
RESOLUTION NO. SCV-336 

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

ADOPTING THE ADDENDUM TO THE MISSION VILLAGE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT, APPROVING THE BACKCOUNTRY RESERVOIR AND BACKCOUNTRY PUMP 

STATION PROJECT, AND ADOPTING THE MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING 
PROGRAM UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

FOR THE PROJECT 

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

WHEREAS, the Agency's Capital Improvement Program includes construction of the Agency's 
future Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station Project (formerly known as Magic 
Mountain Reservoir and Magic Mountain Pump Station); and 

WHEREAS, on October 25, 2011, the County of Los Angeles, as the lead agency under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), certified the Mission Village Environmental Impact 
Report (Mission Village EIR) which analyzed the impacts of the proposed Mission Village mixed­
use development; and 

WHEREAS, the Mission Village development is one of five villages within the Newhall Ranch 
Specific Plan, a large-scale mixed-use community located in unincorporated Los Angeles 
County; and 

WHEREAS, the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Final Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program 
EIR was certified by Los Angeles County and the Specific Plan approved in 2003; and 

WHEREAS, as part of the certifications, Los Angeles County adopted Findings of Fact, 
Statement of Overriding Considerations and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for 
both the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR and Mission Village EIR; and 

WHEREAS, the Agency, as the responsible agency, has now prepared, evaluated and adopted 
an Addendum to the Mission Village EIR (Exhibit A) pursuant to CEQA Guideline section 15162 
to determine if, when taking subsequent discretionary actions in furtherance of a project for 
which an EIR has been adopted, the Agency is required to under Public Resources Code 
section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines section 15162 to conduct additional environmental review; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR has been prepared by Woodard and 
Curran and analyzed the potential environmental impacts associated with the Backcountry 
Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station modifications to the Mission Village Project; and 

WHEREAS, the environmental evaluation of the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR 
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 Addendum to the Mission Village EIR 
due to new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of 



previously identified significant effects such that subsequent environmental review would be 
required; and 

WHEREAS, the environmental evaluation of the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR has 
concluded that impacts of the modified project would not result in any new significant impacts 
that were not previously identified in the Mission Village EIR and no new mitigation measures 
are required. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Board of 
Directors has reviewed and considered the Addendum to the Mission Village El R and 
supporting materials and finds that those documents taken together contain a completed and 
accurate reporting of all of the environmental impacts associated with the project. 

SECTION 1. RECITALS. The Board further finds that the Addendum to the Mission 
Village EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and that the 
Addendum and supporting materials, taken together, reflect the Board's independent judgment. 

SECTION 2. COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY ACT. As a decision-making body for the Project, the SCV Water Board has reviewed 
and considered the information contained in the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR, 
comments received, and other documents contained in the administrative record for the 
modified project (the Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station Project). Based on 
the Agency's independent review and analysis, the SCV Water Board finds that the Addendum 
and administrative record contain a complete and accurate reporting of the environmental 
impacts associated with the modified project, and that the Addendum has been completed in 
compliance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. 

SECTION 3. FINDINGS ON ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. Based on the whole record 
before it, including the Addendum, the administrative record, and all other written and oral 
evidence presented to the SCV Water Board, the SCV Water Board finds that all environmental 
impacts of the modified project are either less than significant or can be mitigated to a level of 
less than significant under the mitigation measures outlined in the Addendum and Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program. The SCV Water 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 administrative record supporting a fair 
argument that the modified project may result in any significant environmental impacts. The 
SCV Water Board finds that the Addendum contains a complete, objective, and accurate 
reporting of the environmental impacts associated with the modified project and reflects the 
independent and analysis of the SCV Water Board. 

SECTION 4. ADOPTION OF THE ADDENDUM TO THE MISSION VILLAGE EIR. The 
SCV Water Board hereby approves and adopts the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR, 
attached hereto as Exhibit "A", as the Lead Agency. 

SECTION 5. APPROVING THE BACKCOUNTRY RESERVOIR AND BACKCOUNTRY 
PUMP STATION. The SCV Water Board hereby approves to modified project consisting of the 
Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station. 

SECTION 6. ADOPTION OF THE MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING 
PROGRAM. In accordance with Public Resources Code section 21081.6, the SCV Water Board 
hereby adopts the MMRP, attached hereto as Exhibit "B". In the event of any inconsistencies 



between the Mitigation Measures as set forth in the Addendum and the MMRP, the MMRP shall 
control. 

SECTION 7. LOCATION AND CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS. 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 27234 Bouquet 
Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. The custodian for these records is the Board Secretary 
April Jacobs. This information is provided in compliance with Public Resources Code section 
21081.6. 

SECTION 8. NOTICE OF DETERMINATION. The SCV Water hereby directs staff to 
prepare, execute, and file a Notice of Determination with the Los Angeles County Clerk's office 
and he Office of Planning and Research within five (5) working days of adoption of this 
Resolution. 

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 March 7, 2023 the foregoing Resolution No. SCV-336 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. 

DATED: March 7, 2023 Sefi:J?u L~~ 
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A potable water tank at the Backcountry Reservoir site was addressed in the 2010 Mission Village Draft 
EIR and was referred to as the Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) water tank site (See Figure 2-2). 
Although sizing and other details regarding the design of the tank were not identified in the Mission Village 
EIR, the tank was assumed to be above ground. The Final Mission Village EIR (SCH No. 2005051143) 
was certified by the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors in 2011, although a portion of the EIR was 
recirculated in 2016 to fully address global climate change as well as revisions to two biological resource 
mitigation measures. The tank site was designated as “Public Facility – Water Tank” in the Mission Village 
Land Use Plan (Figure 2-3). 

Although the Mission Village EIR was tiered from the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR to 
address project-level development and related infrastructure impacts, no specific water tank design, 
construction, or operational details were described in the Mission Village EIR because project-specific 
details of the water tank were unknown at the time. However, the EIR’s evaluation of site environmental 
resources included the tank site parcel, and development of a tank at that location was specified in the 
project description and accounted for in overall impact evaluation of development within the Mission Ranch 
boundary.  

Rough grading of the approximately 1-acre tank site was included in the Mission Village TR 61105-01 
Rough Grading Plan, shown in Figure 2-4. The grading plan was approved by the Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Works on May 7, 2018, and grading of the site has since been completed. 
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Figure 2-4: Backcountry Reservoir – Rough Grading Plan 

 
      Source: Magic Mountain Reservoir Preliminary Design Technical Memorandum (Michael Baker International, 2018) 

In order to supply water to the Backcountry Reservoir, a pump station would be required. Details regarding 
a pump station were also unknown at the time that the Mission Village EIR was developed. A pump station 
location was subsequently identified at an undeveloped parcel located along Magic Mountain Parkway, 
approximately 0.5 miles east of Interstate 5 within the City of Santa Clarita. The Backcountry Pump Station 
would pump water to the existing Magic Mountain Pipeline, which passes through the pump station site, 
for conveyance to the Backcountry Reservoir. The pump station would be located on the northeastern 
portion of the parcel, and new inlet and outlet piping would be constructed on site to connect to the Magic 
Mountain Pipeline (Figure 2-5). A turnout facility (V-9 Turnout) is proposed at the Backcountry Pump 
Station to provide flow control and metering. Two water distribution pipelines are proposed from the V-9 
Turnout to tie into SCV Water’s existing distribution mains for Zone IIA-N and Zone I (Figure 2-6). The 
Backcountry Pump Station location is approximately 2 miles from the Backcountry Reservoir site and 
outside the Mission Village Land Use Plan area and Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area (Figure 2-2). The 
pump station site is designated as “Business Park” by the City of Santa Clarita general plan and zoning 
code (Figure 2-7).  
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Figure 2-5: Backcountry Pump Station Overview 

 
Source: Southwest Area Hydraulic Analysis Technical Memorandum, Draft (Michael Baker International, 2022b) 
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2.4 Proposed Project 

Backcountry Reservoir Description 

A technical memorandum entitled “Preliminary Design Technical Memorandum for Magic Mountain 
Reservoir Planning” was prepared for SCV Water by Michael Baker International in November 2018 and 
identified the maximum size of the reservoir that could be built on the tank site parcel. Due to the limited 
parcel size, the reservoir was proposed to be a partially buried tank located within the “footprint” of the 
tank site as identified in the Mission Village EIR. A subsequent technical memorandum, entitled 
“Southwest Area Hydraulic Analysis: Backcountry Pump Station, Backcountry Reservoir, and V-9 Turnout 
Facility” was prepared to develop design parameters for these facilities and to evaluate a supply scenario 
in which water production wells located in the east area near Commerce Center Drive convey water east 
through the Magic Mountain Pipeline to increase overall operational flexibility of SCV Water’s 
transmission system (Michael Baker International, 2022b).  

The approved rough grading plan (shown previously in Figure 2-4) provides a site pad for a rectangular 
shape reservoir with approximate dimensions of 150 feet by 350 feet. The Backcountry Reservoir is 
proposed to have a tank bottom slab at elevation 1,400 feet, a low water level at an elevation of 1,407.5 feet 
and a high-water elevation of 1,440 feet to maintain existing hydraulic conditions required for operation of 
the Earl Schmidt Filtration Plant and Rio Vista Water Treatment Plant, and to match the existing hydraulic 
gradient of a nearby pressure zone (Zone IIA-N).  

Grading for the reservoir would require excavation and backfill for the reservoir structure and for site 
drainage as well as paving of the maintenance/access road around the reservoir. Based on the requirement 
for a reservoir floor elevation of 1,400 feet, the estimated grading required for the reservoir structure is 
approximately 50,000 cubic yards. Approximately 29,000 cubic yards would be hauled to an adjacent 
development within Mission Village, and approximately 21,000 cubic yards would be used on site as 
backfill. The proposed reservoir would be constructed as an underground structure 30 feet deep, and 
approximately 17 feet would be built above the grade. Figure 2-14 shows grading cross sections. 

Based on a conceptual site analysis (Michael Baker International, 2022a), the reservoir would be 
rectangular, with exterior dimensions of approximately 116 feet wide by 304 feet long. The reservoir would 
be divided into two equal sized storage chambers separated by a common reinforced concrete wall which 
would extend from floor to roof. Each chamber would have an interior reinforced concrete baffle wall from 
floor to roof to ensure circulation (Figure 2-15). The two storage chambers would operate independently, 
providing operational flexibility. Seismic design parameters require a 7-foot 6-inches tank freeboard (the 
clearance maintained between the maximum water level and the roof slab of the tank) and 1-foot 6-inches 
roof slab thickness, for a cumulative roof top elevation of approximately 1,447 feet, resulting in about 17 
feet of the tank being exposed above the grade. 

The dimensions of the proposed Backcountry Reservoir were set based on a site layout that maximizes 
storage volume and provides a minimum 20-foot wide drivable access road around the entire reservoir, 
which would allow a 30-foot construction truck and a 32-foot fire truck to maneuver around the reservoir 
(Figure 2-15). This layout is based on an AutoCAD “AutoTurn” analysis and satisfies the Los Angeles 
County Fire Department’s hammer-head turnaround requirement. 

Electrical, controls and communications systems for the reservoir are proposed to be installed along the 
eastern wall (Figure 2-16). Five Point, the developer of Mission Village, would provide a SCE connection 
to the bottom of the access road. SCV Water would coordinate with SCE to connect power to the reservoir.  
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The developed reservoir site would include gated access to the reservoir, perimeter fencing, site drainage 
features, a supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) system and other controls, valving, and other 
appurtenances. The site would have minimal lighting and no chemicals would be stored on site. The 
reservoir and site design would include aesthetic treatments as needed to soften views of the reservoir and 
help ensure the reservoir and fencing blend into the landscape to the extent possible (such as using a tan or 
earthen color for the exterior coating). A minimum 8-foot-wide landscape area would be located along the 
perimeter of the site. 
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Construction Activities 

Backcountry Reservoir 

Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir would include, but not be limited to, civil site work; earthwork 
and grading; reservoir construction; installation of piping, seismic anchors, electrical systems, 
instrumentation, controls, SCADA systems, lighting, fences and gate; and paving of the maintenance road 
around the reservoir. Construction staging would occur on the proposed reservoir site, and would require 
storage of equipment, construction materials and stockpiled soil. As described above, reservoir construction 
is anticipated to result in approximately 35,000 cubic yards of exported material. 

Backcountry Pump Station , V-9 Turnout Facility and Distribution Pipelines 

Construction of the pump station would include, but not be limited to, earthwork and grading; structural 
improvements; installation of pumps, valves, and appurtenances; installation of electrical systems, lighting, 
gate, and emergency generator; and landscaping. Construction staging would occur on the proposed pump 
station site, and would require storage of equipment, construction materials, and stockpiled soil. 
Construction activities would be restricted to the disturbed site; areas of adjacent vegetation would be 
avoided. It is estimated that pump station construction would require excavation of 1,200 cubic yards of 
soil, would generate 800 cubic yards of export and require 1,500 cubic yards of fill material. Construction 
of the V-9 turnout would be by open cut trenching. It is estimated that 900 cubic yards of material would 
be exported, and 500 cubic yards of fill would be imported. To connect the pump station to the existing 42-
inch water transmission pipeline (Magic Mountain Pipeline), some work may be required in public right-
of-way in Magic Mountain Parkway. There is also potential for landscaping improvements and work to 
improve driveway access to Magic Mountain Parkway in public right-of-way. Construction staging would 
be located at the pump station site. Construction of the 16-inch and 24-inch distribution pipelines in Magic 
Mountain Parkway would be completed by open cut trenching. The trench would be 4 to 6 feet deep and 4 
feet wide (2 feet on either side). All construction would take place within the Magic Mountain Parkway 
right-of-way.  

It is anticipated that in order to make proposed connections to the existing Magic Mountain Pipeline, 
dewatering and discharge into local storm drains along Magic Mountain Parkway would be required. 
Discharges into the storm drain would require a permit from County of Los Angeles Department of Public 
Works (LACDPW) with pre-approved discharge locations. In addition, coordination with the California 
Department of Fish & Wildlife (CDFW) would be required if significant discharges to the Santa Clara River 
are expected.  

Equipment/Staging 

To characterize and analyze potential construction impacts, construction-related truck trips and equipment 
types have been estimated based on expected excavation volumes, quantities of exported materials, 
construction material deliveries and construction site equipment operations. Estimated truck trips for the 
proposed Project are summarized in Table 2-1 and Table 2-2. Equipment that may be used at any given 
time during proposed Project construction is summarized in Table 2-3 and Table 2-4. Construction staging 
is anticipated to be located at the reservoir and pump station sites. 
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Table 2-1: Estimated Truck Trips – Backcountry Reservoir 
Truck Total Trips Trips/day 

Soil Haul Trucks 
(assume 8 trucks, 10 cubic yards of soil per truck, 8 
round trips per day, 3-mile round trip haul) 

3,500 64 

Concrete Trucks 
(assume need to pour 1 wall per day, total 9 walls) 580 10 

Material Delivery Trucks 145 1 
  Source: Woodard & Curran 

 
Table 2-2: Estimated Truck Trips – Pump Station and V-9 Turnout 

Truck Total Trips Trips/day 
Soil Haul Trucks 
(assume 8 trucks, 10 cubic yards of soil per truck, 8 round 
trips per day, 3-mile round trip haul) 

130 32 

Concrete Trucks 40 N/A 
Material Delivery Trucks 90 N/A 

Source: MBI engineer’s estimates 
 

Table 2-3: Estimated Equipment Type and Use – Backcountry Reservoir 

Equipment Type 
Estimated 

Number Used 
(per day) 

Estimated 
Duration 

(hours/day) 

Estimated Total Number 
of Working Days of Use 

During Entire 
Construction 

Excavator  1 8 55 
Track Loader 1 4 75 
Highway legal dump truck 8 8 75 
Flatbed truck (material delivery) 1 1 145 
Pickup trucks 1 4 500 
Worker vehicles 10 2 500 
Crane 1 6 250 
Paver 1 4 10 
Compactor 1 4 10 
Grader 1 4 10 
Source: Woodard & Curran  
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Table 2-4: Estimated Equipment Type and Use – Pump Station and V-9 Turnout 

Equipment Type 
Estimated 

Number Used 
(per day) 

Estimated 
Duration 

(hours/day) 

Estimated Total Number 
of Working Days of Use 

During Entire 
Construction 

Excavator  1 8 80 
Track Loader 1 8 40 
Highway legal dump truck 4 8 30 
Flatbed truck (material delivery) 1 4 120 

Pickup trucks 4 8 240 
Worker vehicles 4 8 240 
Crane 1 8 50 
Paver 1 8 15 
Compactor 1 8 60 
Grader 1 8 10 
Water Truck 1 6 60 
Forklift 1 4 40 
Source: MBI engineer’s estimates 

Construction Management Practices 

The contract documents would include standard construction management practices including, but not 
limited to: 

• Obtain coverage under the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Construction General 
Permit and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

• Identify existing underground utilities through Underground Service Alert. 

• Comply with South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403.1 to control dust 
during construction. The contractor is required to have an approved Fugitive Dust Control Plan 
prior to grading or excavation.  

• Comply with the California Air Resources Boards (CARB) In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets 
Regulations, which would limit vehicle idling time to five minutes, restrict adding vehicles to 
construction fleets that have lower than Tier 3 engines, and establish a schedule for retiring older, 
less fuel-efficient engines from the construction fleet. 

• Prepare a Hazardous Materials Management and Spill Control Plan to manage hazardous materials, 
wastes, and any potential spills during construction. 

Construction Schedule 

Construction of the reservoir, pump station, and V-9 turnout is expected to take approximately 18 to 24 
months to complete, with an estimated start in fall 2024 and completion between spring and fall 2026.  
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Project Operation and Maintenance 

Backcountry Reservoir  

The Backcountry Reservoir would be supplied with potable water conveyed through the Magic Mountain 
pipeline. Operation of the reservoir would generally involve control of reservoir potable water level through 
SCADA from various operating scenarios from four different possible water sources: potable surface water 
treatment plants, existing wells 206 and 207, existing Saugus wells 1 and 2, and future wells S3 and S4.  

The Backcountry Reservoir would be inspected every three years in accordance with the American Water 
Works Association standards. The reservoir would not be drained as part of regular maintenance. 
Maintenance of reservoir valves, air vacs, and other appurtenances would be conducted per manufacturer’s 
recommendations.  

Maintenance and collection of water samples from the reservoir would require an estimated four worker 
trips to the site per week. Power consumption for operation of the reservoir is estimated to be 10 kilowatt-
hours (kWh) per day or 3,650 kWh annually, based on the estimated electrical needs to operate low level 
lighting, SCADA systems, security systems and other electrical controls. 

Backcountry Pump Station and V-9 Turnout Facility 

During operation the pump station would pump approximately 8,000 gallons per minute to the Backcountry 
Reservoir using one pump, and up to 23,300 gpm with three pumps in operation (Michael Baker 
International, 2022b). No storage or use of chemicals is proposed at the pump station. 

Maintenance of the pump station would include inspection, cleaning, and water quality sampling. The pump 
station would be inspected weekly. Maintenance of pumps, flow control and pressure reducing station, and 
appurtenances would be conducted in accordance with manufacturer’s recommendations. Water quality 
would be monitored on site weekly. To discharge water samples containing chloramines into the local 
wastewater collection system, an Industrial Waste Discharge Permit would be required by the LACDPW. 
Inspection and sampling would require one worker trips to the site per week.  

Power consumption for operation of the pump station is estimated to be 900,000 kWh, annually, based on 
electrical needs for operation of the pumps, electrical controls, and lighting. In the event of a power failure, 
the diesel backup generator would provide power for a minimum of 24 hours. If landscaping is installed at 
the pump station site, regular maintenance would result in approximately one worker trip per week. 

The V-9 Turnout Facility would also be located at the Backcountry Pump Station Site. The turnout would 
allow for tie-ins to existing Zone I and Zone IIA-N through the proposed 16-inch and 24-inch distribution 
pipelines within Magic Mountain Parkway. The turnout facility includes above-ground pipe trains for flow 
control, pressure-reducing valves and isolation valves, and aboveground discharge piping downstream of 
the flow control pipe trains. Water from the pump station would flow to the V-9 Turnout when water is not 
needed at the Backcountry Reservoir. The V-9 Turnout would be hydraulically operated and monitored 
through SCADA. Operation would consist of monthly exercising of manual valves and recalibrating of 
meters approximately every two years. No other maintenance is anticipated.  

2.5 Permits and Approvals 

The proposed Project may require the following permits and approvals: 

• State Water Resources Control Board Division of Drinking Water (SWRCB-Division of Drinking 
Water): approval for an amendment to SCV Water’s Drinking Water Supply Permit  
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• State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB): NPDES General Permit for Storm Water 
Discharges associated with Construction Activities 

• Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB): NPDES General Discharge Permit 
for Low Threat Hydrostatic Test Water Discharges to Surface Waters 

• Los Angeles RWQCB: NPDES General Permit for Discharges of Groundwater from Construction 
and Project Dewatering to Surface Waters 

• South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD): Permit to Construct and Permit to 
Operate for pump station (engine greater than 50 BHP)  

• Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (Building and Safety Division): Building plan 
check (required because the pump generator has a disconnecting means rated more than 400A) 

• Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (Flood Control District): Permit for discharges 
to the storm drain 

• Los Angeles County Department of Public Works: Industrial Waste Discharge Permit (for 
discharge of samples containing chloramines to the local wastewater collection system) 

• Los Angeles County Fire Department: Construction permit for diesel for pump generator (under 
California Fire Code, Section 105.7.9) 

• Southern California Edison: Approval to connect to power supply 
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be more visually obtrusive than the aboveground tank envisioned in the Mission Village EIR, and the 
Backcountry Pump Station would not substantially impact scenic resources. 

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views 
of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from publicly accessible 
vantage point). If the Project is in an urbanized area, would the Project conflict with applicable zoning 
and other regulations governing scenic quality? 

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The Backcountry Reservoir site is located in the urbanized portion of the Santa Clarita Valley, within the 
Mission Village area currently under development. The reservoir would not conflict with the applicable 
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality. As part of the larger Newhall Ranch development, 
the Backcountry Reservoir is subject to the Development Regulations and Design Guidelines contained in 
the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. These regulations and guidelines provide site development standards and 
address site planning, architecture, fencing, landscape design, lighting, setbacks, and grading design criteria 
within the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. Final grading of the reservoir site would result in approximately 
17 feet of the reservoir exposed above ground, which is well below the 35-foot maximum building height 
standard set for open area land use type in the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan development regulations. The 
Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Development Regulations and Design Guidelines also require a 50-foot 
setback in open areas. The setback from the reservoir structure to the immediate parcel boundary would 
vary from 20 to 60 feet (Figure 2-11). However, the reservoir parcel is surrounded to the west, north, and 
east by other steeply graded parcels that would not be developed and would not be publicly accessible 
(Figure 5-1). South of the reservoir parcel is open space. Thus, although the reservoir would be within 50 
feet of the parcel boundary in some locations, adjoining parcels would provide additional space between 
planned roads and houses. The Backcountry Reservoir would adhere to the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan 
design guidelines to ensure the reservoir and fencing blend into the landscape to the extent possible and 
would be at least 50 feet from proposed roads and residences in the vicinity to functionally meet the 50-
foot setback requirement. Conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality 
would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measure SP 4.7-1 and the proposed 
partially buried tank would be similar to the aboveground tank that was evaluated in the Mission Village 
EIR.  
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Backcountry Reservoir 

Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir, similar to the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would 
be accomplished using standard construction equipment between weekday hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m., in 
compliance with the County of Los Angeles Ordinance 12.08.440 “Construction Noise” (County of Los 
Angeles, n.d.) (SP 4.9-1 and MV 4.6-1). Construction maximum noise levels at residential and business 
structures from mobile and stationary equipment as defined in the Los Angeles Ordinance 12.08.440 are 
provided in Table 5-3. Typical noise emission levels at a reference distance of 50 feet, based on the Federal 
Highway Administration Construction Noise Handbook (USDOT, 2006) for the construction equipment 
detailed in Section 2.4, Equipment/Staging, are provided in Table 5-4. No pile driving is anticipated to be 
required. Noise impacts of constructing the Backcountry Reservoir would be the same as impacts from 
constructing the tank described in the Mission Village EIR.  

There are no residential or business structures within 50 feet of the Backcountry Reservoir site. The closest 
noise receptors to the Backcountry Reservoir site are currently residences and the West Ranch High School 
located roughly 0.75 miles away along the northwestern border of Stevenson Ranch, California. Noise from 
point sources, such as construction sites, tend to attenuate at a rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance 
(USDOT, 2006). Assuming operation of two of the noisiest pieces of equipment occurred simultaneously, 
the combined noise level would be 86 dBA at a distance of 50 feet. At a distance of 0.75 miles this noise 
level would be attenuated to 48 dBA, which is well below maximum allowable noise levels identified in 
Table 5-3. Therefore, Project construction noise would not adversely affect the nearest noise receptors. 
Implementation of mitigation measures during construction would ensure that noise impacts are less than 
significant.  

Table 5-3: Los Angeles County Construction Noise Restrictions 

  At Residential Structures 
At Business 
Structures 

  

Mobile Equipment  
(Stationary Equipment) 

Mobile Equipment 
(Stationary 
Equipment) 

Single-
family 

Residential 
Multi-family 
Residential 

Semi-
residential/ 
Commercial 

  

Daily, except 
Sundays and legal 
holidays, 7:00 a.m. 
to 8:00 p.m. 

75dBA 
(60dBA) 

80dBA 
(65dBA) 

85dBA 
(70dBA) 

 
Daily, 8:00 p.m. to 
7:00 a.m. and all-
day Sunday and 
legal holidays 

60dBA 
(50dBA) 

64dBA 
(55dBA) 

70dBA 
(60dBA) 

 

Daily, including 
Sunday and legal 
holidays, all hours    

85dBA 
(NA) 

Source: Los Angeles County Code of Ordinances, 12.08.440 Construction Noise (County of Los Angeles, n.d.) 
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Table 5-4: Roadway Construction Noise Model Default Noise Emission Reference Levels – 
Backcountry Reservoir 

Equipment Type Equipment and Operation 
Noise levels @ 50 feet 

Excavator  81 
Track Loader 79 
Highway legal dump truck 76 
Flatbed truck (material delivery) 74 
Pickup trucks 75 
Worker vehicles 75 
Crane 81 
Paver 77 
Compactor 83 
Grader N/A 
Source: U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration 
“Construction Noise Handbook” (USDOT, 2006) 
Note: Typical noise levels from “pickup truck” were used as a proxy for “worker 
vehicles;” typical noise levels from “front end loader” were used as a proxy for 
“track loader.” 

Operation of the partially buried reservoir would contribute a negligible increase to the ambient noise 
environment. Twisted shielded pair control cable would be used to reduce electrical noise within on-site 
equipment. No long-term operational noise impacts would be expected.  

Backcountry Pump Station 

The Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would be located within the city of Santa Clarita. 
The City of Santa Clarita municipal code regulates construction noise as follows: “No person shall engage 
in any construction work which requires a building permit from the City on sites within three hundred (300) 
feet of a residentially zoned property except between the hours of seven a.m. to seven p.m., Monday through 
Friday, and eight a.m. to six p.m. on Saturday. Further, no work shall be performed on the following public 
holidays: New Year’s Day, Independence Day, Thanksgiving, Christmas, Memorial Day and Labor Day” 
(City of Santa Clarita, n.d.c). The City of Santa Clarita does not include specific noise limits for construction 
activities. All construction activities for the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would 
take place within daytime hours as permitted under the City of Santa Clarita municipal code. Therefore, 
construction of the pump station would not conflict with City of Santa Clarita noise standards.  
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Table 5-5: Roadway Construction Noise Model Default Noise Emission Reference Levels – 
Backcountry Pump Station 

Equipment Type Equipment and Operation 
Noise levels @ 50 feet 

Excavator  81 
Track Loader 79 
Highway legal dump truck 76 
Flatbed truck (material delivery) 74 
Pickup trucks 75 
Worker vehicles 75 
Crane 81 
Paver 77 
Compactor 83 
Grader N/A 
Water Truck 74 
Forklift 78 
Source: U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration 
“Construction Noise Handbook” (USDOT, 2006) 
Note: Typical noise levels from “pickup truck” were used as a proxy for “worker 
vehicles;” typical noise levels from “front end loader” were used as a proxy for 
“track loader;” typical noise levels from “flatbed truck” were used as a proxy for 
“water truck;” typical noise levels from “backhoe” were used as proxy for 
“forklift.” 

The nearest sensitive receptor to the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines is the residential 
development along Magic Mountain Parkway, approximately 1,000 feet east of the site. As summarized 
above in the discussion of Backcountry Reservoir, if two of the noisiest pieces of equipment were used 
simultaneously, the combined noise level would be 86 dBA at a distance of 50 feet. At a distance of 1,000 
feet, this would attenuate to 60 dBA, which is approximately the volume of a normal conversation. 
Although the City of Santa Clara does not set specific construction noise thresholds, construction noise 
would be within the acceptable permanent daytime sound levels for residential zones in the City of Santa 
Clarita, which is set at 65 dB (Table 5-6) (City of Santa Clarita, 2011). Therefore, Backcountry Pump 
Station construction noise would not adversely affect the nearest noise receptors. Construction noise 
impacts would be less than significant. 

Table 5-6: City of Santa Clarita Noise Thresholds 
Land Use Time Sound Level (dB) 

Residential zone Day 65 
Residential zone Night 55 
Commercial and manufacturing Day 80 
Commercial and manufacturing Night 70 

During operation of the Backcountry Pump Station, noise would be generated from pumps and electrical 
equipment. The pumps would be located within a CMU building. Electrical and controls systems and a 
backup generator would also be situated within the pump building. Traffic on Magic Mountain Parkway 
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would influence the ambient noise levels at the Backcountry Pump Station site, and noise from the pump 
station would not be expected to significantly alter the ambient noise level. The distribution pipelines would 
be buried and would not generate noise. The City of Santa Clarita sets acceptable noise levels for residential, 
commercial, and manufacturing zones as shown in Table 5-6. The pump station would be enclosed and 
would be designed in accordance with applicable standards such that operational noise from the pump 
station (zoned for industrial use) does not exceed 80 dB during the day or 70 dB during the night at the site. 
Due to the distance between the pump station site and the nearest residential areas (approximately 1,000 
feet away), operational noise would attenuate to below residential noise thresholds. Therefore, operational 
noise from the Backcountry Pump Station would not conflict with the City of Santa Clarita noise standards 
or adversely affect sensitive receptors, and impacts would be less than significant. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR identified that construction activities would create temporary noise impacts, and 
long-term noise impacts could occur from mobile sources (traffic), but impacts would be mitigated to less 
than significant with implementation of mitigation measures.  

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new noise impacts or increase the severity of 
noise impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR for a tank developed on the same site. The Backcountry 
Pump Station would have a less-than-significant impact. No additional mitigation measures would be 
necessary.  

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station  

The proposed Project would not include construction that would create excessive vibration such as piling 
driving. Impacts would be less than significant.  

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR identified the potential for vibration impacts from piling driving required for some 
construction activities, including bridge construction. Significant impacts were reduced with 
implementation of mitigation measures.  

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new vibration impacts or increase the severity of 
vibration impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR and no additional mitigation measures would be 
necessary. 

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

No Impact. The proposed Project, like the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not include 
inhabited structures or be located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public or public 
use airport, and therefore would not expose people to excess noise. No impact would occur. 
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Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR: 

SP 4.9-1: All construction activity occurring on the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan site shall adhere to 
requirements of the “County of Los Angeles Construction Equipment Noise Standards,” County of Los 
Angeles Ordinance No. 11743, Section 12.08.440 as identified in Specific Plan Program EIR Table 4.9-3. 

MV 4.6-1: The project applicant, or its designee, shall not undertake construction activities that can 
generate noise levels in excess of the County’s Noise Ordinance on Sundays or legal holidays. 

SCV Water Implementation Action for SP4.9-1 and MV4.6-1: SCV Water shall ensure that 
proposed Project construction adheres to the requirements of the County of Los Angeles Ordinance 
12.08.440 “Construction Noise” which prohibits construction activities between weekday hours of 
7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m., or at any time on Sundays or holidays. 

New Mitigation Measures:  

None needed. 

5.14 Population and Housing 
 New Potentially New  
 Significant Mitigation No Impact/ Reduced  
  Impact  Required  No New Impact   Impact  
Would the Project: 

 a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in     
  an area, either directly (for example, by proposing 

new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

  
 b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or,     
  housing necessitating the construction of 

replacement housing elsewhere? 

Discussion 

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

No Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The impacts of the Backcountry Reservoir would be the same as the impacts of the tank considered in the 
Mission Village EIR and would not induce unplanned population growth in the area. The reservoir would 
provide planned operational and emergency storage to supply drinking water to the existing and planned 
communities in SCV Water’s Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone. Operational and emergency storage of potable 
water to supply drinking water to the regional water supply system would increase reliability of water 
supply to the area, but would not provide additional supply that could be used to support additional 
population growth. No impact would occur. 
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Backcountry Pump Station 

The purpose of the Backcountry Pump Station is to provide adequate pressure to supply water to the 
Backcountry Reservoir. Distribution pipelines would also be constructed in order to facilitate conveyance 
of water to Zone I and Zone IIA-N within SCV Water’s existing service area. The Backcountry Pump 
Station would not provide additional water supply that could result in additional population growth. No 
impact would occur. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR did not include an evaluation of population and housing impacts. The Mission 
Village land use plan conforms with the adopted Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Program EIR, which 
addressed planned population growth and housing.  

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not directly or indirectly induce substantial unplanned population 
growth, and there would be no impact. 

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

No Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The Backcountry Reservoir would not displace people or housing. The reservoir would be constructed on 
currently vacant land designated for a Public Water Tank and would provide planned operational and 
emergency storage for SCV Water’s Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone regional water supply system. As with 
the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, no impact would occur. 

Backcountry Pump Station 

The Backcountry Pump Station would not displace people or housing. The Backcountry Pump Station 
would be located on a vacant site that is zoned for Business Park use by the City of Santa Clarita, and 
distribution pipelines would be located in the roadway right-of-way. No impact would occur. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR did not evaluate displacement of people or housing. The Mission Village land use 
plan conforms with the adopted Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Program EIR, which addressed any 
potential displacement of people or housing.  

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not displace people or housing, and there would be no impact. 

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:  

None needed. 

New Mitigation Measures:  

None needed. 
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5.15 Public Services 
 New Potentially New  
 Significant Mitigation No Impact/ Reduced  
  Impact  Required  No New Impact   Impact  
Would the Project: 

 a)  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:  

    i) Fire protection?     
    ii) Police protection?     
    iii) Schools?     
    iv) Parks?     
    v) Other public facilities?     
 

Discussion 

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; Police protection; Schools; Parks; Other public facilities? 

No Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The Backcountry Reservoir, like the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not change existing 
demand for public services (e.g., fire and police protection, schools, parks, libraries, or health clinics) 
because the reservoir would provide operational and emergency water storage and would not induce 
population growth requiring new public services. Therefore, the Backcountry Reservoir would not result in 
the need for new or alterations to public service facilities. No impacts to public services would be expected. 

Backcountry Pump Station 

The purpose of the Backcountry Pump Station would be to provide adequate pressure to deliver water to 
Backcountry Reservoir; the associated distribution pipelines would convey water to Zone I and Zone IIA-N 
within SCV Water’s existing service area. The Backcountry Pump Station would not induce population 
growth requiring new or altered public service facilities. Therefore, the Backcountry Pump Station would 
not impact public services. 
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Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR found there would be significant impacts on public services due to the generation 
of new population to the area, but funding sources would be available to construct required new public 
service facilities, and impacts were reduced to less than significant.  

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new public service impacts or increase the 
severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR for a tank located at the same site described in the 
Mission Village EIR. The Backcountry Pump Station component would not cause new or increased public 
service impacts. The proposed Project would have no new impact and no additional mitigation measures 
would be necessary.  

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:  

None needed. 

New Mitigation Measures:  

None needed. 

5.16 Recreation 
 New Potentially New  
 Significant Mitigation No Impact/ Reduced  
  Impact  Required  No New Impact   Impact  

 
 a) Would the Project increase the use of existing     
  neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated? 

 
 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? 

Discussion 

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

No Impact. The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project (including V-9 Turnout Facility and 
distribution pipelines), like the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not directly or indirectly 
induce population growth and would have no impact on recreational facilities. (See discussion under 
Population and Housing Impact a) and Public Services Impact a).) 

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? 

See discussion under Recreation impact a) above. 
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Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:  

None needed. 

New Mitigation Measures:  

None needed. 

5.17 Transportation 
 New Potentially New  
 Significant Mitigation No Impact/ Reduced  
  Impact  Required  No New Impact   Impact  
Would the Project: 

 a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy     
  addressing the circulation system, including 

transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

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

 c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric     
  design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

 d) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

Discussion 

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir is expected to occur over an estimated 18 month period, on 
weekdays between 7 AM to 6 PM. Vehicle trip estimates include 64 dump truck trips per day during soil 
hauling and 10 concrete truck trips per day during concrete work (Details provided earlier in Table 2-1 and 
Table 2-3). No lane closures would be expected to accommodate construction. After construction, 
operation of the Backcountry Reservoir would generate up to four worker truck trips per week for inspection 
and maintenance. Primary access to and from the reservoir site during construction and operation would be 
off the future extension of Magic Mountain Parkway, which could accommodate this limited volume of 
truck traffic. The Backcountry Reservoir is not expected to have any impact on existing local or regional 
transportation plans or programs, which would be the same as the tank described in the Mission Village 
EIR. Impacts would be less than significant.  

Backcountry Pump Station 

Construction of the Backcountry Pump Station (including V-9 Turnout Facility and distribution pipelines) 
is anticipated to occur over approximately 18 to 24 months, on weekdays between 7 AM to 7 PM. Vehicle 
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trip estimates include approximately 260 truck trips for soil hauling, concrete, and materials delivery. Work 
would primarily be confined to the pump station site, with additional work in the Magic Mountain Parkway 
right of way to connect the pump station to the existing Magic Mountain Pipeline, to complete potential 
driveway improvements, and to construct distribution pipelines. This work may require temporary lane 
closures, which would be conducted in accordance with the traffic control plan (MV 4.5-7 from the Mission 
Village EIR). The site would be accessed from the existing portion of Magic Mountain Parkway. During 
operation, approximately one vehicle trip would occur per week for inspection, maintenance, and water 
quality sampling. Magic Mountain Parkway can accommodate the limited construction and operational 
traffic generated by the Backcountry Pump Station. The Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than 
significant impact on existing local or regional transportation plans or programs.  

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR concludes that temporary traffic impacts during construction of the Mission 
Village development would be less than significant with implementation of traffic management controls as 
needed. Long term operation impacts from the new estimated 58,000 average daily trips from project 
buildout would be reduced to less than significant with planned roadway capacity improvements.  

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new transportation system impacts or increase the 
severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR. No additional mitigation measures would be 
necessary because Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site as described in the Mission 
Village EIR and the Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than significant impact, requiring no 
mitigation. 

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station 

CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (a), provides that “For the purposes of this section, ‘vehicle 
miles traveled’ refers to the amount and distance of automobile travel attributable to a project.” During 
construction, automobile and other passenger vehicle travel would consist of trips by construction workers 
and staff commuting to the proposed Project sites. As noted in Table 2-3 and Table 2-4, the proposed 
Project would require about 14 construction worker trips per day during the construction period. According 
to the Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA (Governor’s Office of Planning 
and Research, 2018), “projects that generate or attract fewer than 110 trips per day generally may be 
assumed to cause a less-than-significant transportation impact.” Construction trips would be temporary and 
would be far less than 110 trips per day and would thus not result in a perceivable increase in vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT), per the criteria for evaluation in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b). 
Vehicle trips for operation and maintenance (O&M) for both the Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry 
Pump Station would be limited and incorporated into SCV Water’s existing O&M program. The VMT for 
the proposed Project would be minimal, and therefore the proposed Project would not conflict with CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064.3. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR did not evaluate transportation impacts using the VMT methodology and criteria 
because the EIR was certified before VMT analysis was required by the CEQA Guidelines. Nevertheless, 
the Mission Village EIR concluded that transportation impacts would be reduced to less than significant 
with mitigation in accordance with the methodologies required at the time of EIR.  
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Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new transportation impacts or increase the severity 
of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no mitigation measures would be necessary because 
Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site and be operated for the same purpose as the tank 
described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump Station would have no impact.  

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

No Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The Backcountry Reservoir includes a 20-foot-wide drivable access road around the reservoir. This size 
would allow both a 30-foot construction truck and 32-foot fire truck to maneuver around the reservoir. No 
road design hazards would be expected.  

Backcountry Pump Station 

The Backcountry Pump Station includes 30 feet of clear space surrounding the flow control and pressure 
reducing station and bypass station, which would allow maintenance access. The pump building would 
have 25 feet of clear space to allow for vehicle access. The access road and other paved site components 
would be designed in compliance with applicable fire codes to allow for emergency vehicle access. The 
roadway surface of Magic Mountain Parkway would be restored to its previous condition following 
construction of the distribution pipelines. The Backcountry Pump Station would not increase roadway 
design hazards. The Backcountry Pump Station would have no impact on hazards due to geometric design 
features or incompatible uses. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village Initial Study to the EIR concluded that the project would not result in impacts related 
to geometric design features or incompatible uses.  

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new hazards or increase the severity of hazards 
identified in the Mission Village EIR. No mitigation measures would be necessary because the Backcountry 
Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station would have no impact. 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

No Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

No lane closures would be expected during construction of the Backcountry Reservoir although 
construction vehicles would need to access the site. Impacts to emergency response vehicles during 
emergencies would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures (MV 4.57 from the 
Mission Village EIR). In addition, design of the 20-foot wide perimeter access road is in compliance with 
the Los Angeles County Fire Department turnaround standards, and the entrance to the reservoir site is 
large enough to satisfy the County’s hammer-head turnaround requirement. No emergency access impacts 
would be expected during long term operation of the reservoir.  
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Backcountry Pump Station 

Lane closures may be required during construction of the Backcountry Pump Station in order to connect to 
the existing Magic Mountain Pipeline, to complete potential driveway improvements, and to construct 
distribution pipelines. These closures would be temporary and would be implemented in accordance with 
a project-specific traffic control plan (MV 4.5-7 from the Mission Village EIR), including coordination 
with local emergency response agencies to ensure adequate access to the pump station site and surrounding 
areas. The Backcountry Pump Station access road would be designed to be compliant with turnaround space 
and road width standards to accommodate emergency vehicles. Thus, the Backcountry Pump Station would 
not result in inadequate emergency access. Impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation would 
be needed. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village Initial Study to the EIR concluded that the project would not result in inadequate 
emergency access.  

Conclusion: Similar to the water tank evaluated in the Mission Village EIR, the proposed Project would 
not result in inadequate emergency access. No mitigation measures would be necessary because the 
Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station would have no impact on emergency access. 

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:  

 

MV 4.5-7:  Prior to the commencement of project construction activities, the project applicant shall 
institute construction traffic management controls in accordance with the California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) traffic manual. These traffic management controls shall include measures 
determined on the basis of site-specific conditions including, as appropriate, the use of construction signs 
(e.g.,"Construction Ahead") and delineators, and private driveway and cross-street closures. 
 

SCV Water Implementation Action MV 4.5-7:  Prior to project construction, SCV Water shall 
require its construction contractor to prepare and implement a Traffic Control Plan, to be approved by 
the SCV Water project manager. The Traffic Control Plan shall, at a minimum: 
 

• Identify staging locations to be used during construction; 
• Identify safe ingress and egress points from staging areas; 
• Establish haul routes for construction-related vehicle traffic; and 
• Identify alternative safe routes to maintain pedestrian and bicyclist safety during 

construction. 
 
The Traffic Control Plan shall include provisions for traffic control measures including barricades, 
warning signs, cones, lights, and flag persons, to allow safe circulation of vehicle, bicycle, pedestrian, 
and emergency response traffic.    
 
SCV Water’s project manager shall coordinate with the appropriate emergency services (fire, police, 
or others) and local municipal jurisdiction regarding construction schedule, project siting, and 
potential delays due to construction, roadways and access points for emergency services and 
minimize disruptions to or closures of these locations. 
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New Mitigation Measures:  

None needed. 

5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources 
 New Potentially New  
 Significant Mitigation No Impact/ Reduced  
  Impact  Required  No New Impact   Impact  

 

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

 

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

 ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its     
 discretion and supported by substantial 

evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria 
set forth in subdivision © of Public Resources 
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria 
set forth in subdivision(c) of Public Resources 
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of the resource to a 
California Native American tribe.     

Discussion 

a) Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, 
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that 
is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with 
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: (i) Listed or eligible for listing in the 
California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or (ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision 
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the 
resource to a California Native American tribe. 

No Impact.  
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Backcountry Reservoir 

There are no tribal trust boundaries or tribal trust lands within the Backcountry Reservoir site. In addition, 
the Backcountry Reservoir site is already graded and located entirely on artificial fill. Therefore, no tribal 
cultural resources would be expected to be encountered during reservoir construction. No impacts would 
be expected. See also discussion under Cultural Resources impact a). 

Backcountry Pump Station 

A Cultural Resources Survey was prepared for the Backcountry Pump Station site, as described under 
Cultural Resources impact a). Due to past disturbance at the Backcountry Pump Station site and footprint 
of the distribution pipelines, it is unlikely that tribal cultural resources are present. Unanticipated discovery 
of tribal cultural resources remains a possibility. However, with mitigation measures to minimize 
disturbance area and require appropriate evaluation in the event that resources are found (SP 4.3-3 and MV 
4.20-1), this impact would be less than significant. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR did not examine Tribal Cultural Resource impacts as it was not an environmental 
resource topic in the Appendix G Checklist of the CEQA Guidelines at the time the Mission Village EIR 
was prepared. Nevertheless, the site was surveyed for cultural resources which includes Native American 
cultural resources, and with incorporation of mitigation measures, no significant cultural or historical 
resource impacts were identified.  

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new or increased severity of any tribal cultural 
resource impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be 
necessary. 

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:  

See MV 4.20-1 under Section 5.5, Cultural Resources. 

See SP-4.3-3 under Section 5.5, Cultural Resources. 

New Mitigation Measures:  

None needed. 

5.19 Utilities and Service Systems 
 New Potentially New  
 Significant Mitigation No Impact/ Reduced  
  Impact  Required  No New Impact   Impact  
Would the Project: 

 a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of     
  new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or 

storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, 
or telecommunications facilities, the construction 
or relocation of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

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

 
 c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment     
  provider which serves or may serve the Project 

that it has adequate capacity to serve the Project’s 
projected demand in addition to the provider’s 
existing commitments? 

 
 d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local     
  standards, or in excess of the capacity of local 

infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment 
of solid waste reduction goals? 

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

Discussion 

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The Backcountry Reservoir would provide operational and emergency potable water storage in SCV 
Water’s Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone and would be supplied by existing available SCV Water supplies, 
delivered to the site via the Magic Mountain pipeline which is in various phases of design and construction. 
The Backcountry Reservoir, like the tank facility described in the Mission Village EIR, would not require 
nor result in the construction of any new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, stormwater drainage, 
natural gas, or telecommunication facilities. Based on preliminary design a new electrical service would be 
required from SCE to deliver electrical power to meet expected load demand. Temporary construction 
impacts related to the electrical power connection would be less than significant.  

Backcountry Pump Station 

The Backcountry Pump Station would be considered a new water facility. However, it would not result in 
expanded water service beyond that analyzed in the Mission Village EIR. The Backcountry Pump Station, 
V-9 Turnout Facility and associated distribution pipelines would convey water to zones that are already 
served by SCV Water. The Backcountry Pump Station would not require new or expanded wastewater 
treatment, stormwater drainage, natural gas, or telecommunication facilities. It is anticipated that a new 
electric service would be required from SCE to power the Backcountry Pump Station. Temporary 
construction impacts related to the electrical power connection would all occur on the Backcountry Pump 
Station site and would be less than significant. 
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Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR evaluated all utility and service systems that would be needed to serve build-out 
of the Mission Village development. The EIR identified significant impacts of project development, some 
of which could be partially attributed to utility and service system development.  

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new impacts from construction of utility 
systems or increase the severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional 
mitigation measures would be necessary because it would be located on the same site and operated for the 
same purpose as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. As demonstrated in this Addendum, 
although the Backcountry Pump Station is located at a separate site, the Backcountry Pump Station would 
not result in new or more severe impacts that those identified in the Mission Village EIR. The proposed 
Project would have no new impact due to new or relocated utilities. 

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The Backcountry Reservoir is an operational and emergency potable water storage reservoir to allow SCV 
Water to supply drinking water to users in SCV Water’s Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone. SCV Water has 
accounted for this water storage volume as part of its operational and emergency water supply planning as 
discussed in the 2017 E&O study. SCV Water’s water supply planning takes into account the effects of 
water supply availability during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. The reservoir is planned to remain a 
long-term available source for operational and emergency water supply. Impacts would be less than 
significant. 

Backcountry Pump Station 

The Backcountry Pump Station would provide pressure to deliver water to Backcountry Reservoir, as well 
as to Zone I and Zone IIA-N via associated V-9 Turnout Facility and distribution pipelines. The 
Backcountry Pump Station would not consume water, therefore there would be no impact. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR concluded that the water supply demand of the Mission Village development 
(2,919 acre-feet per year of potable and non-potable) would be met by use of groundwater and recycled 
water from new and/or existing water reclamation plants. No significant impacts were identified. 

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new water supply impacts or increase the severity of 
impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary 
because Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site and operated for the same purpose as the 
tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump Station would not consume water. 
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c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the Project 
that it has adequate capacity to serve the Project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing 
commitments? 

No Impact. The proposed Project involves construction and operation of a potable water storage reservoir 
and pump station and would not require or result in the need for increased wastewater collection or 
treatment services. No impact would be expected. 

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The Backcountry Reservoir would generate minor amounts of solid waste during construction activities, 
similar to solid waste generation for construction of the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. The 
construction contractor would be required to dispose of solid waste in accordance with local solid waste 
disposal requirements, and waste would be hauled to the local permitted landfill. Excavated soil would be 
balanced on site and hauled to an adjacent development within Mission Village. Construction of the 
Backcountry Reservoir would not impact landfills beyond their permitted capacities. Operation of the 
Backcountry Reservoir would be expected to generate a negligible amount of solid waste, similar to what 
would be expected for the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. Impacts would be less than significant.  

Backcountry Pump Station 

The City of Santa Clarita’s municipal code, Section 15.46, requires diversion of a minimum of 50 percent 
of the waste materials generated through construction and demolition projects that require City of Santa 
Clarita permits and are above a certain cost threshold (City of Santa Clarita, N.d.b). Excavated soil is 
exempt from this ordinance. Construction of the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines 
would generate up to about 4,000 cubic yards of exported material. Like solid waste from the Backcountry 
Reservoir, solid waste generated by the Backcountry Pump Station would be hauled to the local permitted 
landfill. Other solid waste generated during construction would be minimal as the Backcountry Pump 
Station site is currently vacant. Relative to the amount of material anticipated to be sent to landfills as part 
of the Mission Village development, solid waste generated during construction of the Backcountry Pump 
Station would be negligible. Operation of the Backcountry Pump Station would generate a negligible 
amount of solid waste. The Backcountry Pump Station would not produce solid waste in excess of state or 
local standards, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. Impacts would be less 
than significant. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR concluded that solid waste generated from construction and operation of the 
Mission Village development would result in a significant and unavoidable impact on the permitted landfill 
capacity even with mitigation incorporated.  

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new solid waste impacts or increase the severity of 
solid waste impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be 
necessary although the impact, related to the Mission Village development, would remain significant and 
unavoidable, as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR. 



Addendum to Mission Village EIR  
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

5-79 
 

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

See response to Utilities and Service Systems impact d) above. 

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:  

None needed. 

New Mitigation Measures:  

None needed. 

5.20 Wildfire 
 New Potentially New  
 Significant Mitigation No Impact/ Reduced  
  Impact  Required  No New Impact   Impact  
If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands  
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would  
the Project: 

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

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

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

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

Discussion 

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The Backcountry Reservoir site, like the tank site described in the Mission Village EIR, is located within a 
State Responsibility Area (SRA), wherein CalFire is the primary emergency response agency responsible 
for fire suppression and prevention. The site is also located in a VHFHSZ as determined by Los Angeles 
County in collaboration with CalFire. The proposed Project involves construction and operation of a 
partially buried potable water storage reservoir, and would not require the closure of any traffic lanes during 
construction. It would not increase foot or vehicle traffic in the area during long-term operation. Preliminary 
design of the proposed Project includes an “Auto Turn” analysis which indicated that the 20-foot wide 
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access road would allow a 32-foot fire truck to maneuver around the reservoir. In addition, the entrance to 
the reservoir pad was determined to be large enough to satisfy the County’s hammer-head turnaround 
requirement for longer fire trucks. Therefore, the Backcountry Reservoir would not substantially impair an 
emergency response or emergency evacuation plan which is similar to a tank developed at the same site 
described in the Mission Village EIR. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Backcountry Pump Station 

The Backcountry Pump Station would be located approximately one-half mile from an SRA and a very 
high fire hazard severity zone; the westernmost extent of the distribution pipelines would be located about 
one-quarter mile from this zone (CalFire, 2019; City of Santa Clarita, N.d.a). As described in Section 5.17, 
Transportation, construction of the Backcountry Pump Station would primarily occur within the pump 
station site; with distribution pipeline construction occurring in Magic Mountain Parkway which may 
require temporary lane closures. Any necessary closures would be conducted in accordance with the traffic 
control plan (see MV 4.5-7 in Section 5.17), such that construction activities would not impede circulation. 
All staging would be located at the Backcountry Pump Station site. The Backcountry Pump Station would 
be designed with sufficient clear space to allow for vehicle access. The access road and other paved site 
components would be designed in compliance with applicable fire codes to allow for emergency vehicle 
access. Construction and operation of the Backcountry Pump Station would not substantially impair an 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan; impacts would be less than significant. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR found that with implementation of a construction traffic control plan during 
construction, and with build-out of two new major arterial access roads with connections to local and state 
highways, the Mission Village development would not impair implementation or physically interfere with 
an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan.  

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new impairments to emergency response plans or 
increase the severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation 
measures would be necessary because Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site and 
operated for the same purpose as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump 
Station would have a less than significant impact. There would be no new impact. 

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

Property damage and public safety risks associated with wildfire are greatest where homes and other 
structures are located adjacent to large open areas dominated by native vegetation. The Backcountry 
Reservoir would include construction and operation of a partially buried steel and concrete potable water 
storage reservoir on an existing rough graded site, devoid of vegetation; this is the same site as the tank 
described in the Mission Village EIR therefore wildfire risks would be the same. The developed site would 
contain no habitable structures and minimal landscape vegetation. The absence of vegetation reduces the 
risk of wildfire spread. During construction, the contractor would be required to implement mitigation 
measures (MV 4.-3 and MV 4.12-5) to help reduce the risk of wildlife (including spark arrestors on all 
equipment, fire watch during welding activities, designating smoking and no-smoking areas). With 
implementation of mitigation measures, the reservoir would have a less than significant impact on the 
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potential to exacerbate wildfire risks, as these measures combined with the absence of vegetation on the 
site would ensure that there is virtually no opportunity for ignition of vegetation. In fact, the Backcountry 
Reservoir would provide an additional and reliable water source in the area that could be used by fire 
protection services if needed to help prevent the uncontrollable spread of wildfire. 

Backcountry Pump Station 

As discussed above for Backcountry Reservoir, the Backcountry Pump Station (including V-9 Turnout 
Facility and distribution pipelines) would have no habitable structures, and only minimal landscaping 
vegetation would be present, if any. The contractor would implement applicable mitigation measures (MV 
4.-3 and MV 4.12-5) during construction to reduce the risk of wildfire (including spark arrestors on all 
equipment, fire watch during welding activities, designating smoking and no-smoking areas). Operation of 
the Backcountry Pump Station would not include activities that could exacerbate wildfire risks. With the 
implementation of mitigation measures, the Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than significant 
impact in terms of exacerbating wildfire risks.  

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR includes mitigation measures to be implemented during construction to reduce 
wildfire risk from construction activities. The EIR also includes a requirement to prepare, and submit for 
approval by Los Angeles County Fire Department, a Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan for the Mission 
Village development that would reduce risk and spread of wildfire in the development area. Impacts were 
determined to be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures including the Wildfire 
Fuel Modification Plan.  

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new wildfire risk impacts or increase the severity of 
impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR because Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same 
site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR so wildfire risks would be the same, and the 
Backcountry Pump Station would not create additional wildfire risk. No additional mitigation measures 
would be necessary.  

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

The Backcountry Reservoir site, which is the same water tank site identified in the Mission Village EIR, is 
not adjacent to a designated Open Area or High Country Special Management Area of the Newhall Ranch 
Specific Plan, and therefore not subject to fuel modification zone requirements, although the site is located 
in a VHFHSZ as designated by Cal Fire and Los Angeles County. The proposed Project involves 
construction and operation of a partially-buried concrete and steel water storage reservoir, 20-foot wide 
access road, and associated piping and electrical control equipment on a 1-acre graded site, devoid of 
vegetation. Electrical power supply to the site would be below ground. The Backcountry Reservoir, like the 
tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not require the installation or maintenance of associated 
infrastructure that may exacerbate fire risk or result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment. 
Reservoir O&M activities would include inspection, water quality testing and cleaning which would not 
exacerbate fire risk. During construction of the Backcountry Reservoir, the contractor would be required to 
implement mitigation measures to help reduce the risk of wildlife. With implementation of mitigation 
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measures, combined with the absence of vegetation on the site there would be virtually no opportunity for 
ignition of vegetation and the Backcountry Reservoir would have a less than significant impact on the 
potential to exacerbate wildfire risks.  

Backcountry Pump Station 

The Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would function to supply water to the 
Backcountry Reservoir and zones in SCV Water’s current service area; they would not require the 
installation or maintenance of additional associated infrastructure that could exacerbate fire risk. Operation 
of the Backcountry Pump Station would include inspection, maintenance visits, and water quality sampling, 
which would not increase fire risk. With the implementation of mitigation measures (e.g., building code 
compliance and proper clearance for vegetation), the Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than 
significant impact.  

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR includes mitigation measures to be implemented during construction to reduce 
wildfire risk from construction activities. The EIR also includes a requirement to prepare and submit a 
detailed Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan for the Mission Village development, for approval by the Los 
Angeles County Fire Department, that would reduce risk and spread of wildfire in the project area. Impacts 
were determined to be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures including 
implementation of the Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan.  

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new wildfire risks or increase the severity of 
wildlife risks because it is located on the same tank site as described in the Mission Village EIR so wildfire 
risks would be the same, and the Backcountry Pump Station would not create additional wildfire risk. No 
additional mitigation measures would be necessary.  

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir 

Property damage and public safety risks associated with wildfire are greatest where structures are located 
adjacent to large open areas dominated by native vegetation. The proposed Project includes construction 
and operation of a partially buried steel and concrete potable water reservoir on an approximate 1-acre 
graded site, currently devoid of vegetation, and built upon compacted artificial fill slopes with minimal risk 
of slope failure. The reservoir would contain no habitable structures and minimal or no landscape vegetation 
when developed. The site would drain to concrete slope ditches and conveyed to the local storm drain 
system. The Backcountry Reservoir, like the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not be 
expected to pose a significant risk to people or structures as a result of runoff, post fire slope instability or 
drainage changes. With implementation of mitigation measures, impacts would be less than significant. 

Backcountry Pump Station 

The Backcountry Pump Station would help convey water to the Backcountry Reservoir and Zone I and 
Zone IIA-N within SCV Water’s existing service area. The Backcountry Pump Station would contain no 
habitable structures, and minimal landscaping vegetation would be planted at the site, if any. Site runoff 
would drain to the existing the local storm drain system. The Backcountry Pump Station site is currently 
paved and impervious; therefore, the Backcountry Pump Station would not induce additional runoff or alter 
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site drainage such that people or structures would be exposed to flooding or landslides. The Backcountry 
Pump Station would not be expected to pose a significant risk to people or structures as a result of runoff, 
post fire slope instability or drainage changes. Impacts would be less than significant with implementation 
of mitigation measures. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village EIR did not specifically address this new (2018) CEQA checklist question. But the 
EIR did include provisions for reducing wildfire risks and post-wildfire risks through preparation and 
implementation of a Wildfire Fuel Modification Zone Plan to reduce the risk and spread of wildfire in the 
development area. Impacts were determined to be less than significant with implementation of mitigation 
measures including the Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan.  

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new wildfire risk impacts or increase the 
severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be 
necessary because it would be located on the same site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. 
The Backcountry Pump Station would have a less-than-significant impact and would not require additional 
mitigation measures. Therefore, the proposed Project would have no new impact. 

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:  

See SP 4.18-3 and SCV Water Implementation Action SP 4.18-3 under Section 5.9, Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials. 

See MV 4.12-5 and SCV Water Implementation Action SP 4.12-5 under Section 5.9, Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials. 

New Mitigation Measures:  

None needed. 

5.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 
 New Potentially New  
 Significant Mitigation No Impact/ Reduced  
  Impact  Required  No New Impact   Impact  
  
 a) Does the Project have the potential to substantially     
  degrade the quality of the environment, 

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

 
 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 
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when viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current projects, and 
the effects of probable future projects)? 

 
 c) Does the Project have environmental effects which     
  will cause substantial adverse effects on human 

beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Discussion 

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

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station 

The Backcountry Reservoir is the construction and operation of a 7.9-MG partially buried, concrete and 
steel potable water reservoir and access road on a 1-acre site. The Backcountry Reservoir site was initially 
evaluated for biological and cultural resources as part of the Mission Village EIR, but has since been rough 
graded and is located entirely on artificial fill, devoid of vegetation. The site contains no habitat to support 
rare or endangered plant or animal species. No native soil would be disturbed as a result of reservoir 
construction, so no pre-historic resources would be expected to be discovered during grading required for 
the Backcountry Reservoir. As with the Backcountry Reservoir, the Backcountry Pump Station was 
evaluated for biological and cultural resources and does not contain habitat that would support rare or 
endangered plant or animal species. Cultural resources are not anticipated to occur at the Backcountry Pump 
Station site or footprint of the distribution pipelines. With implementation of mitigation measures noted 
throughout this document, construction and operation of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station 
Project would not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, reduce wildlife 
habitat, result in adverse impacts to wildlife populations and communities, or eliminate important examples 
of major periods of California history or pre-history. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village development would have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment from significant unavoidable impacts to biological resources (cumulative loss of coastal scrub 
habitat), visual qualities, air quality, solid and hazardous waste generation, and agricultural resources (loss 
of prime agricultural land and cumulative conversion of prime agricultural land to non-agricultural uses), 
as identified in the Mission Village EIR.  

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not result in an increase in the 
degradation of environmental resources or increase the severity of degradation identified in the Mission 
Village EIR. No additional mitigation measures would be necessary because the Backcountry Reservoir 
would be located on the same site and operated for the same purpose as the tank identified in the Mission 
Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump Station would not increase impacts as compared to the Reservoir, 
although the impact, related to the Mission Village development, would remain significant and unavoidable, 
as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR. 



Addendum to Mission Village EIR  
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

5-85 
 

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)? 

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station 

In addition to the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project, SCV Water has long term plans for 
emergency storage projects consisting of pipelines and storage tanks that would be located in the five 
emergency storage zones in SCV Water’s 195 square mile service area. The projects would be built-out 
over an approximate 30-year period 2022 through 2050), and could potentially include the Southern Service 
Area Reservoir, Sand Canyon Reservoir, Castaic Conduit Parallel Pipeline, Southern Service Pipeline, 
Southern Service Area Pump Station, Earthquake Hose Pipeline Bypass, and Emergency Earthquake 
Pipeline Stockpile, Earl Schmidt Reservoir and the Rio Vista Reservoir as discussed in the 2017 E&O 
Study. However, these projects are still being studied, and future design and construction is subject to long-
term funding availability.  

Air quality impacts of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project were evaluated against 
thresholds designed to gauge an individual project’s cumulative impacts and were determined to be less 
than significant. All other environmental resource impacts were also identified as having less than 
significant impacts. The incremental impact of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project, which 
is relatively small in scale, together with impacts of the other longer-term related SCV Water emergency 
storage projects located in the five emergency storage zones would be considered less than significant. This 
is due in part to the fact that the projects would be constructed in widely varying locations, and thus would 
not affect the same environmental resources and the extended timeframe for development of the projects 
(e.g., the projects would not occur concurrently with Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project; they 
would be built out over a period of 30 years and construction impacts would thus not occur at the same 
time). Many of the potential short-term construction related impacts such as traffic, noise, hazards, 
hydrology, aesthetics, would occur in individual localized areas within a discrete period of time, and 
potential for overlapping cumulative impacts among individual projects together with the Backcountry 
Reservoir and Pump Station Project is minor. Additionally, the related projects would be required to comply 
with the same or similar regulations and mitigation measures that would reduce the construction-related 
impacts and other potential impacts such as loss of habitat, cultural resource impacts and greenhouse gas 
emissions. Therefore, implementation of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project along with 
future related projects would not be expected to result in cumulatively considerable significant impacts. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village project would have significant and unavoidable impacts after mitigation that are 
cumulatively considerable for biological resources (cumulative loss of coastal scrub habitat), visual 
qualities, air quality, solid and hazardous waste generation, and agricultural resources (loss of prime 
agricultural land and cumulative conversion of prime agricultural land to non-agricultural uses), as 
indicated in the Mission Village EIR.  

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not result in an increase in 
cumulatively considerable impacts or increase the severity of these impacts identified in the Mission Village 
EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary, although the impact, related to the Mission 
Village development, would remain significant and unavoidable, as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR. 
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c) Does the Project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly? 

No New Impact.  

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station 

This environmental evaluation found that the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would pose 
no impact, less than significant impacts or less than significant impacts with implementation of mitigation 
measures. Consequently, the proposed Project would not result in any environmental effects that would 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings directly or indirectly. 

Mission Village EIR Findings 

The Mission Village project would have significant and unavoidable impacts after mitigation that would 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, related to air quality and 
visual qualities  

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not result in an increase in adverse 
effects on human beings or increase the severity of such impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and 
no additional mitigation measures would be necessary, although the impact, related to the Mission Village 
development, would remain significant and unavoidable, as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR. 

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:  

As noted in earlier sections of this document, applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Village EIR 
and Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR that would reduce proposed Project impacts to less than 
significant through SCV Water Implementation Actions include:  
 
• Aesthetics: SP 4.7-1  
• Air Quality: SP 4.10-7 
• Biological Resources: SP 4.6-35, SP 4.6-56 ,MV 4.3-5, MV 4.3-7, MV 4.3-15, and MV 4.3-52  
• Cultural Resources: SP 4.3-3 and MV 4.20-1 
• Geology and Soils: SP 4.3-4, MV 4.1-3, MV 4.1-6, MV 4.1-48, MV 4.1-66, and MV 4.20-1 
• Greenhouse Gas Emissions: SP 4.10-7 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials: SP 4.18-3 and MV 4.12-5 
• Hydrology and Water Quality: MV 4.2-8  
• Noise: SP 4.9-1 and MV 4.6-1  
• Transportation: MV 4.5-7 
• Tribal Cultural Resources: SP 4.3-3 and MV 4.20-1 
• Wildfire: SP 4.18-3 and MV 4.12-5  

New Mitigation Measures:  

None needed.
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Modeling Analysis of Air Quality 

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project (including the V-9 Turnout Facility and distribution 
pipelines) would result in emissions of criteria pollutants1 during construction. Emissions of construction 
air pollutant emissions were estimated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) 
version 2022.1. Because the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station are located at different sites, they 
were modeled in separate instances in CalEEMod. The maximum daily emissions for each component (i.e., 
reservoir and pump station) were then added to provide an overall estimate of total Project emissions. 
Information about the proposed Project, including construction schedule and duration, construction 
equipment, vehicle trips, material export, and construction best management practices, were obtained from 
the Project Description of the Environmental Evaluation. Any information necessary to complete the 
modeling that was not provided in the Project Description was based on CalEEMod model default values 
(e.g., worker trip length, vehicle emissions factors). The proposed Project’s construction air pollutant 
emissions were compared to the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) significance 
thresholds (SCAQMD, 2019) to determine the proposed Project’s impact under CEQA. The results of the 
emissions modeling are presented in the following table. 

Table 1: Construction Mass Daily Emissions (lbs/day) 

Pollutant Backcountry 
Reservoir 

Backcountry 
Pump Station 

and V-9 
Turnout 
Facility 

Proposed 
Project Total 

SCAQMD 
Significance 
Threshold 

Exceeds 
Threshold? 

NOX 7 16 23 100 No 
VOC 3 8 11 75 No 
PM10 <1 3 4 150 No 
PM2.5 <1 2 2 55 No 
CO 8 15 23 550 No 
SOX <1 <1 <1 150 No 

Emissions of operational air pollutants were also modeled using CalEEMod version 2022.1 and compared 
to the SCAQMD operational significance thresholds. The proposed Project would result in emissions of 
pollutants associated with operations and maintenance vehicle trips (mobile sources), and landscaping and 
other ongoing maintenance activities at the site (area sources). The proposed Project would consume 
electricity for lighting purposes. Criteria pollutant emissions from electricity are regulated at the power 
plants through stationary source permitting with the US Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) and 
the California Air Resources Board (CARB). CalEEMod does not attribute criteria pollutant emissions from 
electricity use to individual projects. The results of the emissions modeling are presented in the following 
table. 
  

 
 
 
1 Criteria pollutants, as defined by the US EPA, include nitrogen oxides (NOX); photochemical oxidants, including 

ozone, of which volatile organic compounds (VOC) are a precursor; respirable Particulate Matter (PM10), fine 
particulate matter (PM2.5), carbon monoxide (CO), and sulfur oxides (SOX). 
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Table 2: Operational Mass Daily Emissions (lbs/day) 

Pollutant Backcountry 
Reservoir 

Backcountry 
Pump Station 

and V-9 
Turnout 
Facility 

Proposed 
Project Total 

SCAQMD 
Significance 
Threshold 

Exceeds 
Threshold? 

NOX <1 <1 <1 55 No 
VOC 1 <1 2 55 No 
PM10 <1 <1 <1 150 No 
PM2.5 <1 <1 <1 55 No 
CO 2 <1 2 550 No 
SOX <1 <1 <1 150 No 

Overall, emissions of criteria air pollutants from both construction and operations would be less than the 
SCAQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation 
would be required. 

Modeling Analysis of Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would result in emissions of Greenhouse Gases 
(GHG) during both construction and operation. GHG emissions were estimated using the California 
Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2022.1. The results are presented in terms of metric tons 
of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO2e), which is a unit of measurement that encompasses the primary 
anthropogenic greenhouse gases Carbon Dioxide (CO2), Methane (CH4), and Nitrous Oxide (N2O). 
Construction information about the proposed Project, including the construction schedule and duration, 
construction equipment, vehicle trips, material export, and construction best management practices, were 
obtained from the Project Description of the Environmental Evaluation. Operational information about the 
proposed Project, including operations and maintenance trips, energy consumption, were also obtained from 
the Project Description. Any information necessary to complete the modeling that was not provided in the 
Project Description was based on CalEEMod model default values (e.g., worker trip length, vehicle 
emissions factors). The proposed Project’s construction and operations GHG emissions are presented in the 
following table. Per SCAQMD guidance (SCAQMD, 2008), construction emissions are amortized over the 
life of the proposed Project, defined as 30 years, and added to the operational emissions. 

Table 3: Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions (MT CO2e/year) 

Source 
Backcountry 

Reservoir Total 
Annual GHG 

Backcountry 
Pump Station 

Total Annual GHG 

Proposed 
Project Total 
Annual GHG 

Construction – 2024 64 107 171 
Construction – 2025 189 173 362 
Total Annual Operational GHG 2 143 145 
30-year amortized construction emissions 8 9 18 
Annual GHG including 30-year amortized 

construction emissions 11 152 163 
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MODEL OUTPUT DATA FOR BACKCOUNTRY 
RESERVOIR AND PUMP STATION PROJECT 
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APPENDIX C: BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT FOR 
BACKCOUNTRY PUMP STATION 
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APPENDIX D: CULTURAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT FOR 
BACKCOUNTRY PUMP STATION 
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APPENDIX E: PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT 
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Addendum to Mission Village EIR  
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project APPENDICES  

 
 

APPENDIX A: AIR QUALITY AND GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
MODELING ANALYSES FOR BACKCOUNTRY 
RESERVOIR AND PUMP STATION PROJECT  

  



Addendum to Mission Village EIR  
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project APPENDICES  

 
 

Modeling Analysis of Air Quality 

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project (including the V-9 Turnout Facility and distribution 
pipelines) would result in emissions of criteria pollutants1 during construction. Emissions of construction 
air pollutant emissions were estimated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) 
version 2022.1. Because the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station are located at different sites, they 
were modeled in separate instances in CalEEMod. The maximum daily emissions for each component (i.e., 
reservoir and pump station) were then added to provide an overall estimate of total Project emissions. 
Information about the proposed Project, including construction schedule and duration, construction 
equipment, vehicle trips, material export, and construction best management practices, were obtained from 
the Project Description of the Environmental Evaluation. Any information necessary to complete the 
modeling that was not provided in the Project Description was based on CalEEMod model default values 
(e.g., worker trip length, vehicle emissions factors). The proposed Project’s construction air pollutant 
emissions were compared to the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) significance 
thresholds (SCAQMD, 2019) to determine the proposed Project’s impact under CEQA. The results of the 
emissions modeling are presented in the following table. 

Table 1: Construction Mass Daily Emissions (lbs/day) 

Pollutant Backcountry 
Reservoir 

Backcountry 
Pump Station 

and V-9 
Turnout 
Facility 

Proposed 
Project Total 

SCAQMD 
Significance 
Threshold 

Exceeds 
Threshold? 

NOX 7 16 23 100 No 
VOC 3 8 11 75 No 
PM10 <1 3 4 150 No 
PM2.5 <1 2 2 55 No 
CO 8 15 23 550 No 
SOX <1 <1 <1 150 No 

Emissions of operational air pollutants were also modeled using CalEEMod version 2022.1 and compared 
to the SCAQMD operational significance thresholds. The proposed Project would result in emissions of 
pollutants associated with operations and maintenance vehicle trips (mobile sources), and landscaping and 
other ongoing maintenance activities at the site (area sources). The proposed Project would consume 
electricity for lighting purposes. Criteria pollutant emissions from electricity are regulated at the power 
plants through stationary source permitting with the US Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) and 
the California Air Resources Board (CARB). CalEEMod does not attribute criteria pollutant emissions from 
electricity use to individual projects. The results of the emissions modeling are presented in the following 
table. 
  

 
 
 
1 Criteria pollutants, as defined by the US EPA, include nitrogen oxides (NOX); photochemical oxidants, including 

ozone, of which volatile organic compounds (VOC) are a precursor; respirable Particulate Matter (PM10), fine 
particulate matter (PM2.5), carbon monoxide (CO), and sulfur oxides (SOX). 
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Table 2: Operational Mass Daily Emissions (lbs/day) 

Pollutant Backcountry 
Reservoir 

Backcountry 
Pump Station 

and V-9 
Turnout 
Facility 

Proposed 
Project Total 

SCAQMD 
Significance 
Threshold 

Exceeds 
Threshold? 

NOX <1 <1 <1 55 No 
VOC 1 <1 2 55 No 
PM10 <1 <1 <1 150 No 
PM2.5 <1 <1 <1 55 No 
CO 2 <1 2 550 No 
SOX <1 <1 <1 150 No 

Overall, emissions of criteria air pollutants from both construction and operations would be less than the 
SCAQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation 
would be required. 

Modeling Analysis of Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would result in emissions of Greenhouse Gases 
(GHG) during both construction and operation. GHG emissions were estimated using the California 
Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2022.1. The results are presented in terms of metric tons 
of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO2e), which is a unit of measurement that encompasses the primary 
anthropogenic greenhouse gases Carbon Dioxide (CO2), Methane (CH4), and Nitrous Oxide (N2O). 
Construction information about the proposed Project, including the construction schedule and duration, 
construction equipment, vehicle trips, material export, and construction best management practices, were 
obtained from the Project Description of the Environmental Evaluation. Operational information about the 
proposed Project, including operations and maintenance trips, energy consumption, were also obtained from 
the Project Description. Any information necessary to complete the modeling that was not provided in the 
Project Description was based on CalEEMod model default values (e.g., worker trip length, vehicle 
emissions factors). The proposed Project’s construction and operations GHG emissions are presented in the 
following table. Per SCAQMD guidance (SCAQMD, 2008), construction emissions are amortized over the 
life of the proposed Project, defined as 30 years, and added to the operational emissions. 

Table 3: Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions (MT CO2e/year) 

Source 
Backcountry 

Reservoir Total 
Annual GHG 

Backcountry 
Pump Station 

Total Annual GHG 

Proposed 
Project Total 
Annual GHG 

Construction – 2024 64 107 171 
Construction – 2025 189 173 362 
Total Annual Operational GHG 2 143 145 
30-year amortized construction emissions 8 9 18 
Annual GHG including 30-year amortized 

construction emissions 11 152 163 
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APPENDIX B: AIR QUALITY AND GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
MODEL OUTPUT DATA FOR BACKCOUNTRY 
RESERVOIR AND PUMP STATION PROJECT 
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