
SCV Water Agency 
Engineering and Operations 

Committee Meeting 

Thursday, November 2, 2023 

Committee Meeting Begins at 5:30 PM 

Members of the public may attend by the following options: 

               Have a Public Comment?

Members of the public unable to attend this meeting may submit comments either in writing to eadler@scvwa.org or by mail 
to Elizabeth Adler, Executive Assistant, Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency, 26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. All 
written comments received before 4:00 PM the day of the meeting will be distributed to the Committee members and posted 
on the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency website prior to the start of the meeting. Anything received after 4:00 PM. the day of 
the meeting will be made available at the meeting, if practicable, and posted on the SCV Water website the following day. All 
correspondence with comments, including letters or emails, will be posted in their entirety. (Public comments take place 
during Item 2 of the Agenda and before each Item is considered. Please see the Agenda for details.) 

  ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 

This meeting will be recorded and the audio recording for all Committee meetings will be posted to yourSCVwater.com within 
3 business days from the date of the Committee meeting. 

Disclaimer: Attendees should be aware that while the Agency is following all applicable requirements and guidelines regarding 
COVID‐19, the Agency cannot ensure the health of anyone attending a Committee meeting. Attendees should therefore use 
their own judgment with respect to protecting themselves from exposure to COVID‐19. 

IN PERSON 

Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency 
Engineering Services Section 

Boardroom 
26521 Summit Circle 

Santa Clarita, CA 91350 

BY PHONE  

Toll Free: 1‐(833)‐568‐8864 
Webinar ID: 161 946 5627

VIRTUALLY  

Please join the meeting from your 
computer, tablet or smartphone: 

https://scvwa.zoomgov.com/j/1619465627 
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27234 BOUQUET CANYON ROAD •  SANTA CLARITA,  CALIFORNIA 91350-2173 •  661 297•1600 •  FAX 661 297•1611 
webs i te  add ress :  www.y ou rscv wa te r . co m

Date: October 24, 2023 

To: Engineering and Operations Committee 
William Cooper, Chair 
Gary Martin 
Piotr Orzechowski 
Kenneth Petersen 

From: Courtney Mael, Chief Engineer 
Keith Abercrombie, Chief Operating Officer 

The Engineering and Operations Committee meeting is scheduled on Thursday, November 
2, 2023 at 5:30 PM at 26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350 in the Engineering 
Services Section (ESS) Boardroom. Members of the public may attend in person or virtually. 
To attend this meeting virtually, please see below. 

IMPORTANT NOTICES 

This meeting will be conducted in person at the address listed above. As a convenience to the 
public, members of the public may also participate virtually by using the Agency’s Call-In 
Number 1-(833)-568-8864, Webinar ID: 161 946 5627 Zoom Webinar by clicking on the link 
https://scvwa.zoomgov.com/j/1619465627. Any member of the public may listen to the 
meeting or make comments to the Committee using the call-in number or Zoom Webinar link 
above. However, in the event there is a disruption of service which prevents the Agency from 
broadcasting the meeting to members of the public using either the call-in option or internet-
based service, this meeting will not be postponed or rescheduled but will continue without 
remote participation. The remote participation option is being provided as a convenience to the 
public and is not required. Members of the public are welcome to attend the meeting in person. 

Attendees should be aware that while the Agency is following all applicable requirements and 
guidelines regarding COVID-19, the Agency cannot ensure the health of anyone attending a 
Committee meeting. Attendees should therefore use their own judgment with respect to 
protecting themselves from exposure to COVID-19. 

Members of the public unable to attend this meeting may submit comments either in writing to 
eadler@scvwa.org or by mail to Elizabeth Adler, Executive Assistant, Santa Clarita Valley Water 
Agency, 26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. All written comments received before 
4:00 PM the day of the meeting will be distributed to the Committee members and posted on the 
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency website prior to the start of the meeting. Anything received 
after 4:00 PM the day of the meeting, will be made available at the meeting, if practicable, and 
will be posted on the SCV Water website the following day. All correspondence with comments, 
including letters or emails, will be posted in their entirety. 

eadler
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MEETING AGENDA 

ITEM PAGE 

1. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

2. PUBLIC COMMENTS – Members of the public may comment as to
items within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Agency that are not
on the Agenda at this time. Members of the public wishing to
comment on items covered in this Agenda may do so at the time
each item is considered. (Comments may, at the discretion of the
Committee Chair, be limited to three minutes for each speaker.)

3. * Quarterly Safety Presentation 1 

4. * Review and Comment on the 10 Year Capital Improvement Projects
Plan 

11 

5. * Recommend Approval, Pursuant to a Previously Adopted Addendum
to the Adopted 2005 Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and 
Restoration Project MND and MMRP, of a Purchase Order to Lee & 
Ro, Inc for Planning and Final Design Services for Wells 206 and 
207 Groundwater Treatment Improvements Project 

13 

6. * Recommend Approval of a Resolution Authorizing the General
Manager to Apply for Funding from the Bureau of Reclamation 
WaterSMART Drought Response Program and Accept and Execute a 
Grant Agreement for the Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) 
Groundwater Treatment Improvements 

161 

7. * Monthly Operations and Production Report 175 

8. * Capital Improvement Projects Construction Status Report 185 

9. * Third Party Funded Agreements Quarterly Report 187 

10. * Committee Planning Calendar 199 

11. General Report on Treatment, Distribution, Operations and
Maintenance Services Section Activities

12. * General Report on Engineering Services Section Activities 203 

13. Adjournment

* Indicates Attachment
• Indicates Handout
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NOTICES: 

Any person may make a request for a disability-related modification or accommodation needed 
for that person to be able to participate in the public meeting by telephoning Elizabeth Adler, 
Executive Assistant, at (661) 297-1600, or in writing to Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency at 
26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. Requests must specify the nature of the 
disability and the type of accommodation requested. A telephone number or other contact 
information should be included so that Agency staff may discuss appropriate arrangements. 
Persons requesting a disability-related accommodation should make the request with adequate 
time before the meeting for the Agency to provide the requested accommodation. 

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.5, non-exempt public records that relate to open 
session agenda items and are distributed to a majority of the Committee less than seventy-two 
(72) hours prior to the meeting will be available for public inspection at the Santa Clarita Valley
Water Agency, located at 27234 Bouquet Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350, during
regular business hours. When practical, these public records will also be made available on the
Agency’s Internet Website, accessible at http://www.yourscvwater.com.

Posted on October 26, 2023. 

eadler
Steve Cole initials



[This page intentionally left blank.] 



Santa Clarita Valley 
Water Agency 
FY 2023/2024 – Q1

July 1, 2023 to Sept. 30, 2023
Engineering and Operations Committee Meeting

November 2, 2023

SCV Water Agency Safety Team:
Rebecca Lustig Joe Diaz Aaron Southard
EH&S Supervisor EPSC Safety Specialist II

1
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Q1 Routine Safety Activities
 Safety Tailgate Meetings (Weekly)
 Worksite and Facility Inspections (Monthly)

◦ Fire Extinguisher
◦ First Aid Kits / AED's
◦ Eyewash Stations
◦ Housekeeping

 Safety Committee Meetings (Monthly)
 Construction/Pre-Construction Meetings
 New Hire Safety/Emergency Orientations
 Regulatory Compliance Activities

2

2



Q1 EH&S Trainings, Projects, 
and Activities

3

JULY  CPR/FA/AED Training at Pine
 BC Wire Rope inspections/replacements
 Heavy Equipment Operator and Spotter Safety training at GT

AUGUST  CPR/FA/AED Training at Pine
 Heavy Equipment Operator and Spotter Safety training at GT
 CSTI classes for EH&S staff

SEPTEMBER  CPR/FA/AED Training at Pine
 Annual First Aid kit services at all sites and vehicles
 Annual Fire Extinguisher inspection and service at all sites and vehicles
 Hazardous Waste class for EH&S staff
 Sludge Sampling at Rio and ESFP
 EH&S table at SCV Health and Wellness Fair

3



Q1 Safety Metrics - Leading Indicators
Leading Indicator FY 22/23

Q4
FY 23/24
Q1

FY 23/24
Q2

FY 23/24
Q3

FY 23/24
Q4

Safety Meetings:
• Weekly Tailgates, 
• Safety Committee, 
• Construction / Pre-Construction, 
• Emergency Preparedness

65 64

Safety Inspections:
• Monthly 
• Quarterly 
• Annual

42 46

4

4



Incident Data
FY 2023/24 – Q1

July 1, 2023 to September 30, 2023

1
0 0 00 0 0 0

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

Recordable Incidents
Reportable Incidents

5

5



Vehicle Safety Metrics  

Indicator FY 22/23
Q4

FY 23/24
Q1

FY 23/24
Q2

FY 23/24
Q3

FY 23/24
Q4

Vehicle related training sessions 8 13

Vehicle related incidents (injuries) *3(0) *5(0)

6

*ACTIONS TAKEN: 
Vehicle and driving safety tailgate meetings; assigned driving/safe backing/sharing 
the road courses in Vector Solutions.

6



Q1 Emergency Preparedness Activities
 Alert Media monthly testing
 LEPC– Region 1 meeting (2022/2023 Q3)
 City of Santa Clarita Emergency Preparedness Group
 ERP Revisions
 Emergency Management Concepts – All Hazards
 Recovery from Disasters – Local Role
 Revised Emergency Resources on Aquifer

7

7



Upcoming Safety and Emergency
Trainings, Projects, and Activities

• Incident Management Team and Emergency Preparedness activities
• LEPC Region 1 – Q4
• Ongoing efforts to create a Best-in-Class safety culture for SCV staff:

• Weekly safety tailgate 
• Safety Committee meetings
• Monthly inspections at all locations
• Open communication and collaboration with all sections

• RMP revisions from re-validation assessment
• Update Safety Manual (revise existing plans, add new as needed)
• Special Safety Trainings/Events in 2023:

• October – Forklift Train-the-Trainer
• November – Fire Extinguisher Safety training
• December – HAZWOPER refresher 

8

8



9

9
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COMMITTEE MEMORANDUM 

SUMMARY 

Staff will present the 10 Year Capital Improvement Projects Plan for review and comment only. 

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 

Revenue sources to fund these projects will be considered separately by the Finance and 
Administration Committee. Sources may include SCV Water’s share of the 1% property taxes, 
facility capacity fees, water rates and settlement payments from litigation. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The capital improvement project budgets are presented for review and comment only. 

DATE: October 18, 2023 

TO: Engineering and Operations Committee 

FROM: Courtney Mael, P.E. 
Chief Engineer 

SUBJECT: Review and Comment on the 10 Year Capital Improvement Projects Plan 

11
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COMMITTEE MEMORANDUM 

SUMMARY 

The Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (Agency) is planning to construct a new groundwater 
treatment facility for Wells 206 and 207 Groundwater Treatment Improvements Project (Project). 
Staff issued a Request for Proposal (RFP) for planning services for the Project. The Project will 
identify and layout the necessary treatment improvements. In addition, final design services 
were included for an expanded chemical building and pipeline. Staff received two (2) planning 
services proposals and is recommending adopting a resolution authorizing a purchase order to 
Lee & Ro, Inc for an amount not-to-exceed $600,000 for planning and final design services for 
the Project. 

DISCUSSION 

The Agency is planning to construct a new groundwater treatment facility for the Project. The 
proposed Project will provide treatment to the well water.  

On May 30, 2023, staff issued a RFP to four (4) of the Agency’s on-call consultants for the 
planning services to identify and layout the necessary treatment improvements. On July 5, 
2023, staff received proposals from two (2) consultants, Lee & Ro, Inc and Woodard & Curran. 
The proposals were reviewed and evaluated by staff from the Engineering Services Section and 
the Treatment Operations and Maintenance Department. The evaluation team reviewed the 
proposals based on the qualifications-based selection procedure applying the following criteria: 
responsiveness (conformance and compliance) to the RFP requirements, project 
understanding, project approach, responsibilities (resources/ capability/ qualifications/ 
availability) to perform the work, scope of work, and schedule. The evaluation team selected 
Lee & Ro, Inc as the firm to provide the planning and final design services for the Project. 

The planning services scope of work will include but not limited to identifying and layout of 
necessary treatment improvements, identifying the location of the treatment facility, preparing 
estimated construction costs, and providing preliminary design of the recommended 
improvements. In addition, final design services will be provided for an expanded chemical 

DATE: October 16, 2023 

TO: Engineering and Operations Committee 

FROM: Courtney Mael, P.E. 
Chief Engineer 

SUBJECT Recommend Approval, Pursuant to a Previously Adopted Addendum to the 
Adopted 2005 Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration 
Project MND and MMRP, of a Purchase Order to Lee & Ro, Inc for Planning 
and Final Design Services for Wells 206 and 207 Groundwater Treatment 
Improvements Project 

13
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building and pipeline that will treat the combined well water from Saugus Wells 3, 4, 206, and 
207.  
 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) CONSIDERATIONS 
 
On April 5, 2022, the Agency, as the Lead Agency under California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA), adopted the Addendum to the 2005 Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and 
Restoration Project Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), which included evaluation of the 
planning and design services, and affirmed, with findings, the adoption of the Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), with the adoption of the attached Resolution No. 
SCV-268. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN NEXUS 
 
The award of this planning and final design services contract will help meet Agency’s Strategic 
Plan Objective D.1: “Achieve 100% compliance with all environmental regulations and 
standards” and D.2 “Proactively install, operate, and maintain groundwater treatment 
infrastructure to avoid impacts on water supply reliability (e.g. VOCs, perchlorate, PFAS, etc.).” 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The Project was included in the Agency’s FY 2023/2024 Budget. The planning and final design 
services would be performed on a time and expense basis with a not-to-exceed budget of 
$600,000. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the Engineering and Operations Committee recommends that the Board of Directors 
approve, pursuant to the previously adopted addendum to the adopted 2005 Groundwater 
Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project MND and MMRP, the attached resolution 
authorizing a purchase order to Lee & Ro, Inc for an amount not-to-exceed $600,000 for 
planning and final design services for Wells 206 and 207 Groundwater Treatment Improvements 
Project. 
 
Attachments 
 

14
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RESOLUTION NO. SCV-268 

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
OF THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER AGENCY 

APPROVING FUNDING FOR CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO 
THE ZIM INDUSTRIES, INC., FOR THE SAUGUS #3 & #4 WELLS 

CONSTRUCTION (REPLACEMENT WELLS) PROJECT 

WHEREAS, Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (SCVWA) desires to take steps to increase 
the reliability of its existing water system; and 

WHEREAS, SCVWA's Capital Improvement Program includes construction of the Agency's 
future Saugus #3 & #4 Wells Construction (Replacement Wells) Project (formerly known as 
Replacement (Saugus 3 and 4) Well Project); and 

WHEREAS, on September 14, 2005, Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA), as the lead 
agency under California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), adopted the Mitigated Negative 
Declaration for the Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project (MND), 
and MND (Exhibit B) which evaluated the Replacement (Saugus 3 and 4) Well Project and 
adopted findings and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Programs with the adoption of 
Resolution No. 2429; and 

WHEREAS, Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA), as a CEQA Lead Agency, filed the Notice 
of Determination with the Los Angeles County Clerk's Office and the State Clearinghouse on 
September 19, 2005; and 

WHEREAS, as a result of the integration of CLWA into SCVWA, SCVWA is now the lead 
agency under CEQA for the Saugus #3 & #4 Wells Construction (Replacement Wells) Project; 
and 

WHEREAS, in its role as lead agency SCVWA has now evaluated and adopted the MND 
pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15162 to determine if, when taking subsequent discretionary 
actions in furtherance of a project for which an MND has been adopted, SCVWA is required 
to review any changed circumstances to determine whether any of the circumstances under 
Public Resources Code section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines section 15162 require 
additional environmental review; and 

WHEREAS, an Addendum to the MND (Exhibit C) has been prepared by Woodard and 
Curran which analyzed the potential environmental impacts associated with the project 
modifications to the original project; and 

WHEREAS, the environmental evaluation in the Addendum has concluded that there are no 
substantial changes proposed in the modified project, nor substantial changes in the 
circumstances under which the modified project would be undertaken, which would require 

major revisions of the MND due to new significant environmental effects or a substantial 
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; and 

WHEREAS, the environmental evaluation in the Addendum has concluded that the impacts 
of the modified project are consistent with the impacts of the original approved project in the 
MND; and 

15
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WHEREAS, all bid proposals submitted to SCWA pursuant to the SCVWA's construction 
contract documents for the construction of the Saugus #3 & #4 Wells Construction 
(Replacement Wells) Project, as amended by Addenda, were publicly opened electronically on 
the SCVWA's bid website page on PlanetBids on Wednesday, January 26, 2022 by 2:00 p.m., 
in full accordance with the law and SCVWA customary procedures; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors finds, after considering the opinion of staff, that the total 
bid of Zim Industries, Inc., in the amount of $12,751,494 is the lowest responsible bid and 
only bid submitted, and that said bid substantially meets the requirements of said 
construction contract documents as amended by Addenda; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the Agency's best interest that the Board of Directors, on behalf of the 
SCVWA, authorize its General Manager to accept the $12,751,494 bid from Zim Industries, 
Inc. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the SCVWA Board of Directors (Board) has 
reviewed and considered the MND and supporting materials and finds that those documents 
taken together contain a complete and accurate reporting of all of the environmental impacts 
associated with the project. 

The Board further finds that the administrative record has been completed in compliance with 
CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and that the MND and supporting materials, taken together, 
reflect the Board's independent judgment. 

Further, based on the substantial evidence set forth in the record, including but not limited to 
the MND and supporting materials the Board finds that, based on the whole record before it, 
none of the conditions under State CEQA Guidelines section 15162 requiring subsequent 
environmental review have occurred because the Project: 

a) will not result in substantial changes that would require major revisions of the MND due to 
the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant effects; and 

b) will not result in substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the 
project is developed that would require major revisions of the MND due to the involvement of 
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of the previously 
identified significant effects; and 

c) does not present new information of substantial importance that was not known and could 
not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was 
adopted, as applicable, showing any of the following: (i) that the modifications would have one 
or more significant effects not discussed in the earlier environmental documentation; (ii) that 
significant effects previously examined would be substantially more severe than shown in the 
earlier environmental documentation; (iii) that mitigation measures or alternatives previously 
found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more 
significant effects, but the applicant declined to adopt such measures; or (iv) that mitigation 
measures or alternatives are considerably different from those analyzed previously would 
substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but which the applicant 
declined to adopt. 
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Further, based on the substantial evidence set forth in the record, including but not limited to 
the MND and supporting materials, the Board finds that the applicable mitigation measures 
identified in the MND have been incorporated into a specific mitigation monitoring program for 
the project and would ensure that any potential environmental impacts would be reduced to 
less than significant levels. 

The Board re-adopts those mitigation measures identified in the MND that are relevant to the 
project as detailed specifically in the Mitigation Monitoring Program attached as Exhibit A, 
attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein. 

The documents and materials that constitute the record of proceedings on which this 
Resolution has been based are located at the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Summit 
Circle Office at 26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. The custodian for these records 
is Robert Banuelos. This information is provided in compliance with Public Resources Code 
section 21081.6. 

A Notice of Determination shall be filed with the County of Los Angeles and the State 
Clearinghouse within 5 (five) working days of the Board's final project approval. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the SCVWA's Board of Directors does authorize its General 
Manager to accept said low bid and does therefore authorize the SCVWA's General Manager or 
its Chief Engineer to issue a Notice of Award to Zim Industries, Inc., hereby found to be the 
"lowest responsible bidder" for the Saugus #3 & #4 Wells Construction (Replacement Wells) 
Project for the total sum of $12,751,494. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the SCVWA's General Manager or its President and Secretary are 
thereupon authorized, upon receipt of appropriate payment and performance bonds, 
appropriate certificates of insurance and an executed Contract Agreement from Zim Industries, 
Inc., all of which must be approved by General Counsel, to execute the said Contract 
Agreement on behalf of the SCVWA. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the SCVWA's General Manager or Chief Engineer are thereafter 
authorized to execute and forward to Zim Industries, Inc. an appropriate Notice to Proceed. 

I, the undersigned, hereby certify: That I am the duly appointed and acting Secretary of the 
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency, and that at a regular meeting of the Board of Directors of 
said Agency held on April 5, 2022 the foregoing Resolution No. SCV-268 was duly and regularly 
adopted by said Board, and that said resolution has not been rescinded or amended since the 
date of its adoption, and that it is now in full force and effect. 

~All~ 
Secrary 

17
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EXHIBIT A 

Mifigation and Monitoring Piao 
. -Castaic Lake-Water Agency 

Groundwater Coo~inmeot; Treatment, a_od Restoration· Project 

This Mitigation·aii:d M~nitoring Plan (MMP) specifies mitigation actions and monitoring and 
reporting requirements for the Castaic Lake W.ater Agency.Groundwater Containment, 
Tretllmelit, and Q..estoratio_n Project, consistent with the project Initial Study and Final Mitigated 
Negative.Deciaration. For each action-or class of actions identified in the above documents, this 
plan_ specifies the following: . 

The required action . 
The schedule ' 
The party· responsible for implementing the action 
The required reports 
The entity to receive reports 

F_or .ease of use, the MMP is presented il1 tabular-format. Adoption of this Mitigation and 
Monitoring Plan constitutes a commitment by Castaic Lake Water Agency (CL WA) to comply 
with and fund the -require mitigation and monitoring. At its discretion, CL WA will impleme~t 
the MMP through construction contractors and other. independent contractors, as noted. In all 
cases, CL W A's Project Manager and/or designated compliance staff will routinely audit 
. contractor compliance with the requirements of the MMP. 

In general, construction contractors will implement aspects of the MMP related to the acquisition 
and compliance with construction permits from the City of Santa Clarita, the County of Los 
Angeles, and the State of California. If it is determined that such plans are required, this may 
_ include preparatio~ of construction plans such as the State of California Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan. CL W A's primary role in these efforts will be to require these activities as part 
of the scope of work for each construction project and contract, to review plans and 
specifications, to periodically conduct compliance audits to ensure that contractors are acting in 
accordance with their plans, and to maintain records of all compliance activities and reports. 
CL WA may independently contract for specialized compliance monitoring, such as monitoring 
related _to biological and cultural resources; these independent monitors will work with 
construction contractors to ensure compliance with mitigation and monitoring plan requirements. 
The MMP is thus organized to make the responsibilities of CL WA, design engineers, 
construction contractors, and independent contractors clear, ~d thus focuses on the actions 
required by each entity . 

. CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration IJ.rojcct 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 
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·, • 

Table MMP-1. Mitigation and Monitor~g C~mmitments CheckUst (R = Reyiew, C ::;_ Specify•r~qµh:ement in constructiqn 
contract, A= Compliance Action, RP= Reporting Requirement, I= Inspect, M = M~~ain during operation. NA.= not.applicable) 

Impact Category Mitigation Measure 
(See Initial Study for details) 

Aesthetics Design and construct Treatment Plant to be consistent with Rio 
Vista IJ1take Pump Station 
Landscape proposed treatment facility along the· bike trail 
Ensure Treatment Plant liahts are directed away froin bike- ttail 
Contain wells in structures and landscape 

Air Qualitv Comply with SCAQ:MD Rule 403 
Comply with SCAQMD Rule 117.9 (b) (6) 

Biological Resources Install -automatic shut off valves in perchlorate pipeline to 
ensure pipeline shut down if pipeline is damaged during 
operation 
Schedule c_onstruction along south bank of Santa Clara River 
and Bouquet Canyon Road (or September I-February 1 
For construction outside of the September 1-F~britary I, survey 
weekly for raptor nests 30 days prior to initiation of 
construction. 
If pests are found within 300 feet of construction area (500_ feet 
for raptors), suspend construction until nests !lfe empty, young 
have fledged, and there is no evidence ofnew-nestingactivity 
Flag constructio_n areas ·to clearly,·mark off-limit$ areas.at 300-
foot and 500-foo~ from active nests 
Survey for bats under the Bouquet Canyon Bridge. If~ats are 
located, impacts may be avoided by scheduling .wor_!< during the 
non-nesting season (after September I .and oefore March 1). 
Bats leaving the structure at night may th~n be excluded from 
returning to the bridge with fine mesh. CL WA will consult with 
CDFG during implementation of such impact avoidance 
measures. 
Develop and conduct a CDFG and USFWS training program for 
workers along the south bank of the Santa Clara River and 
_Bouquet Canyon Road; past species inf¢,rmation at the site 

CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 

2 

CLWA 

RC 

RC 
RC 
RC 
RI .. 

RI 
RJM 

RC 

RC . 

RC 

·RC 

RC 

RC 

. Resoorlslble Parties and Role .. 
'Design· Construc_tioh ~dependent ·_ 
Contractor Contractor Coh~ctor 

A AR NA' 

A ' .. 
AR ·NA 

A AR NA 
A AR NA 

NA AR NA 
A AR NA-
A AR NA 

NA AR NA 

NA NA - ~ 

NA AR . ~ 

NA AR AR 

NA AR AR 

-

' 

. NA AR AR 

.. 

20



-.J 
0, 

Following ~iological survey to contµm no special status species . 
at the C:onstruction site, install fine-mesh drift fence along · . 

. boundary between river and construction site along the south 
bank of the Santa Clara River and Bouquet Canvon Road 
For installation _of pipelines at Eiouquet Canyon Road bridge, 
comply with CDFG 1600 permit requiremints. Spedfic~ly: 
a. All construction will be d_one in dry conditions; 
b. Construction equipment will access the river bed via .an area 

. without native riparian vegetation; 
c. Construction equipment fueling and maint~~ce will be _ 
perfonned 0&;1ts_ide of the riverbed or if necessary these activities 
will be perfonned using containment vessels; . 
d. Spills of fuel ()r other m_aterials used during construction will 
be immediately report~d and cleaned ~p in accor~ce wi*-
rules of the Re~ional.Water Oualit'\'. Control B'6ard. . . 
To the extent fellsible, along Mainstem and South Foi:k of-Santa 
Clara river, use landward rigbt-o_f way for side casting of spoil 
and for construction laydo~ and vehicle fi.leling and 
maintenance to isolate these activities from the river. 

Cultural Resources Where there is potential to !"ncounter buried cultural reso_urces 
(roads and trails along the South Fork of the Santa Clara River): 

a. Priono construction, train construction pe,rsonnel regarding 
recognition of buried cultun!l remains and estabiisli procedures 
to halt construction immediately and notify qualified 
archeolpgist. 
b. In areas near a known ctiltural resource site, a.qualified 
archeologist shall monitor· cqnstruction. If resources are found, 
initiate consultation with the State Historic .Preservation Office. 
c. Comply with Department of Health Services requirements 
for treatment of buried human remains. 

Ge.ology and Soils Install automatic shut off valves in perchlorate pipeline to 
ensure pipeline· shut down if pipeline is damaged during 
operation 
On-going monitorinil of Treatment Plant operation 
Provide secondary containment vessels for hazardous treatment 
olant chemicals 

Hazards and Desi~n. construct, and operate to provide for best m1µ1a2ement . . 
CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration ProJect 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 
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. RC NA AR· AR . 
• . 

. RC NA AR AR 

. . 
.. 
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RC NA AR AR 
.. 

. 

RIM A AR NA 

A NA NA . NA · 
AIM A AR -ijA 

AIM "A· AR NA 
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Hazardous. Materials Dractices for baodlin2 of cliemica.ls at chloraminatiorrfacilities 

Provide secondary containment vessels for hazarclous treatment 
Dla'ntcbemicals · 
During consttuction, comply _with City of Santa OJar:ita policies 
related to emeraencv resoonse olarui or evacuation Dlans 

· Com_pl5' with City of Santa Clarita Encr9achmeni_ Poli~y and 
County of Los Angeles Code, Division I, Title 16 (where 
a00ropriate) reJ?ardin~ trench backfill and covering 

Hydrology and ·contain construction-site·drafuage and sediments: 
Groundwater Quality 

a. Daiiy pre-consttuction equipment ~pections to detect and 
repair leaks 
b. Use of secondary containment for fueling and chemical 
storage areas 
c. Use of secondary containment for equipment wash water 
d. Use· of silt traps or basins to control ~off 
e. Cover- stockpiles to prevent runoff 
f. Protect loose soils areas. from potentially e~osive runoff 
g. For construction in the river channel, equipment shall be 
fitted with secondary containment materials at potential oil/fuel 
leakae:e sites. 
PreDare a:Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan ifreauired 

Noise For construction adjacent to housing, comply with City. of Santa 
Clarita N!=)ise ordinances: 

a. Permanent above-ground facilities (wells an~ treatment 
plant) will be contained in structures to ensure adjacent noise 
levels are below levels established for facilities in commercial 
and manufacturing areas; 
b. Limit construction to.the period 7 am to 7 pm; 
c. Monitor noise leYels adjacent to housing and if levels at 
adjacent housing exceed-City No~e Ordinance permitted lev~ls 
(65 dBA). install temliorarv noise attenuation barriers . · 

Recreation No more than one segment ornike trail will be affected at any 
time 
Detours around the construction zone will be as short as 
'possible and temporarv. As Part of this action, post and maintain 

CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 
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.. . . . . 
AIM - A AR NA . 

RC NA A NA 

RC NA :AR NA 
, 

RCI NA -AR NA 

Re;:: : NA ' AR NA 
RC A : AR NA 

RC NA'. ·· AR NA 

RC NA AR NA 
.. 
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si211a2e related to trail. closures and detours, 
.Transportation and Comply with City of Santa. Clarita Encroachment Per:m.it Policy 
Traffic and/or Cqunty of Los Angeles Public Works Encroachment 

Pennit requirements, County Code Division 1, Title 16 
As fe~ibl~, limit .construction related truck trips on state 
highways to off-peak commute periods. 
Obtain Caltrans Transportation Permit for transport of oversized 
or over-weight vehicles ~n State highways. 
A void excessive or 0oorlv timed truck 0latoonin2. 

Cl:. WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
Midgation and Monitoring Plan 
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RC . . NA AR NA .. ', 
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Table MMP-2·. Mitigation and Monitoring Responsibilities 
.. 

L CLWA ResoonsibiUties (CLWA Comoliance·:M:an&2er amd/or P.rofect M.ana2er) · 

Action 

Assign a staff person (compliance manage_r) to ov~rsee 
compliance with the co~itments of the Initial Study and 
Miti2.ated Ne2.ative D~claratioo. 
Iilcorporate monitoring requirements in construction contracts 

. and scopes of work 
Review ·oesigns and SP.ecifi.cations to ensure that iµitigation 
commitments reJated to design and construction are met 
Review proj_ect schedaj.e to ensure that mitigation· commitments . 
related to schedulin.2 are met 
Periodic insoection of contractor compliance records 

, Conttacting for independeot'mitjgation and moll;itoring services 
for biological monitoring and management for construction along 
the south bank of the Santa Clara River and at bridge crossings 
along aouauet Canvon Road 
Contracting for _independent mitigation and monitbring services 
for cultural resources monitoring and management for 
construction activities involving work where excavations may 
e~tend to previously undisturbed s~ils and to coordinate with 
pemtltting agencies and the State Historic Preservation office 
durin2 rire-coostruction planniruz 
Periodic 'inspection· of construction sites• during c;ons.tructio.n to 
confirm contractor compliance with construction monitoring and 
mitigation reaajrements 
01)..•going coordination with penn.irting agencies .. prJor to, during, 
and following construction; resolution of construction~related 
issues 
Resolution of issues raised-by penn.itting agencies and/or the 
public related to contractor mitigation and monitoring activities 

Maintain a file of mitigation and monitoring compliance 
documents 

CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 

Schedule 

Prior· to issuing construction 
contracts 

Prior .to issuing contracting · 
docuit).ents 
Prior'to approving designs and 
soecificatioos 
Prior to approving schedule 

On-2oin2 
Schedule· to· ensure that. services will 
be available at least 30 days prior to 
initiation of construction in these 
a!ilmments 
IP,itiated upon CL WA Board 
adoption ofMND or approval ofthe 
proposed project 

During construction mobilization, 
activity, and.demobilization 

Dw;ing-construotion mobilization, 
activity,.and demobilization 

On-going following ·CL V! A Board •, 

adoption _of.the mitigated negative 
declaration and -approval <>f'the 
oroiect . 
During design, construction, 
mobilization. demobilization and 

6 

Required Report$ 

Norie 

Meino Re~rd of.Revi.ew · 
-. . 

M~mo Record of Review 
, . .. - . 

.. Memo• Record of Revi~W 
. . ... 

Memo Record of Review 
·.Memo Record of Review 
Approved contract 

" 

· Memo _Rec!)!d of Review 
Approved contract 

· . Inspection R_eport/Checklist 

Ins~ection Reporttc;hecklist 

' . .. 
Memo Report.of issues and their 
resolution 

NA 

Repo_rt 
provided 1o: 
None 

. ' 
PM 

·pM 

PM 

PM 
PM. 

.PM 

PM 

·PM 

PM 

.PM 
.. 
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initial. start-up and -inspectjon· of .. 

. facili~ies 
Apply for CDFO Section-1600 Permit for work in the Santa Clara Prior to· issuance of construction Memo Report ~ertifying that . 
River (installation of pipelines-under bridge decks). Incorporate contracts construction contracts include 
required monitoring and mitigation ·requirements into . 1600 permit req11irements 
construction.contracts. 
Inspect,-operate and maintain all facilities to minimize the On-going 'NA -

potentiar for facility damage .and associated releilSe of water from 
pipelines and chemicals used in-facility operations. 

2. Desim Enmneers .. 
Action ·schedule Requireii Reports -

Review Department of Hell.Ith Services pennit requirements for During Design Memo c_ertifying conipli~ce 
the treatment-plant and-ensure compliance with these with approved p~ans· and· 
requirements soecifications . 
Design facilities in accordance with (as appropriate) During Design Memo certifying compliance 

a. DHS requirements witli approved plans arid 
b. Standard Specifications for Public works Construction specifications · 

Design above-groiin~ facilit~es to be consistent" with surrounding During 4esign Memo certifying compliance 
buildings per aesthetics commitments ·with_ap.pro-<ed "plans. and · 

.. speoific,atiohs . . 
Design pipeu,nes an,d treatment· facilities to provide for pipeline During design MeinQ cei1jfying compliance 
automatic shutoff valves and hazardous i;naterials containment · with .app,roved-·plans-and 

~p~o1fications 

3. Construction Contractors and Iildependent Monitoring Contr.actors·<Bi'olosrlcal and Cµltural) 
Action 

As needed, obtain pennit applications· and file permit requests 
with City of Santa Clarita for Encroachment Permit and/or 
County of Los Angeles Public works Encroachment Pennit 
(including, as needed, developm~nt an~ processing of a: State 
Storm Water Pollution Prev.ention Plan) . 
Develop a'ppropria.te _compliance and reporting procedures for all 
work for which action is specified on Table MrvlP-1. 

Comolv with encroachment permits includin5t but not limited to: 

CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 

Schedule Required Reports . 

30 days prior to construction· in the Copy of Encroachment Perm.it 
public right of way Application 

Prior to initiation of coristructi_on Copy of compliance.and 
reporting procedures, with 
City/County aonrovaf as needed 

. On-~oing during mobilization:, Copies of illstirance certificates, 

7 

.. 

PM 

-· 

NA 
. ,, 

- --

Report-
· provlded·to: · 
C?mpliani:~ .. 
Manager and 
PM 
· Compliance . 
Mana~era.iid 
PM 
Compli~~e 
Managerand 
PM .. 
CompH!1Pce 
Manager and 
PM 

Report .. 
orovlded.to: 
CLWAPM 

'CLWA.PM 

CLWAPM 
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a. Notificati9n.ofstart of work 
b. · Contact of-Underground Service Alert 
c, 24-hour priot notificatiotlofpersons within 300 feet of work 
d. Utility repair 
e. Caltrans MTJTCD California Supplement 
f. Lane clostll'e how-'s 
g. Reports .of damage to traffiq c.ontrol equipment 
h. Trench/hole closure wtien work is not in progress 
i. Testing and certification of trench compaction 
j. Testini and ce~l.fication·of paving _ 
k. Remov.al ofUndergro'Uhd.Service Alert markings 
I. Compliance with utility cover requirements 
m. Use of non-skid steel plates to-cover open trenches 
n. Use of recessed steel plating it'required 
o. Night work plan approved by City as needed 
p. Backfill requirements met 

. q. Concrete/asphalt removal requirements met 
r. Sidewalk removal and replacement requirements-met 
s. Heavv eQuioinent transportation reauirements .met 
Comply with SCAQMD R!.de 403, including but not limited to: 

a. Designation of a dust control supervisor per Rule 403 
b. Table 1 : Best Available Control Measures 

Comply with biological resources mitigation measures per Table 
MlvlP-1. For work along the south bank of the Santa•Clara River 
and.Bouquet Canyon Road, the.biological monitor sbafl 
periodically 4tspect ·co~struction and shall have the authority to 
stop cotllltruction if nec;~~sary to ensure compliance with 
biologicai resourpes mitigation m.easures. 

Comply' with cultural resources mitigation measures per Taole 
MMP-1. 

CLWA Groundwater Containment, ·Treatment, and Restoration Project 
Mitigation and Mo~toring.Plan 

construction, and demp.~ilization ... 
(Dally, weekly, monthly as sp~cified 
m· encroachment permits) 

On-going during mobilization; 
construction; and demobilizatio~ 
(Daily, weekly, mon~y as.specified . 
in encroachment pennirs) 

On-going during mobilizatio~ 
construction, and demobilization 
(Daily; weekly, monthly as specifi,ed 
in encroachment permits) 

On-going during mobilization, 
construction, and demobilization 
(Daily, weekly, monthly ~ specified : 
in encroachment permits) · 

8 

compliance repo~. checklists, 
City/County inspection rep~rts, 
correspQndence with ·city and 
County; and other requir¢d 

·. reports or clocum.entation 

Copies of insurance certificates, . CLW A PM 
compliance reports, checklists, 
City/C.ounty inspection reports, 
correspondence with City and 
CQunty, and o.ther i:equi!ed 

.reports or documentation · 
Copies of, compliance reports;" CI:. WA PM 

· checklists, results oftield 
surveys prior to and during 
· ne~ting season, correspon~ence 
with CDFG and USFWS1 copies . 
of.construction training 

· materials, and otl,.er required 
i-eoorts or· doc.unf en.tation ·· . 
Copies o( compliance reports, CL WA PM · 
checklists; correspondence with · 
SHPO, DHS, and the Native· · 

··American Heritage Co,:nmission. 
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Comply with plans and _specifications with regard to all features 
related to leak prevention, and containment of hazards and 
hazardous materials. 

Implementa,tjon· of Best Management Practices for stormwater 
runoff control to contain runoff and sediment from construction. 
Preparation of a State Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan if 
required. Specifically: 

a. Daily pre--construction equipment inspections to detect and 
repair leaks 
b. Use of secondary containment for fueling and chemical 
storage areas 
c. Use ofsecondiµy contairuhent for equipment wash water 
d. Use of silt traps or basins-to control runoff 
e. Cover stockpiles to prevent i:unoff 
f. Protect loose soils .areas from potentially erosive-runoff 
g'. For construction in the river channel, equipment shall be fitted 
with secondary containment materials at potential oil/fuel leakage 
sites. 

· ·.compliance with City of.Santa-Clarita Noise ordinances 

Comply with MMP requirements for minimizing impacts to 
trails, including: 

a. Comp~etion of constructjon and restoration of each segment of 
bike trai! prior to initiation of construction of other segments 
b. Provide the shortest feasible detours around construction 

CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 

' 
On-going during mobilization, 
construction, and demobilizatio.n 
(Daily, weekly, monthly as specified 
in the noise ordinance) 

On-going during mobilization, 
construction, ·arid demobilization . 
(Daily, \l{eekly, mopthly as specified . 
in the noise ordinance) 

On-going during mobilizatio~ 
construction, and demobilization: 
(Daily, weekly, mbnthly as speci~ed 
iii the noise ordinance) 

On-going during mobilization, 
construction, -and demobili;ation 
(Daily, weekly, monthly as specified • 
in the noise ordinance) 

9 

.. 
·~ nee4edi · copies·. of constructip,fr 
training.matena·ls; ~d o~ei' 

.. reqttired, reports, Or 
.· documentation · 
Copies of msurance certificates, CLWA.PM 
compliance· reports,.Ch!lcklists, 
inspections, <;:ity ip.spection 
:rep9rts, ·correspond.ence with 
City, and other ~equired reports · 
or documentation 
Copies of constn,iction runoff 'CLWAPM 
control plan (a formal ·state 
Storm Water, Po,llu'tion 
Prevention Plan as required), 
compliance reports; checklists, 
inspections,. City inspection 

. reports, correspbn9ence with 
City, 8:Dd other rectuir.ed:reports 
or documentation 

.. 

•' 

.Copies ofins\irance c~rtificiites, CLWAPM 
compliance reports, checklists,· 

. ·City insP.ection reports, · 
.CQrresp·ondence•wi_th .. Gity, and 
other required reports or 
documentation 
Maps show~g tntil segm~n~· •CLWA 'PM 

. and·proposed detours; schedule 
for co~tructio~ 
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c. Post and .maintain. signs for trail closures and bike traffic 
detours · 
d. Coordinate with City of Santa Clarita on bike trail closings 
and detours 

CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 

. , 

10 . 
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EXHIBIT B 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

Castaic Lake Water Agency, Santa Clarita, CA 

Project Title, Description, and Location: Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and 
Restoration Project 

Castaic Lake Water Agency proposes a two-component Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and 
Restoration Project. The first component will involve construction and use of existing facilities to intercept 
perchlorate contaminated groundwater, convey this water to a new treatment plant for treatment, and put 
the resulting clean water to beneficial use. The second component will involve construction and use of 
existing facilities to restore historic production from several wells that will be permanently closed due to 
contamination by perchlorate. Facilities will involve a new treatment plant, pipelines constructed in road 
and bike-trail rights-of-way, modifications to existing wells and pipelines, and new wells. If the Proposed 
Project is implemented, construction of underground pipelines and other facilities will occur in the 
following locations: 

1. On the west side of San Fernando Road south of Magic Mountain Parkway 
2. Parallel to Magic Mountain Parkway from San Fernando Road to Valencia Boulevard 
3. Parallel to Valencia Boulevard/Soledad Canyon Road from Magic Mountain Parkway to the bridge at 
Bouquet Canyon Road 
4. Across the Santa Clara River along Bouquet Canyon Bridge 
5. Within the levee/bike trail west of Bouquet Canyon Bridge to The Rio Vista Intake Pump Station 
6. Within the trail corridor west of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River 
7. Within the bike trail along the south levee of the Santa Clara River from the Valencia Boulevard bridge 
to McBean Parkway 
8. At Castaic Lake Water District's existing facilities at Fumivall Avenue 
9. Parallel to Magic Mountain Parkway from Interstate 5 west to an unpaved road west of Magic 
Mountain Amusement Park 
10. Along the unpaved road west of Magic Mountain Amusement Park 

California State Law requires Castaic Lake Water Agency to conduct environmental review to determine if 
a project may have a potentially significant effect on the environment. Environmental review examines 
the nature and extent of any potentially significant adverse impacts on the environment that could occur if 
a project is approved and implemented. The Board of Directors of the Castaic Lake Water Agency would 
require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report if the review concluded that the proposed 
project could have significant unavoidable effects on the environment. The California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) requires this notice to disclose whether any listed toxic sites are present; there are no 
listed toxic sites within the proposed construction areas. 

Based on initial study, the General Manager has concluded that the project, which incorporates a number 
of impact avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures, will not have significant adverse effects on 
the environment. The project has been formulated to avoid such impacts where there was a potential for 
them to occur. Castaic Lake Water Agency has sent this intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the proposed project to the State Clearinghouse, responsible agencies, trustee agencies, and the 
County Clerks of Los Angeles and Ventura to inform them of a public hearing on the project that will be on 
September 14, 2005 at the administration building of Castaic Lake Water Agency, 27234 Bouquet 
Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350 at 5:00 PM. The draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, initial 
study, and the referenced technical documents are available for review under the above file number from 
9:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday at Castaic Lake Water Agency, 27234 Bouquet Canyon 
Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. The public review period for the Mitigated Negative Declaration is from 
August 9, 2005 through September 8, 2005. Written comments on the Proposed Project must be received 
by Castaic Lake Water Agency, 27234 Bouquet Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350, ATTN: Mr. Ken 
Petersen, Project Manager on or before 5:00 PM, September 8, 2005. 
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Adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration does not constitute approval of the proposed project. The 
decision to approve or deny the project described will be made separately. For additional information or 
to obtain a copy of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, please call Ken Petersen, Project Manager, 
at 661-513-1260. 

Circulated on: August 5, 2005 

rnrrf Masnaaa -­
General Manager 
Castaic Lake Water Agency 
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Draft 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

Project Name: Castaic Lake Water Agency, Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration 
Project 

Project File Number: NA 

Project Location: The project is located in the City of Santa Clarita and on lands west of the City of 
Santa Clarita and southwest of Magic Mountain Amusement Park. 

County Supervisorial Districts: Fifth District (Michael Antonovich) 

. Mailing Address and Phone Number of Applicant Contact Person for this Project: 

Mr. Ken Petersen, 
Castaic Lake W atcr Agency 
27234 Bouquet Canyon Road 
Santa Clarita, CA 91350-2173 
Phone 661-513-1260 

Project Description: 

The purpose of the proposed Castaic Lake Water Agency Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and 
Restoration Project (Proposed Project) is to prevent further perchlorate contamination of groundwater 
basins in the Santa Clarita Valley originating at an historic weapons manufacturing site located east of the 
South Fork of the Santa Clara River near the confluence of the South Fork and the Mainstem Santa Clara 
River. The Proposed Project will intercept the existing plume of perchlorate in the Saugus Formation 
groundwater and pump the contaminated water from intercepting wells to a new treatment plant, where 
perchlorate will be removed and the treated water utilized as part of Castaic Lake Water Agency's 
(CL WA) drinking water supply. 

The Proposed Project would involve (a) modification of existing production wells, (b) construction and 
operation of new monitoring and production wells, ( c) modification of existing pipelines and construction 
of new pipelines, (d) construction ofa new, modular perchlorate water treatment plant, and (c) closing of 
existing production wells. 

The Propose Project has two interrelated elements. First, there are facilities for the containment and 
treatment of perchlorate-contaminated groundwater. Second, there are service restoration facilities to 
replace and relocate existing facilities which must be closed or modified to accomplish the containment 
program objectives. With the exception of two pipeline segments under bridge decks, pipelines will be 
buried. The Proposed Project incorporates a number of conservation/impact minimization measures into 
its project description, including measures related to; 

• Facility Siting 
• Construction Schedule 
• River Crossings 

Draft Mitigated Declaration: l 
Castaic Lake Water Agency Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
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• Best Management Practices, Construction in Roads 
• Best Management Practices, Construction in Bike Trails 
• Aesthetic Treatment of the Treatment Facility 
• Air quality 
• Noise 
• Biological Resources 
• Water Quality 
• Cultural Resources 

As appropriate, these conservation/impact minimization procedures will be incorporated into construction 
contracts and performance will be independently verified by CL WA and/or qualified monitors. These 
elements of the project, described in full in the attached Initial Study, result in reduction of potential 
environmental impacts to a level of less-than-significant. In addition, CL WA proposes an additional site­
specific monitoring and mitigation measure related to noise that may be implemented if on-site 
monitoring determines that minimization measures have not reduced noise levels to the desired levels. 

The Proposed Project is described in greater detail in the attached Initial Study. 

Measures Included in the Project to Reduce Potentially Significant Effects to a 
Level of Less-Than-Significant (See Initial Study for more detail on the measures outlined 
below.) 

Aesthetics: Facilities have been sited to avoid impact to scenic resources. Above ground facilities will 
be designed to be consistent with existing visual character of adjacent development. 

Agricultural Resources: None. The Proposed Project will not affect agricultural resources. 

Air Quality: The Proposed Project incorporates best management practices per Rule 403 of the South 
Coast Air Quality Management District, Table 1. 

Biological Resources: The project has been sited to avoid direct impact to wildlife and wildlife 
habitat. Indirect effects associated with noise and visual disturbance are avoided/minimized by 
construction scheduling outside of nesting/breeding season for special-status birds in the adjacent Santa 
Clara River. The project includes construction crew training, on-site biological monitoring, and isolation 
of the construction area from any adjacent habitats during construction to prevent adverse impacts 
associated with wildlife incidental use of the construction area. 

Cultural Resources: Project siting focuses on already heavily disturbed areas, reducing the potential 
for effects on cultural resources. Where buried cultural resources may occur, construction personnel 
training, construction monitoring and resource recovery, and compliance with California Department of 
Health Services requirements of treatment of buried human remains will reduce cultural resource impacts 
to a level of less-than-significant. 

Geology and Soils: Mitigation measures to reduce erosion and drainage from construction sites are 
included, consistent with the requirements of the City of Santa Clarita Encroachment Permit Policy. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials: Materials associated with operation of the perchlorate treatment 
facility are stable and not considered hazardous. All water treatment materials will be transported, 

Draft Mitigated Declaration: 
Castaic Lake Water Agency Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 

2 

34



handled, and stored in accordance with current regulations, including use of secondary containment 
vessels. 

Hydrology and Water Quality: The project includes best management practices for construction to 
avoid and minimize potential construction-related effects on drainage and water quality. 

Land Use and Planning: None. The Proposed Project would have no effects on land use. 

Mineral Resources: None. The Proposed Project would have no effects on mineral resources. 

Noise: Project siting reduces potential construction and operation related noise impacts. The Proposed 
Project incorporates measures that will reduce potential noise from above ground facilities. The Proposed 
Project includes noise monitoring and mitigation measures to reduce noise effects on residential housing 
adjacent to pipeline construction areas. 

Population and Housing: None. The Proposed Project would have no effects on population and 
housing. 

Public Services: None. The Proposed project has no effects on public service requirements or 
facilities. 

Recreation: None. The Proposed Project will have only temporary and less-than-significant impacts 
on recreation facilities. 

Transportation and Traffic: Construction best management practices defined in the City of Santa 
Clarita Encroachment Permit will be implemented to minimize traffic effects associated with construction 
in and adjacent to roads. 

Utilities and Service Systems: Pre-construction coordination will identify potential utilities which 
may be affected by the project and coordination with owners and construction best management practices 
will avoid impacts to utilities. 

Cumulative Impacts: None. The Proposed Project has no significant cumulative impacts. 

Mandatory Findings of Significance: None. The Proposed Project does not cause impacts that 
require a mandatory finding of significance 

FINDINGS 

With the implementation of the mitigation measures outlined above and detailed in the attached Initial 
Study, the Proposed Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project will have less-than­
significant impacts on the environment. 

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD 

Before 5:00 PM on September 8, 2005, any person may: 

(1) Review the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) 

Draft Mitigated Declaration: 
Castaic Lake Water Agency Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
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(2) Submit written comments regarding the information, analysis, and mitigation measures in the 
Draft MND. Before the MND is adopted, CL WA staff will prepare written responses to any comments, 
and revise the Draft MND, if necessary, to reflect any concerns raised during the public review period. 
All written comments will be included as part of the Final MND, and/or 

(3) File a formal written protest of the determination that the project would not have a significant 
effect on the environment. This formal protest must be filed at the Castaic Lake Water Agency, 27234 
Bouquet Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350-2173, Attention: Mr. Ken Peterson. The written protest 
should make "fair argument" based on substantial evidence that the project will have one or more 
significant effects on the environment. If a valid written protest is filed with the Board of Directors of the 
Castaic Lake Water Agency within the noticed review period, the Board of Directors may (1) adopt the 
MND and set a noticed public hearing on the protest before the Board of Directors, (2) require the 
preparation of an environmental impact report and refund the filing fee to the person who filed the protest, 
or (3) require the draft MND to be revised and undergo additional noticed public review, and refund the 

filing fee to the person who filed the protest. c---. -t=-· // .. : 

L .c -~c-i l~>-k/4 

Circulated on: August 5, 2005 

Draft Mitigated Declaration: 

Dan Masnada 
General Manager 
For Castaic Lake Water Agency 
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CEQA Initial Study 
Castaic Lake Water Agency 

Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 

I. INTRODUCTION 

A. Background 

In 1962, Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) was created by the California Legislature by the 
"Castaic Lake Water Agency Law." Under this and subsequent legislation, CLWA's mandate is 
to (a) acquire water from the State, (b) distribute sucb water wholesale through a transmission 
system to be acquired and constructed by CLWA, (c) reclaim (recycle) water, (d) sell water at 
retail within certain boundarie , and (e) exercise other related powers. 

CLW A, through its Santa Clarita Water Division, also operates at a retail level in cooperation 
with Los Angeles County Waterworks District 36 (LACWD), Newhall County Water District 
(NCWD), and Valencia Water Company (VWC) to manage imported and local groundwater 
supplies. Historically groundwater supplies have been derived from the Saugus Formation and 
the Santa Clara River Alluvial Aquifer (Kennedy/Jenks 2005a). The Saugus Formation is a deep 
aquifer covering approximately 85 square miles, contains about 1.65 million acre-feet of water 
which may be economically put to beneficial use, and has potential to produce approximately 
35,000 acre-feet of water per year for short periods. The Alluvial Aquifer is shallower and is 
annually replenished by flow in the Santa Clara River, which percolates into the sandy-gravelly 
soils of the riverbed. Groundwater in the Alluvial Aquifer migrates downstream and, in the 
reach east oflnterstate 5, recharges the Saugus Formation through percolation. In 2004, 
groundwater pumping in the San~ Clarita Valley totaled 40,300 acre-feet., with 33,800 acre-feet 
from the Alluvial Aquifer and 6,500 acre-feet from the deeper Saugus Formation (Luhdorff & 
Scalmanini 2005). CLWA's contractual rights to SWP water total 95,200 af/y, and include a 
water transfer of 41,000 af/y approved in 1999 from Wheeler Ridge-Maricopa Water Storage 
District, a member unit of the Kem County Water Agency1 

I. CLWA's Environmcnral Impact report ("EIR") prepared in connection with the 41,000 af/y water transfer was challenged in 
Friends of the Santa Clara River v. Coslaic Lake Water Agency (Los Angeles Superior Court, Case Number BS 056954) 
(-Frie11ds"). On appeal, lhc Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, held that since the 41,000 af/y EIR tiered olfthc 
Monccrey Agreement EIR lhnt wos later decertified, CL WA would also have to decertify Its EJR, as well :is prepare a new EIR. 
On remand, however. the It al court refused 10 enjoin CL WA from using any water that is part of the 41,000 af/y trnnsrtt. 
Thereafter, CLWA prepared and circulated a draft El.R for the transfer; comments were Teceived during the public comment 
period for the draft .EIR. In addition., CLWA held two separate hearings on the EIR to give the public additional opportunities to 
comment. CLWA approved the revised EIR for the transfer on December 22, 2004 and lodged the revis~ EIR with the Los 
Angeles County Superior Coun os part of its Return 10 the Precmptoiy Writ of Mandate in Frte11ds. In January 2005, 1wo new 
challenges to CLWA's environmental review were fi led in the Ventura Co11111y Superior Ceurt by the Planning and Conservation 
Lcngue and ~y the California Water Impact Network; 1hese cases have been conso'lidated and transferred to Los Angeles Superior 
Court. In February. an order dismissing the original case, Frit!ndi. with prejudice was entered by the Los Angeles County 

Superior Court. 
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Based on the Department of Water Resources Final State Water Project Delivery Reliability 
Report, average SWP deUveries are anticipated to be 76% of Table A contractual supplies, or 
72,352 af/y. Combined, groundwater and $WP supplies are adequate to provide an average of 
about 112,000 af/y. With available recycled water and supplemental SWP supplies, CLWA has 
more than 133,000 acre-feet of supply available in 2005. CLWA has entered into two ten-year 
agreements with Semitropic Water Storage District in Kem County, whereby CL WA banked 
alnwst 51,000 acre""feet of CL WA 's Table A supply for later delivery in dry years, thus ensuring 
dry-year reliaJ,ility through 2013. CLWA is also conducting environmental compliance of a 
lQng-term banking program with Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage Oistrict as the first element 
of achieving fuH reliability of 76% of its Table A Amount CL WA has an aggressive and 
successful voluntary water conservation program that, in the 1990's, resulted in a 10% to 20% 
decrease in water demand during that drought period. 

Groundwater supplies and production in the Saugus Formation and downstream Alluvial Aquifer 
of the Santa Clara River are currently threatened by contamination from historic land uses at the 
Whittaker Corporation's Bennite Facility (Figure 1; hereafter "Whittaker-Bermite Property"). 
Past operations at this facility introduced perchlorate into the Saugus Formation. Recent Los 
Angeles Distri.ct U. S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and CL WA data (Slade 2001; CH2M 
HILL 2005) show elevated levels of perchlorate in 4 production wells downgradient from the 
Whittaker-Bermite Property and at other sites in and adjacent to the Alluvial Aquifer (Table 1; 
Figures 2 and 3 for site locations). The Office of Environmenta) Health Hazard Assessment 
established a Public Health Goal of 6 parts per billion (µg/L) in March 2005, which was adopted 
by the California Department of Health Services (DHS) as the notification level for perchlorate. 

Characterization studies to date have detected perchlorate in the shallow groundwater on the 
Whittaker-Bennite Property. As the plume of perchlorate moves downgradient and downstream, 
it results in elevated concentrations in production wells, primarily along the South Fork of the 
Santa Clara River and south of the Mainstem of the Santa Clara River. These concentrations are 
3 to 8 times the proposed DHS action levels. Further downstream, there is evidence of the plume 
as well. In this reach, perchlorate concentrations in the USACE data from reconnaissance 
studies are generally lower than those in the production wells, but still exceed 6 ppb in many 
locations. Other evidence of the need to intercept perchlorate moving downgradient includes 
recently detected migration of perchlorate-contaminated groundwater into the Alluvial Aquifer 
east of the alignment of San Fernando Road. Based on these data, it is clear that perchlorate has 
migrated offsite in the direction of groundwater flow. The maximum concentration was found to 
date was at the Whittaker-Bennite Property in shallow groundwater at concentrations up to 
10,000 times the concentrations proposed by DHS for short-term exposure in drinking water. 
This occurrence presents a significant long-tenn risk to the Santa Clara River aquifer system. In 
1997, CL WA Purveyors responded to indications of perchlorate contamination and ceased 
production from five production wells (Table 2). 
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Table I. Results of perchlorate sampling in monitoring wells in the Saugus Formation and 
adjacent Alluvial Aquifer. (CH2M HILL 2005). Values in excess of 6 µg/1 would exceed the 
California Department of Health Services Notification Level and are indicated in bold type. 

AQUIFER: WELL SURVEY DATES PERCHLORATE 

Alluvial: AL-I 
Alluvial: AL-3 
Alluvial: AL-4A 
Alluvial: AL-4B 
Alluvial: AL-6 
Alluvial: AL-9A 
Alluvial: AL-9B 
Sau2us: CW-1 A 
Saugus: CW-IB 
Saugus: CW-IC 
Sau1?.us: EM-I 
Sau1?.US: EM-2 
Sau2us: EM3 
Saul!l.lS: MP- IA 
Sau21.1s: MP 1-01 
Saugus: MPI-02 
Saugus: MPI-03 
Sauj?us: MPI-04 
Saugus: MPI-05 
Saugus: MPI-06 
SauJ1:us: MPl-07 
Saugus: MPI-08 
Saul!lls: MP 1-09 
Sau2Us: MP I -10 
Samms: MP2-0I 
Saugus: MP2-02 
Sau2t1S: MP2-03 
Saugus: MP2-04 
Saugus: MP2-05 
Sau1rnS; MP2-06 
Saugus: MP3-QI 
Saugus:MP3-02 
Sawrus:MP3-03 
Saugus: MP3-04 
Saugus: MP4-0 I 
.Sau2us: MP4-02 
Saugus: MP4-03 
Sau1tus: MP4-04 
Saugus: MP4-05 
Saugus: MP5-01 
SautruS:MPS-02 
Saugus: MPS-03 
Saugus: MPS-04 

CONCENTRATIONS (ug-/1) 

10/09/03; 01/12/04; 04/20/04 20.9 - 36.8 
10/08/2003; 01/12/04; 04/20/04 16.3 - 26.2 
10/08/03: 01/12/04: 04/20/04 6.4 - 9.0 
10/08/03; 01/12/04: 04/20/04 9.0-18.0 
10/08/03; 01/13/04: 04/20/04 5.8 - 7.7 
10/08/03; 01/12/04; 04/20/04 19.5 - 41.4 
10/09/03; 01/12/04; 04/20/04 18.4 - 33.3 
09/29/03; 01/13/04; 04/20/04 2.3 - 2.7 
09/30/03: 01/13/04; 04/20/04 1.2 - 3 
09/30/03: 01/13/04; 04/20/04 0.74- 5.4 
11/18/02; 07/10/03 3 - 6.5 
11/18/02: 07/10/03 3 - 23.0 
07/10/03 63.9 
09/29/02: 01/13/04: 04/20/04 19.3-21.0 
01/16/03: 07/09/03: 01/15/04: 04/22/04 20.9 - 25.0 
01/16/03; 07/07/03: 01/15/04: 04/22/04 9.1 -114.0 
01/16/03; 07/07/03; 01/15/04; 04/21/04 14.9 - 29.9 
01/16/03; 07/08/03: 01/15/04: 04/22/04 0.85-3.0 
01/15/03; 07/08/03 2.5 - 3.0 
01/15/03: 07/08/03 1.8 - 3.0 
01/14/03; 07/08/03 3.0 - 3.0 
01/14/03; 07/08/03 2.0 - 3.7 
01/13/03: 07/08/03 3.0 - 6.6 
01/13/03: 07/08/03 3.0 - 3.0 
01/28/03; 07/10/03; 01/14/04 56,000 - 64,500 
01/29/03; 07/10/03; 01/13/04 13,200 - 53.700 
01/28/03: 07/10/03: 01/13/04 1.4 - 21.400 
01/28/03; 07/10/03: 01/13/04 1.06 - 99.6 
01/27/03; 07/10/03: 01/13/04 2.3 - 4.5 
01/27/03; 07/10/03; 01/13/04 267 - 33,400 
02/06/03; 07/10/03; 01/14/04; 04/21/04 3.0 - 7.0 
02/06/03: 07/10/03; 01/14/04; 04/21/04 3.0 -18.5 
02/06/03; 07/09/03; 01/14/04: 04/21/04 3.0- 22.6 
02/06/03;07/10/03; 01/14/04: 04/20/04 3.0 - 29.0 
02/05/03; 07/09/03; 01/15/04 2.0 - 3.0 
02/03/03; 07/09/03: 01/15/04 0.78 - 3.0 
02/03/03; 07/09/03 3.0 - 3.0 
02/03/03; 07/09/03 3.0 - 3.0 
02/03/03: 07/09/03 3 .0 - 3.0 
02/03/03; 07/09/03 ; 10/02/03; 01/16/04; 04/22/04 3.0 - 4.9 
10/02/03; 01/16/04: 04/22/04 2.4 - 3.0 
10/01/03; 10/02/03; 01/16/04; 04/22/04 7.6 - 9.1 
10/01/03; 01/16/04; 04/22/04 11 -11.9 
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Table 2. Production wells taken out of production due to perchlorate contamination, capacity in 
gallons per minute (gpm), historic production in af/y. 

WELL NAME AQUIFER CAPACITY HISTORIC ANNUAL 
(GPM) PRODUCTION (AF/Y) 

Saugus. (VWC- J 57) Saugus 1500 NA 
Sau1rus (Saugus 1) Saugus 2600 NA 
Samms (Saurus 2) Saugus 2600 NA 
Saugus, (NC- I I) Saugus 1200 NA 
Subtotal 7,900 4,000 

Stadium Alluvial 800 1,300 
Totals 8,700 5.300 

B. Project Purpose and Need 

Perchlorate contamination of water supplies is widely recognized as a potential threat to human 
health and safety. The perchlorate contamination in the vicinity of the Whittaker-Bennite 
Property threatens water quality in uncontaminated portions of the Saugus Formation and the 
Alluvial Aquifer, and bas resulted in loss of about 5,300 acre-feet/year of production from five 
production wells. Without a program to contain and treat the contaminated water in the vicinity 
oftbe Whittaker-Bermite Property, the perchlorate is expected to migrate downstream and 
contaminate other portions of the Saugus Formation and Alluvial Aquifer groundwater basins. 
This, in tum, would result in further loss of local groundwater supply. To address these 
problems it is necessary to: 

• Prevent further downstream migration of perchlorates ( containment), 
• Treat any water extracted as part of the containment process (containment); and 
• Recover lost local groundwater production (production restoration). 

Accomplishing these three objectives requires a coordinated strategy, because containment 
solutions involve the retirement of several wells and the conversion of existing treated water 
pipelines to convey untTeated water to the new treatment facility. Treated water pipelines would 
then need to be replaced and re-aligned to (a) ensure reliable continued service and (b) connect 
replacement wells into the overall CLWA distribution system. The Proposed Project therefore 
has two functional but interrelated elements: containment/treatment facilities and service 
restoration facilities. These are treated distinctly below because the timing of their construction 
and operation varies. The primary objectives of the Proposed Project are to: 

• Hydraulically contain perchlorate that is migrating westward in the Saugus Formation 
from the Wbittaker-Bermite Property toward the impacted production wells; 

• Hydraulically contain perchlorate that is present at wells MP-5 and VWC-157, which are 
located downgradient of the impacted wells; 

• Protect downgradient production wells that are currently not impacted; 
• Restore the annual volumes of water that were pumped from the impacted wells before 

they were shut down as a result of perchlorate contamination; 
CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration Project 
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• Operate the impacted wells in a manner consistent with the CL WA' s Amended 2000 
Urban Water Management Plan (CL WA 2005) and the 2004 Santa Clarita Valley Water 
Report 

In addition, it may be feasible to pump one or more of the impacted Saugus Formation 
production wells in a manner that also contains perchlorate migrating in the Alluvial Aquifer, but 
this is not a part of the Proposed Project. 

II. PROPOSED PROJECT 

A. Containment/Treatment Facilities 

The Proposed Project for containment/treatment is based on analysis of temporal and spatial 
variations in groundwater flow patterns using the Regional Groundwater Flow Model for Santa 
Clarita Valley (Kennedy/Jenks 2005a). Model development and calibration are described in 
CH2M HILL (2004). Based on the model, the movement of contaminated water from the 
Whittaker-Bennite Property in the Saugus Formation was in a westerly direction. The San 
Gabriel Fault Zone, which runs east-west through the northern portion of the Whittaker-Bermite 
Property, was determined to provide a partial barrier to northward migration of the perchlorate­
contaminated groundwater, and perchlorate-contaminated water could therefore be intercepted at 
the existing Saugus I and Saugus 2 wells, which are located near the intersection of Magic 
Mountain Parkway and San Fernando Road. Pumping of groundwater along the leading edge of 
the plume at these wells would effectively create a cone of depression adjacent to the wells. 
Perchlorate-contaminated water would then flow into this cone of depression where it would be 
extracted. The volume of extraction was evaluated to match it to the inflow of perchlorate­
contaminated water, thereby maintaining a cone of depression that does not induce migration of 
better quality groundwater from the Alluvial Aquifer into the cone of depression. An extraction 
rate of from 1,100 gpm to 1,250 gpm is proposed. 

Once extracted, the contaminated water would then be treated to remove the perchlorate and 
utilized. Over time, this interception of the contaminated plume would (a) reduce downstream 
migration of the plume and (b) collect the perchlorate and permanently remove it from the 
groundwater basin. Given that no new contamination would occur up-gradient from the 
interceptor wells, this strategy should eventually remediate the perchlorate problem. 

The primary elements of the Containment Facilities to be constructed and operated (Figure 4; 
Table 3) are new pumps for existing production wells, new monitoring wells, new pipelines, and 
a new treatment plant for perchlorate removal. In addition, several existing wells would be 
removed. These facilities would provide for extraction of contaminated groundwater, 
conveyance of this water to a treatment facility, and treatment to remove perchlorates. The 
treatment plant would be tied into existing CL WA distribution pipelines to deliver treated water. 
Containment facility elements and specifications are shown on Table 3. 
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Table 3. Proposed Project Perchlorate Containment Facilities 

FACILITY 
New pumps 

Network of 
monitoring wells 

Conveyance to 
Treatment Plant 

Treatment Plant 

Conveyance from 
Treatment Plant 

SITE DESCRIPTfON (SEE FIGURE 4) 
Saugus- I and New variable speed up to 1200 gprn each, installed at existing well 
Saugus-2 wells site. 
North of Saugus-2 New Small-diameter wells not used for production, located to 
and adjacent to characterize the contaminant plume and to monitor program 
alluvial basin effectiveness; included up gradient wells managed in cooperation 

with other entities. 
Road rights of way Segment 1: New 10" pipeline from Saugus-2, along San Fernando 
and bike trail Road to connect with an existing 14-21 inch pipeline on the east side 

of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River. 
Segment 2: Connection of segment l to an existing 14-21" pipeline 
under the Santa Clara River, along Magic Mountain Parkway, and 
north along Valencia Blvd. to the bridge at the South Fork of the 
Santa Clara River. 
Segment 3. New 16" pipeline under the Valencia Blvd. bridge at 
the South Fork of the Santa Clara River, along the north/west right-
of-way of Valencia Boulevard, along a bike path around the gas 
station at Bouquet Canyon Bridge, suspended on the west side of 
Bouquet Canyon Bridge, then west along a bike path to the Rio 
Vista Intake Pump Station. 

At Rio Vista Intake New one-train, two vessel ion exchange system using Amberlite 
Pump Station PW A2 strong-base anion exchange resin followed by chloramination 

disinfection with a rated capacitv of 2400 eom. 
West of Treatment Connect new Treatment Plant to existing Rio Vista Intake Pump 
Plant Plant and CL W A's existing treated water oipeline. 
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B. Containment Facility Operation 

Containment wells would initially be operated at 1,100 gpm, and then adjusted based on 
monitoring well data to achieve effective containment of perchlorates. Adjustments would be 
made in consultation with the Department of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC). Contaminants 
would be treated in accordance with OHS requirements. 

The containment treatment facility utilizes disposable filters to remove perchlorates (US Filter). 
The dual vessel design of the facility would provide for continuous operation. Primary filtration 
would occur in Vessel l, with Vessel 2 providing a final "polishing." When the filter in Vessel 1 
requires replacement, primary filtration would switch to Vessel 2 while the filter in Vessel 1 is 
removed and replaced. Filters would then be collected from the facility and transported off site 
to an approved commercial disposal facility. The perchlorate treatment plant would be 
monitored on a continuous 24-hour basis at the adjacent Rio Vista Intake Pump Station using a 
Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) program. 

C. Facilities for Restoration of Service 

The containment element of the Proposed Project would restore up to 43% of production from 
the Saugus-I and Saugus-2 wells. The permanent closure ofVWC's V-157 well (V-157), 
NCWD's well number 11 (NC 11 ), and the Stadium well operated by CL W A's Santa Clara Water 
Division has created a deficit in local groundwater production of 6,300 gpm capacity, or about 
3,838 af/y. The containment project would also convert several existing pipelines from treated 
water use for conveyance of perchlorate-contaminated water to the treatment plant. 

To restore local well production to pre-contamination levels and to restore service affected by 
conversion of existing facilities to carry untreated water, CL WA proposes to relocate production 
wells to areas outside of the zone of perchlorate contamination and to construct new conveyance 
facilities to replace the existing treated water pipelines that will be converted to convey water 
from Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 to the new treatment plant. This involves two elements (Figures 5 
and 6). 

First, to replace lost production east of the confluence of the Santa Clara River and the South 
Fork of the Santa Clara River from closure of the Stadium Well, CLWA would relocate the 
Stadium Well from its location adjacent to the Stadium along the south bank of the Santa Clara 
River to a location about 0.6 miles upstream from the Stadium site to an existing CL WA facility 
at Furnivall Avenue and Santa Clara Street and would construct a short (50-100 foot) pipeline 
from the well to an existing 8" distribution line. 

CLWA Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration Project 
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Second, in addition to VWC's new 2500 gpm well northwest of Magic Mountain Amusement 
Park (hereafter MMA Park), CL WA would: 

• Construct a new multiple-well 4,000 gpm facility (with chloramination facilities) along a 
dirt road to the west of the MMA Park), with wells connected via a 12" pipeline; 

• Construct a new 18" treated water pipeline from CL WA's 48" pipeline at the McBean 
Parkway Bridge to a site opposite from NC 11; and 

• Construct a new 18" groundwater pipeline along new road alignments that would connect 
these new wells directly to CL WA's existing 42" pipeline. 

Long-term planning for CL W A's water storage and conveyance facilities includes potential 
development of a regulating reservoir southwest of the two proposed new wells. The regulating 
reservoir and the pipelines, which may be developed to connect it to the Proposed Project, are 
shown on Figure 6 for informational purposes and because they are addressed in the cumulative 
impacts discussion in this Initial Study. However, this reservoir facility and the pipelines needed 
to connect it to the Proposed Project are not a part of the Proposed Project and the Proposed 
Project does not depend upon them. 

The wells, 12" connecting pipeline, chloramination facility, and 12" to 18" pipeline would be 
constructed within the road alignments of future planned roads. CL WA facilities would be 
constructed following the initial grading for these roads and the adjacent development. In 
combination with yield from the Saugus-I and Saugus-2 wells and associated treatment plant, 
these actions would restore production lost due to perchlorate contamination and would restore 
service to areas previously served by the NC-11, V-157, and Stadium wells. Siting and details of 
the proposed restoration-of-service facilities are summarized on Table 4. Note that the planned 
reservoir is not a part of the Proposed Project. 

D. Chloramination Facilities 

Chloramination facilities would be constructed at two sites: (a) at the new perchlorate treatment 
facility and (b) at the new well field west of MMA Park. Chloramines are formed by mixing 
sodium hypochlorate and ammonia, which are produced or stored in separate areas prior to 
mixing into the water stream. Several types of facilities would be considered during final design. 
Regardless of facility type, these facilities would be fully contained, and storage of water 
treatment chemicals would be within double-walled containers with separate containment back­
up systems capable of holding 1.5 times the capacity of each chemical tank. 
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Table 4. Proposed Project facilities for Restoration of Service 

FACILITY I SITE I DESCRIPTION (SEE FIGURES SAND 6l -

To renlace Stadium Well 
New alluvial well Fumivall Ave. & I New 800 gpm well and up to I 00 foot long pipeline to connect to 

Santa Clara St. existin2 8" oiocline. 
To reolace 1Dumpin2 cai,adty from contaminated wells to restore local drv year water sunnlics 

Well field and 
chloramination 
facility 

Pipeline from new 
wells to Existing 
42" CLWA 
Pipeline to serve 
area west of 
McBean Parkway 

West ofMMA Park New wells with a combined capacity of 4,000 gpm to be 
constructed along the unpaved perimeter road on the west boundary 
of the MMA Park, with a chloramination facility located at the last 
well alOn.l! the 12" to 18" nioclinc connecline: these wells. 

West Magic Mountain Segment 4: New 18" pipeline from the chloramination facility to 
Parkway to 1-5 Magic Mountain Parkway and then east along Magic Mountain 

Parkway to the terminus ofCLWA's 42" oioeline atl-5. 
McBean Parkway to Segment S. New 33" pipeline along bikeway on south levee of the 
NC-11 South Fork of the Santa Clara River to Valencia Boulevard; 

Segment 6. New 39" pipeline along Valencia Blvd. and Magic 
Mountain Parkway with a turnout west of San F emando Road. 
Segment 7. New 18" pipeline from the Segment 5 turnout to San 
Fernando Road; and 
Segment 8. New turnout, connection to the CL WA existing 21" 
pipeline along the west side of the South Fork of the Santa Clara 
River, and !8" pipeline from the turnout parallel to CLWA's existing 
21" pipeline along an access road to a site opposite NC-11, 
connectine. to existine turnouts. 

CLWA Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration Project 
13 

105 51



0 
O') 

LEGEND 

(E) CLWA PIPELINE 

(N) TREA 1£D WA lER PIPELINE 

---------· 
Castalc Lake Weter Agency 

r111ure 5 
Groundwater Produc!1cn Restoration Focilltie 

(East of lnterstote-5) 

April 2005 
K/J 034845.00 

52



0 
--.J 

APPROX. SCALE IN FEET 
1'' = 500' 

LEGEND 

(E) CLWA PIPELINE 

-- - - -- - - - (N) TREATED WATER PIPELINE 

{N) GROUNDWATER PIPELINE 

Castaic Lake Water Agency 

Figure 6 
Groundwater Production Restoration Facilities 

(West of lnterstate-5) 

April 2005 
K/J 034845.00 

53



108 

E. Operation of Service Restoration Facilities 

These r~placement production and service facilities would be operated in a manner consistent 
with CL W A's Amended 2000 Urban Water Management Plan (CL WA 2005). Based on 
demands and capacity of the perchlorate treatment system to meet demands, CL WA would 
determine whether excess demands may be met with imported water or by initiating operation of 
replacement wells. This decision would be based on the availability of imported water and in 
conformance to the plan for use of the Saugus Formation as described in the Amended 2000 
Urban Water Management Plan (CLW A 2005). VWC would determine the operation of well V-
206 according to the requirements of its water system. 

F. Construction Methods and Schedule 

The proposed facilities are of a conventional nature and no special construction measures would 
be required. The proposed treatment plant is modular in design and would be placed within a 
structure adjacent to the existing Rio Vista Intake Pump Station. 

Most pipelines would be constructed in or immediately adjacent to existing paved and unpaved 
road rights-of-way and/or existing paved bike and hiking trails. Construction at the Bouquet 
Canyon Road Bridge would involve placement of the 16" pipeline under the bridge deck and use 
of construction equipment within the Santa Clara River (to avoid traffic impacts at the bridge). 
The pipeline crossings under the South Fork of the Santa Clara River at the Valencia Boulevard 
Bridge and along Magic Mountain Parkway would be constructed under the river using 
techniques that avoid open trenching. 

Most pipelines would be constructed in open trenches along bike paths and in road rights-of­
way. A continuous excavation, pipe placement, and backfill operation would result in a 
maximum of 200 to 300 feet of open trench at any time. Trenches would be backfilled as each 
pipeline segment was completed. When a defined segment of pipeline has been wmpleied., it 
will be repaved prior to initiating the next segment. Construction would occur during daylight, 
and trenches would be covered with steel plates prior to shutting down construction each 
evening. It is estimated that about 200 feet of pipeline may be constructed per day. Including a 
2-to-4-day mobilization and demobilization at each site, approximate construction times for 
pipeline segments are shown on Table 5. 
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Table 5. Estimated construction time for pipeline segments. (MD= mobilization and 
demobilization; CON= construction; MM Pkwy.= Magic Mountain Parkway; SF= South-Fork 
of the Santa Clara River; SCR = mainstem of the Santa Clara River). 

PIPELINE SEGMENT LENGTH CONSTRUCTION 

(FIGURES S & 6 FOR REFERENCE) IN FEET TIME IN DAYS 
MD CON Total 

Containment Facility Pipelines 
Segment 1. 10" pipeline from Saugus-2, along San Fernando Road to 1300 2-4 8-12 10-16 
connect with an existing 14-21 inch pipeline on the east side of the South 
Fork of the Santa Clara River. Repaving as needed. 
Segment 2. Connection to existing 14-21" pipeline under the Santa Clara NA 2-4 2-4 4-8 
River along Magic Mountain Parkway, and north along Valencia Blvd. to 
the bridee at the South Fork of the Santa Clara River. 
Segment 3. 16" pipeline under the Valencia Blvd. Bridge at the South Fork 4620 2-4 24-30 26-34 
of the Santa Clara River, in the bike path along the north/west right-of-way 
of Valencia Boulevard, along a bike path around the gas station at Bouquet 
Canyon Bridge, suspended on the west side of Bouquet Canyon Bridge, 
then west along a bike path to the Rio Vista Intake Pump Station. Repaving 
as needed. 

Service Restoration FaciUty 'Ploelines 
Segment 4: New 12"-18" pipeline from the new well field and 2000 2-4 10-12 14 
chloramination facility to Magic Mountain Parkway and then east along 
Magic Mountain Parkway to tcnninus ofCLWA's 42" oipelinc at 1-5. 
Segment S. New 33" pipeline along bikeway on south levee of the South 4540 2-4 23-30 25-34 
Fork of the Santa Clara River to Valencia Boulevard. Repaving of bike 
trail. 
Segment 6. New 39" pipeline along Valencia Blvd. and Magic Mountain 2810 2-4 14-20 16-24 
Parkway with a turnout west of San Fernando Road. 
Segment 7. New 18" pipeline from the tumoul lo San Fernando Road; 1310 2-4 7-15 9-19 

Segment 8. New turnout, connection lo the CL WA existing 21" pipeline 5610 2-4 28-40 30-44 
along the west side of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River, and l 8" 
pipeline from the turnout parallel to CLWA's existing 21" pipeline along an 
access road to a site oooosite NC- I I , connecting to existing turnouts. 

Including site preparation and installation of wells, new pumps, and the treatment plant, it is 
estimated that all elements of the Proposed Project east oflnterstate 5 can be constructed and 
placed into operation within a 6 to 7 month period, beginning in August 2005 and ending in mid­
March 2006. 

Construction of project elements west oflnterstate 5 would be separately scheduled, depending 
on the timing for construction of roads and other infrastructure for future development in the 
area. Road grading for this project would involve substantial cut and fil l, and it is thus prudent to 
defer construction of pipeline elements associated with the western portion of conveyance until 
these roads have been initially graded. Pending construction of these facilities, CL WA currently 
has adequate supply from the SWP (either current year Table A, supplemental SWP supply, or 
banked supply) to make up for the short-term reduction in production associated with deferring 
construction of these facilities. 
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G. Mitigation Measures Incorporated into the Project 

CL WA proposes a number of mitigation and/or impact avoidance measures to be incorporated 
into the project description. As such, they would be incorporated, as appropriate, into various 
construction contracts and compliance would be made a condition of the contracts. CL WA 
construction managers would then monitor compliance routinely as part of construction 
management. Compliance with biological resources mitigation measures and cultural resources 
mitigation measures would be monitored by a qualified biologist or archeologist, respectively. 

1. Facility Site Selection 

To the extent feasible, facilities have been sited to optimize interception of the plume of 
perchlorate-contaminated water, to utilize existing pipelines, to avoid wildlife habitats, and to 
avoid construction within roads. Given that small-diameter pipelines may be constructed under 
road intersections without trenching, the pipelines proposed for the containment element of the 
Proposed Project would avoid work in roads except between Saugus 2 and the proposed 
monitoring wells (Segment 1 ). The entire alignment of the containment pipeline is to be 
constructed in this short road section and within the alignment of existing bike trails, therefore 
avoiding impacts to wildlife habitat. 

Most portions of the pipelines and wells for. the service-restoration portion of the Proposed 
Project would be confined to existing roads (or constructed during construction of new roads). 
Wells would be constructed in areas where previous activity has removed all wildlife habitats. 
About 40% of the pipeline to be constructed for service restoration would be within the 
alignments of regional bike trails, thus minimizing traffic impacts. 

2. Construction Schedule 

With the exception of pipeline segments jacked under the river, suspended under the decks of 
bridges, and a few segments routed around commercial buildings, pipeline construction would 
take place within existing paved and unpaved roads or bike paths and there is no potential for 
direct impacts to special-status species habitat, nesting migratory birds could be affected by 
construction noise and visual disturbance. This would occur only in areas where construction 
would be in bike paths: (a) along the South Fork of the Santa Clara River and (b) along Valencia 
Boulevard/Soledad Canyon Road. The construction schedule provides for construction of 
pipelines adjacent to the river to occur in September through Mid-March, outside of the nesting 
period. 

3. River Crossings 

There are four river crossings included in the Proposed Project: 

• A pipeline to carry contaminated water from Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 under the South 
Fork of the Santa Clara River from the new monitoring wells. This crossing would be 
accomplished by connecting to an existing CL WA pipeline. 
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• A pipeline to carry contaminated water under the South Fork of the Santa Clara River at 
Valencia Boulevard. This crossing would be made by jacking the pipe under the river 
without trenching. 

• A pipeline to carry contaminated water across the mainstem of the Santa Clara River at 
the Bouquet Canyon Boulevard Bridge. This pipeline would be suspended under the 
bridge, with construction equipment working in the riverbed along an alignment heavily 
disturbed by recent (2005) bridge modifications. 

• A pipeline to carry treated water under the South Fork of the Santa Clara River along the 
alignment of Magic Mountain Boulevard to an existing pipeline at San Fernando Road. 
This pipeline crossing would be accomplished by jacking the pipeline under the river 
without trenching. 

Use of these construction measures would minimize disturbance of vegetation within the river. 

4. Best Management Practices when Constructing in the Public Right-of-Way 

CL WA would request a permit from and comply with the City of Santa Clarita Transportation 
and Engineering Services Encroachment Permit Policy (Appendix A). This policy specifies 
work schedules and work practices intended to minimize construction impacts on traffic, local 
businesses, local residents, storm water runoff, and utilities and public services. Although most 
work in public roads in Los Angeles County will occur during the initial construction of new 
roads associated with development west oflnterstate 5, CLWA will also comply with County of 
Los Angeles Department of Public Works Encroachment Permit requirements, as outlined in 
County Code Division 1, Title 16. 

5. Best Management Practices when Constructing in Bike Trails 

No more than one section of bike trail would be affected at any time and each section of bike 
trail would be fully restored prior to initiation of construction of the next section; detours around 
the construction zone would be relatively short and temporary in nature. Bike path closing and 
detour routes would be coordinated with the City of Santa Clarita Parks Department and with the 
local cycling community. CL WA would ensure that detours are clearly marked. 

In addition to minimizing impacts to cyclists, whenever work is occurring adjacent to the 
mainstem of the Santa Clara River or the South Fork of the Santa Clara River, CLWA would 
also utilize the landward right of way for temporary side casting of spoil and for construction 
laydown and vehicle fueling and maintenance. This would limit potential disturbance of 
vegetation on the river-side of the trail and place the active pipeline trench between these support 
activities and the river. 

6. Aesthetic Treatment of the Water Treatment Plant 

The water treatment plant would be sited next to the Rio Vista Intake Pump Station, which was 
designed to be consistent with the Spanish-American architecture of many historic buildings in 
the region. Located in a site which is visible from a major bike trail, the new treatment plant 
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would be screened and the screens would be consistent with the aesthetics of the existing 
pumping plant. The visual character of the site would therefore not conflict with the existing 
character of adjacent buildings. 

7. Air Quality 

CL WA would adopt best management practices for control of fugitive dust from construction, 
per Rule 403 of the South Coast Air Quality Management District, Table 1 (Amended April 2, 
2004), which is attached as Appendix Band incorporated by reference herein. 

8. Noise 

The s·iting of the Proposed Project contributes to avoidance of noise impacts to adjacent business 
and residents. No portion of the containment element facilities would be constructed adjacent to 
residential development and a majority of containment facility pipelines would be separated from 
nearby commercial development by a major arterial road. 

For the two sections of service-restoration pipeline which are adjacent to residential development 
(along the west side of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River south of Magic Mountain 
Parkway and along the bike trail between McBean Parkway and Valencia Boulevard), CL WA 
would comply with City of Santa Clarita noise policies. Specifically: 

• Permanent above-ground facilities (wells and treatment plant) would be contained within 
structures that would ensure that adjacent ambient noise levels are below the levels 
established for facilities in commercial and manufacturing areas. 

• Except when more stringent standards apply to construction in the roadway, construction 
work would be limited to the hours from 7 AM to 7 PM, with no construction on 
weekends. 

• Construction noise would be monitored on site by the construction contractor and 
portable noise attenuation barriers would be erected between construction and housing if 
construction noise measured at the exterior of adjacent housing exceeds levels permitted 
in the City's Noise Ordinance. 

9. Construction Crew Training, On-Site Biological Monitoring, and Isolation of the 
Construction Area 

Although no construction would occur in wildlife habitats and construction laydown areas would 
be maintained on the landward side of bike trails to the extent feasible, there is a small potential 
for special-status wildlife species to move into the construction area, primarily during the night 
when there is no construction activity. To prevent adverse impacts associated with wildlife 
incidental use of the construction area, CLWA would implement the following avoidance and 
minimization measures: 

• Construction and maintenance personnel would participate in an environmental 
awareness program approved by the United States Department of Interior, Fish and 
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Wildlife Service (USFWS) and California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) . 
Under the program, workers shall be informed about the potential presence of special­
status species and that unlawful take of these species is a violation of the Federal 
Endangered Species Act (FESA) and/or the California Endangered species act (CESA). 
Prior to construction activities, a qualified biologist would instruct construction personnel 
about the identification and the life history of the various special status species which 
may inhabit the Santa Clara River and its tributaries within the Proposed Project area. 
Color photographs would be provided for maintenance on site. Proof of instruction shall 
be provided to USFWS and CDFG. 

• Prior to initiation of construction activities in bike trails adjacent to the two river 
channels, a qualified biologist would survey the area to confirm that no special-status 
species are present. If special-status species are present, they would be allowed to move 
away from construction activities. 

• Once it has been determined that no special-status species are within the construction 
area, the construction contractor may isolate the construction area from the area to the 
river side of the bike path using a fine-mesh nylon drift fence at least 2 feet high and 
angled away from the construction site. 

10. Water Quality 

CL WA would implement best management practices to avoid construction runoff during 
construction activities, including: 

• Daily pre-construction inspection of all construction equipment to ensure that oil and/or 
gas/diesel fuel are not leaking from equipment; 

• Secondary containment for fueling and chemical storage areas shall be provided during 
construction and Proposed Project operation; 

• Secondary containment for equipment wash water shall be provided to ensure that wash 
water is not allowed to run off the site; 

• Silt traps and/or basins would be provided to prevent runoff from the construction site; 
• Materials stockpiles would be covered to prevent runoff; 
• Loose soils would be protected from potentially erosive runoff; 
• If construction equipment is used within the river channel, the equipment would be fitted 

with secondary containment materials at potential oil/fuel leakage sites. 

11. Cultural Resources Management 

In general, siting and construction scheduling have reduced the potential for construction of the 
Proposed Project to impact cultural resources in many areas. Construction within the levees of 
the Santa Clara River would not have potential to affect cultural resources because excavations 
would not extend to undisturbed soils. Similarly, construction west oflnterstate 5 would be 
within roadbeds that would already have been graded to depths below which prehistoric cultural 
resources are not likely to be found. Construction of two pipelines under the South Fork of the 
Santa Clara River would be in recently disturbed alluvium. 
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There is potential for construction to encounter buried cultural resources within existing roads 
and trails along the western edge of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River. In these areas, 
CL WA would address potential impacts to buried cultural resources through: 

• Construction Personnel Training. Prior to initiation of construction, all construction 
personnel shall be trained regarding (a) the recognition of possible buried cultural 
remains and (b) procedures to be followed if archeological materials are discovered. 
Training would provide that construction in the area of a discovery shall be halted 
immediately and a qualified archeologist notified. 

• Construction Monitoring and resource recovery. In areas near known cultural resource 
sites, construction monitoring shall be undertaken by a qualified archeologist familiar 
with the types of historic and prehistoric resources that could be found within the 
Proposed Project area. Monitored locations shall include all areas designated as having a 
high probability of finding subsurface cultural resources. If cultural resources are 
discovered during excavations, then the monitor would initiate consultation with the State 
Historic Preservation Office and develop and implement an appropriate resource recovery 
program. 

• Compliance with DHS requirements for the treatment of buried human remains. If 
human remains are found during construction, CL WA would immediately halt 
construction and implement the notification and treatment protocols required by DHS. 

III. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

A. General 

The Proposed Project area is located in the inland alluvial valley about 35 miles north of 
downtown Los Angeles, at the base of the Tehachapi Mountains at an elevation of about 1,000 to 
1,300 feet. The climate is classified as "southern California Mediterranean," characterized by 
warm dry summers with temperatures from 75 F to 100 F, temperate and semi-moist conditions 
(15 to 18 inches annual rainfall between November and March). Mean annual precipitation 
varies from year to year, and this is reflected in annual and monthly river flows along the Santa 
Clara River and the South Fork of the Santa Clara River. Based on U.S.G.S. streamflow 
monitoring, there is high variability in annual peak flows. At USGS, Station 11108000 (Santa 
Clara River at Saugus) annual peak flows ranged from 317 cubic feet per second ( cfs) to 24,500 
cfs. In addition to annual flow variability, mean monthly flows also reflect the high variability in 
climate. Even in years of very high peak flows, these flows have short duration and mean 
monthly flow may be several orders of magnitude below the peak flow. 

The highly variable precipitation and hydrologic regimes of the region create variable conditions 
for plants and wildlife. In the rivers, flows may briefly inundate a wide floodplain in some years, 
but by summer flows are confined to a low-flow channel and much of the channel is dry. 

In the Proposed Project area, the Santa Clara River and the South Fork of the Santa Clara River 
have highly variable habitat conditions. Infrequent floods scour the sandy streambed and remove 

CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration Project 
22 

60



vegetation. Floods frequently alter the location of the low flow channel. During the intervening 
years between floods, riverine riparian vegetation recovers. 

B. Demographics and Land Use 

The Santa Clarita Valley (Valley) is one of the faster growing regions of southern California, 
with an a1mual growth rate of about 3.0%, compared to the overall Los Angeles County growth 
rate of about 1.7%. In 2002, the unemployment rate in the Valley was 3.6%, compared to 7.5% 
for Los Angeles County as a whole. Median income was also high ($73,000 per household), 
with over one-third of households earning between $75,000 and $150,000 per year. The number 
of people living below the poverty line was 4.9% in the Valley versus 14.7% in Los Angeles 
County as a whole. This reflects a business community dominated by recreation (MMA Park), 
public services, high technology industry, film production, and retail. Combined with this local 
employment base, numerous residents commute to high level jobs and 40% of employed 
residents are in management-level positions. The Valley has a low crime rate (about 45% of the 
national average). 

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) projects that population in the 
Valley will rise from 213,000 (2000) to 352,400 (2025). Population growth in the region is 
being driven by a booming southern California economy and by the relative lack of alternative 
building sites elsewhere in southern California. The Valley thus shares high growth rates with 
San Bernardino County and Riverside County, which also have available developable lands. 

In the Proposed Project vicinity east ofMcBean Parkway, land use is industrial, commercial, and 
moderate-to-high density residential. Land use adjacent to new facilities to be constructed for 
the containment facilities is commercial and industrial. The new wells and pipelines proposed 
for the restoration-of-service facilities east of McBean Parkway would be between residential­
commercial development and either the South Fork of the Santa Clara River or an open-space 
corridor along the South Fork of the Santa Clara River. Land use adjacent to the pipelines and 
wells proposed for the area west oflnterstate 5, includes currently undeveloped areas along 
Magic Mountain Parkway, the MMA Park, and the historic Castaic Junction Oil Field (Newhall 
Ranch). 

C. Traffic and Circulation 

The Proposed Project would take place in and adjacent to a transportation, commercial, and 
residential hub. Magic Mountain Parkway is one of the primary connections to Interstate 5 and 
provides access to MMA Park to the west and to the City to the east. Major east-west arterial 
roads in the Proposed Project area include Newhall Ranch Road north of the Santa Clara River, 
Valencia Boulevard/Soledad Canyon Road south of the Santa Clara River and Magic Mountain 
Parkway. These east-west arterials are crossed and connected to the north-south San Fernando 
Road/Bouquet Canyon Road arterial. Average daily (weekday) traffic (City of Santa Clarita 
2005) on these roads is shown on Table 6. Table 6 also reflects California Department of 
Transportation (CalTrans) data on average daily traffic and peak hour traffic loads for the state 
highway system (Caltrans 2003). These data for over 600 segments of State-maintained road 
show that peak hourly traffic (the 2 highest hours of traffic, morning plus evening) in the vicinity 
of Santa Clarita (such as Highway 126) is generally from 16% to 30% of average daily traffic 
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volume, reflecting high use during rush hours. CalTrans data show heavy traffic flow in one 
direction in the morning and heavy flow in the reverse direction in the evening. The City of 
Santa Clarita notes that average daily traffic varies. It is therefore not possible to precisely 
project traffic volumes on any given day or at any given time. The data and calculations on 
Table 6 are thus generalizations reflecting overall traffic trends. 

Table 6. Recorded average daily traffic and calculated average daily traffic in each direction on 
major arterials in the Proposed Project area, with calculated peak traffic based on peak traffic 
equal to 16% to 30% (average 23% or 11.5% each way) of average daily traffic in the peak 
direction at 55% to 75% (average 65%) of peak hour traffic. 

ROAD SEGMENT TRAFFIC VOLUME (CARS PER DAY) 
COLUMN A Calculated Peak Am Calculaled peak traffic 

Average Daily Both and PM Traffic at peak in the heavy direction at 
Directions = l 1.5% of average 65% of peak traffic 

daily lraffic I 

Magic Mountain Parkway at 28,250 3249 2112 
Interstate 5: 
Valencia Boulevard at Magic 43,900 5049 3282 
Mountain Parkway 
Magic Mountain Parkway west of 21,200 2438 1585 
Valencia Boulevard 
Magic Mountain Parkway east of 13,000 1495 972 
Valencia Boulevard 
Valencia Boulevard at Santa Clara 47,450 5457 3547 
River Brid_ge: 
San Fernando Road at Magic 70,270 8081 5253 
Mountain Parkway 

Given that CalTrans data on peak hourly traffic for 2003 shows that peak hourly traffic in each 
direction is almost always about 55% to 75% of average daily traffic in that direction, Table 6 
represents a probable range of peak traffic conditions on the major arterials in the Proposed 
Project area. A calculated peakl-hour morning and evening traffic equal to 11.5% of average 
daily traffic is most likely to apply to traffic in the Proposed Project portion of the City of Santa 
Clarita because this is similar to the traffic volume data for Highway 126, the nearest data point 
for Caltrans. If this 11.5% estimate is assumed and applied to a 2-hour morning and 2-hour 
evening rush hour period, it would mean that almost half of the average daily traffic in either 
direction would occur during the morning/evening rush hours. 

D. Water Resources and Water Quality 

• CL WA is the wholesale water supplier for the Santa Clarita Valley. Current water 
supplies are locally derived from groundwater in the Alluvial Aquifer and the Saugus 
Formation and are purchased from the SWP. CL WA does not utilize surface water flow 
as water supply. Estimates of existing local supplies available from the two groundwater 
basins are variable, depending on water year type. The May 2005 Santa Clarita Valley 
Water Report (Luhdorff & Scalmanini 2005) estimates normal-to-wet-year supply from 
the Alluvial Aquifer at 30,000 to 40,000 acre-feet and from the Saugus Formation at 
7,500 to 15,000 acre feet. In dry/drought years, the Alluvial Aquifer supply is estimated 
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at from 30,000 to 35,000 acre feet per year and the supply from the Saugus Formation is 
estimated at up to 35,000 af/y. 

CLWA's contractual rights to SWP water total 95,200 af/y, and include a water transfer of 
41,000 afy approved in 1999 from Wheeler Ridge-Maricopa Water Storage District, a member 
unit of the Kem County Water Agency. Based on the Department of Water Resources Final 
State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report, average SWP deliveries are anticipated to be 
76% of Table A contractual supplies, or 72,352 af/y. Combined, groundwater and SWP supplies 
are adequate to provide an average of about 110,000 to 120,000 af/y. With available recycled 
water and supplemental SWP supplies, CL WA has more than 133,000 acre-feet of supply 
available in 2005. CLWA has entered into two ten-year agreements with Semitropic Water 
Storage District in Kern County, whereby CL WA banked almost 51 000 acre-feet of CL W A's 
Table A supply for later deljvery in dry years, thus ensuring dry-year reliability through 2013. 
The CLWA 2002 Ground Water Banking Project was challenged in the Ventura Superior Court. 
The Court held in favor of CL WA and the case is now on appeal. CL WA is also conducting 
environmental compliance of a long-term banking program with Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water 
Storage District as the first element of achieving full reliability of 76% of its Table A Amount. 
CL WA has an aggressive and successful voluntary water conservation program that, in the 
l 990's, resulted in a 10% to 20% decrease in water demand during that drought period. 

Groundwater quality in both the Saugus Formation and Alluvial Aquifer generally meet Los 
Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) objectives/criteria, although 
there are some reaches of the Santa Clara River which have concentrations of ammonia, chloride, 
nitrates and nitrites, low dissolved oxygen, coliform bacteria, and/or sulfate in excess of 
Regional Board criteria. A majority of these problems occur in downstream reaches near the 
estuary at the mouth of the river well outside of the Proposed Projectarea. Groundwater in the 
Alluvial Aquifer has mineral concentrations (total dissolved solids or TDS) of 550 to 610 mg/I in 
the eastern portion of the aquifer to 660 to 710 mg/1 in the western portion of the aquifer. TDS 
levels in the Saugus Formation can be higher(> 800 mg/1). Most wells in the Valley have non­
detectable levels of arsenic, and blended drinking water supplies meet current DHS standards. 
Groundwater produced from both aquifers meets EPA and DHS standards for drinking water. 

E. Air Quality 

The Proposed Project is in the South Coast Air Basin. In this region, air quality does not meet 
California Ambient Air Quality Standards. Specifically, the South Coast Air Basin is in a "non­
attainment" status for particulates (PM1o), in "serious non-attainment" for carbon monoxide (CO) 
and in "extreme non-attainment" for ozone (03). 
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F. Biological Resources 

I. General 

Like much of southern California, the Santa Clarita Valley and adjacent uplands habitats are 
complex ecologically as a result of complex topography, soils, and associated micro-climate 
conditions. Habitats are patchy and subject to significant disturbance from flood and wildfire. 
Historic regional development in the 6-county southern California area has resulted in loss of 
habitat and habitat diversity in the region as a whole. As a result, many native species are now 
rare. In the overall CL WA service area, there are a total of 7 6 special-status plant and animal 
species (Appendix C, attached), including 17 species that are listed as threatened or endangered 
or are proposed for such listing under the Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) or the 
California Endangered Species Act (CESA). 

Of the six FESA/CESA listed plant species and seven plant species potentially eligible for listing 
in the CL WA service area, four are likely to occur adjacent to the vicinity of the Proposed 
Project area (Table 7): Nevin's barberry, the slender-homed spineflower, the San Fernando 
Valley spineflower, and the many-stemmed dudleya. The other special-status plant species in 
the general CL WA service area are found in chaparral and dense coastal sage scrub habitats, 
rocky outcrops, and vernal pools. These habitats are not found within or immediately adjacent to 
the Proposed Project area. Of the 49 special-status animal species in the CL WA service area, 32 
may occur in habitats adjacent to the Proposed Project area, primarily in the South Fork of the 
Santa Clara River and the Santa Clara River Mainstem (Table 8 summarizes probability of 
occurrence). 

The Santa Clara River is the last significant southern California river not controlled by a major 
dam and thus represents a continuous wildlife corridor from its headwaters to its estuary. The 
highly variable flows of the Santa Clara River and its tributaries create a dynamic vegetative 
community. Much of the floodplain in the Proposed Project area has been preserved between 
"set-back" levees and the river is free to meander within this floodplain, which ranges from about 
200 feet to 800 feet in width in the Proposed Project reach. Riparian vegetation grows in the 
bars and benches adjacent to the sandy river channel. In floods, much of this vegetation is 
removed by erosive flows which re-shape the riverbed. The result is a dynamic system that 
includes a mix of sparse and dense riparian habitats. The distribution ofriparian species within 
these habitats varies from year to year, depending on habitat characteristics. Riparian habitats 
tend to be most robust at sites where the river has more room to meander (and where flood flows 
spread out and are less erosive). At constraining points, such as bridges and narrow portions of 
the canyon, high flows often erode the entire river bed and eliminate much of the riparian 
vegetation. 

As a result of a variable flow regime, habitats in the Proposed Project reach of the Santa Clara 
River are patchy, and dense riparian tends to occur on benches and bars and along the low-flow 
channel. Riparian vegetation in areas where there is scour is patchy and sparse, and often fails to 
reach maturity due to repeated scour. The highly variable flow regime also creates conditions 
unsuitable to species such as the California red-legged frog, which generally requires perennial 
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ponds and slow moving water. While there is some potential for the red-legged frog to exist in 
patches of habitat in some reaches of the river or tributaries, it is not likely that the frog would 
occur in the Proposed Project reach, where recent flood flows covered the entire width of the 
river. This is particularly true of the Proposed Project reach of the South Fork of the Santa Clara 
River, where the 100-year floodplain includes all open space and developed areas up to the base 
of the hills on the east and to the fence line along the west side of an open space corridor on the 
west. 

Upland habitats adjacent to the proposed wells, ch]oramination facility, and pipelines to the 
south and west ofMMA Park are dominantly native and non-native grasslands, with sparse 
shrubs. Much of the area has been heavily disturbed by oil and gas exploration, and there are 
large areas which have been graded for oil and gas facilities and support no vegetation at all. 
Habfrat for chaparral and sage scrub species in this area is limited. 

2. Presence of Threatened and Endangered Species 

Other than those listed on Table 7, special-status plant and animal species which may occur in 
the overall CLWA service area are not likely to occur in the vicinity of the Proposed Project 
itself because suitable habitat does not exist for them in this area. For example, the western 
spade foot toad may occur in some portions of the CL WA service area, but requires non-riverine 
ponds or vernal pools in a grassland or shrub matrix. No habitat of this nature occurs in the 
Proposed Project area. Similarly, although there may be potentially suitable habitat for the 
California gnatcatcher within CL W A's service area, the habitat in the vicinity of the Proposed 
Project lacks patches of coastal sage scrub (CSS) large enough to support gnatcatchers (> I 
hectare in dry inland portions of the gnatcatcher's range). Review of the California Natural 
Diversity Data Base (CNDDB 2004) also shows no records of California gnatcatcher in the 
Proposed Project vicinity, although there are records of the species in coastal Ventura County to 
the west and in the foothills of the San Gabriel Mountains to the east. Similarly, the frequently 
high flows in the Proposed Project reach of Santa Clara River basin are likely to exclude 
California red-legged frogs from this area; they are not known to occur in this reach of the river 
and have not been found in recent surveys (Cadre Environmental 2004). 

The presence of the southwestern arroyo toad in the floodplain of the Santa Clara River (between 
levees) has been confirmed in recent surveys conducted in 2003 and 2004 (Cadre Environmental 
2004, see Appendix D). These surveys covered the river channel over the entire length of the 
Proposed Project reach. In these surveys, no arroyo toads, southwestern pond turtles, or red­
legged-frogs were found in the reach immediately adjacent to proposed facilities, but arroyo 
toads and southwestern pond turtles were found about 800 feet downstream from the McBean 
Parkway Bridge, adjacent to benches of good quality riparian and upland grass]and/shrubland 
vegetation. There is perennial flow in the low flow channel of the Santa Clara River Mainstem 
downstream of the water treatment plant at the Valencia Boulevard Bridge, and there are benches 
or bars along the meandering river which may provide suitable fall-winter estivation habitat. 

Winter foraging and estivation habitat for the arroyo toad in Proposed Project reach of the Santa 
Clara River basin is constrained by roads (which separate the toad from upland areas) and 

CLWA Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration Project 
27 

119 65



120 

development (which eliminates potential burrowing habitat). The portion of the South Fork Trail 
that would be used as the alignment for pipelines from McBean Parkway to north of Via 
Princessa consists of: 

• The riverside slope of levees, which is maintained free of vegetation; 
• The levee top, which is dedicated to a wide asphalt bike and hiking trails; 
• The edges of the trail, which are landscaped; and 
• Adjacent land uses on the landside of the levees (from McBean Parkway), which consist 

of fenced paved parking lots for a number of auto dealerships and a mowed non-native 
grass strip of open space backing up to the fenced boundary of a residential development. 

There are similar conditions along the portion of the Santa Clara River trail that would be used as 
the alignment of the proposed pipelines from the Valencia Boulevard Bridge over the South Fork 
of the Santa Clara River to the Bouquet Canyon Road Bridge over the Mainstem Santa Clara 
River. Along about 40% of this alignment, habitat on the river side of the channel has been 
disturbed by construction of the existing Pumping Plant. There is no suitable wildlife habitat to 
the landside of the bike trail. 

The South Fork of the Santa Clara River goes dry in almost every summer, and thus there is no 
recent record of, nor likelihood of, arroyo toads or southwestern pond turtles in this reach. 
Vegetation is also sparse and there is a major arterial and commercial/industrial development 
between the east bank of the river and adjacent hills. This development/road probably limits 
wildlife movement between the river and upland habitats. 

Table 7. Special-status plant and animal species which may occur in habitats adjacent to the 
Proposed Project area. 

POTENTIAL AREAS OF 

STATUS OCCURRENCE? 
SPECIES HABITAT TYPE West of Santa Clara River: 

1-5 Mainstem and 
South Fork 

Listed Species 
Arroyo toad FE/CSC Perennial streams and adjacent No Yes 
(Bufo cal ifornicus) 
Least Bell's vireo FE/CE Dense willow riparian with No Potential 
( Vireo bel/ii Dusillus) si1Wificant overstorv. 
Nevin's barberry FE/CE Coastal scrub and chaparral No Unlikely, but possible 
(Berberis nevinii) along sandy washes along river margin 
Slender-homed spineflower FE/CE Alluvial fan and other sandy Near Potential on berms and 
(Dodecahemia leoloceras) soil areas near drainage drainage bars in the river 
Southwestern willow flycatcher FE/CE Dense willow thickets near No Yes 
(Empidonax trail/ii extimus) slow-movin11: water 
Unarmored three-spined stickleback FE/CE Flowing water with emergent No Yes 
(Gasterosteus aculeatus vegetation 
williamsoni) 
Western yellow-billed cuckoo FT/CSC Dense riverine woodlands and No Potential 
(Coccvzus americanus occidentalis) thickets 
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Unlisted Species 
Birds 

Bell's sparrow FSC/CSC Coastal slopes ofCSS; known Potential 
(Amphispiza bell/) to avoid development 
Burrowing owl FSC/CSC Dry grasslands; benns, ditches, Potential 
(Athene cunicu/aria hypugea) and grasslands adjacent to 

rivers. 
California homed lark FSC/CSC Grasslands, fields, open areas Probable 
(EremoDhila a/pestris actia) 
Cooper's hawk -ICSC Wooded to semi-open areas. Foraging 
(Accipiter cooperii) Breeding in riparian and oak only 

woodlands 
Loggerhead shrike FSC/CSC Open grasslands and chaparral. Yes 
(Lanius ludovicianus) 
Long-eared owl (Asia otus) -ICSC Riparian. Coniferous and oak No 

woodlands -- dense. 
Sharp-shined hawk -ICSC Wooded to semi-open areas. Winter 
(Accipiter straitus) visitant 
Southern California rufous-crowned FSC/CSC CSS, recently burned areas Probable 
sparrow 
(AimoPhila ru/iceps canescens) 
Summer tanager (Piranga nibra) -ICSC Cottonwood willow riparian No 
Tricolored blackbird FSC/CSC Freshwater marshes and No 
(AJ!elaius tricolor) riparian scrub 
White-taile.d kite (£/anus leucurus) -/FP Riparian nesting; forages in Foraging 

open meadows 
Yell ow warbler -/CSC Willow riparian No 
(Dendroica oetechia brewsteri) 

Heroetofauna 
Coastal western whiptail FSC/- Sparse vegetation, loose soils Probable 
( Cnemidophorus tigris in scrub habitats 
multiscutalus) 
Coast homed lizard FSC/CSC Scrubland, grassland, sandy Yes 
(Phrvnosoma corona/um) loose soils alolll!: washes 
Coast patch-nosed snake FSC/CSC Dry scrub and chaparral, sandy Potential 
(Salvadora hexa/ep/s virgu/tea) washes 
Southwestern Pond Turtle FSC/CSC Perennial ponds and slow- No 
(Clemmys marmorata marmorata) moving river channels 

Two-striped garter snake FSC/CSC Riparian and freshwater No 
(ThamnoJ)his hammondii) marshes with perennial water 

Fbh 
Arroyo chub FSC/CSC Wann fluctuating streams, slow No 
(Gila orc1111f) moving water 

Mammals 
American badger -/CSC Open areas with sandy soils Potential 
(Taxidea taxus) 
Pale Townsend's big-eared bat FSC/CSC Forages in woodlands to Foraging 
(PJecotus towndsendii pallescens grasslands; nest in rocks and 

caves 
Pallid bat -/CSC Forage in open areas; nest in Foraging 
(Antrozous palJidus) rocks and caves 
San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit FSC/CSC Open brushlands Potential 
(LeJ)us cali/ornicus bennettii) 
San Diego woodrat FSC/CSC Dense riparian and chaparral NONE 
(Neoloma /eoida intermedia) 
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Not probable 

Potential 

Yes 

Yes, summer breeder 

Potential 

Potential in some 
dense riparian 
Winter visitant 

Not probable 

Probable 
Potential but 
uncommon in ree:ion 
Yes 

Possible 

Probable along river 
banks 

Yes 

Unlikely; no winter 
burrows 
Recently found about 
800 feet downstream 
from McBean Parkway 
Potential in Mainstem; 
hibernate in winter 

Not in action area ( dry 
durine: construction). 

Not likely; potential 
food limitation. 
Foraging 

Foraging 

Potential 

Potential 
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Plants 
Many-stemmed dudleya (Dudleya - /-,. Grassland and scrub habitats 
multicaulis): east of Simi Vallev 
San Fernando Valley spinetlower FSC/CSC Sandy washes in coastal sage 
( Chorizanthe parryi var. 
fernandina): 

FEDERAL STATUS: 

STATE STATUS: 

FE: Federal Endangered 
FT: Federal Threatened 

scrub 

FSC: Federal Species of Concern 
-: No formal status 
CE: California Endangered 
CT: California Threatened 
FP: California Fully Protected 
CSC: California Species of Concern 
-. No formal status 

G. Cultural Resources 

Potential No 

Potential Potential on benches 
and bars adjacent to 
river channel 

The CL WA service area is located in Ventura and Los Angeles counties, where at least four 
distinct ethno-linguistic groups were living at the time of first European contact. The area 
around Castaic Lake itself was the home of the Tataviam, a group of about 1,000 people who 
lived in villages along Piru Creek, Castaic Creek, and the upper portions of the Santa Clara River 
drainage (King and Blackbum 1978). The lower Santa Clara River drainage was home to the 
Ventureiio Chumash, a much larger (about 4,000 people) and more maritime oriented group 
(Grant 1978b ). The upper portions of Piru Creek, along with much of the inland portions of 
Ventura County, were inhabited by the Emigdiano and Castac Chumash (Grant 1978a). Native 
American archaeological sites from various time periods exists within the CL WA service area, 
especially along the Piru and Castaic drainage systems, at the Vasquez Rocks and Escondido 
Canyon, and along major ridgelines (CL WA 1999). Spanish contact with Native American 
groups along the coast began as early as the mid 1500s, but it was not until the ]ate 1700s that the 
Spanish, and then Mexicans, established any kind of continuous presence. The discovery of gold 
in Placerita Canyon near Newhall during the 1840s attracted many miners to the area, and 
agricultural and livestock operations rose up in the Santa Clara River valley to support their need 
for provisions. 

Oil was discovered in the area in the 1870s, and settlement accelerated throughout the late 1800s 
with the development of regional and interregional transportation systems. Historic resources 
documented in the CL WA service area are usually associated with major routes of travel, 
watercourses, and early homesteading practices in and around Newhall (Scientific Resource 
Surveys 1988). The CL WA service area contains at least three types of geologic units that have 
yielded fossilized material. Fossilized fish, shark teeth, and invertebrate remains have been 
recovered from the Castaic Formation, remains of Clarendonian land mammals have been 
recorded in the Saugus Formation, and marine invertebrates are often common in Quaternary 
terrace deposits (Scientific Resource Surveys 1988). 

Field surveys of the Proposed Project area were not undertaken because the surface of all facility 
alignments has been paved or heavily disturbed or (west ofl-5) would be excavated prior to 
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construction of CL WA pipelines and other facilities. A records search identified known cultural 
resource sites in the general project area, including a sparse lithic scatter and evidence of nine 
burials below fi11 on property owned by Hydraulic Research and Manufacturing Company within 
a mile of the Proposed Project area. Additional evidence of prehistoric ative American 
occupation would be expected given the long period of prehistoric and historic operation. Based 
on this records search and the history of previous disturbance, significant cultural resources are 
not likely to be found (a) within the levees of the Santa Clara River or South Fork of the Santa 
Clara River and (b) in the active channels of these rivers. Previous construction activity along 
the concrete-lined levees has mounded earth from the river channel to a height of 10 to 15 feet, 
and the Proposed Project is unlikely to excavate below this level. In the river bed itself, periods 
of high scour and deposition have affected the integrity of any cultural resource sites (although 
individual artifacts may be found). Intact buried cultural resource sites may occur on the alluvial 
benches of the two river channels, to the land side of the levees. 

H. Geology and Soils 

The Proposed Project would be constructed in two distinctive geological areas: (a) the alluvial 
basin at the confluence of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River and the Santa Clara River 
Mainstem and (b) the hills south of the Santa Clara River Mainstem west oflnterstate 5. The 
alluvial basin reach of the Proposed Project consists of the historic floodplain of the Santa Clara 
River, an area of gravel, sand, silt, and clay deposits up to 200 feet deep underlying and 
immediately adjacent to major stream channels. The adjacent hills are characterized by sandy 
silts underlain by tertiary sedimentary rocks and soil erosion potential in the steep hillsides is 
high. 

Like all of southern California, the CL WA service area is located in a seismically active zone, 
within about 18 miles northeast of the San Andreas Fault and crossed by two known smaller 
faults, the active San Gabriel Fault and the potentially active Hosler Fault. The San Fernando 
and Sierra Madre faults are also located in the vicinity of the Valley. These faults are capable of 
producing earthquakes of Richter-scale magnitude ranging from 6. 7 to 8.25. Liquefaction in 
response to seismic events is likely in the alluvial plain. 

The river basin is a potential sand and gravel mineral resource and sandstone in the hills is also 
considered a potential source of mineral resources. Oil and gas exploration occurred throughout 
much of the Proposed Project area, and the western element of the Proposed Project would be 
constructed within the boundary of the Castaic Junction Oil Field. 

I. Related Projects 

Containment of contaminants in groundwater and subsequent treatment and distribution of such 
supplies is a feature of groundwater management in many places in southern California. There 
are a number of groundwater basins which have contamination problems and a substantial 
portion of the groundwater in southern California has been affected by various fonns of chemical 
pollution. There are impaired groundwater basins in all six southern California counties. 
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Perchlorate contamination has been found in 350 California groundwater basins, often associated 
with military weapons manufacturing or petroleum refining. Clean-up programs are underway 
throughout California. Examples include: (a) Pasadena in Los Angeles County (Jet Propulsion 
Laboratory), (b) Potrero Canyon in Riverside County (Lockheed), (c) Edwards AFB, and (d) 
Morgan Hill in Santa Clara County (petroleum refining). Containment and/or clean-up 
operations are complete or in progress in these areas. These efforts are part of a national 
program to address perchlorate contamination. As of 2004, over 65 perchlorate treatment 
technology projects had been funded. Ritchey (2004) notes that the anion exchange resin-based 
treatment process being proposed is currently in use in a number of locations. 

In the Santa Clarita Valley, containment of the perchlorate-contaminated plume of groundwater 
would also be accomplished at VWC's existing well along the north side of the Santa Clara River 
east of the Bouquet Canyon Road Bridge. 

The Proposed Project also takes place in the context of numerous other residential, commercial, 
and infrastructure development projects in the rapidly growing Valley. 

IV. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

A. No Action 

Under the No Action Alternative, CL WA would not construct or improve wells at Saugus 1 and 
Saugus 2, which would continue to be out of service. No contaminated water would be treated. 
The plume of perchlorate from the Whittaker-Bermite Property would continue to spread within 
the Saugus Formation and into the Alluvial Aquifer. 

The No Action Alternative would result in further contamination of the Alluvial Aquifer. 
Perchlorates have been found to affect iodide uptake in the thyroid, so use of highly 
contaminated groundwater would be a significant human health risk. A voiding this risk under 
the No Action Alternative would result in loss of existing water supply as the Alluvial Aquifer 
became contaminated. More wells would have to be shut down. Given that CL WA and 
downstream agencies rely on this aquifer for a substantial portion of their existing groundwater 
supply, the No Action Alternative could potentially reduce drinking water and irrigation supplies 
throughout the Santa Clara River basin. The result would be a need to acquire additional SWP 
supplies to offset losses of local supplies. This would put additional stress on the SWP system, 
require additional export of water from the Sacramento-San Joaquin Bay Delta, and/or require 
purchase of supplies from other SWP contractors. Given that the availability ofSWP supplies is 
limited, the No Action Alternative would reduce overall water supply in CL W A's service area. 

The No Action Alternative could also have adverse impacts on fish and wildlife, because 
groundwater in the Alluvial Aquifer may surface downstream and become surface flow in areas 
designated as important habitat for threatened and endangered species such as steelhead and 
Southwestern arroyo toad (USFWS 2004). The effects of perchlorate on these and other aquatic 
species, and on the aquatic food chain, are not well understood. 
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B. Containment Elements Only: No New Facilities for Service Restoration 

A "containment only" alternative would involve construction of only the facilities needed to (a) 
intercept the perchlorate-contaminated groundwater water and (b) treat this water to remove the 
contaminants. The resulting supply would be introduced into CL W A's distribution system as 
described. No new distribution facilities would be constructed. 

A "containment only" alternative would not meet CL W A's project objectives and would 
constrain CL WA 's ability to deliver treated water to CL WA retail purveyors and their customers 
because some existing facilities for distribution in the area east of McBean Parkway must be 
converted by the Proposed Project to provide an efficient route for the movement of perchlorate­
contaminated groundwater to the treatment plant site. In short, the containment element of the 
Proposed Project could reduce service reliability to some customers and at best could create 
service bottlenecks. A containment-only alternative would thus not meet objectives. Full 
restoration of service requires replacement oflost conveyance capacity. 

C. Restoration Elements Only 

A restoration-only alternative would involve construction of new wells and pipelines as 
proposed, but not the use of Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 wells to intercept perchlorate-contaminated 
water supplies. 

A restoration-only alternative would result in long-term contamination of the alluvial aquifer as 
perchlorate continued to move north and west from the Whittaker-Bermite Facility. This would 
affect more wells in and around the alluvial aquifer, ultimately resulting in greater loss of well 
capacity, as well as long-term adverse impacts to biological resources throughout the Santa Clara 
River drainage to the west. A restoration-only alternative therefore only defers accomplishment 
of perchlorate cleanup. Because cleanup is essential to meeting project objectives and to 
maintaining the alluvial aquifer as a viable source of water supply, deferring cleanup and 
allowing the plume of contaminated water to spread would only complicate the effort to intercept 
and clean up contaminated groundwater. 

V. ASSESSMENT OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS 

A. Mechanisms of Potential Effect 

The Proposed Project has been sited to exclude the potential for direct impacts to fish and 
wildlife habitat and to housing or commercial buildings. The Proposed Project has potential to 
affect the physical environment in several ways: 

• Construction would create noise and dust; noise and dust may affect sensitive people and 
wildlife; 

• Construction would involve excavation to a depth of 6-12 feet in some areas where 
buried cultural resources may be present; 
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• Construction in the public right-of-way would cause temporary traffic delays and would 
interrupt bike traffic; 

• Construction would generate additional traffic along roads used to access the construction 
sites; and 

• Construction would temporarily disturb the (dry) river bed adjacent to the Bouquet 
Canyon Bridge. 

Long-term operation would involve infrequent inspection and maintenance of facilities, 
including routine removal of disposable filtration modules from the proposed treatment plant and 
routine maintenance of equipment. Inspection and maintenance of wells and pipelines may 
involve short-term disturbance of auto and bike traffic in the event that underground pipelines 
need.to be repaired. This is not anticipated at any given location more than once during the 100-
year life of the Proposed Project. 

These potential mechanisms for effect are discussed in terms of their potential to create 
significant adverse effects on various CEQA categories of effect. Under some CEQA categories 
of effect, the significance criteria from CEQA Guidelines Appendix G have been referenced 
explicitly in the analysis below. Explicit reference to these criteria is not made where it is clear 
that there is no mechanism by which the Proposed Project could have an effect. 

B. Aesthetics 

The Proposed Project would be considered to have a significant impact on aesthetics if it 
substantially affected a scenic vista by blocking the public view, damaged scenic resources, 
degraded the existing visual character of a site or its surroundings, or created a new light source 
which would adversely affect views in the area. 

A majority of the Proposed Project facilities would be underground. Above-ground facilities 
would include: 

• Two existing wells (Saugus 1 and Saugus 2), located adjacent to a commercial-industrial 
zone; 

• A new well located at an existing CL WA facility between an industrial and residential 
area along the Santa Clara River Mainstem; 

• Two new wells and a chloramination facility, outside of the western boundary of the 
MMA Park; and 

• The proposed perchlorate treatment facility, located next to the existing Rio Vista Intake 
Pump Station, adjacent to large retail center and commercial offices, and next to an 
existing bike lane. 

No changes to existing wells would be made that alter their current exterior condition. New 
wells, located in disturbed areas, would be contained within small structures and landscaped to 
reduce visual effects. The treatment plant screening would be designed to be architecturally 
consistent with the existing Pumping Plant. 
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The only facility which could affect a public viewshed is the new treatment plant, which would 
be on the landside of a bike trail along the Santa Clara River. The present view from this bike 
trail is of a parking lot, a gravel/landscaped area, and the side of the home improvement retail 
center. The proposed treatment facility would be landscaped along the bike trail. Given the 
impact minimization measure proposed for this site, it is probable that the view from the bike 
trail would be more visually pleasing than the present view of the home improvement center and 
parking lot. 

The proposed perchlorate treatment facility is in an area already lighted by an adjacent pumping 
plant, storage facility, and large home improvement store with parking lot lighting. The 
perchlorate treatment plant would have .lighting at its entrance, its lights would be directed away 
from the bike path between it and the Santa Clara River, and there would be landscape screening 
between it and the Santa Clara River. No lighting impacts on this viewshed would occur. 

Based on these considerations, the Proposed Project would not have significant aesthetic impacts 
and no additional mitigation is required. 

C. Agricultural Resources 

The Proposed Project could be considered to have a significant impact on agricultural resources 
if it directly or indirectly resulted in conversion of a significant amount of prime or unique 
farmland or conflicted with existing zoning or Williamson Act designations. The State 
Department of Conservation considers conversion of 100 acres of farmland to be significant 
enough to require preparation of an BIR. 

The Proposed Project occurs entirely within an urban setting, with facilities located within 
existing public rights-of-way and proposed road rights of way. No farmland would be converted 
to other uses as a result of the Proposed Project. The Proposed Project would not conflict with 
existing zoning for agricultural uses or a Williamson Act contract. The Proposed Project would 
reduce potential for contaminated water from the historic Whittaker-Bermite Property to affect 
either urban or agricultural water supplies in the Santa Clara River Basin, and thereby existing 
urban and agricultural water uses. The Proposed Project would therefore have no significant 
impacts on agricultural resources and no mitigation is required. 

D. Air Quality 

The proposed Project would be considered to have a significant air quality impact if it 
contributed substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. The relevant 
regulations and thresholds of significance are contained in South Coast Air Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) rules for fugitive dust and emissions from stationary sources. 
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1. Fugitive Dust 

The Proposed Project would not involve exposure of more than approximately 0.2 acres at any 
given time (25-foot construction right-of-way, 300 feet Jong). Roads would be repaved as 
construction proceeds; bike trails in each pipeline segment would be backfilled and compacted 
on an ongoing basis and repaved prior to initiating construction along other segments. During 
construction, implementation of SCAQMD Rule 403 Best Management Practices (Appendix B) 
would control emissions of fugitive dust. Proposed Project-generated fugitive dust would thus 
be fully in compliance with Rule 403, Section (d). Exposed areas would be repaved. 
Construction contracts would specify that all construction equipment be equipped with current 
emissions reduction technology and would be inspected at manufacturer-recommended intervals 
to ensure that it is working properly. The construction schedule also reduces the potential for the 
Proposed Project to contribute to violation of air quality standards. Construction would occur in 
the fall and winter, when air quality in Los Angeles County is generally better due to prevailing 
winds from the west and reduced sunlight (and associated ozone creation). The small size of the 
Proposed Project, the implementation of best management practices, compliance with SCAQMD 
and City of Santa Clarita regulations, and construction scheduling reduce the potential for the 
Proposed Project to contribute to an air quality violation to less-than-significant. 

2. Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC's) 

The proposed perchlorate treatment plant would be a small-capacity Publicly-Owned Treatment 
Works (POTW), as defined in SCAQMD Rule 1179 (b) (6). As such, the Proposed Plant would 
provide the SCAQMD with appropriate reports related to emissions of VOC's from the proposed 
facility. The treatment plant would be a self-contained modular facility that utilizes a resin-based 
anion exchange technology which replaces the perchlorate ion with a chloride ion, which is non­
toxic. No perchlorate would be released from the site. No VOC emissions are projected. 

3. Other Emissions from Stationary Sources and Cumulative Energy Use 

The proposed stationary facilities (well pumps and treatment plant) would be operated with 
electric power and would not make releases of NOx, CO, or PM10. The Proposed Project's 
electric usage would not constitute a significant portion of total electric use in the Valley and the 
Proposed Project would restore local production from groundwater wells. Within the framework 
of SCAG's population projections and CL W A's projected water demands within CL WA's service 
area, the Proposed Project would restore lost well capacity. For any given level of demand, 
without this well capacity there would need to be offsetting deliveries from the SWP, which must 
be conveyed from the Sacramento-San Joaquin Bay Delta to CL W A's service area. Energy use 
during this 250 to 300 mile conveyance would exceed that of the Proposed Project Facilities. 
The Proposed Project therefore reduces net energy use associated with meeting projected water 
demands within CL W A's service area. 
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4. Cumulatively considerable impacts 

Construction impacts of the project would be considered significant ifthere was a "cumulatively 
considerable" increase in emissions of criteria pollutants. These would include particulates and 
ozone. The exposed construction area at any given time would not be greater than about 0.2 
acres and best management practices for construction would be incorporated into construction 
contractors to minimize potential for fugitive dust generation on this small area. For comparison 
purposes, exposed soils in the Santa Clara River bed and adjacent levees in the Proposed Project 
Area constitute about 160 to 200 unwetted acres; at a maximum, then, the Proposed Project 
could increase wind blown dust in the project area by about 0.01 percent above the levels 
generated from the dry river bed. Following construction, project sites would be repaved and no 
long-term fugitive dust would be generated. A short-tenn increase in wind-blown dust of 0.01 
percent or less would not be considered cumulatively considerable. 

Construction equipment would consist of a backhoe, a small dozer for grading, a generator, and 
other pieces of small equipment. Assuming operation of 5-6 individual pieces of construction 
equipment and comparing this to the emissions from car and truck traffic on only major roads in 
the vicinity of the project, vehicle emissions from this equipment would constitute a small 
fraction of total emissions. As noted in Section lll(C) (above), average daily traffic volume on 
the 6 major arterials in the Proposed Project area (not including Interstate 5) is about 224,000 per 
day. The City of Santa Clarita notes that these average daily traffic volumes vary. Within this 
context, emissions from construction equipment would fall within the range of daily variability 
related to emissions from traffic and would not be considered "cumulatively considerable." 

5. Objectionable Odors 

Along pipeline alignments, the project would involve repaving of roads and paved bike trails. 
This may create odors from asphalt use. Given that the project pipelines would be constructed at 
a rate of about 200 feet per day, no individuals would be subject to such common odors for more 
than 1-3 days. This is equivalent to a normal neighborhood street repair operation and would not 
be considered a significant impact. 

Based on these considerations, and with the implementation of mitigation measures incorporated 
into the project, the Proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
SCAQMD's Basin Plan, would not violate any air quality standard or contribute to such a 
violation, would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase for any air quality criteria 
as defined in SCAQMD Rule 1702, would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations, and would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of 
people. No significant impacts are anticipated and no additional mitigation is required. 

E. Biological Resources 

Proposed Project would be considered to have a significant impact on biological resources if it: 
(a) bad a substantial adverse effect on special-status species, on any riparian habitat or other 
sensitive natural community, on federally protected wetlands; (b) interfered substantially with 
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the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species; or ( c) conflicted with local 
policies or ordinances protecting biological resources and/or with provisions of approved habitat 
conservation plans. The effects of the Proposed Project related to these issues are described 
below. 

1. Habitat Loss 

No rare plant, fish, or wildlife habitat would be either temporarily disturbed or permanently lost 
due to facility construction and/or operation because (a) the Proposed Project facilities would be 
sited within existing and planned paved public roads, paved/graded bike trails, and/or at existing 
CL WA developed facilities. Vegetation along the bike trails to be used as a part of the Proposed 
Project is landscaped and routinely maintained (mowed and weeded). In addition, the Proposed 
Project would not have indirect effects on habitat because implementation of best management 
practices for water quality would effectively prevent erosion, sedimentation, and/or spills of oil 
and gasoline from the construction site. In areas adjacent to the river, fueling and maintenance 
would be conducted on the landward side of the pipeline trench and appropriate spill 
containment pads would be used. Erosion control mats and/or fencing would minimize potential 
erosion and sedimentation during periods of rainfall. 

For Proposed Project service restoration facilities west of Interstate 5, project construction would 
be deferred until the proposed subdivision in this location initiated grading. This can be 
accomplished in the short-term by substituting available water supplies for the supplies which 
would be restored at the three wells west oflnterstate 5. Once the subdivision contractor begins 
grading roads and adjacent land for construction, the facilities to be constructed west of Interstate 
5 would be constructed in an area which is substantially devoid of habitat and undergoing a level 
of disturbance such that the Proposed Project facilities would themselves have no potential for 
impact to wildlife or wildlife habitat. 

2. Direct Effects on Special-Status Species Individuals 

Given the implementation of conservation measures to prevent erosion, sediment discharge to 
the river, and discharge of oil, gas, and other construction-related hydrocarbons to the river, the 
Proposed Project has a negligible potential to directly affect fish and or amphibians. Given the 
disturbed nature of the proposed pipeline, well, and treatment plant sites, it is not likely that 
special-status terrestrial species would utilize these areas. 

There is a small potential that special-status terrestrial species may incidentally stray into the 
areas along bike trails, although there is no habitat for any of these species in the actual bike trail 
alignment. The species which may utilize this habitat on an incidental basis include coastal 
western whiptail, San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit, coast horned lizard, coast patch-nosed 
snake, and two-striped garter snake. To access bike trails, these species would need to move 
from patches of habitat on benches in the river corridor, across the open river channel and up the 
face of the flood control levees. While this is feasible, it is not likely during the construction 
period for several reasons: 
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• Many of the species of the Santa Clara River basin, such as the two-striped garter snake, 
move out of the river channel in the winter and utilize adjacent coastal sage scrub and 
chaparral habitats; 

• When there is no flow in the channel between habitat patches and the levee, animals 
moving towards the construction zone would be exposed to predation; and 

• It is likely that there would be flow in the river during much of the fall-winter 
construction period, and that flow would isolate patches of habitat on bars and benches 
from the construction zone along the crest of the flood control levees. 

In addition, all of these species may be readily identified in pre-construction surveys and 
subsequently excluded from the active construction site with fine-mesh exclusion fencing 
between the construction site and the river. ln the unlikely event that special-status species did 
approach the construction site along the river, implementation of the best management practices 
would avoid and minimize potential for injury or death of special status individuals. 
In the Proposed Project area west of Interstate 5, there is potential for burrowing owls, coastal 
western whiptail, coast horned lizard, San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit, and American badger to 
be found in the non-native grasslands and sparse shrubs adjacent to the proposed pipelines. As 
noted above, deferral of construction until planned development in the area occurs would mean 
that the Proposed Project would be undertaken in an existing construction zone where virtually 
all habitats would have been impacted by the subdivision. 

3. Potential Impacts of a Perchlorate or Chloramine Spill due to Pipeline Failure 

There is a potential for pipeline failure due to accidents or seismic events ( as outlined in 
discussion of Geology and Soils). Spills of perchlorate-contaminated water would have potential 
to affect species in the river and their habitat. The magnitude and importance of spills is best 
examined in the context of the without-project alternative. 

Perchlorate contamination of the Santa Clara River under the Without Project Alternative 

The Proposed Project will intercept and treat about 3,000 to 4,500 acre-feet of perchlorate 
contaminated water per year. Over a 50-year project life, this will mean that 150,000 to 225,000 
acre-feet of perchlorate contaminated water would be treated. Without the Proposed Project, this 
perchlorate-contaminated water would enter the alluvial aquifer and move downstream into the 
lower Santa Clara River basin, upwelling and becoming surface flow in the river itself. Based on 
the data in Table 1 (above), concentrations of perchlorate in this untreated groundwater would 
range from about 10 to 20 µg/l (micrograms per liter or 1 millionth of a gram per liter). Using 
the median value of 15 µg/1, this equates to approximately 18.5 grams/acre-foot. Over the 50-
year project life, the containment of perchlorate will thus prevent approximately 6,000 to 9,000 
pounds of perchlorate from entering the groundwater and surface water of the Santa Clara River. 

The potential effects of perchlorate on wildlife are only partially understood, but perchlorate has 
been found to affect thyroid function in humans and wildlife (McNabb et al 2002), which affects 
basic metabolism and growth. Smith et al (2001) have shown that perchlorate is taken up by a 
variety of plants and wildlife, with plant accumulations that are often quite high (up to 1 part per 
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500). Animals consuming highly contaminated vegetation would be subject to perchlorate 
toxicity. In this study at a Texas ammunition plant, wildlife found to have accumulated 
perchlorate included green tree frogs, harvest mouse, cotton mouse, weed shiner, mosquitofish, 
sunfish, northern cricket frog, American toad, bullfrog (adults and larvae), blackstripe top 
minnow, chorus frog, largemouth bass. In short, perchlorate is actively assimilated by a variety 
of plant and wildlife species and it must be assumed that thyroid-related developmental effects 
occur in these species. Thuett et al (2002) note that exposure may occur in utero and 
lactationally, and that developmental effects may include low growth and low heart size in 
juveniles (mice). In a relatively large-scale investigation in the field (Las Vegas Wash), Tuttle et 
al (2002) found perchlorate in a mix of environmental toxicants, and that perchlorate in the wash 
affected downstream water quality below Hoover Dam, reflecting the relatively stability of 
perchlorate in the environment. In addition, Urbansky (2002) summarizes potential perchlorate 
effects and notes that perchlorate's persistence allows it to move up the food chain. Urbansky 
(2002) further notes that precise estimates of perchlorate toxicity in the environment are not 
feasible given the status of current research. 

Nevertheless, it is clear that the 6,000 to 9,000 pounds of perchlorate that will enter the Santa 
Clara River system without the containment element of the Proposed Project would affect whole 
wildlife populations over many generations. Perchlorate would be expected to persist for some 
time, affecting aquatic and terrestrial resources from the Whittaker-Bermite Facility to the ocean. 
Without the Proposed Project, this long-term and persistent problem would result in 
bioaccumulation of perchlorates in plant communities and potentially significant adverse effects 
to wildlife throughout the Santa Clara River system. 

Perchlorate contamination due to accidental or seismically-induced pipeline failure. 

The maximum potential perchlorate spill from a broken pipeline would be limited by automatic 
shutoff valves to about 1 acre-foot. Pipeline failures would be either underground, where 
leakage would be relatively slow prior to detection and initiation of automatic shutoff, or along 
the undercarriage of bridges, where the leaks would be immediately visible. In dry conditions, 
spills would rapidly percolate into the sandy soils of the river bed. Leakage would be over a 
period of hours, and the surface area affected before percolation into groundwater would be low. 
In wet conditions, the spills would mix with surface water and be diluted. A 1 acre-foot spill 
would release about 0.041 pounds of perchlorate into the river, compared to 6,000 to 9,000 
pounds of perchlorate introduced into the river without the proposed project, or about 0.00045% 
to 0.0007% of the potential perchlorate contamination likely without the Proposed Project. 

Such accidental releases would occur only infrequently. New pipeline is expected to have a 
minimum life of 50+ years. There are no activities on the Santa Clara River or the South Fork of 
the Santa Clara River that would damage pipelines under bridge decks and there is very little 
possibility of activities that would damage underground pipelines in roads, rights, of way and/or 
in the few segments of pipe in private property. These pipelines will be recorded in general data 
bases related to utility facilities, and construction in the vicinity will require identification of 
these pipelines prior to any future construction. Accidents from normal levels of activity will 
therefore be rare. 
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Pipelines may fail during seismic events, but automated shut-off valves will limit spills to about 
1 acre-foot. Seismic damage to pipelines is anticipated at some point because the proposed site 
is near the (inactive) San Gabriel Fault and is about 15 miles from the (active) San Andreas 
Fault. The San Andreas Fault has a record of movement on an average of 170 years. Predicting 
earthquake frequency is speculative, but given that the last movement on the San Andreas Fault 
in this region was in J 857 at Fort Tejon there is a realistic potential for a seismic event in the 
project area over the life of the facility. Only one such event may occur, or several events may 
occur. Pipelines are designed to minimize damage; but there is potential for 1-2 spills related to 
accidents and/or seismic events. These spills would release miniscule amounts of perchlorate 
contaminated water when compared to the volume of such water entering the river ecosystem 
system without the Proposed Project. In this context, the potential impacts to biological 
resources associated with accidental or seismically-induced pipeline failure would be considered 
insignificant. 

Further, if spills were to occur in dry periods, they would rapidly percolate into the sandy river 
bed, and it is not likely that they would have immediate effects on nearby downstream plants and 
animals. Temporary installation of a well in the vicinity of the spill could also allow for 
remediation of spills. If spills were to occur in wet periods, then they would be diluted and again 
would have little potential for short term effects on nearby plants and animals, passing 
downstream as surface flow to the ocean. 

With regard to potential impacts on threatened and endangered species in the vicinity of the spill, 
spills from pipel.ine failure and the relatively small volume ofrelease associated with pipelines 
governed by automatic shut-off valves would be no more than about 1 acre-foot. In dry 
conditions this volume would be contained in a small area of dry river bed and would percolate 
into groundwater. In wet conditions, such a small spill would be rapidly diluted. Effects to 
habitat and individuals would be substantially lower than the effects of continued seepage of 
perchlorate into the Santa Clara River system under the without-project condition. 

Potential spills of treated water (cWoramines). 

Spills of chloramine-treated water are also possible and chloramines are known to be toxic to 
fish and may have impacts to other aquatic species. Chloramines are not as persistent in the 
environment as perchlorate and would degrade relatively rapidly during percolation into the 
alluvial aquifer. In addition, potential for chloramine-contaminated spills would not vary as a 
result of the proposed project. The volume of treated water moved in CL WA pipelines for 
delivery to customers would not change as a result of the Proposed Project. In addition, given 
that several older water lines would be replaced by new facilities, the potential for spills and 
subsequent contamination of surface water and groundwater with chlorarnines would be 
marginally reduced by the Proposed Project when compared to the without-project condition. 
Potential impacts of the Proposed Project on the probability and magnitude of chloramine release 
as a result of pipeline failure would be considered beneficial (but not significant). 
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3. Noise and Visual Disturbance Effects 

A number of special-status avian species which may utilize the riparian habitats of the Santa 
Clara River and the South Fork of the Santa Clara River may be sensitive to noise and visual 
disturbance during their nesting season. The nesting season for these species is shown on Table 
8. 

Table 8. Nesting season for special-status avian species (sources: CDFG 2005; USFWS 2005; 
Audubon 2005, Cornell University 2005) 

FEDERAL-
SPECIES STATE NESTING SEASON 

STATUS 
Western vellow-billed cuckoo (Coccvzus americanus occidentalis) TICSC June - August 
Soulhwcstem willow flycatcher (Empidonax trail/ii extimus) E/E Mav-Auirust 
Least Bell's vireo ( Vireo be/Iii nusil/11sl E/E March-early September 
California JmAlcatcher (PolioDtilo cafi(omir:a californica) T/CSC March-August 
CoooeI's hawk (Ai:clplter t:ooperii) -ICSC Aoril-Au1rust 
Sham-shined hawk Uc:ciiiitlfr s1ralllLf) -/CSC Does not breed in project area 
Tricolored blackbird (Al!eiaius tricolor) FSC/CSC March-Julv 
Southern califomia rufous-crowned sporrow (Ai1t1ophila ru/iccps eo11escens) FSC/CSC March-Julv 
Bell's soarrow (Amohisviza be/Ii) FSC/CSC Apri]-Au1rust 
Lon~-cared owl (Asia otus) -/CSC March-August 
Uurrowin,n owl (Atlume cunicularia livp11J?eQ) FSC/CSC April-Julv 
Yellow warbler (Dendroir;o oerediia brewsteri) -/CSC May-AuJ?Ust 
While-tailed kite (Elanris !l!llCltrus) -/FP Feb.- Sept. (peak Mav) 
California homed lark (Eremop/lilo alpeslris acJia) FSC/CSC Late Februarv-June 
Lol!Jicrhcad shrike (Lanius l11dovidanus.) FSC/CSC March-August 
Summer tanager (Piranf!a rubra) -ICSC May-August 

As Table 8 indicates, the nesting/breeding season for special-status birds which may be found in 
the general project area is from March through early September, with the exception of the white­
tailed kite, which may begin breeding in late February and rear nestlings into late September. 
Breeding season varies by location and annually, depending on weather, and the estimates of 
breeding season shown on Table 8 reflect the earliest and latest dates for breeding. The peak 
breeding season for the white-tailed kite, for example, is mid-spring to summer. For all but the 
white-tailed kite, then, the Proposed Project's construction schedule eliminates potential to cause 
noise and visual disturbance during nesting and therefore avoids noise and visual disturbance 
effects on nesting of special-status birds. For white-tailed kite, the Proposed Project may cause 
noise and visual disturbance during periods when the species may occasionally breed, but not 
during any portion of the peak breeding season. 

Several special-status birds are potential year-round residents or winter visitants in the vicinity of 
the Proposed Project west of Interstate 5, including California gnatcatcher, Cooper's hawk, 
tricolored blackbird, southern California rufous-crowned sparrow, Bells sparrow, long-eared 
owl, burrowing owl, yellow warbler, white-tailed kite, California homed lark, loggerhead shrike, 
and summer tanager. None of these species exhibits strong territorial responses during the non­
breeding season. Most of these species are non sensitive to human disturbance during the non-
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breeding season, although the rufous-crowned sparrow and Bell's sparrow are generally sensitive 
to ·noise and human activity. In this portion of the Proposed Project area, however, pipeline and 
well construction would occur during or immediately following the grading of road alignments 
for a subdivision. Pipeline/well construction would therefore be only a minor component of an 
overall disturbance regime and would not in itself cause substantial levels of disturbance. 

Finally, the Proposed Project would not affect special status bat roosting habitats. The only 
potential bat roosting habitat which could occur within proposed construction areas is the 
underdeck of the Bouquet Canyon Bridge, but this structure is currently being improved and no 
roosting is likely to occur prior to initiation of the Proposed Project. Bats may forage over the 
entire Proposed Project area, but construction activity would be limited to daylight hours and 
impacts on bat foraging would be negligible. 

Given the implementation of the mitigation measures described in Section Il(G), no significant 
project effects are anticipated and no further mitigation is required. 

F. Cultural Resources 

The Proposed Project would be considered to have a significant effect on cultural resources if it 
(a) caused a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historic or archeological 
resource, (b) directly or indirectly destroyed a unique paleontological resource, site, or a unique 
geologic feature, ( c) if the project was sited in a manner that would disturb a known burial site or 
( d) buried remains identified during project construction were not treated in a manner consistent 
with applicable law and regulation. 

A cultural resources literature survey was conducted and determined that no known significant 
historic or archeological resources have been found in the Proposed Project area. There are no 
known burial sites in the project area, and most of the proposed project is being constructed in 
areas that have been previously excavated and disturbed. Burials are not likely to be found. If 
burials are found, the implementation of proposed mitigation measures would ensure compliance 
with applicable State and Federal laws. Mitigation measures would be incorporated into 
construction contracts, with independent verification by a qualified archeologist, to ensure 
compliance. 

The monitoring and mitigation measures outlined in Section II(G) would ensure compliance with 
procedures outlined in CEQA Section 15064.5 and would reduce impacts to cultural resources 
resulting from the Proposed Project to a level ofless-than-significant. 

G. Geology and Soils 

The Proposed Project could be considered to have significant impacts related to geology and 
soils if it exposed people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving (a) rupture of a known earthquake fault, (b) strong seismic 
ground shaking, (c) seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, or (d) landslides. 
Significant impacts would also occur if the Proposed Project (a) resulted in substantial soil 
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erosion or the loss of topsoil, (b) was located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that 
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse, (c) was located on expansive 
soil creating substantial risks to life or property or (d) had soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are 
not available for the disposal of waste water. Project effects related to geology and soils are 
described below. 

Based on review of mapping for the City of Santa Clarita, elements of the Proposed Project are 
within a Seismic Hazard Zone, with facilities located near the San Gabriel Fault Zone. All 
project facilities would be designed to comply with standards for construction within such a 
zone. However, there is no physical mechanism by which the Proposed Project could cause or 
contribute to rupture of an earthquake fault, strong seismic ground shaking, seismic-related 
ground failure or liquefaction, or landslides. 

In a seismic-related event, there is a potential for damage to pipelines and the perchlorate 
treatment plant. There is a risk of leakage from the buried pipeline. The risks associated with 
such damage and leakage are substantially reduced because rapid shutdown of pipeline flow and 
treatment plant operation would ensure that pipeline or treatment plant failure would not create a 
significant hazard due to erosion and/or release oflarge quantities of water. Only the amount of 
water contained in the pipelines at the time of damage would escape, and the proposed pipelines 
are relatively small and volumes released would be small . For example, the largest pipeline, a 
39" diameter pipeline approximately 2800 feet in length would hold about 23,900 cubic feet of 
water, less than the volume of a small community swimming pool (a pool 30 x 100 x 8 feet 
deep). With automatic shutdown and the associated reduction in water pressure, drainage from a 
ruptured underground pipe would take several hours and would not create a significant risk. 

The perchlorate treatment plant would be located on/adjacent to stable engineered levees, and 
would be monitored 24 hours a day by staff at the adjacent pumping plant. The perchlorate 
treatment plant can therefore be rapidly shut down should a seismic event result in damage to the 
plant. Secondary containment vessels are designed to retain their integrity during seismic events, 
would prevent mixing of stored chemicals, and therefore reduce the risk of release of hazardous 
materials from perchlorate treatment plant damage to a level of less-than-significant. 

Constructed entirely in existing or planned public rights of way, the Proposed Project would not 
be in a landslide area and would not be affected by landslides. Implementation of best 
management practices incorporated into the project would eliminate potential for substantial soil 
erosion or loss of topsoil. No change in existing uses would result. The project facilities would 
be located under existing roads, in engineered levees, and adjacent to existing facilities. These 
are stable, engineered environments. Soils in the Proposed Project area are sandy loam alluvial 
soils, not expansive clays. The Proposed Project does not involve the use of septic tanks or the 
discharge of wastewater. Further, even if a pipeline were to fail as a result of a seismic event, 
rapid shut-off of flow to the pipeline would eliminate significant erosive flow, and significant 
landslides would not occur. 
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Based on these considerations and implementation of proposed best management practices, the 
Proposed Project has no significant effects and no further mitigation is required. 

H. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

The Proposed Project would have a significant effect related to hazards and hazardous materials 
if it (l) created a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials; (2) created a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into the environment; (3) emitted hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an 
existing or proposed school; ( 4) was located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would 
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment; (5) for a project located within an 
airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 
airport, or public use airport, would result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the 
project area; (6) for a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area; (7) would impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan; or 
(8) would expose people or structures to a significant risk ofloss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands. 

(1) Significant hazards associated with transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials are not 
anticipated. First, construction of the Proposed Project would not involve the use or transport of 
hazardous materials except for fuels, and this transportation would be managed in accordance 
with the most current regulations in effect at the time of construction. Second, the resin units 
used in the proposed perchlorate treatment plant consist of filter units with polymer beads to 
which perchlorate ions bind in a process similar to water softening. These units are stable and 
non-toxic. They would be delivered to the site and collected by the manufacturer or an agent of 
the manufacturer and would be shipped to a proprietary disposal site. Chemical handling for the 
chloramination facilities would be in accordance with best management practices described 
above. Chloramination eliminates the use of free chlorine, and the chemicals utilized (sodium 
hypochlorate and ammonia) would be stored separately, with secondary containment vessels able 
to contain 1.5 times the volume held by the storage tanks . The excellent safety record of 
drinking water treatment facilities in transport and use of water treatment chemicals suggests that 
the poten6al for public exposure to such chemicals is negligible. 

(2-3) The possibility of release of hazardous materials as a result of accident conditions is 
remote. The Proposed Project design incorporates features for handling and transport of 
chemicals used in the water treatment process. Chemicals transported, stored and used in 
chloramination are sodium hypochlorate and ammonia. They would be transported in a manner 
consistent with all safety regulations. They would remain separated and stored in secondary 
containment vessels that preclude leakage even if the primary vessel is damaged. No release of 
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hazardous materials is anticipated. The project is not within 0.25 miles of an existing or 
proposed school. 

(4) The Proposed Project is not located on a hazardous materials site. 

(5-6) The Proposed project is not located within an airport use plan area or 2 miles of a public 
airport and is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip. 

(7) During construction, the Proposed Project would occupy one lane of several multi-lane 
arterial roads for a short period of time, and only outside of peak traffic hours. The Proposed 
Project would comply with City of Santa Clarita policies to ensure that construction does not 
have an effect on emergency response plans or evacuation plans. 

City of Santa Clarita Encroachment Policy (incorporated into the Project description, see 
attached Initial Study) also requires daily backfi11 and re-paving of areas where excavation and 
pipeline placement have been completed. Similar requirements are included in the County of 
Los Angeles Code, Division 1, Title 16. Implementation of this policy means that there would 
be no more than about 200 feet of open trench at any time. In the event of an evacuation 
necessity, the City can immediately notify CL WA and its construction contractor, following 
which the short segment of trench can be rapidly backfilled by the construction crew and road 
function restored. Construction crews retain required steel plates to cover the exposed soils in 
the roadway and can place them rapidly if needed. It is likely that backfill and covering with 
steel plates would occur before significant emergency response or evacuation could be initiated 
or early in the implementation process. As a result, the Proposed Project would not cause a 
significant delay in the implementation of any emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan. 

(8) Review of data from the City of Santa Clarita indicates that none of the Proposed Project 
facilities would be within a fire hazard zone. Constructed entirely within existing or planned 
public roads and trails and existing facilities and constructed in compliance with local fire 
regulations, the Proposed Project facilities would not affect wildland fires. 

Therefore, the Proposed Project, with implementation of best management practices, would have 
a less than significant impact related to hazards and hazardous materials. No additional 
mitigation is required. 

I. Hydrology and Groundwater Quality 

The Proposed Project would have a significant effect on the environment related to hydrology 
and groundwater quality if it (I) violated any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements; (2) substantially depleted groundwater supplies or interfered substantially with 
groundwater recharge; (3) substantially altered the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on-or off-site; ( 4) substantially altered the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or 
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river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would 
result in flooding on- or off-site; ( 5) created or contributed runoff water which would exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff (6) otherwise substantially degraded water quality (7) placed housing 
within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map; (8) placed within a 100-year flood 
hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood flows; or (9) exposed people or 
structures to a significant risk ofloss, injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a 
result of the failure of a levee or dam or inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mud flow. 
The primary purpose of the Proposed Project is to remediate a serious groundwater quality 
problem and prevent further degradation of the Saugus Formation and the Alluvial Aquifer from 
perchlorates. There would be no waste discharges; spent treatment materials would be removed 
from the site and disposed of by the service contractor. Even if there is a pipeline failure, the 
Proposed Project incorporates flow monitoring and control features that would limit discharges 
from the Proposed Project's small diameter pipelines so that only short-term and local discharges 
could occur. Specifically: 

(1) The Proposed Project would comply with all existing water quality standards and would not 
involve discharges to a water body. 

(2) The Proposed Project would protect groundwater water quality production from pre-existing 
wells (which would be relocated to areas where groundwater quality is not impaired). 

(3-4) The footprint of the Proposed Project is small, and even the construction of the longest 
pipeline segment (5610 feet) would temporarily affect less than two acres of flat land (assuming 
an exposed soil area 15 feet wide during excavation and soil stockpiling). During construction, 
the implementation of best management practices, incorporated into construction contracts and 
independently verified by CL WA inspectors, would contain construction-site drainage and no 
substantial change in drainage patterns would occur. The Proposed Project would not 
permanently change topography, slope, or surface conditions and no long-term alteration of 
drainage patterns would occur. The Proposed Project would contain sediments within the 
construction site and discharges to waters of the United States would never approach levels 
requiring a discharge pennit from regulatory agencies such as the US Army Corps of Engineers. 
The Proposed Project would not create or contribute runoff water to storm drains. 

(5) There is no mechanism by which the Proposed Project would create substantial runoff. 
Project facilities will be located in areas that are currently paved and therefore have high runoff 
rates. During construction, runoff will be controlled to prevent erosion of sediment and runoff. 

(6) The Proposed Project would enhance, not degrade water quality. As noted in discussion of 
biological resources (above), automatic shut-off valves will minimize potential for spill of 
perchlorate-contaminated water resulting from accidental pipeline failure. The maximum 
potential spill of about 1 acre-foot would release about 0.04 pounds of perchlorate to 
groundwater compared to the 6,000 to 9,000 pounds of perchlorate removed from groundwater 
by the Proposed Project. 
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(7) The Proposed Project would not affect the location of housing or cause a change in the 
designation of floodplains. 

(8) None of the Proposed Project facilities is located in a manner that would impede or redirect 
flood flows . The Proposed Project facilities would not affect the structure of a levee or dam. 
Only the Proposed Project facilities on the west side of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River 
would be within the 100-year floodplain of this river; they would be buried. They would be 
outside of the portion of the river affected by high velocity flows that may significantly scour 
sediments and thus would not be affected by flooding or affect flood flows. The Proposed 
Project facilities would therefore not affect flood flows or the potential for such flows to affect 
people. 

(9) The Proposed Project is not located in an area where seiche, tsunami, or mudflow would 
occur. 

Based on these considerations, the Proposed Project would not have significant adverse effects 
related to hydrology and groundwater quality and no mitigation is required. 

J. Land Use and Planning 

The Proposed Project could have significant effects on the environment related to land use and 
planning if it (1) physically divided an established community (2) conflicted with any applicable 
land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but 
not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted 
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect; or (3) conflicted with any 
applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. 

There is no mechanism by which the Proposed Project could divide an established community. 
The Proposed Project would be constructed within the constraints of existing roads, trails, and 
water utility facilities and would be consistent with applicable land use plans. No changes in 
land use are anticipated to result from Proposed Project construction or operation. As noted 
above, the Proposed Project would not conflict with any habitat conservation plan or natural 
community conservation plan (none currently exist for the project area). No significant effects 
are anticipated and no mitigation is required. 

K. Mineral Resources 

East of Interstate 5, the Proposed Project is outside of any potential mineral extraction area. 
West oflnterstate 5, the Proposed Project is within the historic Castaic Junction Oil Field, but no 
facilities planned would affect mineral extractions from this field. All Proposed Project facilities 
would be within existing and planned road alignments with the minor exception of pipelines 
under the river, the treatment plant ( on public land), and short sections of pipeline routed around 
commercial buildings. 
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Therefore, the Proposed Project would not adversely affect regional or local mineral resources or 
their extraction. No mitigation is required. 

L. Noise 

The Proposed Project could have significant effects on the environment related to noise if it (1) 
exposed persons to or generated of noise levels in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies; (2) exposed persons to 
or generated excessive groundbome vibration or groundborne noise levels; (3) caused a 
substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project; or (4) caused a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project. The Proposed 
Project is not located in an airport land use plan or in the vicinity of a public or private airport 
and could not affect noise associated with such facilities. 

The City of Santa Clarita has established noise thresholds for specific land uses. Allowable 
daytime noise levels in residential areas and commercial areas are 65 decibels (dBA) and 
80dBA, respectively. In residential/commercial areas, ambient daytime noise is likely to be in 
excess of 75 dBA. The Proposed Project would cause construction noise adjacent to residences 
and businesses in some reaches of the project area: 

• RESIDENTIAL: Along a 5610-foot bike trail west of the South Fork of the Santa Clara 
River; 

• RESIDENTIAL/COMMERCIAL: Along a 1300-foot portion of Magic Mountain 
Parkway east of Valencia Boulevard; 

• COMMERCIAL: Along a 800-foot portion of the west side of Valencia Boulevard; 
• RESIDENTIAL/COMMERCIAL: Along about 3600 feet of bike trail from Valencia 

Boulevard to McBean Parkway, 
• COMMERCIAL: At the CL WA facility at Furnivall and Santa Clara Street, where a 

single new alluvial well would be constructed. 

The Proposed Project will involve use of several pieces of construction equipment at each work 
site, including backhoes, small dozers, small water trucks, small cranes, asphalt paving 
equipment, and associated small machinery and tools. EPA (1971) estimates of noise levels 
from construction equipment are often used as a 1;,asis for impact analysis associated with 
multiple pieces of equipment. These estimates are: 

• 78 dBA to 89 dBA (50 feet) 
• 72 dBA to 83 dBA (100 feet) 
• 66 dBA to 77 dBA (200 feet) 
• 60 dBA to 71 dBA (400 feet) 

The impacts associated with the Proposed Project are likely to fall at the low end of these EPA 
estimates for several reasons. First, since 1971, modem construction equipment design has been 
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Appendix A. 
City of Santa Clarita Encroachment Permit Policy 
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City of Santa Clarita Transportation & Engineering Services 

ENCROACHMENT PERMIT POLICY 

I. GENERAL 

1.1 Encroachment permits are required for all work or placement of objects within the public right­
of-way. Permi ts help to protect the public and the contractor from unsafe conditions, ensure 
proper placement of materials in the right-of-way, prevent obstruction of underground facilities, 
protect against damage to existing facilities, guarantee that the work will be done in accordance 
with all applicable standards and specifications, and establish quality control inspections. 

1.2 The permit assures that all the work will be done in accordance with applicable design and 
construction standards as well as insurance requirements needed to safeguard the public interest. 
Any person working within the public right-of-way must obtain a permit from the City and 
maintain a copy of the permit on site at all times during construction. Failure to obtain an 
encroachment perm.it will result in the assessment of a double fee penalty. 

1.3 If determined necessary by the City, the applicant will be required to submit an encroachment 
permit plan. Depending upon the complexity of the proposed work, a plan may be required to 
provide sufficient detail regarding the horizontal and vertical placement of proposed facilities. 
Information required may include the area of placement, proximity to existing utility lines, safety 
measures needed to safeguard the public, and methods of protection of public and private 
facilities from damage during and after construction. All construction activity must comply with 
requrrements of Dig Alert and California Government Code 4216, Code 71 IO, as outlined in State 
Assembly Bill No. 73, as well as design and coostruction standards approved by the City of Santa 
Clarita. 

1.4 The holder of any encroachment pennit, or any agent or employee working for said permit holder 
on any excavalion, shall inform him/herself and obtain all necessary infonnation as to the 
existence and location of all existing surface and underground facilities. The applicant shall 
protect The City against any damage caused to such structures. The applicant shall be responsible 
for any loss incurred as a result of the work performed under the permit. If the City must take 
immediate action to provide safety for the public or repairs to City property, such repairs shall be 
made or be caused to be made by the City and shall be billed to the applicant. In the event that 
damage occurs to property not under the jurisdiction of the City, the permittee shall be required to 
make repairs to the satisfaction of the facility owner. 
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II. REQUIREMENTS FOR SECURING AN ENCROACHMENT PERMIT 

2.1 Encroachment permit applications may be obtained at the City of Santa Clarita 
Engineering/Planning Counter located on the third floor of City Hall. For your convenience, City 
Hall is located at 23920 Valencia Boulevard. An encroachment permit application may also be 
obtained by calling 661-255-4942. 

2.2 A resident, or contractor acting as an agent, may secure an encroachment permit for work being 
done within the public right-of-way. By signing the encroachment permit application, the 
applicant accepts all responsibility for work associated with that permit. 

2.3 Prior to the issuance of an encroachment permit, the applicant may be required to satisfy some or 
all of the following requirements: 

a. The applicant should be familiar with the type of work or activity planned to occur within 
the public right-of-way or secure the assistance of a qualified agent or contractor to represent the 
applicant. 

b. The applicant should be prepared to discuss with a member of the City's staff at the 
Engineering/Planning Counter at City Hall the type of work planned to take place within the 
public right-of-way. 

c. Depending on the scope and size of the project, some plans may be required. Some work 
may require only an informal drawing, while more complicated work may call for detailed plans 
to be reviewed by the City' s Engineering Division. 

d. A certificate of insurance, with an endorsement naming the City as additionally insured, 
must be submitted with each permit application. 

e. Three sets of plans must be submitted along with an encroachment permit application for 
work including, but not limited to, general construction, tract or parcel map developments, or 
public utilities. 

III. ENCROACHMENT PERMlT REQUIREMENTS 

3.1 All work in the public right-of-way shall be performed in accordance with the City Code, 
standards, policies, and these general provisions, as well as any special provisions attached. All 
work shall be done under the supervision of, and to the satisfaction of, the City Engineer or his 
representatives. 

3.2 All work shall be done in accordance with the latest addition (including addendums) of the 
Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction, unless otherwise specified. 

3.3 All work on City streets, other than travel lanes, shall be done between the hours of7:00 a.m. and 
4:30 p.m. Additional limitations may be applied as circumstances dictate. 

3 .4 The City of Santa Clarita Construction and Engineering Services Division shall be notified at 
least twenty-four (24) hours in advance of the start of work by phoning 661-255-4942. All forms 
for concrete work shall be inspected one hour prior to pour. Should the City inspector find work 
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in progress prior to notification by the applicant and/or a permit not on site during construction, 
work will be stopped until all permit requirements have been met. 

3.5 As required by law the applicant must contact Underground Service Alert (USA): l-800-422-
4133 for underground locating two (2) working days before digging begins. The USA number 
must be attached to or noted on the permit. 

3.6 Upon completion of the work, the applicant shall remove all USA marks. 

3. 7 All excavation work must be in compliance with Cal/OSHA standards. The Cal/OSHA number 
shall be attached to your permit. For questions or concern, contact CAL/OSHA directly at 818-
901-5403 . 

3.8 Construction operations must be conducted in a manner that causes as Jittle inconvenience as 
possible to abutting property owners. Convenient access to driveways, houses, and buildings 
along the area of the work sha]] be maintained at all times unless previously arranged in writing 
with the affected party. Any temporary approaches to crossings or intersecting highways shall be 
pre-approved by the City and kept in good condition. All business establishments or homes 
within 300 feet of this work sha]] be notified 24 hours in advance of any work and shall have 
access during construction at all times. 

3.9 All inspection costs incurred as a result of this work or incidental thereto shall be borne by the 
applicant. Any overtime charges or night work inspections shall also be borne by the applicant. 
The cost for those hours shall be calculated prior to the start of work, with a four-hour minimum 
charge being paid 24 hours in advance of the work being performed. 

3 .10 Any utilities damaged by the applicant or his/her contractor must be repaired or replaced to the 
satisfaction of the owner of the facility at the applicant or contractor's expense. Any trees, 
shrubbery, or landscaping damaged shall be replaced as directed by the City Engineer or his 
representative if owned by the City or the owner if on private property. If any work is being done 
in a Landscape Maintenance District, the applicant or their contractor must notify the City's 
Landscape Maintenance District at 661-286-4005 prior to the start of any work. 

3 .1 1 Debris or spoils: no debris spoils or stockpiling of materials shall be allowed unless specifically 
authorized. Under no circumstances shall material stockpiles be left in the street or on sidewalks 
of the City right-of-way overnight. All proper traffic control devices shall be in place and 
maintained to provide adequate protection for vehicular and pedestrian traffic in accordance with 
the Caltrans Work Area Traffic Control Handbook or as approved by the City Engineer. 

3.12 No above ground structures shall be located in a sidewalk less than six feet (6') in width when 
said sidewalk is adjacent to the curb. Compliance with A.D.A. Standards is required. 

3 .13 Traffic controls within any permit construction zone shall conform to the current State of 
California Manual of Traffic Controls for Construction and Maintenance Work Zones, and/or 
work area traffic control handbook, The Watch Manual. In areas where the above standards do 
not apply, a traffic control plan prepared by a licensed engineer may be required. 

3.14 Lane Closures: a minimum of one, twelve-foot (12') lane in each direction on local streets shall 
be provided for traffic unless otherwise approved by the City Engineer. No lanes will be closed 
before 8:30 a.m. and all lanes will be reopened by 3:30 p.m., unless approved by the City 
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Engineer. If any damage to existing or temporary traffic control equipment occurs, the applicant 
shall bring it to the immediate attention of the Inspector. All work will be suspended until such 
time as the necessary repairs are completed. Public safety shall be the primary consideration at 
all times. 

3.15 All trenches, open holes, and excavations shall be filled, covered, or plated and adequately 
barricaded at the end of each workday, or whenever work is not in progress. 

3 .16 Compaction of trenches in all pavement and traffic areas shall be a minimum ninety percent 
(90%) relative density in the pipe zone and ninety-five percent (95%) in the upper three feet (3 ') 
measured from the pavement sub-grade. Compaction tests are required at locations and depths as 
determined by the City Engineer or his representatives, and shall be performed at the cost of the 
applicant. Compaction of materials in the parkway and sidewalk areas shall be a minimum ninety 
percent (90%) relative density. 

3 .17 Repairs to asphalt concrete pavement shall be made with plant mix surfacing AR-4000. Asphalt 
patches shall be a minimum of four inches (4") but not less than existing pavement, plus one inch 
(I"), and placed on base material a minimum of six inches ( 6") thick. All edges shall be treated 
with tack coat. Base course shall be three-quarters of an inch (3/4") hot mix. The top course 
design shall be approved by the City inspector for the location in question. 

3 .18 All utilities shall be placed with a minimum thirty inches (30") of cover, measured from the flow 
line of the gutter on the low side of the street, except for water and sewer lines. For these 
facilities, the minimum shall be 42 inches (42") from the top of pipe to finish grade or as 
specified by the facility's owner. 

3.19 Excavations in major roadways planned to be left open beyond the normal working hours shall be 
protected by Caltrans approved non-skid steel plates over open excavations. On roadways with 
speed limits of 40 miles per hour or greater, the plates shall be recessed in accordance with 
Caltrans guidelines to provide a smooth transition of traffic movement without bumps. 

3 .20 In roadways with speed limits below 40 mph, steel plates may be utilized for a period not to 
exceed 48 hours without recessing, provided an asphalt transition ramp is installed at a width not 
less 12 inches (12") per inch of plate thickness. (i.e., a 1-1/2" plate requires an 18" transition). 
Should the work extent beyond the 48-hour period, all plating will be recessed as described in 
Section 3.19. 

3.21 Non-compliance with this or other permit conditions will be cause for permit revocation. 

IV. EVENING CONSTRUCTION WORK WITHIN THE PUBLIC RlGHT-OF-WA Y <NlGHT 
WORK) 

4.1 In the event that a contractor, developer, or utility company requests to perform work activities at 
night, considerations must be made for the type of area where the construction will take place (residential, 
commercial, or industrial). Consideration must also be given for the type of street being affected and the 
corresponding volume of traffic. Encroachment permit applicants must meet the following requirements 
prior to the City's approval of a permit for night work. 
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4.2 Considerations for Night Work 

a. Signs are to be posted at each eod of the project area stating the dates and times that night 
work will occur. Signs must be placed as early as possible, but in no instances shall 
notice be given less than 72 hours prior to commencement of work. 

b. Door hangers or letters are to be hand circulated to each resident or business in the 
affected area, with proof of distribution provided to The City Public Works Inspector 72 
hours prior to the start of work. 

c. Traffic plan approval must be obtained from the City's Traffic Engineer prior to the start 
of work. 

4.3 All fees for overtime for City Inspection services must be paid in advance of work. Fees must be 
paid by noon the day prior to the start of work. 

V. 

5.1 

VI. 

6.1 

TRENCH BACK.FILL REQUIREMENTS 

All backfill material shall be as follows: 

a. Pipe zone - One foot (I') of cover over top pipe or conduit with sand or slurry 

b. Trenches thirty inches (30") in depth or more - If suitable native material is available, it 
may be used and compacted in 8-inch (8' ) lifts, and compaction shall be ninety percent 
(90%) relative density. If acceptable native material is not available the contractor shall 
import appropriate material as determined by the City Engineer. Slurry may be used as 
an alternative backfill material. 

c. Trench resurfacing shall be one inch (I") greater in thickness than existing pavement. 

d. The asphalt pavement repair shall be compacted in four-inch ( 4") lifts. Compaction shall 
be ninety-five percent (95%) relative density. 

e. The base section shall match existing or a minimum of eight inches (8") of crushed 
aggregate base, whichever is greater (Section 200-2. l of the Standard Specifications for 
Public Works Constmclion). Base shall be thoroughly compacted in layers not to exceed 
four inches (4") in depth. Compaction tests may be required as determined by the City 
inspector and shall be paid for by the applicant. A copy of such test results shall be given 
to the inspector. Densities shall meet the requirements of Section 300-4-7 and 301-1.3 of 
the Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction. 

f. All trenches crossing travel lanes or in intersections shall be slurry backfilled with a two­
sack per cubic yard cement slurry, from one foot (1 ') above pipe or conduit zone to 
within four inches (4") of finish pavement grade, then capped with AR-4000 asphalt. 

REMOVAL REQUIREMENTS 

Saw Cutting: The contractor must comply with N.P.D.E.S. Regulations at all times. AH water and 
grindings resulting from the saw cut operation shall be removed from the site by vacuum or other 
approved method to prevent materials from entering the storm water system. 
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6.2 Any concrete removed shall be saw cut and replaced score line to score line or full panel, as 
directed by the City Engineer or his representatives. Concrete must be replaced to match existing 
color, finish, and scoring. Pavement to be removed shall be saw cut. Permanent sidewalk, 
parkway, and pavement repairs shall be completed within 30 days of installation of facilities 
covered under the permit. 

6.3 Curb and Gutter Removal and Replacement: Contractor must saw cut curb and gutter at the 

nearest score line or natural joint, and saw cut between the lip of gutter and existing asphalt. 
Where necessary, the contractor shall saw cut between the back of curb and sidewalk. No saw 
cutting shall be done at the shiner unless approved by the City inspector. If curb and gutter is 
removed without damage to the asphalt, contractor may use asphalt edge for the header plate or 
form. Under no circumstances shall concrete be placed against an uneven edge of pavement. 
When joining new curb and gutter to existing curb and gutter, contractor must dowel both 
sections. Concrete shall be class 520-C-2500, concrete. 

6.4 Sidewalk Removal and Replacement: Concrete sidewalks shall be cut to the nearest cold joint or 
score. No partial panel sections will be allowed, all removals and replacements shall consist of 
full panel sections. Sidewalks shall be Class 520-C-2500, concrete four inches (4") thick. 

VII. STORM WATER PERMIT REOUlREMENTS

7.1 The applicant or contractor shall utilize Best Management Practices (BMP's) to minimize to the

Maximum Extent Practicable (MEP) pollutant discharge to the storm drain system. Storm Water
BMP's shall be implemented for all work. BMP's must be installed, which will be monitored to

insure their effectiveness to protect all channels, catch basins, storm drains, and bodies of water
from pollutants. The Contractor shall conduct and schedule operations that minimize and avoid

muddying and silting of channels, drains, and waterways.

VIII. PUBLIC UTIUTY ENCROACHMENT PERMITS

8.1 There are two types of permits for utility companies.

a. Blanket Permits -This permit allows the performance of noninvasive maintenance work,
while maintaining proper traffic control per the Watch Manual, within the public right-of­
way.

b. Annual Open Permit - This permit allows utility companies to perform normal
construction activities that will require inspections such as potholing for utilities, trench
excavation, boring of utilities, installing telephone or television lines, water lines, etc.

8.2 Permits must be pulled thirty (30) days prior to any work, and the notification to the City 
Inspection Division must be made twenty-four (24) hours prior to start of work. A copy of the 
permit must be given to the field crew doing such work. All work must be started and completed 
within thirty (30) days, unless otherwise stated, so all fees can be billed within thirty (30) days 
after construction is completed. 
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a. Exception: In the event of an emergency situation, the utility may act without a 
permit after notifying the City of the emergency and the location of the emergency, 
as well as notifying Dig Alert. The utility company must process an encroachment 
permit within 30 days of repair. Failure to do so will result in the utility being 
charged a double fee. 

8.3 Utility Company Encroachment Permit Billing Process - Upon submittal of an application to the 
City, the process to issue an encroachment pennil will commence. The encroachment permit is 
fo1warded to the City's Construction Services Section. Encroachment pennits will be activated 24 
hours following the date that the applicant requests inspection services to commence. Applicants 
will be charged for each inspection conducted by a City Public Works Inspector at the project. 
Following project completion, the inspector will forward a copy of the encroachment peonit and 
the appHcable inspection charges to the City 's Finance Division for billing processing. The 
City's Finance Division processes utility invoices every thirty (30) days. 

8.4 Except for absolute emergency situations, no utility will be allowed to enter a street for a period 
of five (5) years after an overlay or slurry has been performed. Newly constructed streets shall 
Likewise not be disturbed for lhe same period of time. 

IX. HEAVY EQUIPMENT TRANSPORTATION OR OVERSIZE-LOAD PERMlTS 

9.1 Heavy equipment or trucks hauling in excess of 10,000 cubic yards of material require a 
designated haul route and shall be approved by the City's Planning Division and Traffic Division 
prior to execution. Heavy equipment oversize loads shall confonn to the California Vehicle Code 
as to height, length, width, and axle loads. Vehicles classified as a legal load can be moved in 
daylight hours. Any oversize load must be moved at night and on designated roadways, with a 
CHP/Sheriff and City Public Works Inspector escort through the City. Annual transportation 
permits may be obtained at the City of Santa Clarita, Third Floor, Engineering/Planning Counter. 

X. HIGHWAY CODE ORDINANCE 

10.1 All information contained in this policy shall be in addition to those set forth in Highway Code 
Ordinance 89-20, Title 13 - Division 1. 

S: \ TES\Inspectors\Encroachrnent _ Pennit_policy .doc 
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Appendix B. 
SCAQMD Best Management Practices for Fugitive Dust 

(Rule 403) 
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Appendix B. 
SCAQMD Best Management Practices for Fugitive Dust 

(Rule 403) 
(Adopted May 7, 1976) (Amended November 6, 1992) (Amended July 9, 1993) (Amended 

February 14, 1997) (Amended December 11, l 998)(Amended April 2, 2004) 

RULE 403. FUGITIVE DUST 

(a) Purpose 

The purpose of this Rule is to reduce the amount of particulate matter entrained in the ambient air as a result of 
anthropogenic (man-made) fugitive.dust sources by requiring actions to prevent, reduce or mitigate fugitive dust 
emissions. 

(b) Applicability 

The provisions of this Rule shall apply to any activity or man-made condition capable of generating fugitive dust. 

( c) Definitions 

( l) ACTIVE OPERA TIO NS means any source capable of generating fugitive dust, including, but not I imitcd to, 
earth-moving activities, construction/demolirion activities, disturbed surface area, or heavy-and light-duty vehicular 
movement. 

(2) AGGREGATE-RELATED PLANTS are defined as facilities that produce and I or mix sand and gravel and 
crushed stone. 

(3) AGRICULTURAL HANDBOOK means the region-specific guidance document that has been approved by the 
Governing Board or hereafter approved by the Executive Officer and the U.S. EPA For the South Coast Air Basin, 
the Board-approved region-specific guidance document is the Rule 403 Agriculrural Handbook dated December 
1998. For the Coachella Valley, lhe Board-approved region-specific guidance document is Lhe Rule 403 Coachella 
Valley Agricultural Handbook dated April 2, 2004. 

(4) ANEMOMETERS are devices used to measure wind speed and direct ion in accordance with the performance 
standards, and maintenance and calibration criteria as contained in the most recent Rule 403 Implementation 
Handbook. · 

(5) BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES means fugitive dust control actions that are set forth in Table I of 
this Rule. 

(6) BULK MATERIAL is sand, gravel, soil, aggregate material less than two inches in length or diameter, and 
other organic or inorganic particulate matter. 

(7) CEMENT MANUFACTURING FACIUTY is any facility that has a cement kiln at the facility. 

(8) Cl-fEM[CAL STABILIZERS are any non-toxic chemical dust suppressant which must not be used if 
prohibited for use by the Regional Water Quality Control Boards, the California Air Resources Board, the U .S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA), or any applicable law, rule or regulation. The chemical stabilizers 
shall meet any specifications, criteria, or tests required by any federaJ, state, or local water agency. Unless otherwise 
indicated, the use of a non-toxic chemical stabilizer shall be of sufficient concentration and application frequency to 
maintain a stabilized surface. 
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Unpaved Roads (4a) Water all roads used for any vehicular traffic at least once per every 
two hours of active operations [3 times per normal 8 hour work day]; 
OR 

(4b) Water all roads used for any vehicular traffic once daily and restrict 
(4c) vehicle speeds to 15 miles per hour; OR Apply a chemical stabilizer to 

all unpaved road surfaces in sufficient quantity and frequency to 
maintain a stabilized surface. 

Open storage piles (5a) Apply chemical stabilizers; OR Apply water to at least 80 percent of 
(5b) the surface area of all open storage piles on a daily basis when there is 

evidence of wind driven fugitive dust; OR 
(5c) Install temporary coverings; OR 
(5d) Install a three-sided enclosure with walls with no 

more than 50 percent porosity which extend, at a 
minimum, to the top of the pile. This option may 
only be used at aggregate-related plants or at 
cement manufacturing facilities. 

All Categories (6a) Any other control measures approved by the Executive Officer and the 
U.S. EPA as equivalent to the methods specified in Table 2 may be 
used. 

Earth-moving (lA) Cease all active operations; OR Apply water to soil not more than 15 
(2A) minutes orior to moving such soil. 

Disturbed surface areas (OB) On the last day of active operations prior to a weekend, holiday, or 

Unpaved roads 

Open storage piles 

Paved road track-out 

All Categories 

(18) any other period when active operations will not occur for not more 
(2B) than four consecutive days: apply water with a mixture of chemical 
(3B) stabilizer diluted to not less than 1/20 of the concentration required to 
(4B) maintain a stabilized surface for a period of six months; OR Apply 

chemical stabilizers prior to wind event; OR Apply water to all 
unstabilized disturbed areas 3 times per day. If there is any evidence 
of wind driven fugitive dust, watering frequency is increased to a 
minimum of four times per day; OR Take the actions specified in 
Table 2, Item (3c); OR Utilize any combination of control actions 
(18), (2B), and (3B) such that, in total, these actions apply to all 
disturbed surface areas. 

(IC) Apply chemical stabilizers prior to wind event; OR Apply water twice 
(2C) per hour during active operation; OR Stop all vehicular traffic. 
(3C) 
(ID) Apply water twice per hour; OR Install temporary coverings. 
(2D) 
(lE) Cover all haul vehicles; OR Comply with the vehicle freeboard 
(2E) requirements of Section 23114 of the California Vehicle Code for both 

oublic and private roads. 
(IF) Any other control measures approved by the Executive Officer and the 

U.S. EPA as equivalent to the methods specified in Table 3 may be 
used. 
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Appendix C. 
USFWS List of Special Status Species with Potential to Occur in the 

Santa Clarita Valley 
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SCIENTIFIC NAME/ STATUS HABITAT ANO REGIONAL OCCURRENCE 
COMMON NAME FED/STATE 

CNPS 
State or FedeniUy Listed Si>«les 

PLANTS 
Astragalus brauntonii E/-/1B Recently burned chaparral vegetation, limestone soils; known 
Braunton's milk-vetch from Simi Hills, Santa Monica Mountains. 

Berberis nevinii E/E/1B Coastal scrub and chaparral along sandy washes; 
Nevin's barberry scattered occurrences in Transverse Ranites. 
Brodiaea fi/ifolia T/E/IB Vernal pools, recently rediscovered in Los Angeles 
Thread-leaved brodiae11 County (1996). 
Dodecahema leptoceras E/E/1B Restricted to alluvial fan sage scrub; known from SantaClara 
Slender-homed soinellower River tributaries. 
Navarretia fossa/is T/-/18 Chenopod scrub, shallow fresh water marshes, and 
Soreadine: navarretia vernal pools; reported from C ruzan Mesa. 
Orcuttia californica E/E/IB Vernal pools; historic and recent records from Cruzan Mesa. 
California Orcutt grass 

ANIMALS 
Bufo califomicus E/CSC Sandy stream terraces with closed canopies and grassy 
Arroyo toad groundcover next to perennial stream. Primarily in 

Ventura and northern Los Angeles counties: Santa Clara River. 
Buteo swainsoni -rr Forages over grasslands, savannas, and open areas. Nests in 
Swainson's hawk scattered trees near open areas. Nesting rare in Southern 

California. Possible as brief migrant, not likely to breed. 

Catostomus santaanae T/CSC Found in flowing streams with coarse substrate and little 
Santa Ana sucker modification or pollution. Present in Santa Clara River but may 

have hybridized with the introduced Owens sucker. 
Coccyzus americanus occidentalis -IE Riverine woodlands, thickets, and farms. Known to occur in the 
Western yellow-billed cuckoo reeion. 
Empidonax trailii extimus E/E Dense willow thickets near slow-moving streams. Nests along 
Southwestern willow flycatcher Santa Clara River and other larl!.e streams. 
Falco peregrinus anatum DM/E Forages over open areas, especially over water. Nests on cliffs 
American peretrine falcon with small caves. 
Gasterosteus aculeatus wil/iamsoni E/E Unarmored threespine stickleback Found in streams and pools 

with flowing water and emergent vegetation. Inhabits Santa Clara 
River. 

Gymnogyps californianus E/E Open savannahs and grassland. Nests on cliffs with small caves. 
California condor Possibly forages over open areas. 
Polioptila californica californica T/CSC Inhabits coastal sage scrub. Scattered observations 
Coastal California imatcatcher lhrOUl!hout the area. 
Rana aurora draytonii T/CSC Inhabits unpolluted freshwater streams and marshes with emergent 
California red-legged frog aquatic vegetation such as tules, bulrushes, or cattails. Known 

from Piru Creek, San Fnmcisquito Creek· possible elsewhere. 
Vireo be/Iii pusil/us E/E Extensive, dense willow riparian thicket. Nests along Santa Clara 
Least Bell's vireo River and other laree streams. 

Federal and State.Soeclal Status Soeclcs and CN PS Liits I and 2 Snecies that Cou.ld Be EHl!Jble for Llstine 
PLANTS 

Colochort11s c/avatus var. graci/is -/-/18 Foothill canyons in chaparral; occurs in San Gabriel Mountains. 
Slender mariposa lily 
Ca/ochortus p/ummerae -/-/lB Chaparral, other habitats, usually on granitic soils; 
Plummer's marioosa lilv Transverse and Peninsular Ranl!.es 
Chorizantlre porryi var. fernandina FL/SL/18 Sand/gravel washes in coastal scrub; historically near Castaic, 
San Fernando Valley soineflowcr Newhall; recently discovered in Simi Hills. 
Deinandra (= Hemizonia) -/R/18 Rocky areas in chaparral, coastal scrub; common in Santa Susana 
minthornii Pass. 
Santa Susana tarolanl 
Many-stemmed dudleya -/-/18 Grassland and scrub habitats, associated with rock outcrops on 

clay soils: known east of Simi Valley. 
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Dud/eya multicaulisGa/ium grande -/-/18 Lower montane coniferous forest, south slope of San Gabriel 
San Gabriel bedstraw Mountains. 
Opuntia basilaris var. brachyclada -/-/1 B Dry slopes in chaparral (at higher elevations than on project site); 
Short-joint beavertail known from Santa Susana Pass. 

ANIMALS 
Accipiter cooperii -/CSC Heavily wooded, semi-open areas, breeds in riparian and oak 
Cooper's hawk woodlands. Known to occur throughout the region. 

Accipiter striatus -/CSC Uncommon migrant and winter visitor in heavily wooded semi-
Sharp-shinned hawk open areas. Mostly likely during winter, unlikely breeder. 

Age/aius tricolor FSC/CSC Freshwater marshes and riparian scrub. Few occurrences in region. 
Tricolored blackbird 
Aimophila n,jiceps canescens FSC/CSC Generally, steep, rocky areas within coastal sage scrub and 
Southern California rufous crowned chaparral, often with scattered bunches of grass; prefers relatively 
sparrow recently burned areas. Observed on Newhall Ranch; locally . common. 
Amphispiza be/Ii FSC/CSC Dense, dry chamise chaparral and coastal slopes of coastal sage 
Bell's sparrow scrub. Locally common. 

Annie/la pu/chra pulchra FSC/CSC Several habitats but especially in coastal dune, valley foothill, 
Silvery legless lizard chaparral, and coastal scrub habitats; loose sandy soil. Known to 

occur throughout the region. 
Antrozous pallidus -/CSC Forages in open areas; roosts in rock crevices and caves. 
Pallid bat 
Aquila chrysaetos -ICSC Mountains, deserts, and open country. Suitable nest habitat is 
Golden eagle primarily cliffs and rocky ledges, sometimes trees, and 

occasionally ground and man-made structures. Occasionally 
observed in the region. 

Asio otus -/CSC Riparian and live oak woodlands. Known to occur in 
Long-eared owl reeion. 
Athene cunicularia hypugea FSC/CSC Dry grasslands, desert habitats, open pinyon-juniper, 
Burrowing owl ponderosa pine woodlands below 5,300 feet elevation; 

berms, ditches, and grasslands adjacent to rivers, 
agricultural, and scrub areas. Occasional visitor. 

Buteo regalis --/CSC Rivers, lakes, and coasts; open tracts of sparse shrubs and 
Ferruginous hawk grasslands, and agricultural areas during winter. Rare migrant 

through region. 
Circus cyaneus -/CSC Forages in marshes and grassy meadows; uncommon; 
Northern harrier occasionally fora11:es over open desert and brushlands. 
Cnemidophorus tigris multiscutalus FSCI- Arid and semi-arid desert to open woodlands, where 
Coastal western whiptail vegetation is sparse; loose soils in chaparral and scrub 

habitats. Known to occur throughout the region. 
Dendroica petechia brewsteri -/CSC Inhabits willow-riparian habitats. Numerous records from region. 
Yellow warbler 
Elanus leucurus -/FP Forages in meadows and open areas. Nests in riparian 
Wh ite-tailcd kite woodland. Nesting in woodlands along Santa Clara River, Live 

Oak Springs and Placerita Canyon; near Pico Canyon; common 
locally. 

Eremophi/a alpestris actia FSC/CSC Open grasslands, fields, and agricultural areas. Known to occur 
California homed lark throughout the relrion. 
Euderma maculatum FSC/CSC Deserts, scrublands, chaparral, and coniferous woodlands. At least 
Spotted bat one record from the region. 
Eumops perotis ca/ifornicus FSC/CSC Forages over chaparral and grasslands; roosts in rock crevices and 
Greater western mastiff-bat old buildings. 
Falco mexicanus -/CSC Forages in dry open habitat. Nests on cliffs with potholes. Known 
Prairie falcon to breed in area. 
Felis concolor -/CSC Rare residents of rugged terrain with dense cover, forages over 
Mountain lion large area. Tracks observed in Newhall Ranch area and presumed 

to occasionally foraite at this site. 
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Gila orculli FSC/CSC Adapted to the warm fluctuating streams of the Los Angeles Plain. 
Arroyo chub Prefers the slowest moving sections of stream where bottom is 

sand or mud. Inhabits Santa Clara River and Castaic Creek. 
/cteria virens -/CSC Prefer dense willow-riparian habitats. At least one record from 
Yellow-breasted chat San Francisouito Creek. 
Jxobrychus exilis hesperis -/CSC Emergent wetlands of cattails and tules. Records from the Santa 
Western least bittern Clara River. 
Lanius ludovicianus FSC/CSC Open grassland, savannas, and chaparral. Fairly common. 
Lo£gerhead shrike 
Lepus californicus bennellii FSC/CSC Open brushlands and scrub habitats between sea level and 4,000 
San Diego black-tailed feet elevation. Known to occur in region. 
jackrabbit 

Macrotus californicus FSC/CSC Desert riparian, desert wash, desert scrub, desert succulent shrub, 
California leaf-nosed bat alkali desert scrub, and palm oasis. Roosts in tunnels, caves and 

possible buildings and bridges. Becoming rare locally. 

Myotis thysanodes FSC/- Dry, rocky habitats/caves, crevices in rocks, arid hobitals, 
Frinl!ed mvotis chaoarral. Known to occur in renion. 
Myotis yumanensis FSC/CSC Open forests and woodlands with water are optimal but uses a 
Yuma myotis variety of habitats. Known to occur in region. 

Neotoma lepida inlermedia FSC/CSC Dense riparian and chaparral. Observed on Newhall Ranch and 
San Diego desert woodrat likelv elsewhere. 
Phrynosoma corona/um FSC/CSC Scrubland, grassland, coniferous forest, broad-leaf 
Coast homed lizard woodlands; sandy loose soils in chaparral scrub and 

washes. Known to occur throughout the region. 

Onychomys torridus Ramona FSC/CSC Grasslands, desen areas, especially scrub with friable soils. 
Southern grasshopper mouse Recorded in Soledad Canyon. 
P/ecotus townsendii pa/lescens FSC/CSC Forages in forests, woodlands, grasslands, and open areas; roosts 
Pale Townsend's bin-cared bat in caves and man-made structures. 
Piranga rubra -/CSC Cottonwood-willow woodland and riparian scrub. Record from 
Summer tanager Santa Clara River near Lann. 
Salvadora hexalepis virgultea FSC/CSC Found in coastal chaparral, desert scrub, washes, sandy 
Coast patch-nosed snake flats, and rocky areas. Barren creosote bush desert flats. 

Sagebrush semi-deserts; sea level to 7,000 feet. Known to occur 
1hrou1?hout the ree.ion. 

Scaphiopus hammondii FSC/CSC Lowland washes, floodplains , temporary ponds and vernal pools. 
Western spadefoot toad Observed in Potrero Canyon Pond (Aspen 1996) and likely 

elsewhere. 

Strix occidentalis occidentalis -/CSC Oak and oak-conifer habitats. Reported within the region. 
California spotted owl 
Taxidea tarns -/CSC Open areas with sandy soils. 
American bade.er 
Thamnophi.1· hammondii FSC/CSC Riparian and freshwater marshes with perennial water .. 
Two-striped itartcr snake Several records within the region. 
Somu: CDFO (2004), USFWS (200S). CNPS (2P0J). Aspen Environmental Group (1996), Hickman (1993), PCR (2000), and County of 
Los Angeles (1996). 
Status, Federal: 

E = Listed as Endangered. 
T = Listed as Threatened. 
FL = Federal Candidate for Listing. 
DM = Delisted Taxon, Recovered, Being Monitored First 5 Years 
State: 
E = Listed as Endangered. 
R = Listed as Rare. 
SL = State Candidate for Listing. 
CSC = California Species of Special Concern. 
CNPS: 
I B = List 1B - Plants rare and endangered in California and elsewhere 
4 • List 4 - A watch list, 11l11n1s oflimited distribu1ion 
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AppendixD. 
Aerial Photograph of location of arroyo toads and southwestern pond 

turtles in 2003 surveys, from Cadre Environmental, 2004 

CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration Project 
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Arroyo Toad Focused Surveys 2003 
Santa Clara River, Santa Clarita - California CADRE 
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Appendix E. 
(CEQA Appendix G) 

Environmental Checklist 

CLWA Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration Project 
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1. Project title: 

CEQA Appendix G 
Environmental Checklist 

Castaic Lake Water Agency, Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 

2. Lead agency name and address: 

Castaic Lake Water Agency 
27234 Bouquet Canyon Road 
Santa Clarita, CA 91350-2173 

3. Contact person and phone number: 

Mr. Ken Petersen, 661-513-1260 

4. Project location: 

The project is located in the City of Santa Clarita and on lands west of the City of Santa Clarita and 
southwest of Magic Mountain Amusement Park. 

5. Project sponsor's name and address: 

Castaic Lake Water Agency 
27234 Bouquet Canyon Road 
Santa Clarita, CA 91350-2173 

6. General plan designation: NA 

7. Zoning: NA 

8. Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not 
limited to later phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features 
necessary for its implementation. Attach additional sheets if necessary.) 

The purpose of the proposed Castaic Lake Water Agency Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and 
Restoration Project (Proposed Project) is to prevent further perchlorate contamination of groundwater 
basins in the Santa Clarita Valley originating at an historic weapons manufacturing site located east of the 
South Fork of the Santa Clara River near the confluence of the South Fork and the Mainstem Santa Clara 
River. The Proposed Project will intercept the existing plume of perchlorate in the Saugus Formation 
groundwater and pump the contaminated water from intercepting wells to a new treatment plant, where 
perchJorate wilJ be removed and the treated water utilized as part of Castaic Lake Water Agency's 
(CL WA) drinking water supply. 

The Proposed Project would involve (a) modification of existing production wells, (b) construction and 
operation of new monitoring and production wells, ( c) modification of existing pipelines and construction 
of new pipelines, ( d) construction of a new, modular perchlorate water treatment plant, and ( e) closing of 
existing production wells. 

CEQA Appendix G E-1 
CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
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The Propose Project has two interrelated elements. First, there are facilities for the containment and 
treatment of perchlorate-contaminated groundwater. Second, there are service restoration facilities to 
replace and relocate existing facilities which must be closed or modified to accomplish the containment 
program objectives. Except for pipelines under the decking of two bridges, all pipelines will be buried. 
The Proposed Project incorporates a number of conservation/impact minimization measures into its 
project description, including measures related to: 

• Facility Siting 
• Construction Schedule 
• River Crossings 
• Best Management Practices, Construction in Roads 
• Best Management Practices, Construction in Bike Trails 
• Aesthetic Treatment of the Treatment Facility 
• Air quality 
• Noise 
• Biological Resources 
• Water Quality 
• Cultural Resources 

As appropriate, these conservation/impact minimization procedures will be incorporated into construction 
contracts and performance will be independently verified by CL WA and/or qualified monitors. These 
elements of the project, described in full in the attached Initial Study, result in reduction of potential 
environmental impacts to a level of less-than-significant. In addition, CL WA proposes an additional site­
specific monitoring and mitigation measure related to noise that may be implemented if on-site 
monitoring determines that minimization measures have not reduced noise levels to the desired levels. 

The Proposed Project is described in greater detail in the attached Initial Study. 

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings: 

All containment element facilities and some service restoration facilities will be constructed within public 
rights-of-way (roads, paved bike trails, and existing CLWA facility sites) in the urbanized area of the City 
of Santa Clarita near the confluence of the Santa Clara River Mainstem and the South Fork of the Santa 
Clara River. In addition, two new production wells, a small chlorarnination facility, and about 3000 feet 
of buried pipeline will be constructed outside of the City of Santa Clarita, along existing and planned 
roads (Magic Mountain Parkway and its planned extension) west of Interstate 5. Within the City of Santa 
Clarita, the project will occur in an urban setting, with all project facilities located in or adjacent to 
development. To the west oflnterstate 5, the Proposed Project will be within a planned development. 

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing 
approval, or participation agreement.) 

City of Santa Clarita 
County of Los Angeles 
California Department of Fish and Game 
United States Department of Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service 
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U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers 
California Department of Health Services 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 
involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the 
checklist on the following pages. 

[8] Aesthetics (mitigated to less than significant) 

D Agriculture Resources (less than significant effects) 

IRJ Air Quality (mitigated to less than significant) 

[8] Biological Resources (mitigated to less than significant) 

[8] Cultural Resources (mitigated to less than significant) 

[8] Geology/Soils (mitigated to less than significant) 

[8] Hazards & Hazardous Materials (mitigated to less than significant) 

[8] Hydrology/Water Quality (mitigated to less than significant) 

D Land Use/Planning (less than significant effects) 

D Mineral Resources (less than significant effects) 

00 Noise (mitigated to less than significant) 

D Population/Housing (less than significant effects) 

D Public Services (less than significant effects) 

D Recreation (less than significant effects) 

lRJ Transportation/Traffic (mitigated to less than significant) 

D Utilities/Service Systems (less than significant effects) 

D Cumulative Impacts (less than significant effects) 

D Mandatory Findings of Significance (less than significant effects) 

DETERMINATION: 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

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

The Castaic Lake Water Agency Board of Directors finds that although the proposed 
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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. 

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

D 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. 

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

11· .. 
c:::-=-( -"'·~ ~ Y L~ b ,j~ 

Signature: - G u vL - ,__ · Date: August 5, 2005 

Dan Masnada, General Manager 
Printed Name For: Castaic Lake Water Agency 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (See also attached Initial Study) 

I. AESTHETICS: Would the project: 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact 0 No Impact 

All above-ground project facilities have been sited at or adjacent to existing CL WA facilities or outside of 
a public viewshed. As a result of siting, above-ground facilities will therefore not affect a scenic vista. 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact f No Impact 

No scenic resources will be affected. The Proposed Project facilities will be constructed within an urban 
commercial matrix or have otherwise been disturbed by past activity, such as oil exploration. 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

Above ground facilit ies which may be viewed by the public will be designed to be consistent with 
adj acent architecture and land uses . No change in the existing visual character of the site will occur. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 No Impact 

Only the proposed modular perchlorate treatment plant will be lighted. The facility is in an area already 
lighted by an adjacent pumping plant, a storage facility, and a large home improvement store with 
parking-lot lighting. The modular perchlorate treatment plant will have lighting at its entrance, its lights 
will be directed away from the bike path between it and the Santa Clara River, and there wi U be landscape 
screening between it and the Santa Clara River. No Lighting impacts on this viewsbed will occur. 
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II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: 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 Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on 
agriculture and farmland. Would the project: 
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

No farmland is affected by the Proposed Project. 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

No farmland is affected by the Proposed Project. 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

Agricultural water uses and volumes will not be affected; the project will not cause conversion of 
fannJand to other uses. No impacts will occur. 

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

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project facilities will not emit criteria pollutants. The Proposed Project is consistent with 
the rules of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) and its Basin Plan. 

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected 
air quality violation? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 No Impact 
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In the long-term, the Proposed Project will not emit criteria pollutants (volatile organic compounds or 
ozone). No long-term operational effect is therefore anticipated. 

Proposed Project construction may result in short-term generation of fugitive dust but the project 
incorporates City of Santa Clarita and SCAQMD best management practices for fugitive dust control (See 
attached Initial Study). These best management practices will be incorporated into construction contracts. 
In addition, the total area of soil exposed at any time during construction will be small ( < 0.2 to 0.5 
acres). Exposed areas will be repaved as construction proceeds. Construction contracts will specify that 
all construction equipment be equipped with current emissions reduction technology and will be inspected 
at manufacturer-recommended intervals to ensure that it is working properly. 

The construction schedule reduces potential for lhe Proposed Project to contribute to violation of air 
quality standards. Construction will occur in the faJI and winter, when air quality in Los Angeles County 
is generally better due to prevailing winds from the west and reduced sunlight/ozone creation. 

The small size of the Proposed Project, the implementation of best management practices, compliance 
with SCAQMD and City of Santa Clarita regulations, and construction scheduling reduce the potential for 
the Proposed Project to contribute to an air quality violation to less-than-significant. 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air 
quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

I Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 No Impact 

The Proposed Project, including the modular perchlorate treatment plant and the chloramination facilities, 
is essentially a closed system and will not generate emissions. The construction project will generate 
some fugitive dust (particulates) and ozone precursors from operation of construction equipment. 

Regarding fugitive dust, the exposed construction area at any given time will not be greater than about 0.2 
to 0.5 acres and besl management practices, such as watering and suspension of construction during 
periods of high wind, will be incorporated into construction contractors to minimize potential for fugitive 
dust generation on this small area. The magnitude of these effects is less-than-significant when compared 
to fugitive dust generated by exposed soils in the Santa Clara River bed and adjacent levees in the 
Proposed Project Area. The dry river bed and levees constitute about 160 to 200 acres, much of this area 
exposed fine sediment deposited as river flow declines. At a maximum, then, the Proposed Project could 
increase wind blown dust in the project area by about 0.02 percent. Given mitigation proposed, the actual 
contribution of the Proposed Project to fugitive dust will be lower. Following construction, project sites 
will be repaved and no long-term fugitive dust will be generated. A short-term increase in wind-blown 
dust of0.02 percent or less would probably not be detectable and would not be considered cumulatively 
considerable. 

Regarding emissions from construction equipment, construction equipment will consist of a backhoe, a 
small dozer for grading, a small crane, a small water truck, a generator, paving equipment, and other 
pieces of small equipment. Assuming operation of 5-6 individual pieces of construction equipment and 
comparing this to the emissions from car and truck traffic on only major roads in the vicinity of the 
project, vehicle emissions from this equipment will constitute a small fraction of total emissions. As 
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noted in Section III(D) of the Initial Study (attached), average daily traffic volume on the 6 major arterials 
in the Proposed Project area (not including Interstate 5) is over 200,000 cars and trucks per day. The City 
of Santa Clarita notes that these average daily traffic volumes vary. Within this context, emissions from 
construction equipment would fall within the range of daily variability related to emissions from traffic 
and would not be considered "cumulatively considerable." 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

This is a small project using conventional construction equipment. It will not generate substantial 
pollutant concentrations. See ( c) above. 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? 

.D Potentially Significant Impact □ Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I Less Than Significant Impact D No Impact 

Proposed Project pipelines will involve repaving ofroads and paved bike trails. This may create odors 
from asphalt use. Given that the project pipelines will be constructed at a rate of about 200 feet per day, 
no individuals will be subject to these common construction odors for more than 1-3 days. This is 
equivalent to a normal neighborhood street repair operation and is not considered a significant impact. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse impact, either directly or through habitat modifications, on 
an species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by California Department of Fish and Game or 
US Fish and Wildlife Service? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D No Impact 

The Proposed Project has been sited to avoid direct impact to wildlife and fish habitat and Proposed 
Project scheduling of facilities west of Interstate 5 provides for construction following initial grading for 
proposed development; no fish or wildlife habitat will be taken by the project. There will be no habitat 
for special status species affected by the Proposed Project. Pipelines crossing rivers will be constructed in 
dry conditions, without open trenching and/or by placing the pipeline under the decking of existing 
bridges. If construction equipment is used in the river bed beneath a bridge, this will be done in dry 
conditions, using best management practices for avoidance and minimization of fuel and oil spills during 
construction, and will occur in an area with no riparian vegetation. 

The Proposed Project schedule effectively eliminates potential for the Proposed Project to affect nesting 
of special-status birds in adjacent habitats, because the project will be constructed out of the nesting 
season. No avian habitat will be affected by the project. 

The Proposed Project has been sited to minimize potential for special-status terrestrial species to access 
the construction site. Within the City of Santa Clarita, there is virtually no wildlife habitat adjacent to the 
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construction site, and construction is isolated from any such habitat by the levees of the Santa Clara 
Mainstem and South Fork of the Santa Clara River. The fall-winter construction schedule eliminates 
potential for terrestrial species nesting to be indirectly affected by noise and visual disturbance associated 
with construction activity. Implementation of best management practices incorporated into the project 
will further reduce potential for incidental terrestrial wildlife access to the active construction zone. 

For project elements west of Interstate 5, CL WA will initiate construction following proposed grading of 
roads and other infrastructure associated with an unrelated subdivision. This is necessary because grading 
of such roads and adjacent lands for construction may involve significant excavation below existing 
grade. CL WA actions related to these elements of the proposed project will therefore occur during the 
construction period for these roads and other infrastructure. In the interim, CL WA wi11 meet service 
restoration objectives using SWP water supplies and the Proposed Project facilities constructed east of 
Interstate 5. 

There is a potential for a perchlorate spill during conveyance to the treatment plant resulting from 
accidental or seismically-related pipeline failure. Given new pipeline and a project life of 50+ years, the 
potential for a spill is small and the volume spiUed would be equal to less than 0.00 I¾ of the volume of 
perchlorate-contaminated water that would otherwise reach the alluvial aquifer and then become surface 
flow further downstream. Potential effects of a spill on wildlife would be minimal because (a) slow 
release from a ruptured pipeline fitted with automatic shut-off valves would percolate into groundwater 
rapidly (in dry conditions) or be rapidly diluted (during wet conditions). In the context of the No Project 
Alternative, with the mitigation provided by automatic shut-off valves, the significance ofa potential spill 
is less than significant. 

A similar spill of chloramine-treated water from treated-water pipelines is also possible. The proposed 
Project probably reduces this potential because (a) new pipeline will be constructed and will replace 
segments of older pipeline nearing the end of its useful life and (b) the volume of chloramine-treated 
water used would not change as a result of the Proposed Project because it only replaces existing capacity. 

In summary, (a) the Proposed Project will not involve take offish or wildlife habitat and, (b) as a result of 
project scheduling, no threatened, or endangered bird species will be in the project area during 
construction, and (c), as a result of-implementation of avoidance and minimization measures, the project 
will be isolated from the riverine habitat of other threatened and endangered species. With siting, 
scheduling and other proposed mitigation, biological impacts will be less than significant. 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact D No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not affect riparian or other habitats because, as part of mitigation, it has been 
sited to avoid such effects. 
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c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? 

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project does not occur where these habitats are found. Construction of the pipeline under 
the Bouquet Canyon Bridge will be under dry conditions and no discharge or habitat alteration will occur. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

Except at the bridge crossing of the Santa Clara River Mainstem, the Proposed Project does not occur 
where wildlife movement would be affected. In this highly disturbed area, wildlife movement along the 
Santa Clara River would generally occur at night, after all construction activity had been ceased and all 
construction materials had been removed from the area under the bridge. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

Because Proposed Project facilities will be constructed within existing road and/or bike path rights of 
way, and all of these rights-of-way are paved or otherwise disturbed, the Proposed Project will not affect 
protected resources or be in conflict with any local protection policies. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project has no potential effects on wildlife habitat and will not conflict with any current 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Communities Conservation Plan, or other approved plan. 
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as 
defined in § 15064.5? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

Based on a cultural resources literature search, no known significant historic resource occurs within the 
Proposed Project area. No change in the significance of an historical resource would occur. 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

Because there are no known archeological resources in the Proposed Project area, the Proposed Project 
will not affect the significance of a known archcological resource. 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

D less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

There are no known paleontological resources in the Proposed Project area. The Proposed Project 
excavations will be less than 10 feet deep, in soils that have been subject to scour and deposition. 
Relatively young alluvial soils are not likely to contain unique paleontological resources. The project 
occurs in a disturbed floodplain; no unique geologic features exist in the Proposed Project action area. 
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

D Potentially Significant Impact I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact D No Impact 

Per the Initial Study, there are no known burial sites in the project area, and most of the proposed project 
is being constructed in areas that have been previously excavated and disturbed. Burials are not likely to 
be found. If burials are found, the implementation of proposed mitigation measures (Initial Study, 
attached) will ensure compliance with applicable State and Federal laws. Mitigation measures will be 
incorporated into construction contracts, with independent verification by a qualified archeologist. 
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project: 

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving: 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not alter the physical environment in a manner that would affect seismic 
processes. The Proposed Project will be monitored during operation, and flow in pipelines shut down in 
the event that seismic shaking causes a pipeline or other facility failure. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will be monitored during operation and flow in pipelines shut down in the event 
that seismic shaking causes a pipeline or other facility failure. No adverse effect is anticipated. 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

D Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I Less Than Significant Impact D No Impact 

In the event of seismic-related ground failure, rapid shut down of pipeline flow will ensure that pipeline 
failure will not create a significant hazard due to erosion and/or release oflarge quantities of water. The 
perchlorate treatment plant will be located on/adjacent to stable engineered levees, and will be monitored 
24 hours a day by staff at the adjacent pumping plant. The perchlorate treatment plant can therefore be 
rapidly shut down should a seismic event result in damage to the plant. Secondary chemical containment 
vessels are capable of holding any chemicals released during a seismic event. 

iv) Landslides? 

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

To be constructed within existing or planned public rights of way, the Proposed Project will not be in a 
landslide area and will not create conditions likely to lead to landslides. During operation, rapid shut 
down of pipeline flow will ensure that pipeline failure could not create erosion or other adverse effects 
likely to cause, or exacerbate the effects of, a landslide. 
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b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 0 No Impact 

Impl ementation of best management practices will contain soil from excavations within the project right­
of-way and eliminate potentia l for substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil. Post-construction repaving 
and planting will return roads, bike trails, and adjacent landscaping to pre-project conditions. 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The project faci lities will be located under existing roads, in engineered levees, and adjacent to existing 
facilities. These arc stable, engineered environments. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

Soils in the Proposed Project area are sandy loam alluvial soils, not expansive clays. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project does not involve the use of septic tanks or the discharge of wastewater. 

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project: 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D No Impact 

Significant hazards associated with transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials are not anticipated. 
The resin units used in the proposed perchlorate treatment plant consist of polymer resin beads to which 
perchlorate ions bind in a process similar to water softening. These polymer resin beads are stable and 
non-toxic. The new resin units will be delivered to the site and spent resin units will be collected by the 
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manufacturer or an agent of the manufacturer and will be transported to a proprietary solid waste 
incineration facility. Chemicals utilized in chloramination will be handled in a manner consistent with 
current regulations and stored with secondary containment vessels. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

□ No Impact 

The possibility of release of hazardous materials as a result of accident conditions is remote. The 
Proposed Project design incorporates features for handling and transport of chemicals used in the water 
treatment process. Chemicals transported, stored, and used in chloramination are sodium hypochlorite 
and a~Ous ammonia. They will be transported in a manner consistent with all safety regulations. They 
will remain separated and stored in secondary containment vessels that preclude leakage even if the 
primary vessel is damaged. With appropriate handling and transport of materials and use of containment 
vessels during operations, no release of hazardous materials is anticipated. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-qu~rter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

D Potentially Significant Impact □ Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

Chemicals transported, stored, and used in chloramination are sodium hypochlorite and aqueous 
ammonia. The proposed treatment facilities are not within 114th of a mile of a school. 

d) Be located on a site which Is Included on a 11st of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and. as a result, would it create a 
significant hazard to the pubHc or the environment? 

D Potentially Significant Impact □ Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project is not located at a hazardous materials site. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project 
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

D Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project is not located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport. 

CEQA Appendix G E-14 
CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 

128



f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The project is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip. 

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

D Potentially Significant Impact I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

□ Less Than Significant Impact D No Impact 

During construction, the Proposed Project will occupy one lane of several multi-lane arterial roads for a 
short period of time, and only outside of peak traffic hours. The Proposed Project will comply with City 
of Santa Clarita policies to ensure that construction does not have an effect on emergency response plans 
or evacuation plans. City of Santa Clarita Encroachment Policy (incorporated into the Project description, 
see attached Initial Study) also requires daily back.fi ll and re-paving of areas where excavation and 
pipeline placement have been completed. Implementation of this policy means that there will be no more 
than about 200 feet of open trench during active construction. In the event of an evacuation necessity, lhe 
City can immediately notify CL WA and its construction contractor, following which the short segment of 
trench can be rapidly backfi lled by the construction crew and road function restored. Construction crews 
retain required steel plates to cover the exposed soils in the roadway and can place them rapidly if needed. 
It is likely that backfill and covering with steel plates would occur before significant emergency response 
or evacuation could be initiated or early in the implementation process. The Proposed Project will not 
cause a significant delay in the implementation of any emergency response or emergency evacuation plan. 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where 
residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

□ Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

Constructed entirely within existing or planned public roads, paved bike trails, and existing facilities and 
constructed in compliance with local fire regulations, the Proposed Project facilities will not affect 
wildland fires. 
VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? 

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The project will comply with applicable water quality standards and will not discharge to a water body. 
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b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowerlng of the 
local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would 
drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which 
permits have been granted)? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will protect groundwater water quality production from pre-existing wells (which 
will be relocated to areas where groundwater quality is not impaired). 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through 
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in 
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D No Impact 

The footprint of the Proposed Project is small, and even the construction of the longest pipeline segment 
(5600 feet) will temporarily expose about two acres of flat land. During construction, the implementation 
of best management practices, incorporated into construction contracts and independently verified by 
CL WA inspectors, will contain construction-site drainage and no substantial change in drainage patterns 
will occur. The Proposed Project will not permanently change topography, slope, or surface conditions 
and no long-term alteration of drainage patterns will occur. 

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through 
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site? 

D Potentially Significant Impact I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact O No Impact 

The Proposed Project bas a smaJI footprint and wiJl implement best management practices for control of 
drainage from construction zones. Construction would alter the course of a stream or river. Containment 
of runoff within the construction area wil1 ensure that there is no increase in surface runoff to a river. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

Containment of runoff will ensure that the Proposed Project will not create or contribute runoff water to 
storm drains. 
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f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will enhance, not degrade water quality. 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood 
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not place housing within a I 00-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal 
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map. 

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect 
flood flows? 

D Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

None of the Proposed Project facilities is located in a manner that would impede or redirect flood flows. 

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project facilities would not affect the structure of a levee or dam. Only the Proposed 
Project facilities on the west side of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River will be within the 100-year 
floodp lain of this river; they will be buried. They will be outside of the portion of the river affected by 
high velocity flows that may significantly scour sediments and thus will not be affected by flooding or 
affect flood flows. The Proposed Project faci lities will therefore not affect flood flows or the potential for 
such flows to affect people. 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project is not located in an area where seiche, tsunami, or mudflow would occur. 
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IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING • Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

None of the Proposed Project facilities will physically divide an established community. 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, 
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project is consistent with local and regional land use plans. 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

D Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

There is no habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan in effect in the Proposed 
Project area; no conflicts will occur. 

X. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the project: 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project facilities are not to be located in any area where mineral resource extraction is 
anticipated. No effects will occur. 

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

D Potentially Significant l~pact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project facilities are not to be located in any area where resource extraction is potential. No 
effects will occur. 
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XI. NOISE -- Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other 
agencies? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact D No Impact 

The Proposed Project includes noise minimization measures required by the City of Santa Clarita (which 
reference CAL TRANS standards), including monitoring, and will comply with all applicable standards. 
Specifically, the Proposed Project will utilize modem construction equipment that is not likely to generate 
noise levels in excess of those mandated by the City of Santa Clarita. In addition, as an added precaution, 
CL WA will periodically monitor noise conditions during the construction of the pipeline along the west 
side of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River, where construction will be near existing homes. If 
monitoring detects noise levels in excess of 65 dBA, at the fence line of these homes, CL WA will require 
the contractor to place temporary noise baniers between the active construction area and adjacent 
housing. 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

Construction will occur on sandy alluvial soils and will not involve pile driving or other construction 
methods that would generate significant groundbome vibration. 

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The project facilities will be buried or enclosed and no permanent noise increase above ambient levels 
will occur. 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact O No Impact 

Daylight ambient noise levels from heavy traffic and other activity in most portions of the Proposed 
Project area equal or will exceed noise generated by construction equipment at a distance of 100 feet. 
Ambient noise levels in urban commercial areas are often equal to or in excess of 80 dBA, and commonly 
used construction equipment may generate noise of approximately 69 dBA at 100 feet (see Initial Study, 
attached). There is a small potential for construction noise to marginally exceed ambient noise levels 
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along the pipeline alignment on the South Fork Trail. If construction noise levels at the boundary of 
residential development are found to exceed 65 dBA during monitoring, additional mitigation measures 
(temporary sound barriers) will be installed to reduce noise in the construction area to a level of less than 
significant. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project 
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

D Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project is not located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport. 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. 

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project: 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project does not directly or indirectly affect housing or population. The Proposed Project 
restores groundwater quality and groundwater production that was assumed during land use planning for 
the major developments already proposed and approved. It thus returns conditions of groundwater 
production to a pre-1997 baseline condition that was assumed in prior planning, and will not induce 
additional growth 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

No housing will be displaced by the Proposed Project. 
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c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

□ Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

No people will be displaced by the Proposed Project. 

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES 

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

Fire protection? 

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not create a need for new public services or facilities . 

Police protection? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not affect police facilities. No impacts to police protection will occur. 

Schools? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not affect schools or access to schools. 

Parks? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not create a need for additional park facilities, as all facilities impacted during 
construction will be returned to pre-project condition. 
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Other public facilities? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

No other public facilities are located in the project area. 

XIV. RECREATION 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project does not change long-term recreational use levels. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No lm~act 

The Proposed Project will not require construction of additional recreation facilities . 

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC --Would the project: 

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load 
and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the 
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at 
intersections)? 

D Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not create long-term changes in traffic. 

b} Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by 
the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways? 

D Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not create conditions that would change a level of service. 
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c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or 
a change in location that results in substantial safety risks? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not involve activities that would affect air traffic patterns. 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not change the design of a roadway or have incompatible uses. 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact O No Impact 

For short periods during construction, the Proposed Project will involve the closure of 1 lane of traffic on 
multi-lane roads for only a distance of several hundred feet in any given day. Construction will be limited 
to off-peak hours, when hourly traffic volume is generally less than peak hourly traffic volume. A one­
lane closure therefore will result in traffic congestion no worse than that occurring during peak hours and 
a lower level of congestion is probable. See the attached Initial Study analysis. When emergency 
vehicles utilize these roads, their sirens will signal that emergency access is needed. It will be feasible to 
clear traffic from the lane adjacent to the 200-foot long construction zone rapidly and to maintain an open 
lane for emergency passage. Significant impacts to emergency access during construction are thus not 
anticipated. In the long-term, the Proposed Project will have no effect on emergency access. 

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

D Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not affect parking access or capacity. 

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative 
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not affect alternative transportation facilities. 
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XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS •• Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality 
Control Board? 

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not generate wastewater nor change wastewater treatment facilities. 

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

D Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project is a water treatment facility for groundwater, but would not result in wastewater nor 
change wastewater treatment facilities. 

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

D Potentially Significant Impact 

D Less Than Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not affect runoff or drainage from areas adjacent to the Santa Clara River or 
South Fork of the Santa Clara River and will not require construction of new facilities. 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements 
and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project does not generate new water supply, nor cause a demand for new water supply. 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will not generate wastewater. 

CEQA Appendix G E-24 
CL WA Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 

138



f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's 
solid waste disposal needs? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The disposal of spent treatment resin will be accomplished by a licensed vendor with suitable, permitted 
disposal facilities. It is anticipated that the spent resin will be incinerated. 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

The Proposed Project will require the disposal vendor to comply with applicable federal, state, and local 
statutes related to solid waste. 

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact 

0 Less Than Significant Impact 

I Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 No Impact 

The Proposed Project has no direct effect on wildlife habitat; no habitat is lost due to the Proposed 
Project. The Proposed Project's siting and schedule avoid indirect effects to nesting birds and to special­
status species in adjacent habitats by avoiding the nesting season and thereby avoiding effects that could 
reduce a fish and wildlife population. Because no part of the Proposed Project occurs on wildlife habitat, 
the Proposed Project will not restrict the range of a species. No known cultural sites reflecting important 
examples of major periods of California history or prehistory exist within the Proposed Project area. 

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

0 Potentially Significant Impact O Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

I Less Than Significant Impact O No Impact 

When viewed from the perspective of the long-term trend towards groundwater degradation as a result of 
domestic and industrial activities and discharges to groundwater, the Proposed Project runs counter to this 
trend towards groundwater degradation in southern California and elsewhere in California. The Proposed 
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Project does not, therefore, contribute to an adverse trend; rather, it will contribute to a trend towards 
remediating these historic problems. 

Other construction projects in the Santa Clarita Valley (a) may have short-term temporary impacts and (b) 
may have long-tenn effects on land and other resource use, traffic, population, housing, public services, 
utilities, biological resources, cultural resources, and aesthetics. From the perspective of short-term 
construction-related effects, the Proposed Project will contribute to the overall level of short-term 
construction-related inconvenience associated with this construction activity. However, the Proposed 
Project activities are located in a generally fully-developed area or will occur during development of 
infrastructure for other development. 

An estimate of the magnitude of the Proposed Project's contribution to overall construction activity in the 
Santa Clarita Valley can be made by comparing the acreage affected by the project to acreage affected by 
other projects. In an 8-year period (1996 through 2003), a total of3320 new single-family buildings were 
permitted, an average of 415 per year, with yearly building permits ranging from 146 to 595. Assuming 5 
units per acre, this represents 664 acres, or 83 acres per year within the City of Santa Clarita alone. The 
Proposed Project's footprint at any given time will be less than 2 acres (2.4% of average annual residential 
construction) and the total area of construction would be about 10 acres (1.5% of total I 996-2003 
residential construction. Given that construction activity in the City of Santa Clarita varied by over 75% 
in any given year, the Proposed Project's impacts (2.4% of average annual construction) fall within the 
range of normal variation in the level of construction. Impacts are insignificant in terms of a contribution 
to overall construction activity. 

In addition, all of the Proposed Project's construction-related impacts are temporary. The Proposed 
Project will not contribute directly or indirectly to the suite of permanent effects associated with the 
majority of other existing and future construction, because the Proposed Project has no long-term effects 
on land and other resource use, traffic, population, housing, public services, utilities, biological resources, 
cultural resources, and aesthetics. 

The Proposed Project's cumulative effects are thus less than significant. 

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

D Potentially Significant Impact D Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

0 Less Than Significant Impact I No Impact 

Outside of less-than-significant short-term construction impacts, the project has only long-term beneficial 
effects on human beings, by protecting them from potential contamination of essential groundwater 
supplies. There are no adverse effects on human beings from the Proposed Project facilities and their 
operation to remediate a serious groundwater quality problem. 
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EXHIBIT C 

scv 
WATER 

ADDENDUM TO 2005 MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

GROUNDWATER CONTAINMENT, TREATMENT AND RESTORATION PROJECT 

State Clearinghouse# 2005081053 

February 2022 

1. BACKGROUND 

In 2005, acting as the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) lead agency, Castaic Lake Water 
Agency prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Groundwater Containment, 
Treatment, and Restoration Project (the "Approved Project"). On September 14, 2005, the MND 
was adopted. The purpose of the Approved Project is to prevent further perchlorate 
contamination of groundwater basins in the Santa Clarita Valley originating at a historic weapons 
manufacturing site located east of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River, near the confluence of 
the South Fork and Mainstem Santa Clara River. The Approved Project intercepts the existing 
perchlorate plume in groundwater of the Saugus Formation, and pumps the contaminated 
groundwater from intercepting wells to a new treatment plant, where perchlorate is removed, and 
the treated water used as part of the drinking water supply. 

2. APPROVED PROJECT 

The Approved Project evaluated in the 2005 MND was proposed as two elements. The first 
included facilities for containment and treatment of perchlorate-contaminated groundwater. The 
second element was comprised of service restoration facilities designed to replace and relocate 
existing facilities that needed to be closed or modified. The overall Approved Project facilities 
included: modification of existing production wells; construction and operation of new monitoring 
and production wells; modification of existing pipelines and construction of new pipelines; 
construction of a new modular perchlorate water treatment plant; and closing of existing 
production wells. As described in the 2005 MND, these various facilities would be located within 
portions of the City of Santa Clarita and unincorporated Los Angeles County as follows: 

1. On the west side of Railroad Avenue (previously known as San Fernando Road) south of 
Magic Mountain Parkway 

2. Parallel to Magic Mountain Parkway from Railroad Avenue (San Fernando Road) to 
Valencia Boulevard 

3. Parallel to Valencia Boulevard/Soledad Canyon Road from Magic Mountain Parkway to the 
bridge at Bouquet Canyon Road 
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4. Across the Santa Clara River along Bouquet Canyon Bridge 

5. Within the levee/bike trail west of Bouquet Canyon Bridge to The Rio Vista Intake Pump 
Station 

6. Within the trail corridor west of the South Fork of the Santa Clara River 

7. Within the bike trail along the south levee of the Santa Clara River from the Valencia 
Boulevard bridge to McBean Parkway 

8. At existing water agency facilities at Furnivall Avenue 

9. Parallel to Magic Mountain Parkway from Interstate 5 west to an unpaved road west of 
Magic Mountain Amusement Park 

10. Along the unpaved road west of Magic Mountain Amusement Park 

Construction has already taken place at locations 1 through 8 above. Santa Clarita Valley Water 
Agency (SCV Water) (which formed as a consolidation of three different water agencies, including 
Castaic Lake Water Agency) is contemplating modifications to the Approved Project (referred to 
hereafter as the "Modified Project"). 

3. MODIFICATIONS TO THE PROJECT 

The Modified Project includes: 1) refinements to a subset of the components included in the 
Approved Project; and 2) minor additional facilities identified after approval of the project and not 
previously evaluated in the 2005 MND. All components of the Modified Project would be located 
within unincorporated Los Angeles County. Modified Project components are described in detail 
below and shown in Figure 1. 

3.1 Refinements to Components in Approved Project 

The new well field and chloramination facility west of Six Flags Magic Mountain and described in 
the 2005 MND would include the following components, which were generally evaluated in the 
2005 MND and are shown in Figures 5 and 6 of the 2005 MND: 

• Equip Saugus Wells #3 & #4 with permanent well equipment, 

• Construct a new chloramination facility, 

• Construct pipelines connecting the new wells and chloramination facility, and 

• Connect the chlorination facility to existing transmission and distribution pipelines. 

Since preparation of the 2005 MND, design of this facilities has been further refined. Although 
specific design details (e.g., pipe sizes) may have changed somewhat since the 2005 MND, these 
facilities would be sited in the same locations, utilize the same construction techniques and 
staging locations, and generally include the same components as those evaluated in the 2005 
MND. Further facility details are listed below, and shown on Figure 1. 

• New permanent well equipment at Saugus Wells #3 and #4 (each of which has a footprint 
of approximately 3,680 square feet), including a 16-inch discharge line from each well to 
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the chloramination facility (approximately 300 linear feet from Well #3 and approximately 
550 linear feet from Well #4, totaling 850 linear feet of discharge line). 

• Chloramination facility, including: 

o A new chemical building, measuring approximately 45 feet by 32 feet (total 
footprint 1,440 square feet) with a height of approximately 21 feet 

o Concrete pad for a potential future treatment facility, if needed (approximately 
29,000 square feet) 

o Electrical service and SCADA improvements 

o Site improvements (fence/wall enclosure, site grading, site pavement, site 
drainage, chemical building, concrete pads) 

• 1,060 linear feet of 30-inch pipeline to connect the chloramination facility to the existing 
30-inch transmission cement-mortar lined and coated (CML&C) pipeline in North 
Commerce Center Drive 

• A turnout from the new transmission line connection (named V-10 turnout), and 1,060 
linear feet of 20-inch pipeline from the turnout to the existing 20-inch distribution pipeline 
in North Commerce Center Drive 

Numerous components of the Approved Project are not included in the Modified Project, 
including the perchlorate containment facilities and additional pipelines along bikeways, levees, 
and four river crossings. 

3.2 Additional Project Modifications 

Since approval of the 2005 MND, additional project modifications were deemed necessary and 
would require construction of the following facilities not previously evaluated in the 2005 MND: 

• Two parallel 24-inch pipelines between the chloramination facility and existing Well V207 
(each approximately 3,250 linear feet, totaling 6,500 linear feet) located in the existing dirt 
road along the west side of Six Flags Magic Mountain 

• A 16-inch well pump-to-waste line from Saugus Wells #3 and #4 to the existing concrete 
channel near Well V207, totaling approximately 3,600 linear feet, also located in the 
existing dirt road along the west side of Six Flags Magic Mountain 

• Connection from well pump-to-waste line to existing concrete drainage channel (near Well 
V207), to allow discharge from Saugus Wells #3 and #4 and Well V207. Discharges would 
consist of test water upon completion of well construction and equipping, and occasional 
discharges during the course of normal operation and maintenance and after periods of 
inactivity. 

These facilities are shown in Figure 1. 
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4. PURPOSE OF ADDENDUM 

This Addendum addresses potential environmental effects of the construction and operation of 
the Modified Project as shown in Figure 1 and described in Section 3. The MND and Addendum, 
together with the other documents incorporated by reference herein, serve as the environmental 
review of the Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration Project (Modified Project), 
as required pursuant to the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of 
Regulations (CCR) Section 15164 et seq. The environmental analysis in this Addendum and all 
feasible mitigation measures identified in the MND would be incorporated into the resolutions 
approving the Modified Project. 

5. BASIS OF ADDENDUM 

Section 15164(b) of the CEQA Guidelines states: "An addendum to an adopted negative 
declaration may be prepared if only minor technical changes or additions are necessary or none 
of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or 
negative declaration have occurred." Pursuant to Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines, no 
subsequent EIR or negative declaration may be required for the project unless the lead agency 
determines, on the basis of substantial evidence, that one or more of the following conditions are 
met: 

A. When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no 
subsequent EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on 
the basis of substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the 
following: 

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which would require major revisions 
of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant 
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects; 

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project 
is undertaken which would require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative 
declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a 
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or 

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have 
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was 
certified as complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the 
following: 

The project would have one or more significant effects not discussed in the 
previous EIR or negative declaration; 

Significant effects previously examined would be substantially more severe than 
shown in the previous EIR; 
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Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in 

fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects 
of the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation 
measure or alternative; or 

Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 

analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant 

effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the 
mitigation measure or alternative. 

B. If changes to a project or its circumstances occur or new information becomes available 
after adoption of a negative declaration, the lead agency shall prepare a subsequent EIR if 
required under subdivision a). Otherwise, the lead agency shall determine whether to 
prepare a subsequent negative declaration, an addendum, or no further documentation. 

C. Once a project has been approved, the lead agency's role in project approval is completed, 
unless further discretionary approval on that project is required. Information appearing 

after an approval does not require reopening of that approval. If after the project is 
approved, any of the conditions described in subdivision a) occurs, a subsequent EIR or 
negative declaration shall only be prepared by the public agency which grants the next 
discretionary approval for the project, if any. In this situation no other responsible agency 

shall grant an approval for the project until the subsequent EIR has been certified or 
subsequent negative declaration adopted. 

SCV Water, as the Lead Agency for the Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration 
Project, has assessed the proposed project modifications in light of the requirements defined 

under Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines. As discussed in this Addendum, none of the 
conditions requiring preparation of a subsequent negative declaration under Section 15162 of the 
CEQA Guidelines are satisfied. 

6. IMPACT EVALUATION 

Table 1 describes the impacts of the Modified Project as compared to the Approved Project for 
each environmental resource topic discussed in the 2005 MND. Applicable mitigation measures 
from the 2005 MND are identified in the table. This analysis focuses on the components of the 
Modified Project that were not previously evaluated in the 2005 MND (i.e., the pipelines between 
Well V207 and the chloramination facility, and connection from Well V207 to the existing concrete 

drainage channel), because the other Modified Project components (i.e., equipping Saugus Wells 

#3 & #4, construction a new chloramination facility, constructing pipelines connecting the new 
wells and chloramination facility, and connecting the chlorination facility to existing transmission 

and distribution pipelines) are refinements and have not changed substantially from the Approved 
Project. Thus, environmental impacts of the refined components discussed in the 2005 MND 
would remain unchanged and are not specifically addressed in Table 1. 
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Topic 

Aesthetics 

Agricultural 
Resources 

Air Quality 
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Impact 
Conqlusion 11 

1, 

from 2005 
MND 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Table 1: Summary of Modified Project Impacts 

Impact of 
Desc~iption of Changes and Applicable Mitigation Measures (if al"lYi) Modified 

Pr:oject 

The above ground components of the Modified Project (i.e., chloramination facility 
and well facilities) do not differ from those evaluated in the 2005 MND. The 
additional components of the Modified Project include buried pipelines and a 
connection from Well V207 to the existing concrete drainage channel, which would 
not result in permanent alteration of views or lighting in the area. 

No new or 
The 2005 MND identified a mitigation measure for aesthetics, however, it applies increased 
only to the water treatment plant in the Approved Project. This measure would not impact 
apply to the Modified Project. 

There would be no new or substantial increase in the severity of aesthetic impacts 
as compared to the impacts described in the 2005 MND and no additional 
mitigation would be required 
The additional components of the Modified Project would be located in an existing 
dirt road and would not impact agricultural or forest resources or related zoning. No new or 
Thus, there would be no new or substantial increase in the severity of agricultural increased 
resource impacts as compared to the impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no impact 
mitiqation would be required. 
The additional components of the Modified Project would consist of two parallel 
24-inch pipelines between Well V207 and the chloramination facility, a 16-inch well 
pump-to-waste line from Saugus Wells #3 and #4 to Well V207, and a connection 

No new or 
from Well V207 to the adjacent concrete drainage channel. The pipelines would all 

increased 
be located in the existing dirt road between Well V207 and the chloramination 

impact 
facility; this stretch of road is approximately 3,250 feet. These components of the 
Modified Project (buried pipelines and drainage channel connection) would create 
criteria air pollutant emissions during construction through use of construction 
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Less Than 
Significant 

equipment, soils and materials transport, and worker vehicle trips. Operation of the 
pipeline facilities would not consume electricity or fuel. 

The Approved Project included approximately 22,000 linear feet of new pipelines (as 
summarized in Table 5 of the 2005 MND). Pipeline construction methods, 
equipment use, and rate of construction for the Modified Project are not expected 
to vary materially from those evaluated in the 2005 MND. Given the overall length 
of pipeline in the Approved Project, construction of pipelines in an additional 3,250-
foot segment of dirt road is not expected to create a new significant impact in 
terms of air pollutant emissions. As discussed in the 2005 MND, pipeline 
construction would proceed in segments of approximately 300 feet at a time, and 
applicable South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) rules (e.g., 
construction best management practices for fugitive dust) would be implemented. 
Construction emissions from the additional Modified Project facilities would be 
insignificant in comparison to the Approved Project as a whole. Thus, the Modified 
Project would not be expected to violate air quality standards or conflict with 
applicable air quality management plans. The additional components of the 
Approved Project would not include facilities with the potential to create 
objectionable odors. 

Section ll(G) of the 2005 MND identifies a mitigation measure to ensure compliance 
with SCAQMD Rule 403 (for fugitive dust control). Compliance with this rule, and 
other applicable SCAQMD rules, is a statutory requirement. Thus, this measure 
would be implemented during construction of the Modified Project. 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of air quality impacts 
as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no new mitigation 
measures would be required. 

The additional components of the Modified Project would be constructed in a No new or 
graded dirt road and would not disturb habitat. The pipeline area is not located increased 
within a habitat conservation plan area or a Los Angeles County Significant impact 
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with 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Ecological Area (California Department of Fish and Wildlife, 2022; Los Angeles 
County, 2022). Construction methods for the additional components and associated 
indirect impacts (such as noise) would not differ from those evaluated in the 2005 
MND. Because the footprint of the Modified Project is limited to a previously 
disturbed and graded area, construction in this area would not create a new 
significant impact. 

The 2005 MND identified a mitigation measure to prevent adverse impacts 
associated with incidental wildlife use of the construction areas, which requires 
steps such as construction crew training (described in Section II (G) of the 2005 
MND). This measure would be implemented during construction of the Modified 
Project. 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts on 
biological resources as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no 
new mitigation measures would be required. 

The additional components of the Modified Project would be located in a previously 
graded dirt road west of Six Flags Magic Mountain. Although work in this portion of 
the road was not explicitly evaluated in the 2005 MND, the discussion notes that 
elements of the Approved Project west of Interstate 5 (which would include the 
Modified Project) would be located within roadbeds that have already been graded 
to depths below which prehistoric cultural resources are not likely to be found . No new or 
Thus, it is not anticipated that the Modified Project would create a new potential to increased 
encounter buried cultural resources. impact 

The 2005 MND identified a cu ltural resources management mitigation measure, 
although it is focused on portions of the Approved Project along the South Fork of 
the Santa Clara River, and not in the Modified Project area. Thus, this measure 
would not apply to the Modified Project. 
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Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts on cultural 
resources as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no new 
mitigation measures would be required. 
The additional components of the Modified Project would consist of buried 
pipelines and a connection from Well V207 to the nearby existing concrete drainage 
channel. These facilities would be constructed and operated in the same fashion as 
the pipelines evaluated in the 2005 MND and would not carry additional risks or 
pose geological hazards that were not evaluated previously (such as crossing a fault 
zone). 

No new or 
The 2005 MND stated that the Approved Project could release perchlorate from the 

increased 
treatment plant during seismic events, but this impact would be mitigated to a less-

impact 
than-significant level through use of secondary containment vessels. The 
perchlorate treatment plant is not included in the Modified Project and thus this 
mitigation measure would not apply. 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts on 
geology and soils as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no new 
mitigation measures would be required. 
The additional buried pipelines and drainage channel connection included in the 
Modified Project would not require use of hazardous materials during operation, 
and these facilities would not be located near a school or on a listed hazardous 
waste site (SWRCB, 2022; DTSC, 2002). The additional components would not create 
new hazards that were not previously evaluated in the 2005 MND. 

No new or 
increased 

The 2005 MND included mitigation to reduce the Approved Project's impact on 
impact 

emergency response plans and evacuation plans. Mitigation consists of compliance 
with City of Santa Clarita and Los Angeles County encroachment permit 
requirements, which limit the length of open trench at a given time and ensure 
rapid restoration of road function if needed. The additional buried pipelines and 
drainage channel connection included in the Modified Project would not be located 

10 Woodard & Curran, Inc. 
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Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

in a public road, and thus the potential to impact emergency response or 
evacuation is less than significant and no mitigation would be required. 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts related to 
Hazards and Hazardous Materials as compared to impacts described in the 2005 
MND, and no new mitiqation measures would be required. 

The additional components of the Modified Project would be similar to pipelines 
evaluated in the 2005 MND. The new connection to the drainage channel would 
allow test water discharges from the existing Well V207 and the new Saugus Wells 
#3 and #4, in accordance with NPDES discharge permit to protect water quality, and 
would not violate water quality standards, create substantial new runoff or 
significantly alter drainage patterns. Due to the nature of the Modified Project 
facilities, and with the use of standard best management practices specified in a 
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as required by the State Water 
Resources Control Board's Construction General Permit for storm water discharges, 

No new or 
there would be no new impact on hydrology or water quality. 

increased 

Construction of the Modified Project would include the same best management 
impact 

practices identified in Section ll(G) of the 2005 MND (such as inspection for leaking 
equipment, measures to prevent runoff from construction sites, and secondary 
containment for fueling and chemical storage areas during both construction and 
operation). These measures would be included in the project construction SWPPP. 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts on 
hydrology and water quality as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, 
and no new mitiqation measures would be required. 

The additional components of the Modified Project would be below ground and 
No new or 

located in an existing dirt road. Therefore, they would not have the potential to 
increased 

divide a community or conflict with zoning or land use plans. 
impact 

11 Woodard & Curran, Inc. 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts related to 
land use as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no new 
mitiqation measures would be required. 
The Modified Project would be within the historic Castaic Junction Oil Field 
(discussed in the 2005 MND). However, the Modified Project facilities would not 
affect mineral extraction from this field. All components of the Modified Project 
would be within existing roads, and would not affect regional or local mineral No new or 
resources or their extraction. increased 

impact 
There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts on mineral 
resources as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no new 
mitiqation measures would be required . 
Construction noise impacts from the additional components of the Modified Project 
would be similar to those evaluated in the 2005 MND, because similar construction 
activities would occur (e.g., open trench installation of pipeline) and the same types 
of equipment would be used. The additional components of the Modified Project 
(pipelines between Well V207 and the chloramination facility, and drainage channel 
connection) would not be closer to sensitive receptors than the Approved Project 
facilities. The additional components would not generate operational noise. 

No new or 
The noise mitigation measures identified in Section ll(G) of the 2005 MND apply to increased 
specific portions of the Approved Project that are not included in the Modified impact 
Project (i.e., certain portions of the service restoration pipeline adjacent to 
residential development within the city of Santa Clarita). Thus, no mitigation 
measures would apply to the Modified Project facilities. 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of noise impacts as 
compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no new mitigation measures 
would be required. 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Less Than 
Significant 

Less Than 
Significant 

The Modified Project would have no direct impact on housing or population and 
would not interfere with approved residential land uses. Groundwater pumping 
from the Modified Project would help to restore system capacity to compensate for 
reduced production from other wells as a result of perchlorate pollution. The 
Modified Project wells would be operated consistent with applicable planning No new or 
documents (such as the Urban Water Management Plan and Groundwater increased 
Sustainability Plan) and thus would not indirectly affect population or housing. impact 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts associated 
with population and housing as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, 
and no new mitiqation measures would be required. 
The Modified Project would not require new or physically altered government 
facilities, and would not adversely impact public services. No mitigation measures 
are required. No new or 

increased 
There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts on public impact 
services as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no new 
mitiqation measures would be required. 
The Modified Project would be located in existing unpaved roads and would not 
alter recreation facilities. The Approved Project would require construction within 
trails; however, the Modified Project does not include construction of these facilities 
and would not impact any recreational trails. 

Section ll(G) of the 2005 MND identifies best management practices when 
No new or 
increased 

constructing in bike trails, which would not apply to any components of the 
impact 

Modified Project. 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts on 
recreation as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no new 
mitigation measures would be required. 
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Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

The additional pipelines of the Modified Project would be constructed in an existing 
dirt road along the western edge of Six Flags Magic Mountain. The road is not yet 
developed and is not open to the public, and therefore construction of additional 
pipelines in the road (between Well V207 and the chloramination fac ility) would not 
impact traffic or transportation or emergency access in the local or regional area. 
The Modified Project also includes connections to the existing transmission and 
distribution lines in North Commerce Center Drive, which could require work in the 
road. This portion of the Modified Project was evaluated in the 2005 MND and has 
not been modified from the Approved Project. 

No new or 
increased 

The 2005 MND identified a mitigation measure to ensure compliance with 
impact 

applicable City of Santa Clarita and Los Angeles County policies. The Modified 
Project is located entirely in Los Angeles County, and thus would implement the 
portion of the mitigation measure ensuring compliance with County of Los Angeles 
Department of Public Works Encroachment Permits as described in Section ll(G) of 
the 2005 MND. 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts on 
transportation and traffic as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and 
no new mitigation measures would be required . 
The Modified Project components not included in the 2005 MND include buried 
pipelines between Well V207 and the chloramination facility and a connection from 
Well V207 to an existing drainage channel for discharges of test water from 
construction and equipping of Saugus Wells #3 and #4, and thereafter for No new or 
discharges of test water during operation and maintenance of Saugus Wells #3 and increased 
#4 and Well V207 and after periods of inactivity. As described throughout this impact 
document, these facilities would not have significant environmental effects. No 
other new utility facilities would be required to support the Modified Project. 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Less Than 
Significant 

There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of impacts on utilities 
and service systems as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no 
new mitiqation measures would be required. 

The additional Modified Project components would not create a new significant 
No new or 

impact or substantial increase in the severity of impacts for any resource topics as 
increased 

compared to the Approved Project, and thus no new cumulative impacts would 
impact 

occur and no additional miti_qation measures would be required. 

The additional Modified Project components would not have a significant impact on 
biological or cultural resources. As described above, the Modified Project would not 
create new cumulative impacts. Lastly, as described in the applicable sections of this 
table, the Modified Project would not create new impacts on human beings such as No new or 
air quality, hazards and hazardous materials, noise, or transportation impacts. increased 

impact 
There would be no new or substantial increase of the severity of environmental 
impacts on as compared to impacts described in the 2005 MND, and no new 
mitigation measures would be required. 
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Table 2: Topics New to CEQA Since 2005 MND 

Impact of 
Desczriptlon of Changes and AppUcable Mitigation Measures (If any) Modified 

Project 

The additional Modified Project components would require energy resources for 
construction. Construction would be completed using typical techniques and equipment 
and would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy No new or 
resources. The Modified Project would not consume more energy for operation than the increased 
Approved Project would, thus the additional Modified Project components would not impact 
conflict with or obstruct a renewable energy or energy efficiency plan. Thus, there would 
be no new siqnificant impacts and no new mitiqation measures would be required. 

The additional Modified Project components would create minor greenhouse gas 
emissions during construction. These would not be expected to increase the emissions 

No new or 
substantially from the Approved Project. The additional Modified Project components 

increased 
would not result in new long-term operational greenhouse gas emissions. Therefore, the 

impact 
additional Modified Project components would not result in new significant impacts to the 
environment or conflict with an applicable plan and no new measures would be required. 

As discussed in this table under "Cultural Resources" the additional Modified Project 
components would be located within graded roadbeds where unknown tribal or cultural No new or 
resources are not anticipated to occur. Thus, it is not anticipated that the Modified Project increased 
would create a new or increased potential impact to tribal cultural resources. Thus, there impact 
would be no new siqnificant impacts and no new mitiqation measures would be required. 

The additional Modified Project components would be located in a Very High Fire Hazard 
Severity Zone (VHFHSZ) (CalFire, 2020). The Approved Project is also located in a VHFHSZ. 
The additional Modified Project components would be located in graded dirt roads No new or 
adjacent to the Approved Project, and would use similar construction techniques and increased 
equipment to the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project would not create a impact 
new significant impact related to wildfire and no new mitigation measures would be 
required. 
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7. CONCLUSION 

The environmental evaluation in this Addendum has concluded that major revisions of the MND 
due to new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified significant effects are not required. There are no substantial changes proposed in the 
Modified Project; no substantial changes in the circumstances under which the Modified Project 
would be undertaken; and no new information of substantial importance which was unknown or 
could not have been known at the time the MND was certified. The impacts of the Modified Project 
are consistent with the impacts of the original Approved Project in the MND. There are no new 
significant impacts resulting from implementation of the Modified Project, nor are there any 
substantial increases in the severity of any previously identified environmental impacts, and no 
new mitigation measures would be required. The environmental analysis in this Addendum and 
all feasible and applicable mitigation measures identified in the MND would be incorporated into 
the resolutions approving the Modified Project. 
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RESOLUTION NO. SCV-___ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS  
OF THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER AGENCY 

APPROVING, PURSUANT TO A PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED ADDENDUM TO THE ADOPTED 
2005 GROUNDWATER CONTAINMENT, TREATMENT, AND RESTORATION PROJECT 

MND AND MMRP, A PURCHASE ORDER TO LEE & RO, INC FOR PLANNING AND FINAL 
DESIGN SERVICES FOR WELLS 206 AND 207 GROUNDWATER TREATMENT 

IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
 

WHEREAS, Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (Agency) wishes to conduct feasibility and 
planning studies, as well as final design, with regard to a potential Wells 206 and 207 
Groundwater Treatment Improvements Project (Project), as it continues to work towards 
meeting its Strategic Plan Objective D.1: “Achieve 100% compliance with all environmental 
regulations and standards” and “D.2 Proactively install, operate, and maintain groundwater 
treatment infrastructure to avoid impacts on water supply reliability (e.g. VOCs, perchlorate, 
PFAS, etc.)”; and 
 
WHEREAS, on April 5, 2022, the Agency, as the Lead Agency under California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA), adopted the Addendum to the 2005 Groundwater Containment, Treatment, 
and Restoration Project Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), which included evaluation of the 
Project, affirmed, with findings, the adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP), with the adoption of Resolution No. SCV-268; and  
 
WHEREAS, based on the review of Agency staff, the environmental impacts of the Project are 
either less than significant, or can be mitigated to a level of less than significant under the 
mitigation measures outlined in the previously adopted Addendum and the MND, and contained in 
the MMRP; and  
 
WHEREAS, on May 30, 2023, the Agency issued the Request for Proposal (RFP) to four (4) of its 
on-call consultants on PlanetBids for planning services for the Project; and 
 
WHEREAS, on July 5, 2023, proposals from two (2) consultants were electronically received on 
the Agency’s website page on PlanetBids pursuant to the Agency’s planning services RFP for the 
Project; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is in the Agency’s best interest that the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency’s 
Board of Directors authorize its General Manager to award a purchase order to Lee & Ro, Inc 
for planning and final design services for the Project in an amount not-to-exceed $600,000. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Board of 
Directors does hereby find and determine as follows: 
  

SECTION 1. COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
ACT. Based on the whole record before it, including the previously adopted Addendum to the 
MND, the adopted MND, the administrative record, and all other written and oral evidence 
presented to the Agency Board, the Agency Board finds that all environmental impacts of the 
Project are either less than significant, or can be mitigated to a level of less than significant 
under the mitigation measures outlined in the MND and contained in the MMRP. The Agency 
Board finds that substantial evidence fully supports the conclusion that no significant and 
unavoidable impacts will occur and that, alternatively, there is no substantial evidence in the 
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administrative record supporting a fair argument that the Project may result in any significant 
environmental impacts. The Agency Board finds that the previously adopted Addendum to the 
MND and MND contains a complete, objective, and accurate reporting of the environmental 
impacts associated with the Project and reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the 
Agency Board. 

 
SECTION 2. ADOPTION OF THE MMRP. The Agency Board hereby approves the 

MMRP for the Project, as proposed in the previously adopted Addendum to the MND. 
  
SECTION 3. LOCATION AND CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS. The documents and 

materials associated with the Project that constitute the record of proceedings on which these 
findings are based can be requested from the Custodian of Record located at Santa Clarita 
Valley Water Agency, 27234 Bouquet Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. The Custodian of 
Record is the Board Secretary April Jacobs. 

  
RESOLVED FURTHER, that the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Board of Directors authorizes 
it’s General Manager to issue a purchase order to Lee & Ro, Inc for planning and final design 
services for Wells 206 and 207 Groundwater Treatment Improvements Project for the not-to-
exceed amount of $600,000.  
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COMMITTEE MEMORANDUM 

SUMMARY 

The Bureau of Reclamation has published a funding opportunity for the FY 2024 
WaterSMART Drought Response Program’s (DRP) Drought Resiliency Projects. This funding 
opportunity supports the implementation of drought mitigation projects that will build long-term 
resilience to drought. Through this funding opportunity, the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) 
provides financial assistance for projects that, when implemented, will increase water supply 
reliability, and improve water management. Projects eligible for funding include the 
construction of small-scale water treatment facilities to treat impaired groundwater that can be 
used as additional sources of water supply.  

The DRP funding opportunity offers three funding groups: Funding Group I is up to $500,000 in 
federal cost-share for projects that can be completed in 2 years, Funding Group II is up to $2 
million in federal cost-share for projects that can be completed in 3 years, and Funding Group III 
is up to $5 million in federal cost-share for projects that can be completed in 3 years. Federal 
cost-share contribution is limited to 50% of total project costs, not to exceed the maximum grant 
amount. The grant recipient is responsible for a 50% cost-share contribution and up to the 
balance of funds needed to complete the construction of the project. 

The Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (Agency) will submit an application for DRP funding for 
the proposed Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) Groundwater Treatment Improvements Project 
(Project) at the Group III, $5 million funding level. The funding application requires that a 
resolution, which is attached to this memorandum, be adopted by the Agency’s Board of 
Directors prior to entering into a grant agreement. 

The grant application process is competitive, and submissions will be evaluated and scored 
based on the program’s evaluation criteria. The BOR estimates that 15 to 21 projects will be 
awarded, contingent upon available federal funding, and anticipates that funding will be 
awarded in October 2024. 

DATE: October 9, 2023 

TO: Engineering and Operations Committee 

FROM: Courtney Mael, P.E. 
Chief Engineer 

SUBJECT Recommend Approval of a Resolution Authorizing the General Manager to 
Apply for Funding from the Bureau of Reclamation WaterSMART Drought 
Response Program and Accept and Execute a Grant Agreement for the 
Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) Groundwater Treatment Improvements 
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DISCUSSION 
 
Project Scope and Background: 
 
The Agency operates three (3) existing wells, N11, N12 and N13, located along the west side of 
Railroad Avenue between Oak Ridge Drive and 15th Street. The three (3) wells have a 
combined groundwater production of up to 5,400 gallons per minute (8,710 acre-feet per year) 
of potable water that is distributed to the Agency’s service area. Trace amounts of Per- and 
Polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) have been detected in the groundwater. Historical water 
quality data shows N12 and N13 to have detections of Perfluorohexane sulfonic acid, or PFHxS, 
above the response limit of 20 ng/L. The Agency has relied on the purchase of additional 
imported water and its water banking and exchange programs to meet the water need of our 
service area.  
 
The Agency plans to construct a PFAS groundwater treatment facility adjacent to the existing 
Newhall Disinfection Facility, that will treat N11, N12 and N13 and reduce our dependency on 
costly imported waters. Upgrades including a new liquid ammonium sulfate building will be 
constructed within the facility to improve water quality in our distribution system.  
 
Project Schedule: 
 
The grant’s anticipated project completion deadline is November 7, 2027. Staff is working 
diligently to complete the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process by February 
2024. Final engineering completion and contractor bidding is expected to occur in March 2025. 
Construction is scheduled to be substantially completed by September 2026. 
 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) CONSIDERATIONS 
 
A decision by the Agency to submit a grant application that does not commit the Agency to a 
definite course of action regarding a proposed project is not a project approval subject to CEQA 
review. (City of Irvine v. County of Orange (2013) 221 Cal.App.4th 846, 865 [decision to apply for 
funding for potential jail expansion was not project approval under CEQA].)  
 
Further, the Agency has recently retained an environmental consultant to prepare CEQA 
documentation for the Project. Additionally, biological and cultural resource compliance reports 
will be prepared, in accordance with National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  
 
STRATEGIC PLAN NEXUS 
 
The award of this planning contract will help meet the Agency’s Objective and Strategic Plan 
Objective D.1: “Achieve 100% compliance with all environmental regulations and standards” 
and Strategic Plan Objective D.2: “Proactively install, operate, and maintain groundwater 
treatment infrastructure to avoid impacts on water supply reliability (e.g. VOCs, perchlorate, 
PFAS, etc.).” 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The cost of the Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) Groundwater Treatment Improvements 
Project is estimated to be $18 million. It is anticipated that the engineering and design cost will 
be approximately $1.5 million and construction cost will be approximately $16.5 million. If 
successful, the BOR WaterSMART DRP grant would provide $5 million to offset Project costs.  
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Engineering and design costs for the Project will be initially funded from the Agency’s Capital 
Improvement Program, currently approved in the FY 2023/24 CIP Budget. Funds to finalize 
engineering plans are included in the FY 2024/25. Funds for the construction of the Project will 
be allocated in the FY 2025/26 and 2026/27 CIP Budget.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the Engineering and Operations Committee recommends that the Board of Directors adopt 
the attached resolution authorizing the General Manager to apply for funding under the Bureau 
of Reclamation WaterSMART Drought Response Program and accept and execute a Grant 
Agreement for the Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) Groundwater Treatment Improvements 
Project.  
 
Attachment 
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RESOLUTION NO. SCV-____ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS  
OF THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER AGENCY 

AUTHORIZING THE GRANT APPLICATION, ACCEPTANCE, AND EXECUTION  
OF A FUNDING AGREEMENT FOR THE NEWHALL WELLS (N11, N12 and  N13) 

GROUNDWATER TREATMENT IMPROVEMENTS 
 
WHEREAS, Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (Agency) determined that Per- and 
polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) are a threat to the Agency’s groundwater resources; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) Groundwater Treatment Improvements 
Project (Project) is an important component to treat PFAS; and 
 
WHEREAS, Environmental documents are currently being prepared for the Project in accordance 
with the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines; and  
 
WHEREAS, a decision to submit a grant application that does not commit the Agency to a 
definite course of action regarding a proposed project is not a project approval subject to CEQA 
review (City of Irvine v. County of Orange (2013) 221 Cal.App.4th 846, 865 [decision to apply for 
funding for potential jail expansion was not project approval under CEQA]; and 
 
WHEREAS, the United States Department of the Interior offers financial assistance in the form of 
grant funding through its Bureau of Reclamation’s FY 2024 WaterSMART (Sustain and Manage 
America’s Resources for Tomorrow) Drought Response Program (DRP): Drought Resiliency 
Projects Program for this type of project. The program provides up to a maximum of $5,000,000 
in grant funding for long term projects, but not to exceed 50% of the total project cost; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Agency desires to fund part of the cost of the Project with grant funding from the 
WaterSMART DRP Program; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Agency has the legal authority and is authorized to enter into a funding 
agreement with the Bureau of Reclamation. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Board of 
Directors hereby finds, determines, declares and resolves as follows: 
 

1. The Board of Directors hereby supports a grant application to the WaterSMART DRP 
Program for the Project. 

 
2. The Board of Directors hereby authorizes and directs the General Manager, or his or her 

designee, to complete, review, sign and submit for and on behalf of the Agency, a grant 
application from the Bureau of Reclamation’s WaterSMART DRP Program for the Project 
up to the amount of $5,000.000. 
 

3. The General Manager, or his or her designee, is designated to provide the assurances, 
certifications, and commitments required for the grant application, including executing a 
financial assistance or similar agreement with the Bureau of Reclamation within 
established deadlines and any amendments or changes thereto. 
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4. The General Manager, or his or her designee, is designated to represent the Agency in 
carrying out the Agency’s responsibilities under the grant agreement, including certifying 
disbursement requests on behalf of the Agency and compliance with applicable state and 
federal laws. 
 

5. If a grant award is made by the Bureau of Reclamation, the Agency commits, pending 
Board of Director compliance with the CEQA and the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) and approval of the Project, to providing a minimum of 100% in matching funds 
($5,000,000) for the Project, and up to the balance of funds needed to complete the 
construction of the Project. 
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Application Approval for the
WaterSMART Drought Response Program 

Grant Funding

November 2, 2023

Engineering and Operations 
Committee Meeting
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N11, N12 and N13 Wells Vicinity Map
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N11

N13

N12

Proposed Newhall Wells 
Groundwater Treatment 

 Combined 
groundwater 
production of up to 
5,400 gpm

 N11 inactive since 
1997

 PFAS detected 
above the Reporting 
Limit for PFHxS in 
N12 and N13
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Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) 
Groundwater Treatment Improvements 

Preliminary Site Improvements
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WaterSMART Drought Response Program 
Grant Funding Overview

 Funding opportunity provided under the US Department of Interior’s Bureau of 
Reclamation WaterSMART Program.

 Funding available for Drought Response Projects that will increase reliability of water 
supplies and improve ability to deliver water during a drought.

 Eligible projects include treatment facilities to treat impaired groundwater.

 Competitive Grant Application process. Estimated that 15-21 projects will be awarded 
funding.

 Official Resolution adopted by the Board of Directors is required no more than 30 days 
after application deadline on November 7, 2023.
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Available Grant Funding Options:
Group 1 – Up to $500,000 (2-year project completion)
Group 2 – Up to $2 million (3-year project completion)
Group 3 – Up to $5 million (3-year project completion)

 Grant Requires 50% SCVWA matching contribution
 Engineering costs are including in the FY23/24 and 24/25 CIP Budgets
 Construction costs will be included in the FY25/26 and 26/27 CIP Budgets

Estimated Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) Groundwater Treatment Improvements:
Engineering and Design Costs: ~$1.5 million
Construction Costs: ~16.5 million

5

WaterSMART Drought Response Program
Grant Funding Overview
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Grant and Project Schedule
Grant Application submitted: November 7, 2023
Board Resolution Deadline: December 7, 2023 
Project CEQA/NEPA Completion: January 2024
Anticipated Grant Award Date: October 2024
Final Design Completion: March 2025
Construction Completion: September 2026
Project Completion Deadline: November 7, 2027

Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) 
Groundwater Treatment Improvements

Project Schedule

6
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That the Engineering and Operations Committee recommends that the 
Board of Directors:

7

Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) 
Groundwater Treatment Improvements

Project Recommendation

Approve adopting a resolution authorizing the General Manager to 
apply for funding under the Bureau of Reclamation WaterSMART
Drought Response Program (DRP) and accept and execute a Grant 
Agreement for the Newhall Wells (N11, N12 and N13) Groundwater 
Treatment Improvements Project

173



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

[This page intentionally left blank.] 

174



Monthly 
Operations & Production 
Report 

September 2023 
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Source Sep-22 Oct-22 Nov-22 Dec-22 Jan-23 Feb-23 Mar-23 Apr-23 May-23 Jun-23 Jul-23 Aug-23 Sep-23 Total
Earl Schmidt 1576 874 0 0 0 0 0 1 661 2084 3829 1347 1481 11853

Rio Vista 2140 2167 2200 1513 1291 1994 1368 2735 2955 2005 2000 3885 2921 29174
Saugus 1 and 2 196 204 196 204 204 186 207 198 204 198 178 204 185 2564

Total 3912 3245 2396 1717 1495 2180 1575 2934 3820 4287 6007 5436 4587 43590
Total Sold 3685 3290 2339 1721 1383 2079 1470 2873 3756.86 4198.95 5814 5381 4674 42665

RVWTP Use/Storage 25.22 42.63 33.74 21.04 16.55 -19.31 51.13 -13.78 6.44 -12.01 52.36 21.01 42.35 267
Total Use 3710.22 3332.63 2372.74 1742.04 1399.55 2059.69 1521.13 2859.22 3763.3 4186.94 5866.28 5402.01 4716.35 42932

Water Loss -5.16% 2.70% -0.97% 1.46% -6.38% -5.52% -3.42% -2.54% -1.48% -2.33% -2.34% -0.63% 2.82% 0
Recycled Water Sep-22 Oct-22 Nov-22 Dec-22 Jan-23 Feb-23 Mar-23 Apr-23 May-23 Jun-23 Jul-23 Aug-23 Sep-23 585021

Valencia 46 38 36 10 0.9 0.3 5.6 0.2 17.9 33 27 56 58.9 330
* Water loss includes water usage at Rio Vista Water Treatment Plant facilities and system storage.

SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER AGENCY
September 2023 Regional Operations Report

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

7000

Sep 21

Sep 22

Oct 21

Oct 22

Nov 21

Nov 22

Dec 21

Dec 22

Jan 22

Jan 23

Feb 22

Feb 23

M
ar 22

M
ar 23

Apr 22

Apr 23

M
ay 22

M
ay 23

Jun 22

Jun 23

Jul 22

Jul 23

Aug 22

Aug 23

Sep 22

Sep 23

Earl Schmidt Rio Vista Saugus Wells 1 and 2

Water Supply (acre-feet)

3
177



2018/19 Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Total

SCWD 2,694 2,816 2,535 2,174 1,882 1,274 1,110 493 1,177 1,770 1,632 2,189 21,746
VWD 1,921 2,026 1,743 1,300 1,084 459 513 232 1,205 1,819 1,701 2,193 16,195
NWD 1,023 1,012 881 537 382 214 181 76 352 428 422 603 6,110
LACo 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 5

Total 5,639 5,855 5,160 4,011 3,349 1,947 1,805 802 2,735 4,016 3,754 4,985 44,057
Cum. FYTD 5,639 11,494 16,654 20,665 24,014 25,961 27,766 28,567 31,302 35,318 39,072 44,057

2019/20 Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Total

SCWD 2,610 2,743 2,475 2,310 1,845 980 1,207 1,416 1,212 1,368 2,358 2,552 23,076
VWD 2,491 2,518 2,348 2,145 1,526 604 957 762 919 1,066 2,171 2,186 19,693
NWD 721 518 492 422 280 130 188 232 177 226 475 597 4,458
LACo 2 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 7

Total 5,823 5,779 5,316 4,879 3,651 1,715 2,353 2,411 2,309 2,660 5,004 5,336 47,234
Cum. FYTD 5,823 11,602 16,918 21,796 25,448 27,162 29,515 31,926 34,235 36,894 41,898 47,234

2020/21 Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Total

SCWD 2,849 3,117 2,792 2,470 1,907 1,907 1,548 1,423 1,590 2,080 2,428 2,709 26,819
VWD 2,316 2,257 2,115 1,915 1,653 1,324 904 892 962 1,233 1,383 1,395 18,350
NWD 882 999 963 584 490 375 313 347 318 573 689 705 7,238
LACo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5

Total 6,048 6,373 5,870 4,970 4,050 3,605 2,766 2,662 2,871 3,887 4,500 4,809 52,413
Cum. FYTD 6,048 12,422 18,292 23,262 27,312 30,918 33,683 36,346 39,216 43,103 47,603 52,413

2021/22 Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Total

SCWD 2,950 2,924 2,593 2,053 1,941 1,255 1,331 1,547 1,800 1,865 2,217 2,311 24,787
VWD 1,381 1,439 1,386 1,172 1,158 690 634 799 984 1,040 1,540 1,489 13,713
NWD 700 705 581 358 291 167 140 247 292 338 453 480 4,751
LACo 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3

Total 5,030 5,070 4,559 3,585 3,390 2,113 2,106 2,593 3,075 3,243 4,210 4,279 43,253
Cum. FYTD 5,030 10,100 14,660 18,244 21,634 23,747 25,852 28,445 31,521 34,764 38,974 43,253

2022/23 Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Total

SCWD 2,536 2,603 2,202 2,047 1,398 1,039 850 1,129 799 1,494 1,820 1,963 19,880
VWD 1,664 1,667 1,119 818 580 399 263 506 307 841 1,330 1,554 11,048
NWD 558 451 364 425 360 284 270 444 364 538 607 683 5,347
LACo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 4,759 4,720 3,685 3,290 2,339 1,721 1,383 2,079 1,470 2,873 3,757 4,199 36,275
Cum. FYTD 5,030 10,100 14,660 18,244 21,634 23,747 25,852 28,445 31,521 34,764 38,974 43,253

2023/24 Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Total

SCWD 2,745 2,524 2,125 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,393
VWD 2,090 1,960 1,743 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,794
NWD 979 897 806 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,682
LACo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 5,814 5,381 4,674 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15,869
Cum. FYTD 5,814 11,195 15,869 15,869 15,869 15,869 15,869 15,869 15,869 15,869 15,869 15,869

*Total does not include recycled water.

HISTORICAL FY PRODUCTION 2018-2024
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HISTORICAL PRODUCTION  
 

and 
 

GROUNDWATER LEVEL GRAPHS 
 

SEPTEMBER 2023 
 
Historical Production and Groundwater level graphs are posted monthly on the SCV Water Website 
and the most recent data can be found at the link below;  
 

o https://www.yourscvwater.com/sites/default/files/SCVWA/your-
water/plans-and-reports/well-water-levels/Well-Water-Production-and-
Levels-September-2023_0.pdf 

 
 Groundwater level graphs for the 45 wells currently in operation show static water level depth 

below ground surface (bgs) from 1987 to the current month. Each well also has a second 
water level graph showing levels for the most recent five year period. Static Water Level refers 
to the level of water in a well under normal, non-pumping conditions. The graphs also show 
annual precipitation and historic high and low static water levels. Leading data gaps in the 
graphs indicate time frame before well became ACTIVE. Other gaps may appear during 
periods when water level soundings were not completed.  
 

 The historical data tables show the production from each well in Acre-Feet from 1987 to 
present. Historical data labeled “NA” in the production table means that the particular well(s) 
were not in production at that time.  
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Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency 
Capital Improvement Projects (CIP) Construction Status Report 

As of October 15, 2023 

Project Contractor 
Original 
Contract 
Amount 

Change 
Orders 
to Date 

% 
Change 
Orders 

Current 
Contract 
Amount 

Scheduled 
Completion 

Estimated 
% of Work 
Completed 

Status 

Vista Canyon (Phase 2B) 
Recycled Water Tanks 

Pacific Tank and 
Construction, Inc. $3,906,870 $390,585 9.99% $4,213,175 September 29, 2023 100% 

Construction is completed. 
Notice of Completion is in 
progress. 

Vista Canyon Recycled 
Water Main Extension 
(Phase 2B) 

Ferreira 
Construction Co, 
Inc. 

$2,752,982 $0 0% $2,752,982 October 31, 2023 100% Project closeout is in progress. 

Bridgeport Pocket Park C.S. Legacy
Construction, Inc. $373,148 $0 0% $373,148 November 30, 2023 99% Construction is complete. 

Project closeout is in progress. 

Magic Mountain Pipeline 
Phase 4 

FivePoint / Toro 
Enterprises $3,084,725 $212,289 6.9% $3,297,014 March 1, 2024 98% Construction is in progress. 

Magic Mountain Pipeline 
Phase 5 

FivePoint / Toro 
Enterprises $3,269,979 $0 0% $3,269,979 March 1, 2024 96% Construction is in progress. 

Magic Mountain Pipeline 
Phase 6A 

FivePoint / Toro 
Enterprises $7,168,845 $0 0% $7,168,845 March 1, 2024 92% Construction is in progress. 

Magic Mountain Pipeline 
Phase 6B 

FivePoint / 
Leatherwood 
Construction 

$4,568,687 $0 0% $4,568,687 March 1, 2024 99% Construction is in progress. 

Dickason Drive Water 
Line Improvements 

J Vega 
Engineering, Inc. $1,909,511 $0 0% $1,909,511 March 1, 2024 15% Material submittals are in 

progress. 
Santa Clara & Honby 
Wells PFAS 
Groundwater Treatment 
Improvements Site 
Construction 

Pacific Hydrotech 
Corporation $8,486,950 $0 0% $8,486,950 March 28, 2024 78% Construction is in progress. 

ESFP Washwater Return 
Improvements 

Pacific Hydrotech 
Corporation $17,526,700 $0 0% $17,526,700 April 1, 2024 92% Construction is in progress. 
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Project Contractor 
Original 
Contract 
Amount 

Change 
Orders 
to Date 

% 
Change 
Orders 

Current 
Contract 
Amount 

Scheduled 
Completion 

Estimated 
% of Work 
Completed 

Status 

Saugus #3 & #4 Wells 
Construction 
(Replacement Wells) 

Zim Industries, 
Inc. $12,751,494 $0 0% $12,751,494 April 10, 2024 45% Construction is in progress. 

Pitchess Pipeline 
Modifications 

Los Angeles 
County 
Metropolitan 
Transportation 
Authority 

$159,000 $0 0% $159,000 May 1, 2024 0% 
Pipeline modifications are 
scheduled to start February 
2024. 

Deane Pump Station at 
Sand Canyon Plaza 
(Cost Share) 

Pacific Hydrotech 
Corporation 

$1,969,954 
(SCV Water 
Fair Share) 

$0 0% $1,969,954 July 1, 2024 0% Construction is scheduled to 
start October 2023. 

Deane Tank at Skyline 
Ranch (Cost Share) 

Pacific Hydrotech 
Corporation 

$3,123,943 
(SCV Water 
Fair Share) 

$3,326 0.11% $3,127,269 July 23, 2024 40% 
Concrete foundation and walls 
are installed. Contractor is 
constructing roof.  

RVWTP Diesel UST 
Replacement  

Fleming 
Environmental, 
Inc.  

$1,388,771 $0 0% $1,388,771 July 23, 2024 1% 

Material submittals are in 
progress. Contractor’s 
mobilization scheduled for 
December 2023. 

Deane Pump Station at 
Skyline Ranch (Cost 
Share) 

Pacific Hydrotech 
Corporation 

$381,645 
(SCV Water 
Fair Share) 

$4,192 1.1% $385,837 November 19, 2024 15% Contractor has mobilized and 
starting site grading.   

Well 201 VOC Treatment 
Improvements 

Pacific Hydrotech 
Corporation $7,726,700 $0 0% $7,726,700 February 1, 2025 18% Construction is in progress. 
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Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Engineering Services Section

Third Party Funded Agreements Quarterly Report
As of October 15, 2023

Project Third Party 
Funding Source

Planning, Design, 
Construction Contractor/Consultant Construction Amount SCV Water 

Deposit Amount Status

27510 The Old Road In-N-Out Burger Construction TBD $322 $322 Pending Notice of Completion.

31905 Castaic Road Valley Paradise 
CBAS Construction GRP Contractor $30,000 $8,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Aidlin Tract 52796 – Pipeline Lennar Homes Planning Jensen (Planning) TBD $65,000 Plans are approved. Pump Station 
is Project is in construction..

Aidlin Tract 52796 – Pump Station Lennar Homes Planning Jensen (Planning) TBD $97,000 Project restarted by Developer. 30% 
plan review is complete. 

Aidlin Tract 52796 – Tanks Lennar Homes Planning Jensen (Planning) TBD $156,000 Project restarted by Developer. 90% 
plans in review 

Bouquet Canyon (Tract 82126) Integral Partners 
Funding, LLC Design Civiltec TBD $56,000 Plan check is in progress.

Bridge to Home Intertex Construction SCEI $146,745 $20,300 Ready for Notice of Completion.

Carson Curtis Ranch Storage
Carson Curtis 

Ranch Storage 
LLC

Plan check Stetson Engineers TBD $3,000 Plan check is on hold.

Castaic RV Storage RCMI A/A/F Design SCVWA TBD $21,000 90% design is complete.

Cedar Brook Estates Forza 
Construction Design Sikand Engineering TBD TBD Issued Not to Serve letter. 

Developer will use well water.

Central Park Build Out City of Santa 
Clarita Plan Check/Inspection Urban Habitat $499,700 $10,000 Construction is in progress.

Centre Pointe Self-Storage Salazar 
Construction Plan check/Inspection JT Engineering $115,000 $12,000 Material submittal in review.

Chiquita Canyon Landfill Chiquita Canyon 
Landfill, LLC Construction Staats Construction Over a million TBD Material submittal in review.

Commerce Center Drive Bridge 
Potable and Recycled Pipelines FivePoint Construction Michael Baker - $158,138 Design is in progress. 

Crossroads at Golden Valley Planning TBD TBD $72,000 Planning update is in progress.

Eternal Valley Memorial Park Dignity Memorial 
Funeral Homes Planning Akel Engineering TBD $15,000 Report is complete. 

Golden Triangle Apartments Intertex Planning SCV Water TBD $35,000 
Received check for fire hydrant plan 
review. Waiting on planning phase 
deposit check.

Lyons Canyon NUWI-Lyons 
Canyon, LLC Planning Jensen $53,000 $60,000 Planning report is in progress.

Magic Mountain Tank No. 2 FivePoint Construction - $3,469,491 $449,560 Construction is in progress.
Mission Village - DS 542 Potable 
Water Pipelines FivePoint Construction - $1,643,302 for both RW and PW $417,810 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village - DS 542 Recycled 
Water Pipelines FivePoint Construction - $1,643,302 for both RW and PW $132,625 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Highline Bypass FivePoint Construction - $317,933 $62,174 Pending Notice of Completion.
Mission Village - Telemark Booster 
Stations-PW and RW Design 
Services

FivePoint Design Kennedy Jenks - $469,808 Design is in progress. 

Mission Village – Telemark Tanks FivePoint Design Cannon - $709,515 Design is in progress. 

Mission Village - Phase All Phases 
Design Review FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $300,000 Closing out project. Notice of 

Completion is pending.

Active Agreements: 
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Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Engineering Services Section

Third Party Funded Agreements Quarterly Report
As of October 15, 2023

Project Third Party 
Funding Source

Planning, Design, 
Construction Contractor/Consultant Construction Amount SCV Water 

Deposit Amount Status

Mission Village Phase 3B Tract 
61105-22 RW FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $71,490 Project is in construction.

Mission Village Phase 3B Tract 
61105-26

Richmond 
American Homes Construction Hunsaker - $34,565 Project is in construction.

Mission Village Phase 3B Tract 
61105-27 and 28 FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $25,100 Project is in construction.

Mission Village Phase 3B Tract 
61105-23 FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $13,605 Project is in construction.

Mission Village Phase 3B Tract 
61105-22 FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $117,880 Project is in construction.

Mission Village 61105-31 Phase 2B-
1 Golden Yarrow FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $71,150 Project is in construction.

Mission Village 61105-34,36,37 and 
43 Snow Willow Circle FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $22,125 Project is in construction.

Mission Village 61105-31 Phase 2B-
1 MMP Set – Master FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $45,135 Project is in construction.

Mission Village Phase 2B-1 Tract 
61105-32 FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $10,010 Project is in construction.

Mission Village As Needed 
Regulatory Support for Recycled 
Water

FivePoint Planning Woodard & Curran - $70,468 Planning is in progress.

Mission Village Phase 2B-1 Tract 
61105-31 Recycled Water FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $29,440 Project is in construction.

Mission Village Phase 2B-1 Tract 
61105-35 FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $47,815 Project is in construction.

Mission Village Phase 2B-1 Tract 
61105-31 Golden Yarrow RW FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $44,040 Project is in construction.

Mission Village Phase 2B-1 Tract 
61105-31 Snow Willow RW FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $4,130 Project is in construction.

Mission Village Phase 2B-1 Tract 
61105-33 FivePoint Construction Hunsaker - $13,685 Project is in construction.

Mission Village - Tract 61105 – 
Phase 1 Potable and Recycled 
Water

FivePoint Construction - - $1,500,000 Pending punch list items and close 
out documents.

Mission Village - Tract 61105 –1A 
Potable and Recycled Water FivePoint Construction - - $315,000 

+/- 1,000 LF remaining on potable 
and +/- 3,000 LF remaining on 
recycled. 

Mission Village - Tract 61105 –1C 
Potable and Recycled Water FivePoint Construction - - $260,000 Pending punch list items.

Mission Village Tract 61105-02 Area 
A5a Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $50,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-03 Area 
A5b Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $50,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-04 Area 
F14 Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $50,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-04 Area 
F17 Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $45,000 Pending Notice of Completion.
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Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Engineering Services Section

Third Party Funded Agreements Quarterly Report
As of October 15, 2023

Project Third Party 
Funding Source

Planning, Design, 
Construction Contractor/Consultant Construction Amount SCV Water 

Deposit Amount Status

Mission Village Tract 61105-05 Area 
F13 Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $50,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-06 Area 
A6 Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $50,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-08 
(Planning Area F15) KB Homes Construction Hunsaker $267,638 $50,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-09 Area 
F11 Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $45,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-12 Area 
F12 Infrastructure

Richmond 
American Homes Construction Hunsaker $136,670 $37,200 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-13 Area 
F7ab Infrastructure KB Homes Construction Hunsaker - $95,269 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-13 Area 
F7c Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $86,419 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-14 Area 
F5a Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $50,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-15 Area 
F5b Infrastructure Lennar Homes Construction Hunsaker - $79,516 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-17 
Recycled Water FivePoint Construction Hunsaker $219,000 $71,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-17 
Potable Water FivePoint Construction Hunsaker $963,000 $125,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-19 
Planning Area A3 KB Homes Construction Hunsaker $408,520 $75,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village Tract 61105-20 and -
17 Planning Area A4 KB Homes Construction Hunsaker $234,346 $50,000 Pending Notice of Completion.

Mission Village - Well 206/207 
Pipeline FivePoint Construction - - $122,000 

Construction is 70% complete. 
Potable pipelines are active. 
Remaining items are on hold.

Mission Village Phase 7 Tract 61105-
38 PW FivePoint Design Hunsaker - $28,950 Under plan review.

Mission Village Phase 7 Tract 61105-
39 RW FivePoint Design Hunsaker - $9,335 Under plan review.

Mission Village (KB Home) - Tract 
61105-10 (F7ab Clover) - On-site 
RW Irrigation

KB Homes Design - - $10,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (KB Home) - Tract 
61105-08 (F15 Crimson) - On-site 
RW Irrigation

KB Homes Design - - $10,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (KB Home) - Tract 
61105-21 (A4 Vesper) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

KB Homes Design - - $10,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (KB Home) - Tract 
61105-28 (C4b Iris) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

KB Homes Design - - $10,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (KB Home) - Tract 
61105-19 (A3 Sage) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

KB Homes Design - - $10,000 Under plan review.
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Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Engineering Services Section

Third Party Funded Agreements Quarterly Report
As of October 15, 2023

Project Third Party 
Funding Source

Planning, Design, 
Construction Contractor/Consultant Construction Amount SCV Water 

Deposit Amount Status

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-04 (F14 Rosemist) - On-site 
RW Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-05 (F13 Jasmine) - On-site 
RW Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-01 Lots 45 (A5b Cassia 
Models) - On-site RW Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $5,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-09 (F11 Marigold) - On-site 
RW Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-15 (F5b Tulip) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-03 (A5b Cassia) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $5,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-01 Lot 5 (F5a Lamplight 
Models) - On-site RW Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-14 (F5a Lamplight) - On-site 
RW Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-01 Lot 6 (A6 Wisteria Models) -
On-site RW Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $5,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-06 (A6 Wisteria) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-13 (F7c Orchid) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-07 (F17 Lantana) - On-site 
RW Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-02 (A5a Siena) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Construction - - $10,000 Project is in construction.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-29 (C5c Models) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Design - - $5,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-30 (C5d Models) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Design - - $5,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-23 (C5e Models) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Design - - $5,000 Under plan review.
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Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-22 (C2b Models) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Design - - $5,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-24 (C2b Production) - On-site 
RW Irrigation

Lennar Homes Design - - $10,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-29 (C5c) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Design - - $10,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-30 (C5d) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Design - - $10,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Lennar) - Tract 
61105-23 (C5e) - On-site RW 
Irrigation

Lennar Homes Design - - $10,000 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Tri Pointe Homes) 
61105-27(C4a Models, Lark) On-site 
Irrigation 

Tri Pointe Design - - $7,500 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Tri Pointe Homes) 
61105-27 (C4a Production, Lark) On-
site Irrigation

Tri Pointe Design - - $7,500 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Tri Pointe Homes) 
61105-11A (F18 CALLA) On-site 
Irrigation 

Tri Pointe Design - - $7,500 Under plan review.

Mission Village (Tri Pointe Homes) 
61105-16A (F6 Rowan) On-site 
Irrigation 

Tri Pointe Design - - $7,500 Under plan review.

Mitchell Well 5A Replacement JSB Development Design Richard C. Slade and Associates LLC TBD $58,000 Project is complete.

Needham Ranch Phase 2- Onsite 
Water Plans Newhall Ranch Road

Lion-TCC 
Development II, 

LLC
Design Alliance Engineering $1,800,000 $25,000 

Phase 2 pipeline is complete. Tank 
7A is complete. Pine Street pipeline 
is complete. Pump Station revisions 
are approved. Chemical building is 
under construction.

Pacific Golden Valley Pacific Industrial Plan Review Alliance Engineering TBD $15,000 Plan check is in progress.
Parcel Map 62646 Water Pipeline 
Facilities on Railroad Avenue / 
Oakridge Drive

Saugus Holdings, 
LLC, and TMC 

Hollis
Design and Inspection SCV Water $412,000 $41,000 

Easement review in progress. Full 
bond release. Notice of Completion 
issued.

Saddle-Peak (formerly Park 
Place/Tick Canyon) Williams Homes Planning Cannon N/A $60,000 

Planning Water technical memo is 
completed. Phase 1, 2 and 3 30% 
plans were reviewed. Pump station 
and tanks 30% Plan review is 
complete.

River Walk Apartment River Walk Owner, 
LLC Planning Alliance Engineering TBD $12,500 Preliminary Water Study in review 

by SCVWA.

Riverview Integral 
Communities Planning Alliance Engineering TBD $12,500 Issued draft technical memo to 

developer for comments.
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Sand Canyon Plaza- Off-Tract Water 
Plans

Sand Canyon 
Plaza LLC Design SCV Water TBD $75,000 Plans are approved. Project is in 

construction.

Sand Canyon Plaza- Pump Station Sand Canyon 
Plaza LLC Design SC Water/Civiltec $1,700,000 $32,500 Plans are approved. Construction to 

star October 2023.

Sand Canyon Plaza- 1.7MG Deane 
Tank

Sand Canyon 
Plaza LLC Design SC Water/Civiltec $6,000,000 $95,334 100% plans in review.

Shadow Box Studios Shadow Box 
Studios Planning Civiltec TBD $65,000 

Staff issued supplement to Planning 
Technical Memo to address 
developer comments. Staff will 
prepare master agreement for 
project.

Sheriff Station – 16” Water Main 
Extension in Golden Valley Road

City of Santa 
Clarita Construction Mesa Engineering $1,574,000 $172,900 Contract closeout and Notice of 

Completion is in progress.
Sheriff Station – Pipeline Bore and 
Jack under LADWP Aqueduct in 
Golden Valley Road

City of Santa 
Clarita Design SCV Water $300,000 $300,000 Preparing design to shift alignment 

into bike path in lieu of bore & jack.

Skyline - 2.08 MG Deane Tank @ 
Nimbus TriPointe Homes Construction Pacific Hydrotech

$3,127,269
$329,082 Concrete tank is in construction.

Skyline - Deane Pump Station TriPointe Homes Construction Pacific Hydrotech $385,837 $167,310 Project is in construction.
Skyline Pump Station No. 2 @ 
Nimbus TriPointe Homes Design Cannon $2,500,000 $150,000 100% plans are in review.

Skyline Ranch Road Bridge Crossing 
16” and 20” Water Mains TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $214,359 $21,436 Pending final tie-ins and Notice of 

Completion.

Skyline Ranch Tract 609022–02 
Vertex Way Pipelines TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $480,488 $48,000 Easement is in progress. Notice of 

Completion is pending.
Skyline Ranch Tract 60922 – Sierra 
Highway 16-inch Deane Zone 
Pipeline

TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $1,428,000 $142,800 Punch list items are in progress. 
Notice of Completion is pending.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922 – Sierra 
Highway 20-inch North Oaks Pipeline TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $723,194 $72,319 

Construction is substantially 
complete, pending tie-in and punch 
list items. 

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922 – Site 
Improvements for Two 0.87 MG 
Tanks

TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering, Coleman-Pacific, 
Tejon Constructions $538,477 $53,137 Punch list items are in progress. 

Notice of Completion is pending.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922 – Two 
0.87 MG Tanks (Skyline Ranch 
Zone)

TriPointe Homes Construction Paso Robles $1,879,001 $187,900 
Tanks are online. Punch list items 
are in progress, Notice of 
Completion is pending. 

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–01 
Backbone Pipelines TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $1,417,928 $142,000 Construction is complete. Notice of 

Completion is in progress.
Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–01 
Paseo TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $68,159 Included in PA–01 Construction is complete. Easement 

review is in progress.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–01 
Planning Areas A and B and PA–01 TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $675,824 $67,600 Easement has been recorded. 

Notice of Completion is in progress.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–01 
Planning Areas C and D TriPointe Homes Construction Staats Construction $533,300 $53,330 Easement has been recorded. 

Notice of Completion is in progress.
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Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–01 
Planning Areas E1 and F TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $707,700 $70,700 Easement has been recorded. 

Notice of Completion is in progress.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–01 
Stratus Street TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $817,031 $81,703 Notice of Completion is in progress.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–01 
Stratus Street Gap Section TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $93,141 $9,314 Notice of Completion is in progress.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–02 
Planning Area G TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $786,648 $78,665 Punch list items are in progress. 

Notice of Completion is pending.
Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–02 
Planning Area H TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $828,805 $82,881 Punch list items are in progress. 

Notice of Completion is pending.
Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–04 
Planning Area E-2 TriPointe Homes Construction Staats $369,597 $36,960 Easement is in progress. Notice of 

Completion is pending.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–04 
Planning Area L TriPointe Homes Construction Staats $323,751 $32,375 Easement has been recorded. 

Notice of Completion is in progress.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922-04 
Planning Areas M1 TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $273,208 $27,321 Easement is in progress. Notice of 

Completion is pending.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922-04 
Planning Areas M2 TriPointe Homes Construction TBD $396,981 $39,698 Easement has been recorded. 

Notice of Completion is in progress.

Sierra Highway/Avalon Waterline 
Relocation TriPointe Homes Construction Blois Construction $75,000 $10,000 Notice of Completion is pending.

Skyline Ranch Tract 60922–05 
Planning Area O2 TriPointe Homes Construction Mesa Engineering $762,300 $76,230 Easement review is in progress. 

Notice of Completion is in progress.

Sloan Canyon - Tract 72680 Claremont Homes, 
Inc. Planning Jensen/Akel TBD $60,000 Staff received 1st draft from Akel.

Southern California Innovation Park Intertex Planning and Design Jensen $31,500 $45,000/$6,000 Planning report and design review 
are on hold.

Spring Canyon 
Spring Canyon 

Recory 
Acquisition, LLC

Design Michael Baker International TBD $25,000 100% plans were rechecked and 
staff is awaiting corrections.

Tesoro del Valle – Pump Station BLC Tesoro LLC Design Civiltec TBD $30,000 Plans are approved and pump 
station is in construction.

Tesoro del Valle – Two 1.2 MG 
Tanks BLC Tesoro LLC Design Civiltec TBD $40,000 Tank plans are approved. Tanks are 

in construction.
Tesoro del Valle – Water Line 
Distribution BLC Tesoro LLC Design Fuscoe Engineering $2,100,000 $50,000 Phase 1-8 plans are approved and 

are in construction.

Tract 74718 Dockweiler Dockweiler 21 LLC Design Forma Engineering TBD $5,000 Construction is complete. Notice of 
Completion is in progress.

Truck Stop Parker Ranch, 
LLC Construction Octagon Construction $164,000 $13,000 Awaiting bonds.

Violin Canyon Multi Family PWP Properties, 
Inc. Plan Review Southland Civil Engineering TBD $3,000 Plan is approved. Waiting for 

construction phase.

Vista Canyon Apartments JPI Construction Tejon Constructions $60,000 $6,000 
Recycled water meters are set and 
served from potable water. Awaiting 
water factory to be on line.

193



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Engineering Services Section

Third Party Funded Agreements Quarterly Report
As of October 15, 2023

Project Third Party 
Funding Source

Planning, Design, 
Construction Contractor/Consultant Construction Amount SCV Water 

Deposit Amount Status

Vista Canyon Multi-Modal Rail 
Center - 48" Steel Casing

City of Santa 
Clarita Construction Icon West, Inc. TBD $50,000 Preparing final invoice for the City to 

closeout project.

Vista Canyon Tract 69164-KB 
Homes KB Homes Construction Boudreau Pipeline $57,000 $5,600 

Permitting approval for recycled 
water meters are in progress with 
DDW.

Vista Canyon Tract 69164 Phase 1A 
Potable and Recycled Pipelines Vista Canyon LLC Construction Mesa Engineering $673,532 $67,400 

Construction is complete. 
Conducting final inspections and 
punch list.

Vista Canyon Tract 69164 Phase 2 – 
Portion 1 – Potable Pipelines Vista Canyon LLC Construction  Mesa Engineering $241,112 $24,100 

Construction is complete. 
Conducting final inspections and 
punch list.

Vista Canyon Tract 69164 Phase 2 – 
Portion 2 – Potable and Recycled 
Pipelines

Vista Canyon LLC Construction Mesa Engineering $392,693 $39,269 
Construction is complete. 
Conducting final inspections and 
punch list.

Vista Canyon Tract 69164 Phase 2 – 
Portion 3 – Potable Water Vista Canyon LLC Construction Mesa Engineering $376,259 $37,626 Construction is 90% complete. 

Pending tie-in at La Veda Blvd.

Vista Canyon Tract 69164 Phase 2 – 
Portion 3 – Recycled Water Vista Canyon LLC Construction Mesa Engineering $261,252 $26,125 

Construction is complete. 
Conducting final inspections and 
punch list.

Wayfair Station (FKA Metro Walk)

Woodside Homes 
purchased 

property in March 
2023.

Design Alliance Engineering $9,535 $15,000 

Planning phase is complete. Master 
Agreement executed with Woodside 
Homes. Plan checks are in 
progress.

Mission Village Recycled & Potable 
Water Meters (AMI) FivePoint Planning - - $70,000 LA County Agreement is in 

progress.
Westside Communities (AMI) FivePoint Construction - - $83,500 Project is in construction.

Westside Communities Potable 
Water Infrastructure Plan FivePoint Planning Dexter Wilson - $94,000 

Agency has accepted the following: 
Westside Communities PW 
Infrastructure Plan - Volume 1 - 
Buildout Transmission System, 
Mission Village - Volume 2, 
(including, Addendum #1 and 
Addendum #2).

Westside Communities Recycled 
Water Infrastructure Plan FivePoint Planning Dexter Wilson - $65,000 

Westside Communities RW 
Infrastructure Plan - Volume 1 - 
Buildout Transmission System - 1st 
Round of comments complete.

Westside Communities - Agency 
Consideration of a Community 
Facility District (CFD)

FivePoint Planning - - $100,000 Project to be closed. 

Whites Canyon Apt. (Shapell) Shapell 
Properties, Inc. Construction Sikand Engineering/T.B. Penick and 

Sons, Inc. TBD $215,000 Construction is in progress.

Wiley Canyon Wiley Cyn LLC Planning Akel Engineering TBD $22,000 Issued Final Technical Memo to 
developer.
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15626-1/2 Warm Springs Drive Rebecca Rowe Construction Workman Design and Construction, Inc. $25,000 $5,000 Notice of Completion issued.

16370 Lost Canyon Road Jose Gonzalez Construction SCV Water $15,000 $5,559 Notice of Completion issued.

20745 Santa Clara Rd. - Rent A Bin Knight Building 
Systems Construction Knight Building Systems, Inc. $45,000 $4,500 Notice of Completion issued.

22004 Placerita Canyon Road Intertex Design SCV Water $6,000 $2,000 Notice of Completion issued.

23876 Wildwood Canyon Road Kendall Pond Construction Mesa Engineering $15,800 $5,000 Notice of Completion issued.

24217 Main Street Robert Younkin Construction Staats Construction $52,100 $10,000 Notice of Completion issued.

24531 Copperhill Dr., Popeyes Marok & Cheema 
Inc. Meter Installation SCVWA $1,400 $1,400 Notice of Completion issued.

25333 Railroad Avenue (Storage 
Facility) – Fire Service

Norris 
Construction Construction Mesa Engineering $21,000 $2,100 Notice of Completion issued.

29025 Avenue Paine Rexford Industrial 
Realty, LP Construction BCC Contracting $17,100 $6,000 Notice of Completion issued.

29156 Lotusgarden Drive Sulphur Springs 
School District Construction TBD $30,000 $6,000 Closed project, no deposit.

Alderbrook Ave/Cindy Lane Norris Whitmore Construction Stylo Group $85,000 $8,500 Notice of Completion issued.

Closed Agreements: 
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Calgrove Storage TWB Clarita 
Storage Construction D.M. Sanborn Pipeline $90,000 $9,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Canyon Plastic Canyon SGN, Inc. Construction Tejon $15,000 $4,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Cedarcreek Elementary School Saugus Union 
School Construction Novus Construction $50,000 $15,000 Notice of Completion issued.

College of the Canyons Valencia 
Campus Parking Structure – Water 
Line Improvements

Santa Clarita 
Community 

College District
Construction R.C. Becker and Son $370,575 $129,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Concord Development Tract 53425 
–01 Lennar Design Turf Construction $100,000 $10,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Excel Buena Park II, L.P. (Residence 
Inn and Springhill Suites) Excel Group LLC Construction T. Morrissey Corporation $86,848 $13,027 Notice of Completion issued.

Friendly Station Mart Fayad Takla Construction StormCon $45,000 $11,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Hancock Commerce Center (PM 
26363, Parcel 6) S.D. Herman Construction SCV Water/TBD $174,000 $23,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Needham Ranch - DrinkPak DrinkPak, LLC Construction Douglass Design and Build $50,000 $9,800 Project is complete.

Orchard Village Medical Building OVMB LLC 
(Intertex) Construction Groundwork Engineering Inc. $50,000 $18,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Parcel Map 19163 Parcel 1 – 
Homewood Suites/Hampton Inn,

Prince Hospitality 
LLC Construction Tron Construction $60,000 $28,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Parcel Map 26363 Parcels 3 and 4 at 
27736 – 27788 Hancock Parkway Intertex Construction Blois Construction $35,000 $3,500 Notice of Completion issued.

196



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Engineering Services Section

Third Party Funded Agreements Quarterly Report
As of October 15, 2023

Project Third Party 
Funding Source

Planning, Design, 
Construction Contractor/Consultant Construction Amount SCV Water 

Deposit Amount Status

Parcel Map 60030, Parcels 1–8< 
Chase Place. Krusinski/IAC Construction J.A. Salazar Construction and Supply 

Corp. $79,500 $19,950 Notice of Completion issued.

Placerita Bible Church PBC Construction Intertex General Contractors, Inc. $6,000 $2,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Plum Canyon Tract 46018–11 Pump 
Station (Civil/Mechanical)

Pardee and Toll 
Brothers Construction Staats Construction $648,597 $61,000 

Construction is complete. Notice of  
Completion was issued and contract 
closed. 

Plum Canyon Tract 46018–11 Pump 
Station (Electrical)

Pardee and Toll 
Brothers Construction Coleman–Pacific $467,000 $46,700 

Construction is complete. Notice of  
Completion was issued and contract 
closed. 

Plum Canyon Tract 73858 Lot 1 Toll Brothers Construction Staats $856,000 $114,600 Notice of Completion issued.

Reyes Winery (24329 Main St) Robert Reyes Construction Intertex General Contractors, Inc. and 
Groundworks, Inc. $21,985 $5,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Skyline Ranch Plaza Tract 
46018–11A Intertex Construction Groundbreakers Construction $288,314 $28,832 Notice of Completion issued.

Subaru of Valencia Hello Auto Group Construction Source Group $50,000 $10,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Tract AVT 52455–16 Ashdon 
Development Construction Intertex General Contractors, Inc. $85,043 $17,000 Notice of Completion issued.

Travel Village Travel Village, 
LLC Design TBD TBD $2,500 Notice of Completion issued.

Valencia Town Center Square – 
Phase 2

VTC Square 
Investors, LLC Construction Staats Construction $220,100 $22,010 Notice of Completion issued.
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Monthly Committee Planning Calendar C P P P P P P P P
CIP Construction Status Report C P P P P P P P P
Monthly Operations and Production Report C P P P P P P P P
Third Party Funded Agreements Quarterly Report P P P
Quarterly Safety Program Presentation P P P
General Operations Presentation
Annual Safety Program Update
Real Property Activity Report C P
Review and Consider the Proposed FY 2024/25 and FY 2025/26 Capital 
Improvement Projects P

Tax-Defaulted Properties T T

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Authorizing the General Manager 
to Execute a Purchase Order Amendment for Construction Management Services 
for the Saugus #3 and #4 Wells Construction (Replacement Wells) Project

C

Bouquet Canyon Trail Informational Presentation C
Recommend Approval of the Replacement of 4273 Meters as Part of the AMI 
Meter Replacement Program C C

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Authorizing Additional Change 
Order Authority to the General Manager for the Santa Clara and Honby Wells 
PFAS Groundwater Treatment Project

C C

Recommend Approval of a Contract to Rehabilitate Saugus Well 2 and Find that 
the Proposed Action is Exempt from CEQA C C

Review and Comment on the 10 Year Capital Improvement Projects Plan P
Recommend Approval, Pursuant to a Previously Adopted Addendum to the 
Adopted 2005 Groundwater Containment, Treatment, and Restoration Project 
MND and MMRP, of a Purchase Order to Lee & Ro, Inc for Planning and Final 
Design Services for Wells 206 and 207 Groundwater Treatment Improvements 
Project

P P

Recommend Approval of a Resolution Authorizing the General Manager to Apply 
for Funding from the Bureau of Reclamation WaterSMART Drought Response 
Program and Accept and Execute a Grant Agreement for the Newhall Wells (N11, 
N12 and N13) Groundwater Treatment Improvements

P P

P - Planned 
T-Tentative
C- Completed
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Discuss and Provide Feedback on an Out-of-Agency Water Services Agreement 
with Paradise Ranch Estates Mobile Home Park and Recommend Advancing an 
Agreement to the Board for Full Consideration and Approval 

T

Recommend Approval of the Pipeline Improvements for Newhall Avenue from 
Market Street to Pine Street P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding a Contract for the 
Beldove (Copper Hill) 2 Water Storage Tank Coating Project P P

Recommend Approval of the Purchase of a DeNora ClorTec Onsite Sodium 
Hypochlorite Generation System for the Fair Oaks Reservoir Management System P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding a Purchase Order for 
Final Design Services for Honby Tank Pipeline Improvements P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding a Purchase Order for 
Final Design Services for Magic Mountain Pipeline Phases 1 - 3 Inspection Access 
Modifications

P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding Construction Contract 
for T&U Wells PFAS Treatment, Saugus 1 and 2 VOC Treatment, and Disinfection 
Facility

P P

Recommend Approval of a Resolution Authorizing Santa Clarita Valley Water 
Agency to Provide Water Quality Laboratory Testing Services to the State of 
California Department of Water Resources

P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding Construction Contract 
and Purchase Orders for Construction Management and Inspection Services and 
Engineering Services During Construction for Phase 2C South End Recycled 
Water Main Extension

P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding Construction Contract 
for Pipeline to Los Angeles Residential Community P P

Recommend approval of a Resolution Awarding Construction Contract and 
Purchase Orders for Construction Management and Inspection Services and 
Engineering Services During Construction for the Well 205 Groundwater 
Treatment Improvements Project

P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Authoring General Manager to 
Execute a (1) Financing Agreement with the State Water Resources Control Board 
for Consolidation of the New Mint Association, and (2) Consolidation and Water 
Service Agreement with the New Mint Association.

P P

P - Planned 
T-Tentative 
C- Completed 
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Recommend Approval of On-Call Engineering Services and/or Construction 
Management and Inspection Services P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding a Purchase Order for 
Final Design Services for RVWTP Sewerline Improvements P P

Recommend Approval of a Resolution Adopting Initial Study-Mitigated Negative 
Declaration Under the California Environmental Quality Act and a Resolution 
Authorizing a Purchase Order to Hazen and Sawyer for Final Design Services for 
the Newhall Wells (N11, N12, N13) Groundwater Treatment Improvements Project

P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding Construction Contract 
and Purchase Orders for Construction Management and Inspection Services and 
Engineering Services During Construction for Smyth Pipeline Improvements

P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding Construction Contract 
and Purchase Orders for Construction Management and Inspection Services and 
Engineering Services During Construction for Valencia Market Place Pipeline 
Improvements

P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding a Purchase Order for 
Final Design Services for N-Wells Drainage Improvements P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding Construction Contract 
for Saugus Wells 3 & 4 (Replacement Wells) Well Equipment and Site 
Improvements Project.

P P

Recommend Approval of Adopting a Resolution Awarding a Purchase Order for 
Final Design Services for Sand Canyon Sewerline P P

P - Planned 
T-Tentative 
C- Completed 
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Bluebeam Revu
Improving our Agency’s Plan Review Process

Engineering and Operations 
Committee Meeting

November 2, 2023

203
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Item No 12



Projects in Review

2

Private Development Projects
Capital Improvement Projects

Repair Projects
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Leveraging Information Technology 

Bluebeam Revu

3

Collaboration

Project Tracking and Performance Metrics
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BlueBeam Studio - Cloud-Based Interface

4
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Traditional Plan Review Process

Disadvantages

• Long review times 
• Increased cost
• Potential Loss of plan 

sets
• Misinterpretation of 

plan check comments 
• Limited collaboration 

between departments

5

207



Electronic Plan Review Process

6

Advantages

• Simultaneous Plan 
review by all 
departments 

• Cloud Based- Real 
time access to 
documents from any 
place, any time

• Cost and Time Saving

• Data Collection and 
Accountability  

• Convenient online 
collaboration 
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Implementation | Training | Optimization

7

External and Internal Training
Video Tutorials

Process Refinement &       
Exploring New Technologies 

209



[This page intentionally left blank.] 

210


	Information Sheet
	Agenda
	Item 3
	Item 4
	Item 5
	Item 6
	Item 7
	Item 8
	Item 9
	Item 10
	Item 12



