es-Angeles; and the I-5 freeway,
which contain paved roads; commercial, industrial, and residential development and infrastructure;
moderate to high vehicle traffic levels on major roads and freeways; and the presence of reflective water
bodies. Thus, the supporting facilities would not be expected to create a new source of substantial glare.
Therefore, the proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to aesthetics regarding
shadows, light and glare, and no mitigation would be required.

12 County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. [May 2011] Revised June 2013. County of Los Angeles Trails
Manual. Available at:

https://trails.lacounty.gov/Files/Documents/69/LA%20County%o20Trails%620Manual %20%28Revised%2006-20-
13%29.compressed.pdf
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2. AGRICULTURE / FORESTRY

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 1.egacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in
Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resonrces Board.

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the proposed project would have a significant impact on
agriculture and forestry resources, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives in
accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Agriculture and forestry resources in the
project study area were evaluated with regard to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP)
of the California Resources Agency," the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan (One Valley One Vision),"* the Los
Angeles County General Plan 2035 (County General Plan),” the Los Angeles County Hillside Management
Ordinance, the California Department of Conservation Williamson Act Contract Land website,' and the
Los Angeles County Zoning Code (Title 22 — Planning and Zoning).

Less than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact  Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or [] [] X []
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?

The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to agriculture and forestry resources
regarding the conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the FMMP of the California Resources Agency,
to non-agricultural use. Section 21060.1(a) of CEQA (Public Resources Code Sections 21060-74)
delineates the consideration of agricultural land to include “prime farmland, farmland of statewide
importance, or unique farmland, as defined by the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) land
inventory and monitoring criteria, as modified for California,” and is herein collectively referred to as

13 California Department of Conservation. Accessed 22 August 2018. Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program. Available at:
http:/ /www.consetrvation.ca.gov/dltp/fmmp

14 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 2012. Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan. Available at:

http://planning lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/ovov_2012-fulldoc.pdf

15 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 6 October 2015. Los Angeles County General Plan 2035. Available
at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_final-general-plan.pdf

16 California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection. 2015. State of California Williamson Act

Contract Land: Data Submissions Cutrent to 2014. Available at:
ftp://ftp.constv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/wa/2014%20Statewide%020Map/WA_2014_11x17.pdf
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“Farmland.”"” The FMMP was established in 1982 to assess the location, quality, and quantity of
agricultural lands in the State of California and conversion of these lands over time. The Phase Il area
contains 0.2 acre of Prime Farmland along the Entrada to Santa Clara River Cessider trail corridor and

approximately 0.2 acre of Prime Farmland along the Santa Clara River trail corridor;-and-thePhaseHb
area—contains—noPrimeFarmland (Figure 2.2-1, Important Farmiland Map; Table 2.2-1, FMMP Important

Farmland). The proposed trailhead TH2 would include Ne—pfepesed—&&ﬂ—f&eﬂfms—&fe—}eeafed%
approximately 0.9 88 acre of Prime Farmland. The Phase Ila area contains 33.3 acres of Unique
Farmland, ;-but-ne—trailfaeilities—areJoeated—within—it- The Santa Clara River trail corridor includes
approximately 0.6 acre of Unique Farmland. There is no Farmland of Statewide Importance or Farmland
of Local Importance within the project study area. Beeawse—+The proposed project would disturb

approximately 1.3 acres less—than—a—guarteraere of Prime Farmland out of a total 66.3 acres within the
project study area, or less than 2 percent. The proposed project would disturb_approximately 0.6 acre of

Unique Farmland out of a total of 33.3 acres within the project study area, or less than 2 percent.
Therefore, impacts to agriculture and forestry resources regarding conversion of Farmland to non-
agricultural use would be less than significant, and no mitigation would be required.

TABLE 2.2-1
FMMP IMPORTANT FARMLAND

Total Project
Study Area
FMMP Category (acres) Impact Area (acres) Impact Areas / Proposed Trails
Prime Farmland 66.3 02 Entrada to Santa Clara River trail corridor
0.4 (trail) Santa Clara River trail cortidor
+0.9 (amenities) Trailhead TH2
=1.3 acres
Farmland of 0 0 N/A
Statewide
Importance
Unique Farmland 33.3 0.6 (trail) Santa Clara River trail corridor NAA
Farmland of 0 0 N/A
Local Importance
Grazing Land 9,473.3 51 Grazing Land occurs within the Entrada, Entrada to Santa
65.1 (trail) Clara River, Lyons Ranch, Mentryville-Newhall Ranch,
+18.1 (amenities) Minnte-Totta, Mentryville Minse-Eetta to Lyons, Palo Sola,
= 83.2 acres Pico Canyon, Pico Park, Pico to Newhall Ranch, Pico to Palo
Sola, Rice Canyon, Santa Clara River, The Old Road,
Towsley to North Ridge, Towsley to RIVA, Towsley to
South Ridge, Wiley South Rim, Wiley to RIVA, and Wiley
West Rim trail corridors.
Also: Trailheads TH1 and TH2; Trailhead & Staging Area
TS1; Bike Skills Park BS1; and Equestrian Park EP1.
Urban and 26735 24 Urban and Built-Up Land occurs within the Entrada,
Built-Up Land 2,476.1 4.5 (trail Entrada to Santa Clara River, Lyons Ranch, Menttyville to
+1.2 (amenities) Lyons, Pico Canyon, Pico Channel, The Old Road, RIVA,
= 5.7 acres and Santa Clara Riverrand-Weelses—toRIVA trail corridors.
Also: Trailhead & Staging Area TS 1, Bike Skills Park BS2.

17 State of California. Accessed 22 August 2017. California Law: California Public Resources Code Section 21060-21074. Available

at: https:/ /leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtmlPlawCode=PRC&sectionNum=21074.
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TABLE 2.2-1
FMMP IMPORTANT FARMLAND

Total Project
Study Area
FMMP Category (acres) Impact Area (acres) Impact Areas / Proposed Trails
Other Land 25575 282 Other Land occurs within Entrada, Entrada to Santa Clara
1,520. 10.4 (trail) River, Lyons Ranch, Mentryville Miante-Eetta to Lyons, Pico
+0.1 (amenities) Canyon, Pico Park, Rice Canyon, The Old Road, and Santa
= 10.5 acres Clara River;Bell-Canyon; Dayton-CanyonDPaytonto-SSH;
trail corridors.
Also: Bike Skills Park BS2.
Total 14:8039 Trail: 81.0 acres
13,569. Amenity: 20.3 acres
Total: 101.3 acres 815
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, [] [] X []

with a designated Agricultural Opportunity Area, or
with a Williamson Act contract?

The proposed project would result in no impact to agriculture and forestry resources regarding conflict
with existing zoning for agriculture use, with a designated Agricultural Opportunity Area, or with a
Williamson Act contract. Agricultural Opportunity Areas have been replaced by Agricultural Resource
Areas (ARAs) in the Los Angeles County General Plan 2035. ARAs consist of farmland identified by the
California Department of Conservation, including Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance,
Farmland of Local Importance, and Unique Farmland. One ARA is located in the northern portion of the
Phase II= area, which_includes both Prime Farmland and Unique Farmland. The proposed Santa Clara
River trail corridor would follow an existing dirt road that runs through both Prime and Unique
Farmland. The proposed Entrada to Santa Clara River trail corridor passes through Prime Farmland. In
the northernmost portion of the Phase Il# area the TH2 Trailhead would be located within Prime
Farmland, thus disturbing approximately 0.8 acre. While this slightly impacts the ARA, trails are a

compatible use within designated farmland. Additionally the Santa Clara River trail corridor’s impact is
limited due to it following directly alongside an existing dirt road heweverno—trails-ortrailfaeilitesare

propesed-withinit."* No Williamson Act contracts are located within the project study area."” Therefore,
the proposed project would result less than significant impacts to agriculture and forestry resources
regarding conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, with a designated Agricultural Opportunity
Area, or with a Williamson Act contract, and no mitigation would be required.

18 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. May 2014. Los Angeles County General Plan 2035. Figure 9.5:
Agticultural Resource Areas Policy Map. Available at: http://planning lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2035_2014-FIG_9-
5_agricultural_resource_policy.pdf

19 California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection. 2016. Los Angeles County Williamson Act FY
2012/2013. Available at: ftp://ftp.constv.ca.gov/pub/dltp/wa/LA_15_16_WA.pdf
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c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause [] [] [] X
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))?

The proposed project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land,
timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production. A Timberland Production Zone (TPZ) as
defined in California Government Code Section 51104(g) as a 10-year restriction on the use of land, and
will replace the use of agricultural preserves on timberland. Land use within a TPZ is restricted to growing
and harvesting timber, and to compatible uses approved by the county (or city). In return, taxation of
timberland under a TPZ will be based only on such restrictions in use. There is no land designated as a
Timberland Production Zone within the project study area or the County of Los Angeles. The only
timberland within the County is within Angeles National Forest to the east of the project study area and
Los Padres National Forest to the north of the project study area.

Within the project study area, there is land that is zoned O-S and A-2 (see Figure 1.7-1, Los Angeles County
Zoning Designations, in Section 1, Project Description). Zones O-S and A-2 could potentially become forest
land due to this zoning designation. However, trails are acceptable uses within agricultural zones and thus
would not conflict with existing zoning. Therefore, there would be no impacts in relation to conflicts with
existing zoning for, or causing rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or timberland production zoned
Timberland Production, and no mitigation is required.

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

The proposed project would result in no impacts to agriculture and forestry resources regarding the loss
of forest land ot conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Forest L.and as defined in Public Resources
Code Section 12220(g) is land that can support 10 percent native tree cover of any species, including
hardwoods, under natural conditions, and tha