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Table 2.13-1 
Sensitive Species Effect Matrix and Recommended Compensatory Mitigation  

Species 

Population 
Size Observed 
within the BSA 

Suitable 
Habitat 

within AE 
Affected 
within AE 

Potential 
Compensatory Mitigation Ratio or Rate 

Maximum 
Compensatory 

Mitigation Amount 
or Area 

Slender Mariposa Lily 3 individuals None 3 
individuals 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Since there would not be any direct effects to 
slender mariposa lily, no compensatory 
mitigation measures would be required.  
Potential temporary indirect effects such as 
unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, 
and sedimentation would be mitigated through 
standard best management practices (BMPs) 
such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust 
abatement measures, and implementation of 
an approved erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies 

Plummer’s Mariposa 
Lily 

35 individuals None 35 individ-
uals would 
be 
indirectly 
affected 

Since there would not be any direct effects to 
Plummer’s mariposa lily, no compensatory 
mitigation measures would be required.  
Potential temporary indirect effects such as 
unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, 
and sedimentation would be mitigated through 
standard BMPs such as preconstruction 
surveys, temporary construction fencing and 
signage, dust abatement measures, and 
implementation of an approved erosion control 
plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies 

Peirson’s Morning 
Glory 

236 individuals None 236 
individuals 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Since there would not be any direct effects to 
Peirson’s morning glory, no compensatory 
mitigation measures would be required.  
Potential temporary indirect effects such as 
unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, 
and sedimentation would be mitigated through 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies 
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Species 

Population 
Size Observed 
within the BSA 

Suitable 
Habitat 

within AE 
Affected 
within AE 

Potential 
Compensatory Mitigation Ratio or Rate 

Maximum 
Compensatory 

Mitigation Amount 
or Area 

standard BMPs such as preconstruction 
surveys, temporary construction fencing and 
signage, dust abatement measures, and 
implementation of an approved erosion control 
plan. 

Palmer’s Grappling 
Hook 

50 individuals None 50 individ-
uals would 
be 
indirectly 
affected 

Since there would not be any direct effects to 
Palmer’s grappling hook, no compensatory 
mitigation measures would be required.  
Potential temporary indirect effects such as 
unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, 
and sedimentation would be mitigated through 
standard BMPs such as temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust 
abatement measures, and implementation of 
an approved erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies 

Coast Live Oak 1 individual None 1 individual 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Since there would not be any direct effects to 
coast live oak, no compensatory mitigation 
measures would be required. 
Potential temporary indirect effects such as 
unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, 
and sedimentation would be mitigated through 
standard BMPs such as preconstruction 
surveys, temporary construction fencing and 
signage, dust abatement measures, and 
implementation of an approved erosion control 
plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the City of Santa 
Clarita and the 
resource agencies 
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(CDFG 2006a).  The slender mariposa lily was not observed within the BSA during the 

winter 2002, spring 2003, or spring 2006 field surveys.  The surveys were conducted at 

the end of the blooming period for this species.  At this time, fruit maturation begins and 

the species becomes fairly inconspicuous.  However, surveys conducted in 2004 

identified three individuals of this species within the BSA (Riverpark Draft 

Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), 2004).  Thirty-three individuals were also 

observed adjacent to and west of the BSA during spring 2003 (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 

Plummer’s Mariposa Lily 

The Plummer’s mariposa lily is another perennial herb in the lily family considered a List 

1B species by the CNPS (2001).  Typically, it is found in granitic substrate in chaparral, 

coastal sage scrub, cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous forest, and foothill 

grasslands.  Its distribution range includes Ventura, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, and 

San Bernardino counties, but known populations have reduced considerably due to 

habitat loss from urbanization (CNPS 2001). 

The Plummer’s mariposa lily was observed within the BSA during the 2003 and 2006 

field surveys.  Approximately 28 individuals were found within the BSA in 2003 and a 

total of 35 were found during the 2006 surveys.  No individuals occur within the AE. 

Peirson’s Morning Glory 

The Peirson’s morning glory is a perennial herb in the morning glory family considered a 

List 4 species by the CNPS (2001).  Typically it is found in granitic, sandy substrate in 

chaparral, coastal sage scrub, and chenopod scrub.  Its distribution range includes 

Ventura, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties, but known 

populations have reduced considerably due to habitat loss from urbanization (CNPS 

2001). 

The Peirson’s morning glory was observed within the BSA during spring 2003 field 

surveys conducted by Impact Sciences (2004) for the Riverpark EIR.  Approximately 236 

individuals were observed in the BSA (Figure 2.13-2), but of these, only 150 individuals 

could be relocated in 2006 surveys.  Adjacent to the BSA, approximately 71 individuals 
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were observed on south-facing slopes and flat areas in disturbed vegetation such as 

nonnative grasslands and coastal sage scrub (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 

Palmer’s Grappling Hook 

The Palmer’s grappling hook is an inconspicuous annual herb in the borage family and is 

considered a List 4 species by the CNPS (2001).  Typically it is found in clay soils in 

chaparral, coastal sage scrub, and annual grasslands.  Its distribution range includes Los 

Angeles, Orange, Riverside, and San Diego counties, but known populations have 

reduced considerably due to habitat loss from urbanization (CNPS 2001). 

The Palmer’s grappling hook was observed within the BSA during the spring 2003 and 

spring 2006 surveys.  Approximately 30 individuals were observed in the BSA in the 

spring 2003 field survey by Impact Sciences (2004) and a total of 50 individuals were 

observed during the 2006 surveys (Figure 2.13-2).  Additionally, 17 individuals were 

recorded adjacent to the BSA during 2003 (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 

Coast Live Oak 

The coast live oak is a California endemic tree considered a sensitive resource by the 

Santa Clarita Municipal Code (City 2006).  The Oak Tree Preservation ordinance 

(Section 17.17.090) serves to protect and preserve all healthy oak trees in Santa Clarita.  

Found throughout California, the coast live oak is still too common for CNPS to consider 

listing it as a rare or threatened species.  However, local city ordinances throughout the 

state of California have made it a priority to preserve these ancient trees as way of 

preserving the local heritage. 

There is one individual coast live oak tree within the BSA, located in a tributary, 

northeast of the Santa Clara River basin (Figure 2.13-2).  No coast live oak trees occur 

within the AE. 
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2.13.3 Environmental Effects 

Alternative 1: Bridge Alternative 

The proposed action would not be anticipated to affect the 3 individuals of slender 

mariposa lily and the 236 individuals of Peirson’s morning glory observed in the BSA.  

All individuals observed are located outside of the AE where all grading activities would 

be confined.  Therefore, there would be no direct effect on this species from the proposed 

bridge. 

Construction and operation of the bridge would not be expected to affect any of the 

Plummer’s mariposa lily or Palmer’s grappling hook individuals, or the coast live oak 

identified.  No suitable habitat for the Plummers mariposa lily occurs within the AE.  

Indirect permanent and temporary effects outside of but adjacent to the AE could arise 

from unauthorized construction trespass, erosion, sedimentation, and construction- 

generated fugitive dust. 

Alternative 2: No Build Alternative 

Under the No Build Alternative, no development would occur at the project site; 

consequently, there would be no effect on sensitive plants. 

2.13.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

Alternative 1: Bridge Alternative 

Avoidance and Minimization Efforts:  Environmental consequences of the project on 

biological resources would be avoided and reduced to the extent feasible through project 

design.  Additional measures to further avoid and reduce effects to these sensitive 

resources would be done during project implementation via responsible preconstruction 

planning and construction activities.  Such measures would include, but not be limited to, 

preconstruction surveys, contractor awareness programs, temporary fencing and signage 

of all sensitive resource areas immediately adjacent to the AE, the presence of biological 

monitors during the construction activities adjacent to sensitive biological resources, and 

the implementation and strict adherence to standard BMPs. 
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Mitigation:  Potential direct effects on slender mariposa lily, Plummer’s mariposa lily, 

Peirson’s morning glory, and Palmer’s grappling hook would be mitigated at a 1:1 ratio 

for all individuals affected in the AE and BSA (Valencia 1998).  Mitigation Measures 

BIO-4 (a-c) and BIO-24 in the NMRP outline habitat-based mitigation for the permanent 

effects to habitat.  For indirect effects, mitigation measures would include standard BMPs 

such as temporary construction fencing and signage, dust abatement measures, and 

implementation of an approved erosion control plan as directed in the NRMP. 

Potential temporary indirect effects on coast live oak, such as unauthorized 

construction-related trespass, construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 

sedimentation, would be mitigated through standard BMPs listed in the NRMP, such as 

temporary construction fencing and signage, dust abatement measures, and 

implementation of an approved SWPPP. 

Alternative 2:  No Build Alternative 

There would be no adverse effects on plant species as a result of the No Build 

Alternative; consequently, no avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures are 

proposed. 
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2.14 ANIMAL SPECIES 

2.14.1 Regulatory Setting 

Many state and federal laws regulate effects on wildlife.  The USFWS, National Marine 

Fisheries Service, and CDFG are responsible for implementing these laws.  This section 

discusses potential effects and permit requirements associated with wildlife not listed or 

proposed for listing under the CESA or FESA.  Species listed or proposed for listing as 

threatened or endangered are discussed in Section 2.15.  All other special status animal 

species are discussed here, including CDFG fully protected species and species of special 

concern, and USFWS or National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 

Fisheries candidate species.   

Federal laws and regulations pertaining to wildlife include the following: 

• NEPA 

• Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) 

• Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 

State laws and regulations pertaining to wildlife include the following: 

• CEQA 

• Sections 1601 – 1603 of the Fish and Game Code 

• Section 4150 and 4152 of the Fish and Game Code 

2.14.2 Affected Environment 

Special status wildlife are species that are listed or proposed to be listed as threatened or 

endangered by the USFWS (2005) and CDFG (2006d), or are considered federal species 

of concern, protected species, fully protected species, or species of special concern by the 

CDFG (2006e).  Species that are federally or state listed are afforded a degree of 

protection that entails a permitting process, requiring the implementation of mitigation 

measures to compensate for effects to the species.  Species that are proposed to be listed 
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by the USFWS are treated similarly to species listed by that agency; recommendations of 

the USFWS, however, are advisory rather than mandatory in the case of proposed 

species. 

Additionally, the federal MBTA provides legal protection for almost all breeding bird 

species occurring in the United States and, therefore, affords protection to the bird 

species nesting within the study area.  The MBTA restricts the killing, taking, collecting, 

and selling or purchasing of native bird species or their parts, nests, or eggs.  Certain 

game bird species can be hunted for specific periods determined by federal and state 

governments.  The intent of the MBTA is to eliminate any commercial market for 

migratory birds, feathers, or bird parts, especially for eagles and other birds of prey.  The 

proposed project is in compliance with the MBTA because the project would not 

facilitate the commercial market for any bird species. 

Of the 55 sensitive wildlife species known to occur within the region, 8 sensitive wildlife 

species are known to occur in the BSA surrounding the proposed Golden Valley Road 

Bridge Project, including the southern mule deer, which is regulated by the state as a 

harvest species and is discussed in greater detail below.  Five sensitive wildlife species 

were observed within the BSA during the spring 2006 surveys:  the western spadefoot 

toad (Spea hammondii), Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii), white-tailed kite (Elanus 

leucurus), yellow-breasted chat (Icteria virens), and southern California rufous-crowned 

sparrow (Aimophila ruficeps canescens).  Three sensitive wildlife species were observed 

within the BSA during the spring 2003 surveys:  the coastal western whiptail, yellow 

warbler (Dendroica petechia brewsteri), and the southern California rufous-crowned 

sparrow.  In the Riverpark EIR, eight other species were observed just west of the BSA:  

the sharp-shinned hawk (Accipiter striatus), western yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus 

americanus occidentalis), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), summer tanager 

(Piranga rubra), Bell’s sage sparrow (Amphispiza belli belli), tricolored blackbird 

(Agelaius tricolor), San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus bennettii), and 

San Diego woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia) (Impact Sciences 2004).  This 

information is summarized in Table 2.14-1. 
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Table 2.14-1 
Sensitive Species Effect Matrix and Recommended Compensatory Mitigation  

Species 

Population 
Size Observed 
within the BSA 

Suitable 
Habitat 

within AE 
Affected 
within AE 

Potential Compensatory Mitigation  
Ratio or Rate 

Maximum 
Compensatory 

Mitigation Amount 
or Area 

Western Spadefoot 
Toad 

1 individual adult, 
hundreds of 
tadpoles 

4.31 acres A small 
breeding 
population 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

Coastal Western 
Whiptail 

7 individuals 2.39 acres 7 individuals 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Compensatory mitigation measures for direct 
effects to coastal western whiptail would be riparian 
habitat-based for the seven individuals affected.  
Potential temporary indirect effects such as 
unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

White-tailed Kite 1 individual 2.39 acres 1 individual 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

Sharp-shinned Hawk 1 individual 2.39 acres No individ-
uals would 
be affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 
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Species 

Population 
Size Observed 
within the BSA 

Suitable 
Habitat 

within AE 
Affected 
within AE 

Potential Compensatory Mitigation  
Ratio or Rate 

Maximum 
Compensatory 

Mitigation Amount 
or Area 

Cooper’s Hawk 8 individuals 2.39 acres 8 individuals 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

Western Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo 

1 individual 2.24 acres 1 individual 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

Loggerhead Shrike 2 individuals 0.15 acre 2 individuals 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

Yellow Warbler 1 individual 2.24 acres 1 individual 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

Summer Tanager 1 individual 2.24 acres 1 individual 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 
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Species 

Population 
Size Observed 
within the BSA 

Suitable 
Habitat 

within AE 
Affected 
within AE 

Potential Compensatory Mitigation  
Ratio or Rate 

Maximum 
Compensatory 

Mitigation Amount 
or Area 

Southern California 
Rufous-crowned 
Sparrow 

3 individuals 0.15 acre 3 individuals 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

Bell’s Sage Sparrow 1 individual 0.15 acre 1 individual 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

Tricolored Blackbird 1 individual 2.24 acres 1 individual 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

San Diego Black-tailed 
Jackrabbit 

2 individuals 2.39 acres 2 individuals 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 

San Diego Woodrat 2 individuals 2.39 acres 2 individuals 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential permanent and temporary indirect effects 
such as unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as preconstruction surveys, temporary 
construction fencing and signage, dust abatement 
measures, and implementation of an approved 
erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 
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Species 

Population 
Size Observed 
within the BSA 

Suitable 
Habitat 

within AE 
Affected 
within AE 

Potential Compensatory Mitigation  
Ratio or Rate 

Maximum 
Compensatory 

Mitigation Amount 
or Area 

Southern Mule Deer 3 individuals 4.48 acres 3 individuals 
would be 
indirectly 
affected 

Potential temporary indirect effects such as 
unauthorized construction-related trespass, 
construction-generated fugitive dust, erosion, and 
sedimentation would be mitigated through standard 
BMPs such as temporary construction fencing and 
signage, dust abatement measures, and 
implementation of an approved erosion control plan. 

To be determined 
through discussions 
with the resource 
agencies. 
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The southern mule deer was observed within the BSA.  The southern mule deer is 

discussed in this EA because the presence or absence of the species in open space areas 

can be used as an indicator of how a project site functions as a local or regional wildlife 

movement corridor.  Additional discussion on a “harvest species” definition should be 

added.  The following discussion of sensitive species and potential effects is based on 

field survey information, data obtained from the USFWS and CDFG, and existing 

environmental documentation for projects within the region.  All avoidance, 

minimization, and mitigation measures described below for each species are based on the 

NRMP EIS/EIR (ACOE 1998a) and Record of Decision (ROD) (ACOE 1998b) and were 

designed to minimize all effects to sensitive biological resources within the BSA.  The 

MMRP from the ROD (ACOE 1998b) includes the referenced avoidance, minimization, 

and mitigation measures approved by the ACOE and CDFG. 

Western Spadefoot Toad 

The western spadefoot toad is considered a state species of special concern (CDFG 

2006e).  It prefers sandy or gravelly soil in grasslands, open chaparral, and pine-oak 

woodlands.  This toad breeds during the winter months, from January to May, in the 

waters of quiet streams, ephemeral ponds, and vernal pools.  It aestivates during the drier 

months in burrows in upland habitats adjacent to these pools.  The species is found west 

of the coastal ranges, from Point Conception to northern Baja California, Mexico, and in 

the Central Valley of California. 

One western spadefoot adult toad was heard and hundreds of tadpoles were observed 

during focused arroyo toad surveys conducted within the BSA in 2006.  One male was 

heard calling on May 4, 2006, and tadpoles were observed during the following survey, 

May 17, 2006.  Observations were made within the central portion of the BSA within 

drainages (a combination of concrete and earthen-lined channels) fed by runoff from an 

adjacent industrial complex to the east of the proposed project.  Surveys conducted in 

2003 observed one individual within the BSA (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 
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Coastal Western Whiptail 

The coastal western whiptail is a state special animal (CDFG 2006e).  It is found in 

several semiarid to arid climates and various habitat types that have openings or clearings 

for movement.  Typical habitats include riparian woodlands, open chaparral, and annual 

grasslands with scattered perennials.  This species is endemic to California and ranges 

throughout the state (except in the northwest) from sea level to approximately 7,500 feet. 

Three individuals of coastal western whiptail were observed within the BSA during the 

general wildlife surveys conducted during 2002/2003 field surveys (Figure 2.13-2), 

although no individuals were observed within the AE.  No individuals were observed 

during the 2006 surveys of the proposed Golden Valley Road Bridge Project site.   

White-tailed Kite 

The white-tailed kite is a state fully protected species (CDFG 2006e).  It inhabits riparian 

or oak woodland adjacent to grassland or open fields where it hunts rodents.  This species 

occurs in North, Central, and South America; Australia; southern Eurasia; and Africa.  In 

North America, the white-tailed kite is distributed along the Pacific Coast from 

Washington south to Baja California, Mexico, with a small population in southeast 

Arizona, and along the Gulf Coast from Florida south into Mexico.  In California, kites 

are found along the coast and in the Central Valley. 

One individual white-tailed kite was observed during July 2006, but there was no 

evidence of nesting.  Survey results in 2003 by Impact Sciences (2004) also observed this 

species within the BSA and in 1999 at least one individual white-tailed kite was observed 

nesting just west of the BSA (Guthrie 1999). 

Sharp-shinned Hawk 

The sharp-shinned hawk is considered a state species of special concern (CDFG 2006e).  

It is a woodland hawk that requires a certain amount of dense cover, but this can be 

localized and scattered through relatively open country.  This species is distributed 

throughout North, Central, and South America.  In California, it is a fairly common 
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migrant and winter resident, although its breeding distribution is poorly documented.  

Sharp-shinned hawk populations have experienced a steady decline due to increased 

urbanization and habitat destruction. 

No sharp-shinned hawks were observed during the 2006 surveys.  However, one 

individual was observed just west of the BSA during general wildlife surveys conducted 

in 2003 (Impact Sciences 2004). 

Cooper’s Hawk 

The Cooper’s hawk is considered a state species of special concern (CDFG 2006e).  It 

prefers to breed in dense stands of oak or riparian woodland and, on a limited basis, 

suburban exotic woodlands.  This species ranges throughout much of the United States, 

from southern Canada to northern Mexico. 

One Cooper’s hawk was observed within the BSA during the 2006 surveys.  

Additionally, surveys conducted during 2003 observed eight Cooper’s hawks just west of 

the BSA during 2003 (Impact Sciences 2004). 

Western Yellow-Billed Cuckoo 

The western yellow-billed cuckoo is considered a federal candidate species (USFWS 

2005) and a state listed endangered species (CDFG 2006d).  It inhabits willow and 

cottonwood forests along rivers and streams.  This subspecies is found in the western 

United States, west of the Rocky Mountains, and in northwestern Mexico.  It breeds in 

southern California along the South Fork Kern, Santa Ana, Amargosa, Owens, and 

Colorado rivers, and the Prado Basin in Los Angeles County. 

No western yellow-billed cuckoos were observed during the April – July 2006 surveys.  

However surveys conducted during 2003 observed the species just west of the BSA 

within riparian habitat (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 
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Loggerhead Shrike 

The loggerhead shrike is considered a state species of special concern (CDFG 2006e).  It 

inhabits open country, typically lowland plains and gently sloping hillsides with short 

grass for foraging and scattered trees and shrubs that provide nesting and perching sites.  

This species occurs throughout most of North America, except in the northeastern United 

States, northern Rocky Mountains, and Cascade Range, and in southern Alberta, 

Saskatchewan, and Manitoba. 

No loggerhead shrikes were observed during the general wildlife surveys conducted 

within the BSA during the 2002, 2003, or 2006 surveys.  However, surveys conducted in 

2003 observed this species within the BSA (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 

Yellow Warbler 

The yellow warbler is considered a state species of special concern (CDFG 2006e).  It 

occupies marshes, swamps, streamside groves, willow and alder thickets, open 

woodlands with thickets, orchards, gardens, and open mangroves.  This species breeds 

from Alaska to Newfoundland and south to western South Carolina and northern 

Georgia, and west sporadically through the southwest to the Pacific Coast.  The yellow 

warbler is highly migratory and winters in Central America and the West Indies south to 

northern Peru.  The yellow warbler is a summer visitor in California. 

No yellow warblers were observed within the BSA during the 2002, 2003, or 2006 field 

surveys.  The species was observed during general wildlife surveys just west of the BSA 

in riparian vegetation during 2003 surveys for the Cross Valley Connector Corridor.  A 

lack of large areas of suitable habitat features (e.g., marshes, thickets, orchards) within 

the survey area indicates that the population for this species west the BSA is likely to be 

very small. 

Summer Tanager 

The summer tanager is considered a state species of special concern (CDFG 2006e).  It 

occurs in pine-oak and oak forests, streamside willows and cottonwood trees, and dry 
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open woodlands.  This species breeds from southeastern California and southern Nevada 

to central Oklahoma, and from southeastern Nebraska to New Jersey south to the Gulf 

Coast and northern Mexico.  It winters mainly from Mexico to Bolivia.  Summer tanager 

populations have experienced a steady decline over the past several years due to 

increased urbanization and habitat destruction (Unitt 2004). 

No summer tanagers were observed during the general wildlife surveys conducted within 

the BSA during the 2002, 2003, or 2006 surveys.  However, surveys conducted in 2003 

observed this species in the BSA (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 

Southern California Rufous-Crowned Sparrow 

The southern California rufous-crowned sparrow is considered a state species of concern 

(CDFG 2006e).  It is an uncommon to fairly common, localized resident of sage scrub on 

steep rocky slopes of the coastal plain of southern California and Baja California, 

Mexico, from sea level to 1,800 feet. 

A pair of southern California rufous-crowned sparrows was observed exhibiting breeding 

behavior within the BSA during 2006 surveys.  Three individuals were observed during 

general wildlife surveys conducted during 2002.  This species is expected to occur in low 

numbers throughout the suitable upland scrub communities within the BSA. 

Bell’s Sage Sparrow 

Bell’s sage sparrow is considered a state species of special concern (CDFG 2006e).  It 

occupies dense coastal sage scrub and open chaparral habitats.  This subspecies ranges 

from the Cascade Mountains to Baja California, Mexico. 

No Bell’s sage sparrows were observed during 2006 surveys.  Surveys conducted during 

2003 observed this species just west of the BSA (Riverpark DEIR, 2004).  There is a high 

potential for this species to occur on-site. 
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Tricolored Blackbird 

The tricolored blackbird is considered a state species of special concern (CDFG 2006e).  

It nests in large, dense colonies in freshwater marsh and riparian scrub habitats and 

forages in agricultural areas, lakeshores, and damp lawns.  This species’ distribution is 

centered in the Sacramento/San Joaquin valleys of California. 

No tricolored blackbirds were observed during 2006 surveys.  Surveys conducted during 

2003 observed this species just west of the BSA (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 

San Diego Black-Tailed Jackrabbit 

The San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit is considered a state species of special concern 

(CDFG 2006e).  It inhabits arid regions, including desert scrub, desert dunes, open 

coastal sage scrub, early stages of chaparral, prairies, and farmlands. 

No San Diego black-tailed jackrabbits were observed and no signs were observed during 

the general wildlife surveys within the BSA during 2006.  However, surveys conducted 

in 2003 observed this species just west of the BSA (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 

San Diego Desert Woodrat 

The San Diego desert woodrat is considered a state species of special concern (CDFG 

2006e).  It occupies rocky habitats in association with chaparral and coastal sage scrub.  

This subspecies is restricted to southern California from San Luis Obispo south to 

northwestern Baja California, Mexico. 

No San Diego desert woodrats were observed during the various general wildlife surveys 

conducted within the BSA during 2006.  However, surveys conducted in 2003 observed 

this species west of the BSA (Riverpark DEIR, 2004). 

Southern Mule Deer 

The southern mule deer is a state regulated game species.  It occurs in large, undisturbed 

tracts of coastal sage scrub, chaparral, mixed grassland/scrub vegetation, riparian and oak 

woodlands, and coniferous forest, especially in areas with a mosaic of vegetation that 
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provide clearings interspersed with dense brush or tree thickets.  Mule deer range from 

the Southern Yukon Territory and Mackenzie in Canada, south through the western 

United States to Wisconsin and western Texas, and throughout Baja California and 

northern Mexico.  In California, mule deer occur throughout the state with the exception 

of the San Joaquin Valley and some southeastern desert areas.  Most of the California 

population is migratory, moving to lower elevations in the fall. 

The southern mule deer was observed and observed within the BSA during the various 

general wildlife surveys of the study area conducted during 2002, 2003, and 2006.  

Southern mule deer sign (tracks and scat) were documented along the Santa Clara River, 

and individual mule deer were observed on multiple occasions in the river and on the 

scrub-covered slopes immediately west of the CLWA filtration plant.  Since the southern 

mule deer was observed and observed within the survey area during general wildlife 

surveys conducted for the project, and suitable foraging, shelter, and dispersal habitat 

occurs throughout the BSA, it is expected that the project would affect this species 

through the disruption of dispersal corridors and loss of habitat.  

2.14.3 Environmental Effects 

Alternative 1: Bridge Alternative 

Acreage effects are shown in Table 2.14-1.  In summary, the proposed project would 

result in indirect effects to: 

• A small breeding population of western spadefoot toad 

• 7 coastal western whiptail individuals 

• 1 white-tailed kite individual 

• 8 Cooper’s hawk individuals 

• 1 western yellow-billed cuckoo individual 

• 2 loggerhead shrike individuals 

• 1 yellow warbler individual 

• 1 summer tanager individual 

• 3 southern California rufous-crowned sparrow individuals 
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• 1 Bell’s sage sparrow individual 

• 1 tricolored blackbird individual 

• 2 San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit individuals 

• 2 San Diego woodrat individuals 

• 3 Southern mule deer individuals 

No sharp-shinned hawks would be affected. 

Alternative 2: No Build Alternative 

Under the No Build Alternative, no development would occur at the project site; 

consequently, there would be no effect on animal species. 

2.14.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

Alternative 1: Bridge Alternative 

Avoidance and Minimization Efforts:  Effects within the BSA would be minimized or 

avoided through project design modifications.  Should effects to animal species be 

unavoidable, all construction activities would be required by the federal and state 

regulatory agencies to avoid the breeding seasons of potentially affected species.  

Additional measures outlined in the NRMP MMRP (see Appendix I of this EA) shall be 

incorporated into the project design to further minimize potential effects to this species’ 

habitat. 

Mitigation:  Mitigation Measures BIO-4 (a-c), BIO-5 (a-o), BIO-19, BIO-22, BIO-24 in 

the NMRP include habitat restoration, creation, and/or exotic habitat removal.  Per BIO-5 

and BIO-24, any effects to nesting and foraging habitat would be mitigated at a ratio of 

1:1 for upland habitats and ratios ranging from 1:1 to 3:1 for riparian habitats depending 

on the timing of mitigation (see BIO-5 [a] and BIO-24). 
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Alternative 2:  No Build Alternative 

There would be no adverse effects on animal species as a result of the No Build 

Alternative; consequently, no avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures are 

proposed. 
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2.15 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES 

2.15.1 Regulatory Setting 

The primary federal law protecting threatened and endangered species is the FESA USC 

16, Section 1531, et seq. (see also 50 CFR Part 402).  This act and subsequent 

amendments provide for the conservation of endangered and threatened species and the 

ecosystems upon which they depend.  Under Section 7 of this act, federal agencies, such 

as the FHWA, are required to consult with the USFWS and NOAA Fisheries to ensure 

that they are not undertaking funding, permitting, or authorizing actions likely to 

jeopardize the continued existence of listed species or destroy or adversely modify 

designated critical habitat.  Critical habitat is defined as geographic locations critical to 

the existence of a threatened or endangered species.  The outcome of consultation under 

Section 7 is a Biological Opinion or an incidental take permit.  Section 3 of FESA defines 

take as “harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture or collect or any 

attempt at such conduct.” 

California has enacted a similar law at the state level, the CESA, California Fish and 

Game Code, Section 2050, et seq.  CESA emphasizes early consultation to avoid 

potential effects to rare, endangered, and threatened species and to develop appropriate 

planning to offset project-caused losses of listed species populations and their essential 

habitats.  The CDFG is the agency responsible for implementing CESA.  Section 2081 of 

the Fish and Game Code prohibits “take” of any species determined to be an endangered 

species or a threatened species.  Take is defined in Section 86 of the Fish and Game Code 

as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill.” 

CESA allows for take incidental to otherwise lawful development projects; for these 

actions an incidental take permit is issued by the CDFG.  For projects requiring a 

Biological Opinion under Section 7 of the FESA, the CDFG may also authorize effects to 

CESA species by issuing a Consistency Determination under Section 2080.1 of the Fish 

and Game Code.   
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2.15.2 Affected Environment 

In a regional context, the proposed bridge is located within the confines of the NRMP 

(Valencia 1998).  The NRMP serves as a long-term management plan for infrastructure 

projects, such as the proposed Golden Valley Road Bridge Project, expected to affect the 

Santa Clara River and its associated tributaries.  Projects described in the plan include 

river bank protection, storm drain outlets, utility lines, and bridge widening and 

development. 

In 1998, the ACOE and CDFG approved the NRMP and issued a Section 404 Permit 

(No. 94-00504) and a 1603 Streambed Alteration Agreement (No. 5-502-97), 

respectively.  The ACOE’s Final EIS/EIR (1998a) and ROD (1998b) for the NRMP 

permits outline specific avoidance and mitigation measures to minimize direct and 

indirect effects to sensitive resources expected from the proposed activities described in 

the NRMP.  These measures would be implemented in the project design for the 

proposed Golden Valley Road Bridge Project.  Specific avoidance and mitigation 

measures for sensitive flora and fauna were discussed in greater detail in Sections 2.13 

and 2.14, respectively.  Measures for jurisdictional wetlands and waters were discussed in 

greater detail in Section 2.12. 

The proposed project is also located within the SEA, specifically SEA 23 (City 2003).  

The SEA is defined by areas of high biological value within the city limits and managed 

by the City.  These areas were characterized by the County of Los Angeles and adopted 

by the City as buffer zones for native ecological resources.  Potential effects in the SEA 

from the proposed action would be mitigated through the measures provided from the 

certified NRMP EIS/EIR (ACOE 1998a) and ROD (ACOE 1998b) upon approval by the 

City.  

The sensitive plant and wildlife species that occur within the region of the BSA are 

represented in Tables 2.13-1 and 2.14-1.  These summary tables include the regulatory 

status, presence or absence of the species or its habitat, and a brief discussion of its 

potential for occurrence within the proposed BSA. 
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2.15.3 Environmental Effects 

Alternative 1: Bridge Alternative 

Threatened and endangered plants include those listed as threatened, endangered, or 

proposed for listing by the USFWS (2005), CDFG (2006b, 2006c), and CNPS (2001).  

The CNPS Listing is sanctioned by the CDFG and essentially serves as its list of 

candidate species for threatened or endangered status.  All threatened and endangered 

species observed within the BSA or that have a potential to occur within the BSA based 

on previously recorded occurrences in the vicinity of the BSA, or the presence of suitable 

habitat, are listed in Table 2.15-1. 

Table 2.15-1 
Effects on Threatened and Endangered Species 

Species 

Population Size 
Observed within 

the BSA 

Suitable 
Habitat 

within AE 
(acres) Affected within AE 

Slender Mariposa Lily 3 individuals None 3 individuals would be indirectly 
affected 

Plummer’s Mariposa Lily 35 individuals None 35 individuals would be 
indirectly affected 

Peirson’s Morning Glory 236 individuals None 236 individuals would be 
indirectly affected 

Palmer’s Grappling Hook 50 individuals None 50 individuals would be 
indirectly affected 

Coast Live Oak 1 individual None 1 individual would be indirectly 
affected 

Western Spadefoot Toad 1 individual adult, 
hundreds of 
tadpoles 

4.31 A small breeding population 
would be indirectly affected 

Coastal Western Whiptail 7 individuals 
 

2.39 7 individuals would be indirectly 
affected 

White-tailed Kite 1 individual 2.39 1 individual would be indirectly 
affected 

Sharp-shinned Hawk 1 individual 2.39 No individuals would be 
affected 

Cooper’s Hawk 8 individuals 2.39  8 individuals would be indirectly 
affected 

Western Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo 

1 individual 2.24 1 individual would be indirectly 
affected 

Loggerhead Shrike 2 individuals 0.15 2 individuals would be indirectly 
affected 

Yellow Warbler 1 individual 2.24 1 individual would be indirectly 
affected 
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Species 

Population Size 
Observed within 

the BSA 

Suitable 
Habitat 

within AE 
(acres) Affected within AE 

Summer Tanager 1 individual 2.24 1 individual would be indirectly 
affected 

Southern California 
Rufous-crowned Sparrow 

3 individuals 0.15 3 individuals would be indirectly 
affected 

Bell’s Sage Sparrow 1 individual 0.15 1 individual would be indirectly 
affected 

Tricolored Blackbird 1 individual 2.24 1 individual would be indirectly 
affected 

San Diego Black-tailed 
Jackrabbit 

2 individuals 2.39 2 individuals would be indirectly 
affected 

San Diego Woodrat 2 individuals 2.39 2 individuals would be indirectly 
affected 

Southern Mule Deer 3 individuals 4.48 3 individuals would be indirectly 
affected 

 

Species that are federally or state listed are afforded a degree of protection that entails a 

permitting process, including specific mitigation measures to compensate for impacts to 

the species.  Species that are proposed to be listed by the USFWS are treated similarly to 

listed species by that agency.  Recommendations of the USFWS, however, are advisory 

rather than mandatory in the case of proposed species.  Species considered state species 

of special concern by the CDFG have a lesser degree of protection under CEQA.   

Indirect impacts such as dust, sediment, lighting, runoff, and illegal trespass are not 

quantified because there are no established standards to determine the extent of impacts 

from the point source.  Indirect impacts due to shading from the proposed bridge would 

not have an adverse impact on sensitive resources because this section of the river does 

not frequently flow with water.  Shading effects are determined by how much area is 

covered by a bridge over standing or flowing water systems.  With infrequent water 

flows, this portion of the river would not be adversely affected by the shadow of the 

proposed bridge.  

Alternative 2:  No Build Alternative 

Under the No Build Alternative, no development would occur at the project site; 

consequently, there would be no impact to sensitive species. 



2.15  Threatened and Endangered Species 

 
Golden Valley Road Bridge EA Page 2.15-5 
City of Santa Clarita 

2.15.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

Alternative 1: Bridge Alternative 

The NRMP was approved by the ACOE and CDFG in 1998.  The ACOE’s Final EIS/EIR 

(1998a) and ROD (1998b) for the NRMP permits outline specific avoidance and 

mitigation measures to minimize direct and indirect impacts to sensitive resources 

expected from the proposed activities described in the NRMP.  These measures would be 

implemented in the project design, construction, and operation for the proposed Golden 

Valley Road Bridge Project.  The NRMP has been approved by the ACOE, CDFG, and 

RWQCB and would therefore satisfy the regulatory requirements for impacts to sensitive 

species.  Consequently, the proposed Bridge Alternative would not have adverse effects 

on sensitive species. 

Alternative 2: No Build Alternative 

There would be no adverse effects on threatened and endangered species as a result of the 

No Build Alternative; consequently, no avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation 

measures are proposed. 
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2.16 INVASIVE SPECIES 

2.16.1 Regulatory Setting 

On February 3, 1999, President Clinton signed Executive Order 13112 requiring federal 

agencies to combat the introduction or spread of invasive species in the United States.  

The order defines invasive species as “any species, including its seeds, eggs, spores, or 

other biological material capable of propagating that species, that is not native to that 

ecosystem whose introduction does or is likely to cause economic or environmental harm 

or harm to human health.”  FHWA guidance issued August 10, 1999, directs the use of 

the state’s noxious weed list to define the invasive plants that must be considered as part 

of the NEPA analysis for a proposed project.   

2.16.2 Affected Environment 

The introduction of invasive species into native habitats creates many problems for native 

wildlife, including increased competition for resources and increased predation.  The 

BSA is characterized by disturbed native vegetation communities that have been invaded 

by exotic plants.  These species are listed in Table 2.16-1. 

Table 2.16-1 
Invasive Species List 

Scientific Name Common Name 
Angiospermae  
Asteraceae - Sunflower Family 

Centaurea melitensis 
 
Tocalote 

Brassicaceae - Mustard Family 
Brassica ssp.  
Hirschfeldia incana 

 
Mustards 
Perennial mustard 

Myoporaceae - Myoporum Family 
Myoporum laetum 

 
Myoporum 

Solanaceae - Nightshade Family 
Nicotiana glauca 

 
Tree tobacco 

Monocotyledoneae  
Poaceae - Grass Family 

Avena barbata 
Arundo donax 
Bromus diandrus 
Bromus madritensis ssp. rubens 
Cortaderia sp. 
Cynodon dactylon 
Polypogon monspeliensis 

Rhynchelytrum repens 

 
Slender wild oat 
Giant reed 
Ripgut grass 
Foxtail chess 
Pampas grass 
Bermuda grass 
Annual beard grass 
Natal grass 
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2.16.3 Environmental Effects 

Alternative 1: Bridge Alternative 

Given the presence of a range of invasive species onsite, there is some potential for these 

species to spread to other areas through vehicle tracking.  The seeds could also be 

disturbed during construction and spread through windborne or waterborne methods.  

Mitigation measures INVS-A and INVS-B provided below would help avoid adverse 

effects from the introduction or spreading of invasive species.  

Alternative 2: No Build Alternative 

Under the No Build Alternative, no ground disturbance would occur at the project site; 

consequently, there would be no impact to invasive species. 

2.16.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

Alternative 1: Bridge Alternative 

The following mitigation measures would reduce the potential for adverse effects: 

INVS-A: Erosion control measures implemented during construction and following 

construction shall be designed and implemented in compliance with Executive 

Order 13112, designed to prevent the introduction of invasive species and 

provide for their control and to minimize the economic, ecological, and 

human health impacts that invasive species cause.  Landscaping would 

incorporate native plants to combat invasive species. 

INVS-B: Certified weed-free or weed-seed-free hay or straw shall be used where such 

material is required for BMPs or other practices. 

Alternative 2: No Build Alternative 

There would be no impacts to invasive species as a result of the No Build Alternative; 

consequently, no avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures are proposed. 
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2.17 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS 

Cumulative effects are those that result from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 

future actions, combined with the potential effects of the proposed action.  A cumulative 

effect assessment looks at the collective impacts posed by individual land use plans and 

projects.  Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor, but collectively 

substantial impacts taking place over a period of time.  Section 1.6 discusses related 

projects in the vicinity of the proposed project, and Table 1-2 includes projects in the 

vicinity of the proposed project that are planned, approved, or being constructed. 

2.17.1 Land Use and Community Impacts 

The proposed project would not result in adverse effects to land use as the bridge would 

be compatible with land use designations and zoning as well as nearby surrounding land 

uses.  The proposed bridge would not conflict with adopted goals or policies of 

applicable plans or physically divide or disrupt established land use patterns.  The 

proposed project would not result in acquisition of any residential or commercial 

structures. 

Other related projects would be subject to their own environmental review including land 

use conformity analysis and consistency with policies and goals of applicable land use 

plans.  As the proposed bridge would not result in an adverse land use impact, it would 

not contribute to a cumulatively considerable effect when combined with other related 

development. 

2.17.2 Utilities/Emergency Services 

Local utility lines and infrastructure have adequate capacity to serve the nighttime 

lighting needs of the proposed project.  Solid waste generated during construction would 

be handled in accordance with the City’s policies, and wastewater would be managed 

subject to Caltrans’ SWPPP/WPCP requirements.  The project would consume water and 

electricity during construction; however, the existing system has adequate capacity to 

accommodate these activities.  At construction completion, the proposed project would 

improve regional circulation and, with the other CVC Corridor segments currently under 
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construction and completed, would cumulatively improve emergency response times.  As 

the proposed project would not result in an adverse impact to utilities and emergency 

services, it would not contribute to a cumulatively considerable effect when combined 

with other related development.   

2.17.3 Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 

The proposed  project would result in an improvement in permanent traffic circulation 

within the Santa Clarita Valley and thus would not result in a cumulatively adverse 

impact to traffic when considered in conjunction with other projects in the area.  

Temporary impacts to traffic during construction would be negligible given the project’s 

location off the existing street network.  As the proposed project would not result in a 

adverse traffic impact, it would not contribute to a cumulatively considerable effect when 

combined with other related development, either during construction or operation.   

2.17.4 Visual/Aesthetics 

Potential cumulative impacts to aesthetic resources would occur in the event that other 

projects, in combination with the proposed project, cumulatively contribute to the 

degradation or deterioration of the visual setting, or result in damage to scenic views or 

vistas.  The impact area for cumulative visual effects would include the general vicinity 

of the project area, including those areas that can be viewed from, or have views of, the 

bridge site. 

The proposed action would create a new feature in the visual environment and would be 

visible from Soledad Canyon Road, along with the adjacent Riverpark construction.  

However, the structure would not be out of place in an increasingly urbanized setting and 

with the crossing of a large river.  Likewise, visual impacts during construction would not 

be out of place for the setting.  As such, there would be no cumulative effect on aesthetics 

from the proposed project.. 
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2.17.5 Hydrology and Floodplain 

The proposed bridge would be compatible with the NRMP and would be consistent with 

the local, state, and federal regulations for the 100-year floodplain.  As such, there would 

be no down- or upstream effect on hydrology or floodplain.  Related projects spanning 

the Santa Clara River in the vicinity of the proposed bridge have been analyzed in the 

NRMP.  These projects and others adjacent to the floodplain would be required to adhere 

to FEMA regulations to avoid the 100-year floodplain.  As such, there would be no 

cumulative effect on hydrology and floodplain resulting from the proposed project. 

2.17.6 Water Quality and Stormwater Runoff 

The proposed project would not result in adverse effects on water quality and stormwater 

runoff.  For most of the year, there is little water flow in the Santa Clara River and 

therefore limited situations where discharge into the water system would occur.  The 

proposed bridge, as well as reasonably foreseeable development, would be required to 

comply with NPDES requirements limiting offsite discharges to predevelopment levels.  

As such, cumulative water quality and stormwater effects would be avoided. 

2.17.7 Geology/Soils/Seismic/Topography 

Potential cumulative geologic impacts pertain to the disturbance of unique geologic 

formations and exposure of persons or property to seismic hazards and are localized in 

nature.  The proposed bridge, in conjunction with other projects in the area, would result 

in the construction of new structures that would be subject to seismic hazards.  All new 

structures would incorporate the required seismic safety standards and project-specific 

design requirements to reduce impacts associated with seismic hazards to below adverse 

levels.  The project would not create or worsen geology and soils impacts at any of the 

related project sites; therefore, no cumulative effects would occur. 

2.17.8 Hazardous Waste and Materials 

Potential impacts related to hazardous waste and materials would be reduced during 

project construction through compliance with applicable rules and regulations.  None of 
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the related projects include hazardous waste-generating facilities or activities that would 

create new safety hazards.  No long-term impacts would occur, since the project would 

not result in any new uses that would generate hazardous waste.  The proposed project 

and other related projects are not expected to use large quantities of hazardous materials 

that would create a potential risk to public health and safety.  Other related projects in the 

area would also be expected to comply with applicable code requirements and regulations 

for hazardous materials contamination, handling, and storage.  When considered together 

with other related projects, hazardous materials effects would not be cumulatively 

considerable as a result of the proposed project. 

2.17.9 Air Quality 

The Los Angeles County portion of the South Coast Air Basin is currently classified as 

federal and state nonattainment for O3, PM2.5, and PM10, and federal nonattainment for 

CO.  Development forecasted for the Santa Clarita Valley will generate increased 

emissions from transportation and stationary sources resulting in an adverse cumulative 

impact to air quality.  Combined emissions from other developed portions of the South 

Coast Air Basin are expected to continue to exceed federal and state standards.  

Cumulative air quality impacts will be partially reduced by the implementation and 

achievement of emission levels identified in the SCAQMD AQMP, for O3 precursors.  

To achieve these goals, the AQMP requires implementation of control measures to 

reduce emissions.   

The proposed action was analyzed for regional air quality impacts by SCAG as part of 

the RTPs, which were found to conform to the AQMP and the SIP.  The proposed bridge 

was analyzed for local air quality impacts in accordance with the Transportation Project-

Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol (UC Davis Institute of Transportation Studies 1997) 

and recent U.S. EPA guidance for analysis of local PM10 impacts.  The proposed bridge 

would not generate traffic, increase cold starts, or worsen congestion.  There would be no 

adverse local air quality effects, nor contribution to the existing air quality violations.  

Therefore, the proposed action would not contribute to cumulative air quality effects. 
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2.17.10 Noise 

The proposed action would not result in adverse noise effects, as there are no sensitive 

receptors within the vicinity of the proposed bridge that would be affected by noise 

during construction or operations.  Foreseeable future development in the vicinity of the 

project would likewise not result in sensitive noise receptors along the roadway; 

therefore, no cumulative noise effects are anticipated. 

2.17.11 Natural Communities 

Implementation of the proposed action, as well as other projects within the region, would 

contribute to cumulative effects to natural communities through direct, incremental loss 

of habitat and increasing indirect pressures on remaining dwindling habitats.  The NRMP 

was completed to ensure that all foreseeable impacts to the Santa Clara River were 

accommodated and mitigated for.  Consequently, through the implementation of the 

mitigation measures outlined in the NMRP, these impacts would be reduced to the 

greatest extent feasible. 

2.17.12 Wetlands and Other Waters 

Mitigation requirements for the proposed project’s impacts to jurisdictional waters and 

other waters have already been determined by the permit and agreement issued for the 

NRMP.  Mitigation for jurisdictional areas will be performed at a ratio varying from 1:1 

to 3:1 depending upon implementation timing.  The NRMP provides mitigation for 

impacts to wetlands and other waters and also oversees mitigation for other projects 

planned along the Santa Clara River, including the adjacent Riverpark development 

currently under construction.  Although direct cumulative effects would occur as a result 

of the proposed action and other related projects, mitigation provided in the NRMP is 

designed to cumulatively reduce effects. 

2.17.13 Plant Species 

Implementation of the proposed project, as well as other projects within the region, 

would contribute to cumulative effects on the plant species discussed in Section 2.13, 
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through direct, incremental loss of populations and habitat and increasing indirect 

pressures on remaining dwindling populations.  Since these species would not be directly 

affected by the proposed bridge, the proposed project would not contribute to cumulative 

effects. 

2.17.14 Animal Species 

Implementation of the proposed action, as well as other projects in the region, would 

result in development and incremental loss of habitats suitable for all animal species as 

discussed in Section 2.14.  Incremental loss of habitat adds to the long-term trend of 

increased disturbance and degradation of habitats suitable for the species.  However, 

through the implementation of the mitigation measures outlined in the MMRP, these 

impacts would not contribute to cumulative effects. 

2.17.15 Threatened and Endangered Species 

Mitigation requirements for the bridge’s effects on jurisdictional waters and streambed 

have already been determined by the permit and agreement issued for the NRMP.  

Adherence to the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures in the NRMP would 

reduce the potential for adverse effects.  In addition, the related projects would also be 

required to adhere to similar measures.  As such, impacts to threatened and endangered 

species would not contribute to cumulative effects. 

2.17.16 Invasive Species 

The proposed action and related projects would potentially result in a cumulatively 

adverse effect with regard to the spread of invasive species.  However, following the 

implementation of the suggested mitigation for invasive species, these effects would not 

be adverse.  Related projects would be required to implement similar measures such that 

cumulative effects from the introduction and/or spread of invasive species would not be 

adverse. 
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Chapter 3 
Comments and Coordination 

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and appropriate public 

agencies is an essential part of the environmental process to determine the scope of 

environmental documentation, the level of analysis, potential impacts and mitigation 

measures, and related environmental requirements.  Agency consultation and public 

participation for this project have been accomplished through a variety of formal and 

informal methods, including project development team meetings.  This chapter 

summarizes the results of the City’s efforts to fully identify, address, and resolve project-

related issues through early and continuing coordination. 

The proposed project is a joint project by the California Department of Transportation 

(Caltrans) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and is subject to state and 

federal environmental review requirements.  Project documentation, therefore has been 

prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  The FHWA’s responsibility for 

environmental review, consultation, and any other action required in accordance with 

NEPA and other applicable federal laws for this project is being, or has been, carried out 

by Caltrans under its assumption of responsibility pursuant to 23 USC 327.   

As noted in the introduction of this document, CEQA compliance for this project was 

obtained through the approval of the Riverpark housing development the City Council of 

Santa Clarita certifying the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) SCH 

#2002091081, including the mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and adopting a 

statement of overriding considerations on May 24, 2005.  Caltrans reviewed the FEIS and 

sent notice to the City on March 15, 2007, finding the document to be consistent with the 

proposed bridge project under assessment within this NEPA document.  Caltrans 

concurred with the cities’ level of documentation under CEQA.  Caltrans remains 

responsible for NEPA determination through this document. 
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Public outreach and Native American consultation for this project was conducted for this 

project under the Riverpark EIR process and the early Cross Valley Connector 

environmental process.  Letters were sent on November 13, 2002, and December 16, 

2002, to the following Native American groups: Chumash, Fernandeño, Gabrielino, 

Kitanemuk, Serrano, Tataviam, Tongva, Shoshone Paiute, and Yaqui.  Individuals 

indicated the need for caution during the cultural investigations as the area may have 

been used for Chumash and Tataviam villages and/or Tataviam burial grounds.  A 

response from the Native American Heritage Commission was received on November 6, 

2002, indicating that sacred lands were not located within the immediate vicinity of the 

project area.  Additionally, a public scoping meeting for the Cross Valley Connector was 

held in Santa Clarita on February 24, 2003.  

A Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) form was completed for Caltrans on May 10, 

2006.  Caltrans approved the PES form on May 11, 2006, and the FHWA approved the 

form on May 18, 2006.  An Environmental Assessment (EA) leading to a Finding of No 

Significant Impact (FONSI) was identified as the appropriate course for the proposed 

action. 

A public hearing will be held on this project on April 23, 2008 at the City of Santa Clarita 

City Council Chambers.  Prior to the hearing, the document will be distributed to those 

agencies and officials with a stake in the project.  The agency/elected official distribution 

list is noted in Chapter 5 of this document.  Additionally, members of the public who 

submitted comments at the original scoping meeting will be sent a copy of the EA, as 

well as other interested parties, businesses, and local agencies with the vicinity of the 

project.  Agency and public comments will be collected and incorporated into the final 

environmental document.  
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Chapter 4 
List of Preparers 

This EA was prepared by the City of Santa Clarita and District 7 of Caltrans, with the aid 

of EDAW, Inc.  The following people contributed to the preparation of this EA. 

CITY OF SANTA CLARITA (CEQA Lead Agency) 

23920 W. Valencia Boulevard, Suite 300 

Santa Clarita, CA 91355 

Hoon Hahn, Project Manager 

Harry Corder, Engineer 

Jason Smisko, Senior Planner 

 

California Department of Transportation (NEPA Lead Agency) 

100 South Main Street 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

 

Carlos Montez, Senior Environmental Planner 

Cameron Millard, Environmental Planner 

Dawn Kukla, Senior Environmental Planner, NEPA Delegation Reviewer 

 

EDAW, INC. (Environmental Consultant) 

3780 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 250 

Los Angeles, CA 90010 

William Graham, Project Principal 

Jennifer Martinez, Project Manager  

Jason Reynolds, Third-Party Reviewer 

Therese Tempereau, Technical Editor 

Marisa Fabrigas, Word Processor 
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Chapter 5 
Distribution List 

This EA was prepared and will be distributed to the following interested Federal and 

local agencies, as well as elected officials with a high level of interest in the Golden 

Valley Road Bridge project.  

 

Federal and Local Agencies: 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Offices, Ventura Field Office 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

 

Elected Officials 

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer 

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein 

Congressman Howard ‘Buck’ McKeon, 25th Congressional District 

California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger 

California Senator George Runner, 17th Senate District 

California Senator Tom McClintock, 19th Senate District 

California Assemblywoman Sharon Runner, 36th Assembly District 

California Assemblyman Cameron Smyth, 38th Assembly District 

Los Angeles County Supervisor Michael Antonovich, 5th District 

Mayor Bob Kellar, City of Santa Clarita 

City Manager Ken Pulskamp, City of Santa Clarita 

Councilmembers Tim Ben Boydston, Laurene Weste, and Frank Ferry, 

City of Santa Clarita 
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