
 

 

 

Addendum to the Final Castaic High School Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Report 

For the SCVWA Water Tank Project 
Community of Castaic, Unincorporated Los Angeles County, 

California 

Responsible Agency: 
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency 

27234 Bouquet Canyon Road 
Santa Clarita, CA 91350-2173 

Prepared by: 
FirstCarbon Solutions 

250 Commerce, Suite 210 
Irvine, CA 92602 

714.508.4100 

Contact: Jason Brandman, Project Director 
Brittany Hagen, Project Manager 

Date: October 16, 2024 



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
Addendum Table of Contents 

 

 
FirstCarbon Solutions iii 
Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

Table of Contents 

Acronyms and Abbreviations ......................................................................................................... v 

Section 1: Introduction .................................................................................................................. 1 
1.1 - Environmental Checklist .................................................................................................... 1 
1.2 - Environmental Analysis and Conclusions ............................................................................ 1 
1.3 - Mitigation Monitoring Program .......................................................................................... 3 

Section 2: Project Description ........................................................................................................ 5 
2.1 - Location and Setting .......................................................................................................... 5 
2.2 - Project Background ......................................................................................................... 11 
2.3 - Project Characteristics ..................................................................................................... 12 
2.4 - Discretionary Approvals .................................................................................................. 17 

Section 3: CEQA Checklist ............................................................................................................. 19 
3.1 - Explanation of Checklist Evaluation Categories ................................................................. 19 
3.2 - Discussion and Mitigation Sections ................................................................................... 20 
3.3 - Environmental Topics ...................................................................................................... 21 
I. Aesthetics, Light, and Glare .......................................................................................... 23 
II. Agriculture and Forestry Resources .............................................................................. 28 
III. Air Quality ..................................................................................................................... 32 
IV. Biological Resources ...................................................................................................... 42 
V. Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources .......................................................................... 50 
VI. Energy ........................................................................................................................... 56 
VII. Geology, Seismicity, and Soils ....................................................................................... 61 
VIII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions ........................................................................................... 68 
IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials ................................................................................. 73 
X. Hydrology and Water Quality ........................................................................................ 80 
XI. Land Use and Planning .................................................................................................. 86 
XII. Mineral Resources ......................................................................................................... 88 
XIII. Noise ............................................................................................................................. 90 
XIV. Population and Housing ................................................................................................ 95 
XV. Public Services ............................................................................................................... 98 
XVI. Recreation ................................................................................................................... 102 
XVII. Transportation ............................................................................................................. 104 
XVIII. Utilities and Service Systems ...................................................................................... 108 
XIX. Wildfire........................................................................................................................ 113 
XX. Mandatory Findings of Significance ............................................................................ 118 

 

Appendix A: Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and Energy Supporting Information 

Appendix B: Noise Supporting Information 

Appendix C: Water Tank Flood Analysis 

Appendix D: Sloan Canyon Development (Tract 072680) Hydraulic Analysis 

Appendix E: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Appendix F: Castaic High School Environmental Documents 
 



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
Table of Contents Addendum 

 

 
iv FirstCarbon Solutions 

Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

List of Tables 

Table 1: Maximum Unmitigated Daily Construction Emissions ............................................................ 35 
 

List of Exhibits 

Exhibit 1: Regional Location Map ............................................................................................................ 7 

Exhibit 2: Local Vicinity Map ................................................................................................................... 9 

Exhibit 3: Proposed Tank Plan ............................................................................................................... 15 
 



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
Addendum Acronyms and Abbreviations 

 

 
FirstCarbon Solutions v 
Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

°C degrees Celsius (Centigrade) 

°F degrees Fahrenheit 

µg/m3 micrograms per cubic meter 

AHMP All-Hazard Mitigation Plan 

AMSL above mean sea level 

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan 

AQP Air Quality Plan 

ARB California Air Resources Board 

AWWA American Water Works Association 

BMP Best Management Practice 

CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model 

CAL FIRE California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 

CBC California Building Standards Code 

CDE California Department of Education 

CDFW California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 

CLWA Castaic Lake Water Agency 

CMU concrete masonry unit 

CNPS California Native Plant Society 

DDW Division of Drinking Water 

DOC California Department of Conservation 

DPM diesel particulate matter 

DSA Division of the State Architect  

EIR Environmental Impact Report 

EPA United States Environmental Protection Agency 

ERP Emergency Response Plan 

ESCP Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 

FSEIR Castaic High School Project Final Supplemental EIR 

FTA Federal Transit Administration 

GHG greenhouse gas 

in/sec inch per second 

LACoFD Los Angeles County Fire Department 

LOS Level of Service 

LST localized significance threshold 

MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act 



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
Acronyms and Abbreviations Addendum 

 

 
vi FirstCarbon Solutions 

Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

MM Mitigation Measure  

MMRP Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

mph miles per hour 

ND negative declaration  

PEA Preliminary Environmental Assessment 

PM particulate matter 

ppb parts per billion 

PPV peak particle velocity 

PRC Public Resources Code 

Qal alluvium  

Qls landslide deposits 

RMS Reservoir Management System 

RPS Renewable Portfolio Standards 

RTP Regional Transportation Plan 

SCAG Southern California Association of Governments 

SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District 

SCCIC South Central Coastal Information Center 

SCH State Clearinghouse 

SCS Sustainable Communities Strategy  

SCV Water Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency 

SEIR Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 

SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 

TAC toxic air contaminant 

TCR Tribal Cultural Resources 

USBR United States Bureau of Reclamation 

VHFHSZ Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone 

VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled 

VOC volatile organic compounds 



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
Addendum Introduction 

 

 
FirstCarbon Solutions 1 
Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION 

This Addendum, checklist, and attached supporting documents have been prepared to determine 
whether and to what extent the Castaic High School Final Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (SEIR), which updates and incorporates by reference the Castaic High School Initial Study, 
Environmental Impact Report, and the Addendum to the Castaic High School Final EIR (State 
Clearinghouse No 2004031110; collectively, the previously certified EIRs) prepared for the Castaic 
High School Project, which included, among other things, construction and operation of one water 
tank to serve the High School, and water infrastructure for a future second tank to serve future 
planned development within the service areas of William S. Hart Union High School District (School 
District) and the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (SCVWA or SCV Water) (referred to collectively 
herein as the approved project) remains sufficient to address the potential impacts of the proposed 
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Water Tank Project (proposed project), or whether additional 
documentation is required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources 
Code [PRC] § 21000, et seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, Div. 6, Ch. 3 of the California Code of 
Regulations [CCR]) (collectively, CEQA). 

1.1 - Environmental Checklist 

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15164, 
subd. (a), this Addendum (including attached supporting documents) has been prepared to evaluate 
the proposed project. Consistent with the thresholds used by the School District as Lead Agency in 
the previous EIR, this Addendum uses the standard environmental checklist categories provided in 
Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines but provides answer columns for evaluation consistent with the 
provisions of CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, subd. (a). 

1.2 - Environmental Analysis and Conclusions 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, subd. (a) provides that the lead agency or a responsible agency shall 
prepare an Addendum to a previously certified EIR or Negative Declaration (ND) if some changes or 
additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 
calling for preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR or ND have occurred. 

An Addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to the 
Final EIR or ND (CEQA Guidelines § 15164, subd. (c)). The decision-making body shall consider the 
Addendum with the Final EIR prior to making a decision on the subject project (CEQA Guidelines § 
15164, subd. (d)). An agency must also include a brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a 
subsequent or supplemental EIR or ND pursuant to Section 15162 (CEQA Guidelines § 15164, subd. 
(e)), which should be included in the Addendum, the project findings, or elsewhere in the record and 
must be supported by substantial evidence. 

Once an EIR or ND has been certified for a project, no subsequent or supplemental EIR or ND shall 
be prepared under CEQA unless, based on substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one 
or more of the following has occurred: 
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1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the 
previous EIR or ND . . . due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a 
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. 1 

2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is 
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or ND . . . due to the 
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant effects. 

3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified 
as complete or the ND was adopted. . . shows any of the following:  
A. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or 

ND. 
B. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in 

the previous EIR or ND. 
C. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be 

feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, 
but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative. 

D. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the previous EIR or ND would substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation 
measure or alternative (CEQA Guidelines § 15162, subd. (a); see also PRC § 21166). 

 
As detailed more fully herein, none of the foregoing has triggered the need for additional 
environmental review with respect to the proposed project. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15164, subd. (a), this Addendum has been prepared to evaluate and document the minor 
modifications to the previously certified EIRs associated with the construction and operation of the 
proposed project.  

This Addendum relies on the following approved and certified environmental documents, which are 
herein incorporated in full by reference: 

• Castaic High School Project Draft and Final EIR (SCH No. 2004031110, October 17, 2012). 
Available online at https://www.scvtv.com/pdf/wsh072412castaicdrafteir.pdf and 
https://www.scvtv.com/pdf/CastaicFinalEIR101012.pdf. 

• Addendum to the Castaic High School Project Final EIR (SCH No. 2004031110, approved July 
17, 2013). 

• Castaic High School Project Final Supplemental EIR (FSEIR) (Castaic High School SEIR, SCH No. 
2004031110, certified July 16, 2014). Available online at 
https://scvhistory.com/scvhistory/castaichighschoolSEIR0714.htm 

 
These documents are provided as Appendix F of this document.  

 
1 CEQA Guidelines Section 15382 defines “significant effect on the environment” as “ . . .a substantial, or potentially substantial 

adverse change in any of the physical conditions within the area affected by the project, including land, air, water, minerals, flora, 
fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance . . .” (see also Public Resources Code [PRC], § 21068). 
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The evaluation of potential impacts associated with the modifications to the approved project 
represented by the proposed project are evaluated using the checklist questions from State CEQA 
Guidelines Appendix G, and this Addendum (including the attached documents), together, constitute 
substantial evidence supporting the conclusion that preparation of a supplemental or subsequent 
EIR is not required. 

This Addendum addresses the conclusions of the previously certified EIRs in light of the proposed 
project as required under CEQA. 

1.2.1 - Findings 
There are no substantial changes proposed by the SCV Water Agency Water Tank project, or with 
respect to the circumstances under which the proposed project would be undertaken, which would 
require major revisions of the previously certified EIRs. Furthermore, there is no new information of 
substantial importance that would require any major revisions thereto. Specifically, the proposed 
revisions to the approved project, as reflected in the proposed project, do not require preparation of 
a new subsequent or supplemental EIR due to either (1) the involvement of new significant 
environmental effects, (2) a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant 
effects, or (3) new information of substantial importance. No mitigation measures or alternatives 
previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, nor has the approved project 
proponent declined to adopt any additional mitigation measures or alternatives that would 
substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment. Relevant mitigation 
measures from the previously certified EIRs that would apply to the proposed project are identified 
and discussed in this Addendum and listed in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
specific to the proposed project (See Appendix E). 

This addendum documents how and when the mitigation measures adopted by the lead agency for 
the Castaic High School Project will be implemented by SCV Water for the SCVWA Water Tank Project 
and confirms that potential environmental impacts are reduced to less than significant levels as 
identified in the FSEIR. Minor revisions to the mitigation measures are proposed in the attached 
MMRP to reflect SCVWA’s role as responsible agency. These revisions do not change the 
effectiveness of any measure.  

1.2.2 - Conclusions 
As illustrated herein, the proposed project is consistent with and within the scope and impacts of the 
previously certified EIRs and would involve only minor changes; therefore, an Addendum is the 
appropriate level of CEQA compliance for the proposed project. (CEQA Guidelines § 15164). 

1.3 - Mitigation Monitoring Program 

As required by Public Resources Code Section 21081.6, subd. (a)(1), a Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared for the proposed project in order to clearly identify 
and monitor the implementation of the mitigation measures adopted in the previously certified EIRs 
that are applicable to the proposed project. Any long-term monitoring of mitigation measures 
imposed on the proposed project would be implemented through the MMRP (Appendix E). 
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SECTION 2: PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2.1 - Location and Setting 

2.1.1 - Location 
The proposed project would be located on an approximately 0.46-acre site (Tank Site). The Tank Site 
is located within the much larger, approximately 198-acre Castaic High School site (High School Site), 
which is located in the community of Castaic, an unincorporated area of Los Angeles County, 
California (Exhibit 1). The nearest city is Santa Clarita, located about 5 miles south; Castaic Lake is 
northeast of the High School Site, which is east of Interstate 5 (I-5); the Los Padres National Forest is 
to the north. The eastern boundary of the High School Site is approximately 2 miles west of the 
intersection of Parker Road and Sloan Canyon Road, and the southern boundary of the High School 
Site is approximately 2 miles north of the intersection of Hasley Canyon Road and Romero Canyon 
Road. Regional access to the High School Site (and thus the Tank Site) is from I-5 via Hasley Canyon 
Road or Lake Hughes Road and Sloan Canyon Road. Local access to the High School Site (and thus to 
the Tank Site) is via Romero Canyon Road from Hasley Canyon Road or Sloan Canyon Road to 
Baringer Road to Romero Canyon Road (Exhibit 2). 

2.1.2 - Environmental Setting 
The approximately 0.46-acre Tank Site is currently occupied by a single aboveground water storage 
tank (First Tank) and is located at the southwest corner of the High School Site, west of an existing 
helipad. The Tank Site is at an elevation of approximately 2,050 feet above mean sea level (AMSL). 
Construction of Castaic High School is complete, and the school is currently in operation as of 2019. 
The High School Site is surrounded by Romero Canyon Road, undeveloped land and access roads to 
the north, Romero Canyon Road, Cyn Hills Road, undeveloped land, and intermittent residential 
development to the east, undeveloped land and intermittent residential development to the south, 
and undeveloped land within Hasley Canyon to the west (Exhibit 2). 

As explained in the previously certified EIRs, the Tank Site is intended to accommodate two water 
tanks. The First Tank was constructed in 2019; in constructing the First Tank, the Tank Site was 
graded. In addition, the access roads for construction and maintenance of the First Tank and the 
remainder of the Tank Site were installed, as was a stubbed water line to serve the Second Tank (as 
defined below). The First Tank was constructed primarily to serve Castaic High School. The First Tank 
is approximately 767,327 gallons in size; is constructed of welded carbon steel; and is currently in 
operation. 



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 



23

126

5

5

210

138

14

Boquet
Reservoir

Castaic Lake

Lake Piru

Van
Norman Lake

Hansen Lake

Chatsworth
Reservoir

Flood
Control Basin

Los Padres NF

Angeles
National
Forest

Angeles
National
Forest

Pacoima

Panorama City

Pardee
Piru

Agua Dulce

Bardsdale

Buckhorn

Canoga Park

Canyon
Country

Casa Conejo

Castaic

Castaic
Junction

Chatsworth

Deer Lake
Highlands

Del Valle

Elizabeth
Lake

Fairmont

Fern Ann
Falls

Fillmore

Gorman

Granada Hills

Green Valley

Honby
Humphreys

Kagel Canyon

Lake Hughes

Lang

Martins

Mint Canyon

Mission Hills

Moorpark

Moorpark
Home Acres

Newbury Park

Newhall

North Hills

North
HollywoodOak Park

Olive View

Reseda

Sandberg

San Fernando

Santa Clarita

Santa Susana

Sespe
Sespe Village

Simi Valley

Sleepy Valley

Stonehurst

Strathearn

Sun Valley

Sylmar

Tarzana

Thousand Oaks

Valencia
Val Verde

Van Nuys

Virginia
Colony

West Hills

Winnetka

Exh ibit 1
Regional Location Map

5 0 52.5
Miles

Text

Project Site

Source: Ce nsus 2000 Data, Th e California Spatial Inform ation Library (CaSIL).

SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER AGENCY
SCVWA WATER TANK PROJECT

ADDENDU M
46730014 •  09/2024 | 1_regional.m xd

Project Site
Los Angeles County

Ventura County



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 



46730014 • 09/2024 | 2_Local_Vicin ity.m xd

Exhibit 2
Local Vicin ity Map

Source: ESRI Aerial Im agery.

SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER AGENCY
SCVWA WATER TANK PROJECT

ADDENDU M

Slo
an

 C
an

yo
n R

d

Romero Canyon Rd

Cyn His Rd
Castaic

High School

1,000 0 1,000500
Feet

Legend
Project Location



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
Addendum Project Description 

 

 
FirstCarbon Solutions 11 
Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

2.2 - Project Background 

As noted, this Addendum evaluates whether the previously certified EIRs remain sufficient to 
address the potential impacts of the proposed project. This section provides background and context 
for the previously certified EIRs. 

2.2.1 - Castaic High School Project 
The Castaic high school project involved construction of a comprehensive high school for 2,600 
students on a 71.4-acre site within the 198-acre High School Site (high school project). The High 
School Site consists of four parcels (Parcel 1 through Parcel 4).2 The high school project included 
construction and operation of about 250,000 square feet of building area comprising several 
classroom buildings; an administration building; a library; a performing arts building with up to an 
800-seat capacity; a multipurpose room and kitchen; a physical education building, including two 
gymnasiums and administrative offices; a 5,000-seat football/soccer stadium with a running track; 
and tennis courts, basketball courts, baseball and softball fields, and other play fields. The high 
school project also included on- and off-site road and utility improvements, including a pad to 
accommodate two water tanks on the Tank Site. The high school project included construction and 
operation of an aboveground water storage tank and infrastructure to accommodate the First Tank 
as well as a second tank, and related grading and excavation. 

2.2.2 - Prior Certified Environmental Documents 

Castaic High School EIR, Addendum, and Supplemental EIR 

The Castaic High School EIR (State Clearinghouse No. 2004031110) was prepared for the School 
District, as the Lead Agency, to analyze the impacts of the proposed high school project, as described 
above. The Castaic High School EIR was based on the Initial Study prepared for the high school 
project (included as Appendix A of the Castaic High School Draft EIR). The Final EIR was certified by 
the Board of Governors on October 17, 2012. However, while two aboveground water tanks (First 
Tank and Second Tank) were described in the Castaic High School EIR, the Second Tank was not 
necessary for the approved High School project in 2012 and was not included as part of the 
approvals granted by the School District. Construction and operation of the First Tank was analyzed 
to serve the High School. The Castaic High School EIR further explained that “[T]he second water 
tank would serve future residential development that is already approved for the surrounding area” 
(e.g., Castaic High School Final EIR, page 1-5, Executive Summary).3,4 As noted in the Hydraulic 
Analysis prepared for the Sloan Canyon Development (Tract 072680) (Appendix D), 269,071 gallons 
of new water storage is required to serve the Reserve at Sloan Canyon, which would be 
accommodated through the construction and operation of the Second Tank. 

 
2  The proposed project is located within Parcel 3 of the High School Site. 
3 Future development to be served by the Second Tank includes Violin Canyon (222 residential units) and The Reserve at Sloan 

Canyon (137 residential units; State Clearinghouse No. 2019089064). The Violin Canyon development, and other anticipated and 
approved development, is specifically referenced in Table 3-1 of the Castaic High School EIR.  

4  See e.g.  
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Additional documentation was prepared between 2012 and 2014 to evaluate proposed 
modifications related to the First Tank, as described below.  

An Addendum to the Final EIR was prepared in July 2013 to analyze modifications to the high school 
project (modified project). 5 The Addendum revisited analyses related to Aesthetics, Air Quality, 
Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Noise, Traffic, Circulation, and Parking. It 
was determined that the modified project would not result in any of the circumstances requiring a 
subsequent or supplemental EIR. The Addendum was adopted by the Board of Governors on July 17, 
2013. 

A Supplemental EIR was prepared in April 2014 to analyze impacts associated with further 
modifications to the high school project,6 and the Final Supplemental EIR was certified in July 2014. 
The analysis covered impacts related to Air Quality, Biological Resources, Geology and Soils, and 
Hydrology and Water Quality. 

The previously certified EIRs specifically stated that future approvals would be required by SCV 
Water related to the water tanks and anticipated that the certified EIR would be used by responsible 
agencies. Newhall County Water District (a predecessor to SCV Water, as described below) was 
identified as the responsible agency with approval authority over the First Tank and Second Tank 
discussed in the Castaic High School EIR. SCV Water was created on January 1, 2018, from a merger 
of three water agencies: Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) and its Santa Clarita Water Division, 
Newhall County Water District, and the Valencia Water Company. On its creation, SCV Water 
assumed the service area of Newhall County Water District and has approval authority for 
implementation of the water tanks evaluated in the previously certified EIRs. Accordingly, in its role 
as responsible agency, SCV Water has directed the preparation of this addendum. 

2.3 - Project Characteristics 

2.3.1 - Project Summary 
The proposed project would consist of the construction of a second aboveground water storage tank 
(Second Tank), which would have a total capacity of approximately 770,000 gallons, and an 
associated Reservoir Management System (RMS) to comply with regulations for maintaining a 
chloramine disinfectant residual within the distribution system. It would be constructed of coated, 
welded steel; would have a maximum height of 43 feet; and would be approximately 66 feet in 
diameter. Overall, it would be substantially the same in size and materials as the First Tank, but may 
be up to 8 feet taller to comply with freeboard requirements to address American Water Works 
Association (AWWA) D110-11 standards for slosh waive height during a seismic event. The Second 
Tank would be constructed in substantially the same manner as the First Tank. Improvements 
associated with First Tank included grading, excavation, installation of maintenance access roads, 

 
5 The modified project contained all of the same components and features as the approved project. The modified project provided 

clarity and deleted repetition in certain mitigation measures pertaining to air quality, biological and cultural resources.  
6 Modifications to the approved project included additional geological and geotechnical testing to provide insight to subsurface 

conditions of the approved project, an increased grading area to accommodate increased setback and slopes resulting an increase 
in the amount of earth to be graded, and detailed construction scheduling that provides for delineating separate construction 
activities and additional information on the equipment to be used. Modifications also included changes to the location of on-site 
biological mitigation resulting from minor site plan changes.  
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and stubbing of a water line for the anticipated Second Tank. Exhibit 3 shows the proposed layout for 
the Second Tank and the associated RMS system. The RMS system would be located within the limits 
of the Tank Site and consist of 22 by 30 feet (660 square feet) concrete masonry unit (CMU) building 
with an on-site hypochlorite generation system and liquid ammonium sulfate to feed and maintain a 
chloramine residual within the tanks. 

2.3.2 - Project Construction 
Installation of the Second Tank would include: preparing a tank foundation and erecting and coating 
the Second Tank. Coating the tank would include approximately 3 days of sandblasting activities. SCV 
Water will require tenting to contain sand blasting. Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be 
required for various weather conditions (e.g., temperature, wind speed, chance of rain, relative 
humidity) under which coating and/or sand blasting can occur. 

The Second Tank would require minor excavating and trenching for an underground connection to an 
existing pipe that emerges in a “T-shape” from underground between the First Tank and the Second 
Tank. It is anticipated that all construction work for the Second Tank would be performed by a crew 
of three to four workers, using the following equipment at various points: 

• One backhoe 
• One small dump truck 
• One crew truck 
• One small crane 
• One utility truck 
• One welder 
• One micro-excavator 
• One bobcat tractor 
• One compressor for sandblasting activities to occur during a period of approximately three 

days 
 
Construction of the Second Tank is anticipated to begin in September 2025 and have an approximate 
9-month construction period.7 All construction activities would occur Monday through Friday 
between 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. (pursuant to Los Angeles County permitted construction noise 
hours); no overnight work is anticipated. All construction staging is assumed to occur on-site (i.e., 
within the Tank Site), and no off-site construction staging or laydown areas are proposed or 
anticipated. Temporary fencing would be constructed during construction around the Tank Site. 

 
7 Construction of the First Tank was completed on an approximately 9-month timeframe, with construction occurring between 

September 2018 and May 2019; during that time, a period of heavy rainfall occurred that slowed construction activities. Installation 
of the First Tank required work that is not necessary to repeat for installation of the Second Tank, including erecting retaining walls 
and installing drainage features. 
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2.3.3 - Project Operation 
Once constructed, the Second Tank would operate in substantially the same way as the First Tank, as 
a gravity-based reservoir, owned and operated by SCV Water. Water levels would generally be 
monitored through telemetry, and it is anticipated that SCV Water maintenance staff would visit the 
Second Tank approximately once a week to confirm adequate operations. The RMS would be visited 
daily. Electricity for the telemetry8 device was already installed as part of construction of the First 
Tank and would be able to accommodate the Second Tank as well. 

The Second Tank and associated RMS would implement SCV Water’s long-term infrastructure 
planning9 objectives and water quality requirements serve other existing and planned future 
development within SCV Water’s existing service area, including the previously approved 137-unit 
Reserve at Sloan Canyon residential project (Sloan Canyon). In so doing, the Second Tank would also 
provide protective redundancy for the First Tank and would serve as an auxiliary water source for 
firefighting purposes, particularly given the Tank Site’s proximity to the existing helipad. 

2.4 - Discretionary Approvals 

The proposed project requires the following discretionary approvals from SCV Water:  

• Master Agreement for Developer-Constructed Improvements (and related Statements of Work 
attached thereto) 

• Design review and approval by the Division of the State Architect (DSA) 

• Amendment to SCV Water’s permit by the Division of Drinking Water (DDW) 
 

 
8 The telemetry monitoring requires only nominal electricity. 
9 In connection with the infrastructure planning for the Castaic High School as well as other existing and planned future residential 

development in SCV Water’s existing service area, predecessor water agencies concluded at least as early as 2012 that two water 
storage tanks would need to be constructed at the southwest corner of the High School Site, with one tank required to serve the 
new high school and the second contemplated to serve other existing and planned future residential development within the 
District’s service area. See, e.g., the High School EIR), which describes the two tanks, and related grading, excavation and access 
road requirements. See also Violin Canyon EIR and two related addenda adopted by the County thereafter for the Violin Canyon 
project (Tentative Tract Map No. 42537), and the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for the “Sloan Canyon Residential 
Project”—The Reserve (State Clearinghouse No. 2019089064). 
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SECTION 3: CEQA CHECKLIST 

The purpose of this CEQA checklist is to evaluate the categories in terms of any changed condition 
(e.g., changed circumstances, project changes, or new information of substantial importance) that 
may result in a changed environmental result that would trigger major revisions to the previously 
certified EIRs (e.g., a new significant impact or substantial increase in the severity of a previously 
identified significant effect) (CEQA Guidelines § 15162). 

The questions posed in the checklist come from Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. A “no” answer 
does not necessarily mean that there are no potential impacts relative to the environmental 
category, but instead it means that there is no change in the condition or status of the impact since it 
was analyzed and addressed with mitigation measures in the previously certified EIRs. In other 
words, it is appropriate to answer certain environmental categories with a “no” in the checklist, since 
the proposed project does not introduce changes that would result in a modification to the impact 
conclusion of the previously certified EIRs. 

This Addendum addresses the conclusions of the previously certified EIRs. 

3.1 - Explanation of Checklist Evaluation Categories 

(1) Conclusion in Previously Certified EIRs 
This column summarizes the conclusion of the previously certified EIRs relative to the 
environmental issue listed under each topic. 

(2) Do the Proposed Changes Involve New Impacts? 
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, subd. (a)(1), this column indicates whether the 
changes represented by the proposed project would result in new significant environmental 
impacts not previously identified or mitigated by the previously EIRs or whether the changes 
would result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant 
impact. 

(3) New Circumstances Involving New Impacts? 
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, subd. (a)(2), this column indicates whether 
there have been substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the 
project is undertaken that would require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs due 
to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant effects. 

(4) New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification? 
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, subd. (a)(3)(A-D), this column indicates whether 
new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previously certified EIRs 
were adopted, shows any of the following: 
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(A) The proposed project would have one or more significant effects not discussed in the 
previously certified EIRs; 

(B) Significant effects previously examined would be substantially more severe than shown 
in the previously certified EIRs; 

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be 
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the proposed 
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or 
alternative; or 

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the previously certified EIRs would substantially reduce one or more 
significant effects on the environment, but the project proponent declines to adopt the 
mitigation measure or alternative. 

 
If the additional analysis completed as part of this environmental review were to find that 
the conclusions of the previously certified EIRs remain the same and no new significant 
impacts are identified, or identified impacts are not found to be substantially more severe, 
or additional mitigation is not necessary, then the question would be answered “no” and no 
additional environmental document would be required. 

(5) Mitigation Measures Implemented or Address Impacts 
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, subd. (a)(3), this column indicates whether the 
previously certified EIRs provide mitigation measures to address effects in the related impact 
category. Any previously adopted mitigation measures will be identified. The response will 
also address proposed revisions to previously adopted mitigation measures (if any). Relevant 
mitigation measures would be imposed on and implemented by the proposed project, as 
applicable. If “NA” is indicated, the previously certified EIRs concluded that the impact either 
does not occur with the proposed project or is not significant, and therefore no additional 
mitigation measures are needed. 

3.2 - Discussion and Mitigation Sections 

The following sections include three components for each environmental checklist question: 
discussion of each checklist question and any potential impacts to the environment, any mitigation 
measures required, and a conclusion of the analysis. Each component is further described below: 

(1) Discussion 
A discussion of the elements of the checklist is provided under each environmental category 
in order to clarify the answers. The discussion provides information about the particular 
environmental issue, how the proposed project relates to the issue, and the status of any 
mitigation that may be required or that has already been implemented. 

(2) Mitigation Measures 
Applicable mitigation measures from the previously certified EIRs that apply to the proposed 
project are listed under each environmental category. 
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(3) Conclusions 
A discussion of the conclusion relating to the analysis is contained in each section. 

3.3 - Environmental Topics 

The following topics are evaluated in accordance with current CEQA Guidelines and requirements:  

• Aesthetics 
• Agriculture and Forestry Resources 
• Air Quality  
• Biological Resources  
• Cultural Resources and Tribal Cultural 

Resources  
• Energy 
• Geology and Soils  
• Greenhouse Gas Emissions  
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Hydrology and Water Quality 
• Land Use and Planning  
• Mineral Resources  
• Noise  
• Population and Housing  
• Public Services  
• Recreation  
• Transportation  
• Utilities and Service Systems  
• Wildfire  
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

I. Aesthetics, Light, and Glare  
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the proposed project: 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

b) Substantially damage 
scenic resources, 
including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and 
historic building within 
a State Scenic Highway? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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 proposed project 
conflict with applicable 
zoning and other 
regulations governing 
scenic quality? 

Significant 
and 
unavoidable 
impact 

No No No MM AES-1 

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

Significant 
and 
unavoidable 
impact 

No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings in Section 5.1, Aesthetics, of the Castaic 
High School Draft EIR. 
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Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact on scenic vistas in the area. A 
scenic vista is defined as an area that is designated, signed, and accessible to the public for the 
express purposes of viewing and sightseeing. This includes areas designated by federal, State, or 
local agencies. Analysis of the area around the approved project determined that there are no 
designated scenic vistas on or near the High School Site. As such, impacts were found to be less than 
significant. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Water Tank and 
associated RMS on the existing Tank Site that was identified and evaluated in the previously certified 
EIRs. The proposed project would be located on the existing Tank Site within the existing High School 
Site and would be substantially the same in size and materials to the existing First Tank. The RMS will 
be located on-site within a 660 square foot CMU building. As noted in the previously certified EIRs, 
there are no scenic vistas on or near the High School Site (which includes the Tank Site). Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required.  

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, 
and historic building within a State Scenic Highway? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact to resources within a State 
Scenic Highway. There are no designated scenic highways in the vicinity of the High School Site. The 
nearest designated scenic highway is State Route (SR) 2 which is located approximately 30 miles 
southeast of the High School Site. There are no designated local scenic highways or corridors on or 
near the High School Site. Therefore, impacts were found to be less than significant.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the same Tank Site analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. It remains true that there are no 
designated scenic highways on or near the High School Site (which includes the Tank Site). SR-2 
remains the closest designated scenic highway to the High School Site, approximately 30 miles away. 
There are also no designated local scenic highways or corridors located on or near the High School 
Site (which includes the Tank Site). Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  
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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 proposed project 
conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

The previously certified EIRs identified significant and unavoidable impacts to visual character even 
with the implementation of feasible mitigation measures. In certifying the previously certified EIRs, 
the School District found that impacts would occur resulting from construction and operational 
activities associated with the approved project, as the High School Site (which included the Tank 
Site) would be transformed from its natural condition to a high school development (with related 
infrastructure), thus altering the views of the site and surrounding area. Because of the substantial 
alteration of the existing natural setting, grading of valleys and ridges, reduced topography of the 
site, the resulting views of graded slopes and school development, and the sensitivity of the 
residential viewers, impacts to the visual character of the site were considered significant. Because 
of grading, excavation and construction activities associated with the approved project, the 
previously certified EIRs also found that it would also result in significant and unavoidable impacts to 
two of the three ridgelines on the High School Site designated as Primary Significant Ridgelines by 
the Castaic Area Community Standards District. Construction and operation of the approved project 
would impact two of these three Primary Significant Ridgelines. The previously certified EIRs 
required the implementation of Mitigation Measures (MMs) AES-1, MM AES-2, MM AES-3, MM AES-
4, MM AES-5, and MM AES-6 related to the design of the approved project to reduce visual conflicts 
related to grading and construction of the proposed structures to the extent feasible. Even with the 
implementation of these measures, impacts were found to be significant and unavoidable. 
Accordingly, the School District adopted a statement of overriding considerations. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank on the existing 
previously approved Tank Site identified and evaluated in the previously certified EIRs. As mentioned 
above, the proposed Second Tank would be substantially the same in size and materials as compared 
to, and would be located adjacent to, the existing First Tank. However, because of the previous 
improvements installed in connection with the First Tank, no additional ground or vegetation 
disturbance would occur as a result of the proposed project (Second Tank and RMS). Excavation 
cut/fill would be within the Tank Site and limited to foundations for the Second Tank and associated 
RMS building, and trenching for interconnecting piping, disinfectant system, and electrical and 
instrumentation conduits. Any soil collected as part of this on-site excavation would be required to 
be stored in a construction staging area within the Tank Site in accordance with MM AES-1. 
Furthermore, grading of the Tank Site is not required. The Second Tank would be substantially the 
same size and materials to the First Tank but may be up to 8 feet taller to comply with freeboard 
requirements to address AWWA D110-11 standards for slosh waive height during a seismic event. 
Since the proposed project consists of adding a previously contemplated water tank and associated 
RMS to an area reserved specifically for water tank construction, no new or more severe impacts 
related to visual changes would occur. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  
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d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime 
views in the area? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a significant and unavoidable impact resulting from the 
creation of new sources of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime 
views in the area. The approved project introduced new street lighting, vehicle lights, and campus 
lights for building security, walkways, parking lots, and athletic fields. There were no existing sources 
of light on the High School Site prior to the approved project’s construction, and there were 
concerns for potential light spillover impacts to surrounding animal habitats resulting from project 
operation. The previously certified EIRs concluded that although all lighting would be fully shielded, 
reflected light from building, pavement, and field surfaces would still significantly increase the 
amount of light in the area. Because of the then-existing dark conditions on the High School Site 
(which included the Tank Site), the extensive size of the approved project, and the type of intense 
lighting (athletic fields and parking lots), there were no feasible mitigation measures to reduce the 
significant light increase. The previously certified EIRs included MM AES-7, MM AES-8, and MM AES-
9, but impacts related to lighting were found to remain significant and unavoidable.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing previously approved Tank Site identified and evaluated in the previously 
certified EIRs Construction of the Second Tank would occur during regular business hours, and no 
nighttime construction is contemplated. During operation, additional security lighting would be 
added at the Tank Site and RMS building. However, this lighting would be consistent with existing 
lighting at the High School Site. Accordingly, MM AES-7, MM AES-8 and MM AES-9 (which involved 
light sources in other portions of the High School Site, not the Tank Site) would not be applicable to 
the proposed project. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

Applicable Mitigation Measures 

MM AES-1 During construction, the construction contractor shall locate construction staging 
areas and store cut-and-fill materials in areas with the least amount of visibility for 
residents surrounding the site. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Aesthetics, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  
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2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No new mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts 
would be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

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

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

No impact No No No None 

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

No impact No No No None 

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

No impact No No No None 

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

No impact No  No  No  None 

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

No impact No  No  No  None 
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The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings in Section 8, Impacts Found not to be 
Significant, of the Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

Given the nature of the High School Site, the previously certified EIRs determined that impacts 
related to converting Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use would not occur because the 
High School Site (which included the Tank Site) did not contain any Farmland. Therefore, in 
approving the project, the School District found no impacts would occur. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, previously approved Tank Site within an area evaluated by the previously 
certified EIRs. According to the California Department of Conservation (DOC), the Tank Site is 
designated as Grazing Land.10 Accordingly, consistent with the findings the District made in certifying 
the previously certified EIRs, the proposed project is not located on land designated as Prime 
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance. Therefore, implementation of 
the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create 
substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional 
analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts related to a conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract would not occur given the nonagricultural nature of 
the High School Site (which included the Tank Site). Therefore, no impacts were found to occur. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing previously evaluated and approved water Tank Site. As discussed in the 
previously certified EIRs, the approved project was determined to have no impact or less than a 
significant impact with regard to agricultural and forestry resources. Since the proposed project 
would involve the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated RMS consistent 
with the previously approved First Tank and would be located in the same geographic area and in 

 
10  California Department of Conservation (DOC). 2024. California Important Farmland Finder. Website: 

https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/. Accessed August 14, 2024. 
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fact on the same Tank Site, there would be no impact relative to agricultural resources given the 
nonagricultural nature of the Tank Site and surrounding areas. Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially 
more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is 
required.  

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts related to a conflict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as 
defined by Government Code Section 51104(g)) would not occur given that no such resources were 
located within the High School Site (which included the Tank Site). Therefore, no impacts were found 
to occur. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded water Tank Site. Neither forest land nor timberland exists within the 
High School Site, including the Tank Site. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project was 
found to not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe 
impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts resulting in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use would not occur given the nature of the High School Site 
(which included the Tank Site). Therefore, no impacts were found to occur. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded water Tank Site. Forest land does not exist within the Tank Site (or the 
remainder of the High School Site). Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  
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e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could 
result in conversion of Farmland, to nonagricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts involving other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to 
nonagricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use would not occur given the 
nonagricultural nature of the High School (which included the Tank Site) and surrounding uses. 
Therefore, no impacts were found to occur.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing previously approved and graded water Tank Site evaluated in the previously 
certified EIRs. Because the Tank Site is located within the previously approved High School Site, the 
proposed project would not result in the conversion of Farmland to nonagricultural use, or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would 
not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts 
than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Conclusion 

With regard to Agriculture and Forestry Resources, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

or More Severe 
Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

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

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No  No No None 

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

Significant and 
unavoidable 
impact 

No  No No AQ-2, AQ-3, 
AQ-4 

c) Expose sensitive receptors 
to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

Significant and 
unavoidable 
impact 

No  No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No  No No None 

 

The Analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings in Section 4.1, Air Quality, of the Castaic 
High School Draft EIR and Section 4.1, Air Quality, of the Castaic High School FSEIR.  

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

As evaluated in the previously certified EIRs, impacts related to consistency with implementation of 
an applicable air quality management plan were found to be less than significant. The Castaic High 
School Draft EIR determined that development of the approved project was found to not result in an 
increase in unplanned population, employment, or housing, and therefore did not have the potential 
to substantially affect housing, employment, and population projections within the Southern 
California region, which are the basis of the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) projections. 
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Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS building on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site evaluated in the 
previously certified EIRs. Air pollutant emissions associated with the proposed project would occur 
over the short-term from construction activities and over the long-term from operation of the 
proposed Second Tank. The 2022 AQMP is the current applicable regional Air Quality Plan (AQP) of 
the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). On December 2, 2022, the SCAQMD 
adopted the 2022 AQMP. The primary goals of the AQP are to protect public health and protect the 
climate. The 2022 AQMP continues the efforts to attain the 2015 8-hour ozone standard of 70 parts 
per billion (ppb) by 2037. The 2022 AQMP also updates previous attainment plans for ozone and 
PM2.5 that have not yet been met.11 

As noted in the previously certified EIRs, the Second Tank and RMS structure has long been 
contemplated to serve future planned growth within the SCV Water’s service area. Because the 
proposed project does not involve population or employment growth (either direct or indirect), 
determining consistency with the 2022 AQMP involves assessing whether applicable control 
measures contained in the 2022 AQMP are implemented and whether implementation of the 
proposed project would disrupt or hinder implementation of AQP control measures. While none of 
the control measures contained in the 2022 AQMP are applicable to the construction or operation of 
water tanks, all projects within SCAQMD’s jurisdiction are required to implement Rule 403 by 
incorporating the best available control measures during construction activities. Accordingly, the 
proposed project would be required to implement SCAQMD’s Rule 403 during construction, which 
would be further assured through implementation of MM AQ-3 and would therefore be consistent 
with the assumptions in the AQMP and impacts would be less than significant.  

Therefore, the proposed project would not create a new significant impact or create substantially 
more severe impacts related to conflict with the AQP that was not previously analyzed. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs analyzed the approved project, including, among other things, the 
grading and phasing of the construction of the approved project such that there would be no 
overlapping activities. For example, the SEIR analyzed the construction impacts in various phases and 
determined that construction activities would generate short-term emissions and would 
cumulatively contribute to the nonattainment designations during some, but not all phases of 
construction. These impacts were found to cause a cumulatively considerable net increase of criteria 
pollutants for which the project region was nonattainment under applicable federal or State ambient 
air quality standards and were found to be significant and unavoidable. As identified in the 

 
11  South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). 2022. Air Quality Management Plan. Website: 

https://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality/air-quality-management-plans/air-quality-mgt-plan. Accessed July 23, 2024. 
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previously certified EIRs, MM AQ-1, MM AQ-2, MM AQ-3 and MM AQ-4 were required to reduce 
impacts related to the approved modifications to the extent feasible. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS structure on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the 
previously certified EIRs. Impacts related to construction and operation of the proposed project are 
addressed separately below. 

Construction Emissions 
Emissions from construction-related activities are generally short-term in duration but may still 
cause adverse air quality impacts. The proposed project would generate emissions from construction 
equipment exhaust, worker travel, and fugitive dust. These construction emissions include criteria 
air pollutants and precursors from the operation of construction equipment and vehicles. As 
discussed below, the proposed project’s construction emissions would not exceed any applicable 
significance threshold and impacts would be less than significant for construction. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not create a new significant impact or a substantially more severe impact 
pertaining to construction emissions as compared to what was previously analyzed. 

Construction Fugitive Dust 
Consistent with the analysis of the approved project in the previously certified EIRs, construction of 
the proposed project would generate fugitive dust. However, Mitigation Measure AQ-3 of the 
previously certified EIRs requires that “prior to start of grading, the construction contractor shall 
prepare a dust control plan that includes all mitigation measures and SCAQMD Rule 403. The dust 
control plan shall be submitted annually to SCAQMD for review and approval. During all site 
preparation, grading, trenching, paving and construction activities, the construction contractor shall 
comply with Rule 403 and the project dust control plan.” The proposed project would be required to 
implement MM AQ-3, which would ensure that construction-related fugitive dust emissions are 
considered less than significant.  

Construction: VOC, NOX, PM10, and PM2.5 
Construction emissions were estimated for the activities associated with the installation of the 
proposed project. Based on applicant-provided information and other reasonable assumptions 
derived from CalEEMod default modeling parameters, it is expected that construction of the 
proposed project would be completed within approximately 9 months. The construction schedule 
and construction equipment used to estimate emissions is available in attached Appendix A. The 
exhaust emissions generated by construction equipment are based on the anticipated hours of 
operation, horsepower, and load factors of the equipment. The duration of construction activity and 
associated equipment represent a reasonable approximation of the expected construction fleet as 
required by CEQA. Additional off-site trips were included to account for the concrete footings 
associated with constructing the temporary fence during construction. According to applicant-
provided information and based on other available information, the grading, excavation, installation 
of maintenance access roads, and stubbing of the water line for the anticipated Second Tank were 
conducted and completed previously (during the construction of the First Water Tank, all of which 
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was analyzed in the previously certified EIRs). Accordingly, installation of the proposed project would 
consist of preparing a tank foundation and erecting and coating the Second Tank (since all other 
necessary infrastructure is already installed), and constructing the RMS structure including a 
foundation. Coating of the tank would include approximately three days of sandblasting activities 
which would be contained by tenting. Therefore, PM emissions from sandblasting would be very 
short-term in duration and would be considered nominal. The proposed Second Tank would connect 
to existing pipes, with a second connection occurring underground. Additional ancillary underground 
piping and electrical/instrumentation conduits will be constructed for the RMS system. Minor 
trenching work was included to conservatively account for additional trenching (approx. 4,500 cubic 
yards of export) that may occur to implement the second underground connection.  

The previously certified EIRs included MM AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-3, and AQ-4 to reduce air quality impacts. 
The emissions in this analysis for the proposed project were conservatively estimated without 
assuming the incorporation of MM AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-2, AQ-3 and AQ-4. As shown in Table 1, the 
combined construction emissions would be below the recommended thresholds even without these 
mitigation measures and impacts are therefore less than significant. However, the relevant 
mitigation measures (MM AQ-2, MM AQ-3, and MM AQ-4) would be required to be implemented by 
the proposed project and would therefore serve to further reduce air pollutant emissions. MM AQ-1 
is not applicable to the proposed project because it imposes requirements (the use of Tier 3, or best 
commercially available United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Tier certified 
equipment for construction equipment over 75 horsepower) on phases of the previously approved 
project, including construction of the access roads (Sloan Canyon Road East, Canyon Hill Road East, 
Canyon Hill Road and Sloan Canyon Road South, and Baringer Road/Romero Canyon Road). These 
components of the previously approved project are complete and not relevant to the proposed 
project, which only includes the construction of the Second Tank. 

The proposed project’s maximum unmitigated daily construction emissions are shown and 
compared with the significance thresholds in Table 1. 

Table 1: Maximum Unmitigated Daily Construction Emissions 

Construction Year  

Maximum Regional Pollutant Emissions (pounds per day) 

VOC NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 

Summer 

Maximum Daily Emissions 12.4 25.3 28.7 0.05 1.87 0.94 

SCAQMD Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55 

Exceed Threshold? No No No No No No 

Notes: 
VOC = Volatile Organic Compounds 
NOX = nitrogen oxides 
CO = carbon monoxide 
SOX = sulfur oxides 
PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter 
PM2.5 = particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter 
The PM10 and PM2.5 emissions reflect the combined exhaust and mitigated fugitive dust emissions in accordance with 
SCAQMD Rule 403.  
Source of Table: Appendix A. 
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As shown in Table 1, the combined unmitigated construction emissions from all components of the 
proposed project would be below the recommended thresholds of significance and would have less 
than significant impacts even without consideration of the applicable mitigation measures. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not create a new or more severe significant impact pertaining 
to construction-related emissions beyond what was previously analyzed. 

Operational Emissions 

Long-term air pollutant emission impacts are those typically associated with mobile sources (e.g., 
vehicle trips), energy sources (e.g., electricity and natural gas), area sources (e.g., architectural 
coatings and the use of landscape maintenance equipment), and stationary sources (e.g., diesel 
emergency backup generator). The previously certified EIRs analyzed the potential impacts related to 
construction and operation of the approved project, including, among other things, the First Tank 
and related infrastructure. According to applicant-provided information, the First Tank receives 
approximately one maintenance trip from SCV Water per week. The proposed project includes the 
construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated RMS; it is anticipated that the 
proposed project would be serviced and maintained at the same time/frequency as the First Tank, 
plus daily trips for the RMS system. For the purposes of a robust and conservative analysis, it is 
assumed that daily trips (utility truck) would take place. Accordingly, the only long-term air pollutant 
emissions associated with the proposed project would include those associated with the additional 
daily vehicle trip for maintenance, as well as minor indirect emissions associated with electricity use 
required to pump and treat water. The daily increase in vehicular trips (one two-way vehicle trip) is 
nominal, and the proposed project’s operational use as a water tank would not generate emissions 
during operations because water tanks only require electricity that would be generated at off-site 
sources. The proposed project would have less than significant impacts. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not result in new impacts or impacts more severe beyond those that were identified 
in the previously certified EIRs for operation. 

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

At the time of the Castaic High School EIR certified in 2012, construction of the approved project was 
found to exceed localized significance thresholds (LSTs) for NOX, PM10 and PM2.5, and MM’s AQ-1 
through AQ-4 were found to reduce these air quality impacts, but not to less than significant levels. 
In 2014, the FSEIR evaluated the localized impacts of modifications to the approved project (from 
the Castaic High School EIR) which were evaluated based on the maximum daily emissions generated 
during each of the newly identified construction phases (the Sloan Canyon Road East Phase, the 
Canyon Hill Road Phase, the Baringer Road/Romero Canyon Road Phase, and the Sloan Canyon Road 
South Phase). 

Results of the analysis determined that construction emissions during the Sloan Canyon East, 
Baringer Road/Romero Canyon Road phases of the modified project would exceed significance 
thresholds and would represent significant impacts. Furthermore, these impacts would represent 
cumulative significant impacts as well. Implementation of MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-4 were found 
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to reduce air quality impacts, but not to a less than significant level, and therefore impacts were 
found to remain significant and unavoidable.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction of the Second Tank and RMS on the existing, 
graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. This impact 
discussion evaluates the potential for the proposed project’s construction and operational emissions 
to expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. Sensitive receptors are defined 
as those individuals who are sensitive to air pollution including children, the elderly, and persons 
with preexisting respiratory or cardiovascular illness. For purposes of CEQA, the SCAQMD considers a 
sensitive receptor to be a location where a sensitive individual could remain for 24 hours, such as 
residences, hospitals, or convalescent facilities.12  

The following analysis evaluates whether the proposed project would result in construction or 
operational-period impacts to sensitive receptors. The following criteria were applied to determine 
whether project emissions would result in less than significant impacts to sensitive receptors: 

• Criterion 1: Construction of the proposed project would not result in localized emissions that, 
if when combined with background emissions, would result in exceedance of any health-
based air quality standard. 

• Criterion 2: A CO hotspot assessment must demonstrate that the proposed project would not 
result in the development of a CO hotspot that would result in an exceedance of the CO 
ambient air quality standards. 

• Criterion 3: Operation of the proposed project would not result in localized emissions that, if 
when combined with background emissions, would result in exceedance of any health-based 
air quality standard. 

• Criterion 4: Toxic air contaminant (TAC) analysis must demonstrate that TAC emissions from 
sources external to the proposed project would not result in significant health risk impacts to 
the any relevant sensitive receptors. 

 
Criterion 1: Project Construction Toxic Air Pollutants  
The proposed project would generate TACs, such as diesel particulate matter (DPM), during 
construction due to the use of off-road construction equipment. DPM is represented as exhaust 
emissions of PM2.5 and PM10. Given the small scale and short duration of construction, TAC emissions 
and thus impacts to receptors would be negligible. The proposed sandblasting would be contained 
by tenting and will therefore have a nominal effect on localized PM concentrations; furthermore, the 
closest sensitive receptors are students in classrooms more than 1,500 feet from the water tank 
construction. The sandblasting is anticipated to take approximately three days, and therefore the 
short duration combined with the tenting requirements and distance to sensitive receptors would 
ensure that elevated localized levels of PM concentrations would not pose a health risk. BMPs would 

 
12 South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). 2008. Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology. Revised July 

2008. Website: https:// www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/localized-significance-thresholds/final-lst-
methodology-document.pdf?sfvrsn=2. Accessed July 23, 2024. 
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be required for various weather conditions (e.g., temperature, wind speed, chance of rain, relative 
humidity) under which coating and/or sand blasting can occur. There would be no grading or 
demolition activities associated with the proposed project beyond minor trenching to create an 
underground connection between the two tanks and construction of the RMS system. No new roads 
would be required to be constructed. Therefore, construction of the proposed project would not 
result in significant TAC impacts to sensitive receptors relating to Criterion 1 and the proposed 
project would not result in new or more severe impacts beyond those that were identified in the 
previously certified EIRs. 

Criterion 2: Project CO Hotspot Assessment 
As previously discussed, the operation of the proposed project would be limited to one daily water 
tank and infrequent (i.e., up to one) net new maintenance trip to the Tank Site. As such, operation of 
the proposed project would not generate significant, consistent vehicle trips that would lead to an 
exceedance of any thresholds, including CO emissions thresholds. As shown in Table 1, project 
construction would emit a maximum of 28.7 pounds/day of CO, which is well below the SCAQMD 
threshold of 550 lbs/day. Therefore, CO emissions would not be expected to result in concentrations 
that could exceed ambient air quality standards and would not result in new or more severe impacts 
beyond those that were identified in the previously certified EIRs relating to CO hotspots. 

Criterion 3: TAC Impact to Sensitive Receptors  
The proposed project would entail the operation of one water tank structure and RMS structure 
which would not result in any localized emissions. Maintenance would involve up to one additional 
daily trip to the Tank Site, usually involving only one light vehicle. Furthermore, as discussed in 
Criterion 2, the proposed project’s operational vehicle trips would not result in an increase in traffic 
volumes such that a CO hotspot would occur. Finally, the closest sensitive receptors would be at least 
1,500 feet from the Tank Site and would only be present during school days. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not expose sensitive receptors to criteria air pollutant concentrations during operation 
or result in localized emissions that, when combined with background emissions, would result in 
exceedance of any health-based air quality standard. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
result in new or more severe impacts beyond those that were identified in the previously certified 
EIRs relating to operational TAC impacts to sensitive receptors. 

Criterion 4: TAC Impact to on-site Sensitive Receptors  
The proposed project would not include any sensitive land uses such as residential use, and no 
sensitive receptors would be located on-site. Therefore, no TAC impacts to future on-site sensitive 
receptors would occur. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in new or more severe 
impacts beyond those that were identified in the previously certified EIRs relating to operational TAC 
impacts to on-site sensitive receptors. 

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors or) adversely affecting a substantial 
number of people? 
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Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs (see e.g., Castaic High School Draft EIR, Section 4.1) determined that 
given the nature of the approved project, coupled with the implementation of regulatory 
requirements, impacts related to objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people 
would be less than significant.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. Given the nature of the proposed project, it would not be a source of other emissions, such as 
those leading to odors, during operations. During construction, a limited number of diesel engines 
would be operating on the Tank Site for limited durations. Diesel exhaust and VOCs from these diesel 
engines would be emitted during construction of the proposed project, which are objectionable to 
some; however, the duration of construction activities is expected to be short (six months) and 
emissions would disperse rapidly from the Tank Site. Moreover, no sensitive receptors are 
anticipated to be in proximity to this construction work. Diesel exhaust odors would be consistent 
with existing vehicle odors in the area more generally. Considering this information and other 
reasonable assumptions, construction and operation of the proposed project would not create other 
emissions or odors adversely affecting a substantial number of people. The proposed project would 
not create a new or more severe significant impact pertaining to odors that was not previously 
analyzed. 

Applicable Mitigation Measures 

Air quality impacts associated with the proposed project would be less than significant. However, the 
proposed project would be required to implement the relevant mitigation measures that were 
adopted in the previously certified EIRs, which would serve to further reduce air pollutant emissions. 
The following mitigation measures from the previously certified EIRs shall be implemented by the 
proposed project: 

MM AQ-2 During project construction, the construction contractor shall provide the following 
information for equipment over 75 horsepower which will operate for five or more 
days (more than 40 hours): 

• A list of construction equipment by type and model year shall be maintained by 
the construction contractor on-site. 

• A copy of each unit’s certified United States Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) Tier specification shall be provided at the time of mobilization of each 
applicable unit of equipment based on the manufacturer’s specifications. 

• All construction equipment shall be properly serviced and maintained in 
accordance with the manufacturer’s recommendations. 

• All nonessential idling of construction equipment shall be restricted to five 
minutes or less in compliance with California Air Resources Board’s Rule 2449. 
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MM AQ-3 Prior to start of grading, the construction contractor shall prepare a dust control 
plan that includes all mitigation measures and South Coast Air Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) Rule 403. This dust control plan shall be submitted annually to 
SCAQMD for review and approval. During all site preparation, grading, trenching, 
paving and construction activities, the construction contractor shall comply with 
Rule 403 and the project dust control plan. The plan shall include the following 
measures: 

• Nontoxic soil stabilizers/dust suppressants shall be applied to all unpaved roads at 
the beginning of grading and reapplied a minimum of once per year, during 
construction activities until roads are paved. Nontoxic soil stabilizers/dust 
suppressants shall be reapplied more often if necessary to reduce dust. 

• Reestablish ground cover on the construction site through seeding and watering 
after the completion of each construction phase of the proposed project. 
Reseeding would occur during the appropriate time of the year as determined by 
a Biologist and/or landscape specialist to certify a reasonable probability of seed 
survival, hydroseeding, drill seeding, broadcast seeding or an otherwise proven 
restoration technique shall be utilized for reseeding on all disturbed surfaces using 
the seed mix as outlined in the FSEIR project’s landscape plan. 

• Sweep streets with Rule 1186-compliant, PM10-efficient vacuum units on a daily 
basis if silt is carried to adjacent paved public thoroughfares or occurs as a result 
of hauling. 

• Maintain a minimum 24-inch freeboard on haul trucks that carry sand, soil, or 
other loose materials. 

• Loose materials shall be securely covered in all haul trucks. 
• Water exposed ground surfaces and disturbed areas on the construction site a 

minimum of every three hours or a minimum of three times per day. Recycled 
water should be used, if available. 

• Stabilize stockpiled materials. Stockpiled within 300 feet of occupied buildings 
shall not exceed eight feet in height, must have a road bladed to the top to allow 
water truck access, or must have an operational water irrigation system that is 
capable of complete stockpile coverage. 

• Limit on-site vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to no more than 15 miles per hour. 
 

MM AQ-4 During application of interior and exterior architectural coatings, the construction 
contractor shall only use paint with a volatile organic compound (VOC) content of 
200 or less (water based or low-VOC paint) to minimize VOC emissions from 
painting. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Air Quality, the analysis demonstrates that:  
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1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No new or additional mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s 
specific impacts would be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
CEQA Checklist Addendum 

 

 
42 FirstCarbon Solutions 

Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Prior Certified 
Environmental 

Documents 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

or More Severe 
Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

IV. Biological Resources 
Would the proposed project: 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact with 
mitigation 
incorporated  

No No No MM BIO-2 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact  

No No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact with 
mitigation 
incorporated 

No No No None 

d) Interfere substantially 
with the movement of 
any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with 
established native 

Less than 
significant 
impact with 
mitigation 
incorporated  

No No No MM BIO-10 
and  
MM BIO-11 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Prior Certified 
Environmental 

Documents 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

or More Severe 
Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of 
wildlife nursery sites? 

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

Less than 
significant with 
mitigation 
incorporated  

No No No None 

f) Conflict with the 
provisions of an 
adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or 
other approved local, 
regional, or State 
Habitat Conservation 
Plan? 

No significant 
impact 
identified  

No No No None 

 

This section is based, in part, on the findings in Section 4.2, Biological Resources, of the Castaic High 
School FSEIR. 

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact to sensitive plant and animal 
species with the implementation of mitigation. The previously certified EIRs identified the potential 
to impact slender mariposa lily and Peirson’s morning glory. Pierson’s morning glory has a California 
Native Plant Society (CNPS) rank of 4.2, which is a watch list species of limited distribution. 
Therefore, impacts to Pierson’s morning glory were found to be less than significant. Moderate 
habitat was also observed for San Fernando Valley spineflower. Implementation of MM BIO-1 was 
required in the event that slender mariposa lily is observed during construction, to ensure that bulbs 
were collected, planted, and preserved. Additionally, no federal- or State-listed endangered or 
threatened wildlife species were observed during site surveys. It was determined that California 
condor has a limited potential to occur on-site as a transitory visitor, but it was not considered to be 
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a resident of the project area due to the lack of potential nesting areas. Therefore, project 
development would not have significant impacts on the condor. Burrowing owl was determined to 
have a low potential to occur in the open areas of the High School Site, including roadway alignment 
areas, although none were observed during site surveys. The previously certified EIRs required the 
implementation of MM BIO-2 to conduct pre-construction surveys for burrowing owl to identify and 
address presence (if any) during breeding season prior to construction. Special-status bat species 
such as the pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), spotted bat (Euderma maculatum), western mastiff bat 
(Eumops perotis) have a potential to occur within the High School Site, particularly in oak trees. The 
previously certified EIRs required the implementation of MM BIO-12 to conduct a survey for bats to 
identify presence habitat to support a bat maternal colony or nursery site. With the implementation 
of MM BIO-1, MM BIO-2, and MM BIO-12, impacts to sensitive species were found to be less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. The Tank Site is fully developed and does not contain any native habitat that would be suitable 
for any plant or animal species or be used as a maternity roost by bats. As such, there is no potential 
for slender mariposa lily, Peirson’s morning glory, San Fernando Valley spineflower, and coast horned 
lizard or other special-status species to be within the Tank Site or to be impacted. Accordingly, MM 
BIO-1 and MM BIO-12 from the previously certified EIRs are neither necessary nor applicable to the 
proposed project. Because of the rural nature of the area surrounding the Tank Site, there is 
potential for burrowing owl to be present, primarily along the edges of the Tank Site and on the 
slopes surrounding the Tank Site. The proposed project would be required to implement MM BIO-2 
to conduct focused surveys for burrowing owl to identify presence during breeding season prior to 
construction.13 Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to the loss of coast live 
oak woodland with the implementation of mitigation. The previously certified EIRs identified the 
potential to impact 3.98 acres of coast live oak woodland across the total 198-acre The previously 
certified EIRs required the implementation of MM BIO-3 and MM BIO-4 to replace any impacted 

 
13  On October 10, 2024, the California Fish and Game Commission unanimously approved naming the western burrowing owl as a 

candidate for potential listing as a protected species under the California Endangered Species Act. This change in status does not 
represent new information of substantial importance demonstrating that the proposed project would have a new or more 
significant impact. MM BIO-2 specifically requires consultation with the CDFW “to ensure no potential ‘take’ of burrowing owl.” 
Accordingly, the impact conclusions in the previously certified EIRs would not change.  
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coast live oak trees. With the implementation of MM BIO-3 and BIO-4, impacts to coast live oak 
woodland would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified and evaluated for 
potential coast live oak woodland in the previously certified EIRs. The Tank Site is fully developed 
and does not contain any coast live oak or any other oak trees or oak woodlands. As such, neither 
MM BIO-3 or MM BIO-4 is necessary nor applicable to the proposed project. The proposed project 
would have no impact on sensitive natural communities such as coast live oak woodlands. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to an adverse effect on 
State or federally protected wetlands within the entire High School Site (which included the Tank 
Site), and a less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated within the off-site roadway 
alignments. The previously certified EIRs identified the potential to impact 0.231 acre of waters of 
the United States off-site, associated with development of the High School Site. The previously 
certified EIRs also identified the potential to impact 0.885 acre of waters of the State off-site as a 
result of off-site grading. Impacts to waters of the United States and waters of the State were limited 
to portions of the High School Site that do not include the Tank Site. No wetlands or waters of the 
United States were identified on the Tank Site. The previously certified EIRs required the 
implementation of MM BIO-5, MM BIO-6, MM BIO-7, and MM BIO-8 to offset any impacts to 
jurisdictional waters or wetlands. With the implementation of MM BIO-5, MM BIO-6, MM BIO-7, and 
MM BIO-8, impacts to State or federally protected wetlands were found to be less than significant 
with mitigation incorporated.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. The Tank Site is fully developed and does not contain any State or federally protected wetlands. 
Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact on State or federally protected wetlands. As 
such MM BIO-5 through MM BIO-8 from the previously certified EIRs are neither necessary nor 
applicable to the proposed project. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 
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d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
wildlife nursery sites? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native or resident migratory 
wildlife corridors or the impediment of wildlife nursery sites with mitigation incorporated. The 
previously certified EIRs concluded the High School Site was not crucial in connecting isolated areas 
of habitat and therefore should not be considered a wildlife corridor or linkage. The previously 
certified EIRs identified that trees and shrubs on-site could provide nesting habitat for migratory 
birds protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and/or Fish and Game Code. The 
previously certified EIRs required the implementation of MM BIO-10 and MM BIO-11 to minimize 
impacts to nesting migratory birds and raptors. With the implementation of MM BIO-10 and MM 
BIO-11, impacts to migratory birds and raptors would be less than significant with mitigation 
incorporated. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. The Tank Site is fully developed and is not designated or used as a wildlife corridor, wildlife 
nursery, wildlife linkage, or lands important for movement by various wildlife, similar to other 
portions of the High School Site. Although the Tank Site is fully developed there is potential for 
migratory birds and/or raptors protected under the MBTA and/or Fish and Game Code to nest on-
site on the ground, on the tanks, or tank structures (stairs, rails, overhanging pipes, etc.). In addition, 
the surrounding hillsides contain vegetation that could provide suitable nesting habitat for bird 
species. The proposed project would be required to implement MM BIO-10 and MM BIO-11 of the 
previously certified EIRs to conduct pre-construction raptor and nesting birds surveys prior to 
construction. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to the removal of coast 
live oak trees with the implementation of mitigation. There were 30 coast live oak trees within the 
High School Site and grading footprint. Implementation of MM BIO-3 required the replacement of 
removed oak trees at a minimum of 2 to 1 ratio. The previously certified EIRs required the 
implementation of MM BIO-3 and MM BIO-4 to replace any impacted coast live oak trees. With the 
implementation of MM BIO-3 and MM BIO-4, impacts to coast live oak woodland would be less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated. 
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Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions  

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
There are no oak trees at the Tank Site, which was previously disturbed as part of construction of the 
First Tank. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact on any coast live oak trees 
protected under a local ordinance such as the Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance. As such, MM 
BIO-3 and MM BIO-4 are neither necessary nor applicable to the proposed project. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required. 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State Habitat Conservation Plan? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the location of the High School Site (which included the Tank Site), the previously certified EIRs 
identified no significant impact related to conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State 
Habitat Conservation Plan. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The Tank Site is already developed and was disturbed from construction of the First Tank. Similar to 
the other portions of the High School Site, the Tank Site is not located within a Habitat Conservation 
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or another approved local, regional, or State Habitat 
Conservation Plan. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State 
Habitat Conservation Plan. Thus, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

MM BIO-2 Prior to any construction, a survey for burrowing owls shall be conducted by a 
qualified Biologist within the breeding season prior to ground disturbance, which 
extends from February 1 to August 31. Burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted 
following the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Staff Report on 
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012). Should burrowing owls be found on-site during 
the pre-construction survey, they should be relocated and mitigated in accordance 
with the CDFW staff report. Consultation with the CDFW should occur for 
concurrence prior to implementing any relocation measures, to ensure no potential 
“take” of burrowing owl. 
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MM BIO-10 Prior to any construction during the raptor nesting season, January 31 to September 
1, a qualified Biologist shall conduct a site survey for active nests 30 days prior to 
any scheduled clearing, grading, or construction activities. The survey shall be 
conducted within all trees, manmade structures, and any other potential raptor 
nesting habitat. 

MM BIO-11 Prior to any vegetation disturbance between February 1 and August 31, a qualified 
Biologist shall conduct a survey for nesting birds in all breeding/nesting habitat 
within the project site and adjacent to the project site within 300 feet of disturbance 
areas. Nesting bird surveys shall be conducted no earlier than 30 days prior to 
initiation of ground or vegetation disturbance by the proposed project. If no 
breeding/nesting birds are observed and concurrence has been received from the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), site preparation and construction 
activities may begin. If breeding activities and/or an active bird nest is located and 
concurrence has been received from the CDFW, the breeding habitat/nest site shall 
be fenced by the Biological Monitor a minimum of 300 feet (500 feet for raptors) in 
all directions, and this area shall not be disturbed until the nest becomes inactive, 
the young have fledged, the young are no longer being fed by the parents, the young 
have left the area, and the young will no longer be impacted by the proposed 
project. If the qualified Biologist determines that narrower buffer between the 
construction activities and the observed active nests is warranted, the Biologist may 
submit a written explanation as to why (e.g., species specific information; ambient 
conditions and bird’s habituation to them; and terrain, vegetation, and birds’ lines of 
sight between the construction activities and the nest and foraging areas) to SCV 
Water and, upon request, CDFW. Based on the submitted information, SCV Water, 
acting as the Responsible Agency (and CDFW, if CDFW requests) shall determine 
whether to allow a narrower buffer.  

If any threatened or endangered avian species are observed on the approved project 
site, no work shall occur during the breeding season (March 1 and September 15) to 
avoid direct or indirect (noise) take of listed species. If any formally State or federal 
listed animal or plant species are observed on the property, then State and/or 
federal threatened/endangered species permits may be required prior to 
commencing project activities. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Biological Resources, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
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due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No new or additional mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s 
specific impacts would be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

or More Severe 
Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

V. Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources 
Would the proposed project: 

a) Cause a substantial 
adverse change in the 
significance of a historical 
resource as pursuant to 
Section 15064.5? 

Less than 
significant 
impact with 
mitigation 
incorporated 

No No No MM CUL-1, 
MM CUL-2, 
MM CUL-3, 
MM CUL-4, 
MM CUL-5 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact with 
mitigation 
incorporated 

No No No MM CUL-1, 
MM CUL-2, 
MM CUL-3, 
MM CUL-4, 
MM CUL-5 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

Would the proposed 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: 

d) 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 

No significant 
impact 
identified  

No No No None 

e) 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 
Resource Code Section 
5024.1, the lead agency 
shall consider the 
significance of the resource 
to a California Native 
American Tribe. 

No significant 
impact 
identified 

No No No None 
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The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings in Section 5.4, Cultural Resources of the 
Castaic High School Draft EIR and Section 3.3, Cultural Resources, of the Addendum to the Castaic 
High School Final EIR.  

Discussion 

Cultural Resources 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as pursuant to 
Section 15064.5? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact to historical resources with the 
implementation of mitigation. As noted in the Draft EIR, there are three historical resources within a 
0.5-mile radius of the High School Site: a cabin foundation with dirt access road, a rock cairn, and a 
few glass fragments. None of these are listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the 
California Register of Historical Resources. None of the resources have unique workmanship or 
materials or association with historically important persons or events and thus do not meet 
significance criteria under CEQA. Additionally, while the Upper Santa Clarita Valley region is 
associated with three events of historical significance to California (oil mining, gold mining, and 
collapse of the St. Francis Dam), the High School Site falls outside the areas of major historical 
development and use in the region. No historic resources were found on the High School Site by 
either investigation (South Central Coastal Information Center [SCCIC] results and archival research). 
Romero Canyon Road and Sloan Canyon Road were identified as historic resources, but not 
significant historic resources, and development of proposed access roads on the historic alignments 
of these two roadways would not damage historically significant resources. However, given the over 
200-year record of Euro-American habitation in the Upper Santa Clarita River Valley, and the 
presence of three historic resources within 0.5 mile of the High School Site, there is some possibility 
that historic resources could be buried in site soils and that such resources may be damaged by site 
grading and construction activities. Possible destruction of historic resources was found to be a 
potentially significant impact. MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-6 were required in the Addendum to 
reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of a water tank and associated RMS 
on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. The Tank Site is fully developed and contains previously disturbed soil that was part of the 
construction process for the First Tank. The installation of the Second Tank and RMS would involve 
minor excavation and trenching activities at the previously disturbed Tank Site, although no other 
ground disturbance would occur. Because of the minor excavation and trenching, there is always the 
possibility of discovering previously unknown resources. Application of MM CUL-1 though MM CUL-5 
would reduce impacts to less than significant, as previously evaluated in the previously certified EIRs. 
Because of the soil types on the Tank Site, MM CUL-6 would not be applicable to the construction of 
the Second Tank. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
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significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact to undiscovered archaeological 
resources with the implementation of mitigation. As noted in the Draft EIR, the records searches and 
field surveys conducted in December 2007, April 2010, and January 2012 did not identify any 
archaeological resources on the High School Site. However, considering the archaeological evidence 
for Native American habitation of the Upper Santa Clarita River Valley from at least 3500 BP and the 
archaeological site (hearth and an earth oven) found within the Parcel 2 of the project site but 
outside of High School Site, there was the potential for more archaeological resources to be 
unearthed during grading and construction. Possible destruction of archaeological resources was 
found to be a potentially significant impact. MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-6 were required in the 
Addendum to reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. The construction of the Second Tank and RMS would involve minor excavation and trenching 
activities in the same general location as the previous ground disturbance to construct the First Tank, 
although no other ground disturbance would occur. Because of the minor excavation and trenching, 
there is always the possibility of discovering previously unknown resources. Application of MM CUL-
1 though MM CUL-5 would reduce impacts to less than significant, consistent with the previously 
certified EIRs. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs did not address impacts to human remains, as it was determined in the 
Initial Study for the approved project that impacts would be less than significant.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. The Tank Site is fully developed and was previously graded and disturbed. There are no known 
human remains on-site and the presence of such remains is unlikely for the same reasons that this 
topic was originally scoped out of the previously certified EIRs. However, minor trenching would be 
required to construct the Second Tank, although no other ground disturbance would occur. In the 
unlikely event that human remains are discovered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 
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requires that no further disturbance shall occur until the Los Angeles County Coroner has made the 
necessary findings as to origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. If 
the remains are determined to be of Native American descent, the coroner has 24 hours to notify 
the Native American Heritage Commission. Compliance with applicable laws and regulations during 
construction of the Second Tank would reduce the potential impact to less than significant and no 
mitigation would be required.  

Tribal Cultural Resources 

d) 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 

e) 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 Resource Code 
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California 
Native American Tribe. 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs did not identify any significant impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources 
(TCRs). However, mitigation measures were adopted to address potential unanticipated impacts. 
MM CUL-2 specifically requires accommodation and procedures for Native American Monitors in the 
event resources are discovered. MM CUL-6 requires that Native American representatives from the 
Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians (the Tribe) be notified of pending project activities. If 
there is any evidence of Native American resources (significant or otherwise), the Tribe would be 
notified and construction activities modified. Accordingly, as noted in the Addendum, MM CUL-1 
through MM CUL-6 were found to reduce this impact to less than significant.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. TCRs are more likely to be present in alluvium or landslide deposits, but the Tank Site is on the 
Saugus Formation (which is not the type of soil where TCRs are more likely to be present); thus, even 
though minor excavation and trenching activities would occur, impacts to TCRs would be less than 
significant with implementation of MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-5. MM CUL-6 is not applicable to the 
proposed project because the mitigation was modified in the Addendum to state that Native 
American representatives from the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians (the Tribe) be 
notified if ground-disturbing activities involve alluvium or landslide geological deposits. The 
proposed project is situated on the Saugus Formation which consists of pebbly sandstone geological 
deposits of the early Pleistocene and does not contain alluvium or landslide deposits. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required. 
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Applicable Mitigation Measures 

MM CUL-1 Prior to the initiation of project-related earthmoving activities and excavation, the 
SCV Water project manager or their designee shall retain a County-certified qualified 
Archaeologist. The qualified Archaeologist shall meet the Secretary of the Interior's 
Professional Qualifications Standards (48 Federal Register 44738–39). The 
Archaeologist must have knowledge of both prehistoric and historical archaeology. 

MM CUL-2 Prior to the initiation of project-related earthmoving activities and excavation, a 
cultural resource monitoring plan shall be prepared by a qualified archeologist. The 
cultural resource monitoring plan shall outline when and for how long monitoring 
shall occur, where on the site monitoring of vegetation clearing and earthmoving 
activities shall be required, methods of monitoring, types of artifacts anticipated, 
procedures for temporary stop and redirection of work to permit sampling, 
identification and evaluation of possible resources, procedures for additional 
analysis, and accommodation and procedures for Native American Monitors, if any. 

MM CUL-3 Prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities on the project site, the SCV Water 
facilities project manager or their designee shall ensure that a qualified 
Archaeologist or another mitigation program staff member has conducted cultural 
resources sensitivity training for all construction workers involved in moving soil or 
working near soil disturbance. Construction personnel, including heavy equipment 
operators, shall be briefed on procedures to be followed in the event that cultural 
remains are encountered by earthmoving activities, particularly if archaeological 
construction monitors are not on-site. Pre-construction training shall include:  

• Review the types of archaeological resources that might be found. 
• Review of laws and applicable requirements concerning the protection of cultural 

resources. 
• Prehistoric or historic cultural resource discovery procedures. 
• The briefing shall be presented to new contractor personnel as necessary. 
• Names and telephone numbers of the monitor and other mitigation program 

personnel shall be provided to appropriate construction personnel. 
 

MM CUL-4  During project-related earthmoving activities and excavation, the construction 
manager shall adhere to the stipulations of the cultural resource monitoring plan. 
The Archaeologist shall have the authority to halt any project-related activities 
adversely impacting potentially significant resources. 

MM CUL-5  During project-related earthmoving activities and excavation, if cultural resources 
are uncovered they shall be recovered and analyzed in accordance with CEQA 
Guidelines. A qualified Archaeologist shall assess the find(s) and determine if they 
are of value. If the find(s) are of value then: 
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• Suspension of ground disturbances within a 30-foot radius of the discovery shall 
not be lifted until the Archaeological Monitor has evaluated the find to assess 
whether they are classified as historical resources or unique archaeological sites, 
pursuant to CEQA. 

• The construction contractor shall prepare all potential finds in excavated material 
to the point of identification. 

• Significant archaeological resources found shall be preserved as determined 
necessary by the Archaeologist. 

• Excavated finds shall be curated at either the Los Angeles County Natural History 
Museum or its designee on a first-refusal basis, after which finds shall be offered 
to a local museum or repository willing to accept the resource. 

• Within 30 days of completion of the end of earthmoving activities, the 
Archaeologist shall draft report summarizing the finds, and shall include the 
inspection period, an analysis of any resources found, and identification of the 
repository. 

• Any resulting reports shall be filed with SCV Water or their designee and with the 
South Central Coastal Information Center at the California State University, 
Fullerton. 

 

Conclusion 

With regard to Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIR 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIR.  

4. No new or additional mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s 
specific impacts would be less than significant with implementation of MM CUL-1 though 
MM CUL-5 from the previously certified EIRs.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

or More Severe 
Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

VI. Energy 
Would the proposed project: 

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

No significant 
impact  

No  No  No  None  

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

No significant 
impact 

No  No  No  None  

 

The previously certified EIRs did not specifically address energy impacts in a topical section, as it was 
not a District threshold at the time of the preparation of those environmental documents. The 
analysis below is provided for informational purposes only. 

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs determined that no significant 
impacts would occur related to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy 
resources during project construction or operation. As such, no significant impact related to the 
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction 
or operation were found to occur. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded and previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. A discussion of the proposed project’s energy use is presented below.  

Energy use consumed by the proposed project is primarily based on construction-related energy use 
and comparison with similar water tank projects for operational, long-term energy use. Energy 
calculations and supporting information are included as part of Appendix A. 
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Construction 

During construction, the proposed project would result in energy consumption through the 
combustion of fossil fuels in construction vehicles, worker commute vehicles, construction 
equipment, and the use of electricity for lighting and other sources. Fossil fuels used for construction 
vehicles and other energy-consuming equipment would be used during the construction of the 
temporary fence, construction of the Second Tank, minor trenching for the underground pipe 
connection, and sandblasting/coating of the Second Tank. The types of equipment could include 
gasoline- and diesel-powered construction and transportation equipment, such as trucks, bulldozers, 
tractors, welders, and cranes. Other equipment could include electrically driven equipment such as 
pumps and other tools. 

Based on CalEEMod estimates for the proposed project, (see modeling output files in Appendix A), 
construction-related worker and hauling vehicle trips would consume an estimated 8,550 gallons of 
diesel and gasoline, combined, and construction-related equipment would consume an estimated 
28,839 gallons of diesel and gasoline, combined, during project construction.  

Limitations on idling of vehicles and equipment and requirements that equipment be properly 
maintained, which would be imposed on the proposed project pursuant to applicable laws and 
regulations, would result in fuel savings. For example, California Code of Regulations Title 13, 
Sections 2449(d)(3) and 2485 limit idling from both on-road and off-road diesel-powered equipment 
and are enforced by the ARB. In addition, given the cost of fuel, contractors and owners have a 
strong financial incentive to avoid wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy 
during construction.  

No unusual project characteristics would necessitate the use of construction equipment that would 
be less energy-efficient than at comparable construction sites in the region or the State, or from 
what could have been previously assumed when the previously certified EIRs were considered. In 
addition, because of the temporary nature of construction and the inherent financial incentives for 
developers and contractors to implement energy-efficient practices, proposed project construction 
activities would not result in wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy and 
would have a less than significant impact.  

Therefore, the proposed project would not lead to new or substantially more severe impacts 
associated with energy use or consumption from construction as compared to what was previously 
analyzed. No additional analysis is required. 

Operation 

Electricity and Natural Gas 
Operational energy use is typically associated with natural gas use, electricity consumption and fuel 
used for vehicle trips associated with a project. The previously certified EIRs analyzed the potential 
impacts related to construction and operation of the approved project, including a water tank (First 
Tank) at the High School Site (which included the Tank Site). According to applicant-provided 
information, the First Tank receives approximately three maintenance trips per week. The proposed 
project includes the construction and operation of a second water tank that is substantially the same 
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in size and purpose as compared to the First Tank and which would be located adjacent thereto; it is 
anticipated that the proposed project would be serviced and maintained at the same 
time/frequency as the First Tank, except for daily trips to inspect the RMS system. For the purposes 
of a robust and conservative analysis, it is assumed that one additional weekly maintenance trip 
would take place. One weekly vehicle trip is considered to be nominal from an energy use 
standpoint. Electricity use associated with ongoing operation of the Second Tank would include the 
electricity required to pump and treat the water and is anticipated to be nominal. The proposed 
project is not anticipated to result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary electricity consumption 
and would not facilitate greater electricity consumption beyond that required for the passive 
operative design. Moreover, the electricity use provided by the utility would rely on increasing 
renewable energy sources consistent with the State’s Renewable Portfolio Standards (RPS). Therefore, 
the operational impact related to electricity and natural gas consumption would be nominal, and the 
proposed project would not lead to new or substantially more severe impacts associated with 
energy use or consumption and therefore would not result in potentially significant environmental 
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project 
construction or operation, as compared to what was previously analyzed. No additional analysis is 
required.  

Fuel 

Long-term operational energy consumption related to fuel consumption would be minimal because 
the only vehicle trips from operation include up to one net new weekly maintenance vehicle trip. 
This is nominal, and therefore, the proposed project would not lead to new or substantially more 
severe impacts associated with fuel use and therefore would not result in potentially significant 
environmental impacts due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources 
during project construction or operation.  

Therefore, the proposed project’s operation would not lead to new or substantially more severe 
impacts associated with energy use or consumption, as compared to what was previously analyzed. 
No additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that no significant impacts would occur related to conflict 
with or obstruction of a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. The approved 
project would adhere to all applicable regulations related to energy efficiency. As such, no significant 
impacts would occur.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on an existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site. 
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Construction 
Construction activities would involve energy consumption in various forms and would be limited by a 
comprehensive regulatory framework set forth in California laws and regulations such as California 
Code of Regulations Title 13, Sections 2449(d)(3) and 2485, which limit idling from both on-road and 
off-road diesel-powered equipment and are enforced by the ARB. The proposed project would be 
required to comply with these laws and regulations. There are no renewable energy standards 
applicable to construction activities for the proposed project.  

Thus, it is anticipated that construction of the proposed project would not conflict with any 
applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing energy use or increasing 
the use of renewable energy and would have a less than significant impact.  

Therefore, construction of the proposed project would not lead to new or substantially more severe 
impacts that would conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy 
efficiency, as compared to what was previously analyzed. No additional analysis is required. 

Operation 
Additionally, the proposed project would consume electricity delivered by a California utility during 
operation. According to Senate Bill 100, California’s RPS requires that 100 percent of electricity retail 
sales in California be sourced with renewable energy sources by 2045. All utility providers in 
California are subject to RPS standards. SB 32 mandates a Statewide greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions reduction goal to 40 percent below 1990 levels by the year 2030. Further, Assembly Bill 
1279 establishes a new Statewide goal to achieve net zero GHG emissions by 2045 at the latest and 
maintain net negative emissions after 2045.14 Therefore, the proposed project would receive 
electricity from a utility company that meets California’s RPS requirements as well as the State 
requirements through 2045. 

In addition, the proposed project would be designed and constructed in accordance with the 
applicable State’s Title 24 energy efficiency standards. The proposed project would be required to 
comply with all mandatory measures. Thus, the proposed project would not lead to new or 
substantially more severe impacts that would conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing energy use or increasing the use of renewable energy and 
would have a less than significant impact. 

Therefore, operation of the proposed project would not lead to new or substantially more severe 
impacts that would conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy 
efficiency, as compared to what was previously analyzed. No additional analysis is required.  

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

 
14  State of California. Executive Order B-55-18 to Achieve Carbon Neutrality. Website: https://www.ca.gov/archive/gov39/wp-

content/uploads/2018/09/9.10.18-Executive-Order.pdf. Accessed July 23, 2024. 
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Conclusion 

With regard to Energy, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

or More Severe 
Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

VII. Geology, Seismicity, and Soils 
Would the proposed project: 

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

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

ii) Strong seismic ground 
shaking? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

iii) Seismic-related ground 
failure, including 
liquefaction? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

iv) Landslides? Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No MM GEO-5 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No MM BIO-8 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

d) Be located on expansive 
soil, as defined in Table 18-
1-B of the Uniform Building 
Code, creating substantial 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

or More Severe 
Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

direct or indirect risks to life 
or property? 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No  No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings in Section 5.5, Geology and Soils, of the 
Castaic High School Draft EIR and Section 4.3, Geology and Soils, of the Castaic High School FSEIR. 

Discussion 

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

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

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

iv) Landslides? 
 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified no active faults within or next to the High School Site. As 
noted in the Draft EIR, two known potentially active faults are within 1 mile of the High School Site: 
the Santa Felicia Fault, approximately 1 mile north of the site; and two branches of an unnamed 
fault, both about 1 mile south of the site. There is an active part of the San Gabriel Fault 
approximately 4.5 miles southeast of the High School Site; the nearest Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zone to the High School Site is along that part of the San Gabriel Fault. It was determined that 
project development would not cause hazards related to known active faults in or next to the High 
School Site, and impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation was required.  
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The previously certified EIRs identified that the approved project would not expose people or 
structures to strong ground shaking. The Draft EIR determined that compliance with seismic safety 
standards of the DSA, California Department of Education (CDE), and California Building Standards 
Code (CBC) (CCR Title 24 Part 2) would ensure that any such hazards from ground shaking are less 
than significant.  

The previously certified EIRs (the Draft EIR, specifically) identified that liquefaction was unlikely 
under current groundwater conditions due to the absence of groundwater in the upper 50 feet of 
soil. As such, impacts related to liquefaction would be less than significant.  

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts related to landslides would be less than 
significant with the implementation of mitigation. As noted in the FSEIR, 15 landslides were 
identified within the High School Site; ground shaking is thought likely to have contributed to causing 
most of these. Because of the amount of previous landslide activity on the High School Site, 
landslides were considered a significant impact. The previously certified EIRs included MM GEO-5 to 
reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The pad for the Second Tank is already constructed and on-site and would have complied with the 
requirements of MM GEO-5 requiring subsurface soil testing and soils documentation. However, 
although the proposed project would not require any grading, minor excavation and trenching would 
be involved; accordingly, MM GEO-5 would be applicable to ensure that any site-specific 
performance standards relevant to the Tank Site are adhered to. Furthermore, the Second Tank 
would be constructed in accordance with current seismic codes and AWWA D100-11 standards. 
Therefore, with implementation of MM GEO-5 and adherence to seismic codes and design 
standards, the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or 
create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts resulting from substantial soil erosion and loss 
of topsoil would be less than significant. As noted in the FSEIR, construction projects of 1 acre or 
more are required to prepare and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) 
specifying BMPs with the aims of reducing or eliminating soil erosion from construction sites in 
accordance with State Water Resources Control Board Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ. Furthermore, an 
Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (ESCP) would be required as outlined in MM BIO-8. With the 
implementation of MM BIO-8, impacts were determined to be less than significant.  
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Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on an existing, graded, previously water Tank Site. Since the Tank Site has already been 
developed, and since the Tank Site is smaller than one acre, no new or increased impact is expected 
to occur. Nevertheless, the proposed project would be required to comply with all standards and 
requirements under the comprehensive regulatory framework governing water quality and erosion, 
as outlined in MM BIO-8. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce 
new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those 
analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts resulting from the approved project being 
located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the 
approved project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse, would be less than significant with the implementation of mitigation. The 
analyses for liquefaction and landslides outlined in the responses to Section a.iii. and a.iv. are 
applicable here.  

The previously certified EIRs (Draft EIR specifically) determined that potential impacts from lateral 
spreading could occur. The potential for lateral spreading on and next to the building areas was 
considered remote, because alluvial soils with a potential to liquefy are either too deep or too dense 
to be considered candidates for lateral spreading. Therefore, impacts due to lateral spreading were 
found to be less than significant. 

The previously certified EIRs (the FSEIR specifically) determined that subsidence at the High School 
Site represents a potentially significant impact. MM GEO-7 was implemented, which requires 
additional soil sampling of on-site soils to document susceptibility of soils to hydrocollapse and other 
geologic hazards. With the implementation of MM GEO-7, impacts would be reduced to less than 
significant. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The proposed project would include minor excavation and trenching activities but would not require 
import of fill or involve any other ground disturbance. As such, MM GEO-7 would not be applicable 
to the proposed project. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce 
new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those 
analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to the approved project 
being located on expansive soil with the implementation of mitigation. As noted in the FSEIR, boring 
samples conducted at the High School Site (which included the Tank Site) identified no evidence of 
expansive soils. MM GEO-8 was removed as part of the FSEIR for the High School project, as its 
requirements were satisfied through subsurface testing at the High School Site. However, MM GEO-9 
was required to further reduce impacts to less than significant through the provision of compaction 
requirements for fill depths at the High School Site.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction of the Second Tank and associated RMS on the 
existing, graded previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. The Tank 
Site is fully developed with the existing tank pad and related infrastructure, therefore expansive soil 
is not considered to be a potential issue. Furthermore, the proposed project would not include fill at 
the Tank Site, therefore MM GEO-9 is not applicable. Therefore, implementation of the proposed 
project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more 
severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is 
required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs (the Draft EIR specifically) determined that impacts related to having 
soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater would not occur. Therefore, 
no impacts were found to occur. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. The proposed project would not require the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater 
disposal systems. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 
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f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 
feature? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to directly or indirectly 
destroying a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature, with 
implementation of mitigation measures. As noted in the Draft EIR, Saugus Formation conglomerate 
and sandstone, which underlie much of the High School Site (which included the Tank Site) as well as 
much of the off-siter access road alignments, have yielded a number of vertebrate fossil specimens 
from Hasley Canyon and Castaic Creek. It was determined that site grading and excavation could 
disturb Saugus Formation bedrock and could thus impact paleontological resources anticipated to 
occur in the on-site bedrock. Possible destruction of paleontological resources would be a significant 
impact. The previously certified EIRs concluded that implementation of MM CUL-7 through CUL-13 
were found to reduce this impact to less than significant. As for unique geological resources, 
landforms on-site consist of hills and canyons, which are common in lower-elevation parts of the 
Transverse Ranges Geomorphic Province and, thus, are not unique geological features. Development 
of the approved project would not destroy any unique geological features. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
While the proposed project would be located on the Saugus Formation, the Tank Site has been 
previously graded as part of construction associated with the approved project and the First Tank. 
No additional ground or vegetation disturbance or cut/fill activities are necessary to add the Second 
Tank, beyond minor trenching to facilitate connection of the Second Tank to an existing water line. 
Impacts related to paleontological resources are thus considered to be unlikely. Nevertheless, 
discovery of a previously unknown resource is always possible. MM CUL-7 through MM CUL-13 are 
not applicable to the proposed project because of previous disturbance at the Tank Site. 
Furthermore, earthmoving and excavation is not required for the proposed project. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required. 

Applicable Mitigation Measures 

MM GEO-5 The project Geotechnical Engineer or Engineering Geologist shall monitor grading to 
ensure that it complies with all commitments and recommendations contained 
within or associated with the most recent geotechnical reports and cross-sections. 
The project Geotechnical Engineer or Engineering Geologist shall document site-
specific performance standards for landslide removals, remedial grading, and 
landslide burials to stabilize and remove landslides.  

Should variable subsurface conditions be encountered during grading and 
construction, SCV Water’s Geotechnical Engineer shall conduct subsurface soil 
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testing in relevant areas of the Approved Project Site and report the results to the 
reviewing authority(ies). 

The project Geotechnical Engineer or Engineering Geologist shall document that the 
soils will support the improvements planned and provide record of such to SCV 
Water within 30 days of the completion of grading.  

Compliance with and real-time documentation of all present and future 
recommendations by SCV Water’s Geotechnical Engineer is required. 

MM BIO-8 The proposed project shall comply with the requirements of the Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) during all construction activities. SCV Water’s 
construction contractor and Civil Engineer shall be responsible for administering, 
implementing, and ensuring compliance with Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
addressing soil erosion and specified in the project SWPPP. Further, if grading 
activities take place during the rainy season, an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 
(ESCP) shall be required. Within unincorporated Los Angeles County, compliance 
with BMPs is enforced by the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. A 
copy of the SWPPP shall be maintained on-site. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Geology, Seismicity, and Soils, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No new mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts 
would be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

VIII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
Would the proposed project: 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on Section 5.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the 
Castaic High School Draft EIR.  

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs considered potential GHG impacts associated with development of the 
High School Site (which included the Tank Site) and determined that impacts related to the 
generation of GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, would not have a significant impact on the 
environment and would be less than significant. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs. The proposed project would generate GHG emissions during construction and operation (e.g., 
mobile emissions, emissions from generation of electricity for operations, and emissions from the 
manufacturing and transport of building materials). 

Construction GHG Emissions 
During project construction, GHGs would be generated by construction activities such as temporary 
fence construction, construction/installation of the water tank, construction/installation of RMS, 
minor excavation and trenching for underground piping and connection of the Second Tank to the 
piping, ancillary piping and conduits for the RMS, and sandblasting and coating. There would be 
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construction worker vehicle trips as well. These emissions would be considered short-term in 
duration. Construction emissions were estimated using CalEEMod (Version 2022.1.1.26). 
Construction assumptions used to estimate GHG emissions are consistent with those used to estimate 
air pollutant emissions. The proposed project construction would generate a total of approximately 
300.3 MT CO2e during construction, which is 10.01 MT CO2e per year when amortized over 30 years. 

The SCAQMD recommends that a project’s construction emissions are averaged over 30 years and 
added to the project’s operational emissions. The thresholds suggested by SCAQMD for commercial 
land use is 1,400 MT CO2e per year. As discussed below, operation of the proposed project would 
generate a total of 4.57 MT CO2e per year, which combined with the amortized construction 
emissions, is well below the SCAQMD threshold on an annual basis.  

Operational GHG Emissions 
Operational or long-term GHG emissions occur over the life of the proposed project. Sources for 
operational emissions include: 

• Motor Vehicles for Maintenance: These emissions refer to tailpipe exhaust from the cars 
and/or trucks that would travel to and from the Tank Site for maintenance of the Second Tank. 
It is anticipated that the proposed project would generate up to one additional two-way trip 
per weekday (260 days annually). 

• Indirect Electricity: These emissions refer to those generated by off-site power plants to 
supply electricity required to transport and treat the water to be used for the Second Tank. 

 
Motor-vehicle and indirect sources of GHG emissions would be negligible during operation of the 
proposed project. The previously certified EIRs analyzed the potential impacts related to 
construction and operation of a water tank (First Tank) at the High School Site. According to 
applicant-provided information, the First Tank receives approximately three maintenance trips per 
week. The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and RMS 
structure; it is anticipated that the proposed project would be serviced and maintained during the 
existing service trips, approximately once a week. However, the RMS would be visited daily. 
Operational emissions associated with the daily trip and indirect electricity emissions were 
estimated using CalEEMod (Version 2022.1.1.26). Operational assumptions (Appendix A) used to 
estimate GHG emissions are consistent with those used to estimate air pollutant emissions. The 
proposed project operation would generate a total of approximately 4.57 MT CO2e during 
construction. Combined with construction emissions amortized over 30 years, the proposed project 
would generate 14.58 MT CO2e annually, which is well below the threshold recommended by 
SCAQMD. Therefore, the proposed project would not lead to new or substantially more severe 
impacts that have not been previously identified associated with construction or operational GHG 
emissions and the proposed project would not generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment. No additional analysis is required. 
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b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of greenhouse gases? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs considered whether the approved project would result in conflicts with 
any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHG 
emissions, and determined impacts would be less than significant.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of a water tank and associated RMS 
on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified 
EIRs.  

As stated, the proposed project would include the construction of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on an existing water Tank Site; given the nature and limited scope of the proposed project, GHG 
emissions are anticipated to be very minimal and generated only by up to one additional two-way 
vehicle maintenance trip per day and the indirect emissions associated with minimal electricity use to 
pump and treat water. The operation of the Second Tank and RMS would result in a nominal increase 
in energy consumption and GHG emissions compared to the uses analyzed in the previously certified 
EIRs. Moreover, the Second Tank and RMS structure would meet the latest California Building Code and 
CALGreen Code and Energy Efficiency Code, which include the latest in energy efficiency standards, and 
electricity use provided by the utility would be required to comply with requirements of the State’s 
RPS.  

The California Air Resources Board (ARB) 2022 Scoping Plan assesses the State’s progress toward 
achieving carbon neutrality by 2045 or earlier through the reduction of emissions by 85 percent 
below 1990 levels. The Scoping Plan takes an aggressive approach to decreasing fossil fuel use and 
decarbonization of every sector of emissions. Measures include moving to zero-emission 
transportation, phasing out the use of fossil fuel gas used for heating, reduction in the use of 
chemicals and refrigerants with high global warming potential, development of sustainable 
infrastructure that provides opportunities for walking, biking and public transit to reduce reliance on 
automobiles, and development of renewable energy. As stated, operation of Second Tank and RMS 
would generate approximately one additional trip per day and would result in a nominal increase in 
energy consumption compared to the uses identified in the previously certified EIR. As such, the 
proposed project would not conflict with the 2022 Scoping Plan.  

On September 3, 2020, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) adopted Connect 
SoCal–The 2020–2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2020–2045 
RTP/SCS). In general, the SCS outlines a development pattern for the region, which, when integrated 
with the transportation network and other transportation measures and policies, would reduce 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) from automobiles and light-duty trucks and thereby reduce GHG 
emissions from these sources. For the SCAG region, the ARB has set GHG reduction targets at 8 
percent below 2005 per capita emissions levels by 2020, and 19 percent below 2005 per capita 
emissions levels by 2035. Overall, the SCS is meant to provide growth strategies that would achieve 
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the regional GHG emissions reduction targets. The proposed project consists of the construction and 
operation of the Second Tank and RMS on an existing, graded Tank Site, which would not conflict 
with any of the goals or strategies within the RTP/SCS.  

While SCV Water is the Responsible Agency for the proposed project, the County has land use 
authority with respect to the project site as identified in the previously certified EIRs; therefore, for 
informational purposes, it is appropriate to include a discussion of the SCV Water Agency 
Sustainability Plan’s consistency with the 2045 Los Angeles County Climate Action Plan (2045 CAP), 
which builds on previous climate action work. The 2045 CAP includes strategies, measures, and 
actions to mitigate GHG emissions from community activities and reduce GHG emissions to 83 
percent below 2015 levels by 2045. In July 2023, the SCV Water Board adopted the SCV Water 
Agency Sustainability Plan (Sustainability Plan), which provides a cost-effective and actionable 
roadmap to implementing key sustainability initiatives. The Sustainability Plan serves as a guide in 
planning capital investments, water resources, and conservation and helps SCV Water align with 
State initiatives and position itself for operational sustainability and includes GHG emissions 
reductions targets in alignment with the State’s goals and targets. The Sustainability Plan contains an 
operational emissions inventory which quantifies and details all GHG emissions generating activities 
that fall under some level of the SCV Water’s control. This includes GHG emissions generated by SCV 
Water from the operation of projects such as the proposed project. The Sustainability Plan includes a 
number of GHG reduction measures to achieve the reduction targets, including phasing out natural 
gas combustion at SCV Water facilities; decarbonizing the SCV Water vehicle fleet; and utilizing low-
carbon and carbon-free electricity. The proposed project will be consistent with the measures 
outlined in the Sustainability Plan.16  

The Sustainability Plan’s goals and GHG reduction measures align with the County’s 2045 CAP goals 
and GHG reduction measures. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with the County’s 2045 
CAP as well. In summary, the proposed project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions and impacts would be less than 
significant. The proposed project would not lead to new or substantially more severe impacts than 
have been identified in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Greenhouse Gases, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

 
16  Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Sustainability Plan. 2023. Website: 

https://www.yourscvwater.com/sites/default/files/SCVWA/your-water/plans-and-reports/sustainability-plan/2023-SCV-Water-Draft-
Sustainability-Plan.pdf. Accessed  October 16, 2024. 
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2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
Would the proposed project: 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No  No  No  None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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

No impact No No No None 

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

No impact No No No None 

e) For a project located 
within an airport land 
use plan or, where such 
a plan has not been 
adopted, within two 
miles of a public airport 
or public use airport, 
would the proposed 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

project result in a safety 
hazard or excessive 
noise for people 
residing or working in 
the project area? 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings in Section 5.7, Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials, of the Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and scope of the approved project, combined with a robust regulatory framework 
to which the approved project must comply, the previously certified EIRs determined that impacts 
related to creating a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant. As such, impacts 
were found to be less than significant. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. Given the nature and limited scope of the proposed project, it would not involve 
extensive transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Use of the common construction-
related hazardous materials, such as materials used for fueling and servicing construction 
equipment, would be short-term and would be subject to applicable federal, State, and local health 
and safety requirements and standards pursuant to a robust regulatory framework. The proposed 
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RMS system will consist of small quantities of non-hazardous chemicals within a CMU building with 
secondary containment area. More specifically, the RMS will include a 300-gallon tank for 0.8 
percent sodium hypochlorite solution and a 400-gallon tank for 40 percent ammonium sulfate. 
Handling and containment of these chemicals would adhere to all applicable regulations. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required.  

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to creating a significant 
hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident 
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment. Given the nature and 
scope of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs determined that general construction of 
the approved project would not require extensive or ongoing use of acutely hazardous materials or 
substances. However, common construction activities such as on-site fueling or servicing of 
construction equipment may require the transport, storage, use, or disposal of some hazardous 
materials. Use of the construction-related hazardous materials would be short-term and would be 
subject to federal, State, and local health and safety requirements and standards pursuant to 
applicable laws and regulations. A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment was completed for the 
entire 198-acre High School Site in February 2010. Results from the Preliminary Environmental 
Assessment (PEA) and Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (Phase I ESA) completed for the High 
School Site identified a less than significant impact resulting from the release of soil materials or 
residues into the environment during grading, excavation, trenching, and other construction 
activities associated with the approved project.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. Except for minor excavation and trenching activities that would occur during 
construction of the Second Tank on the previously disturbed Tank Site, no other ground disturbance 
would be involved. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and scope of the approved project, combined with the application of a 
comprehensive regulatory framework, the previously certified EIRs determined that impacts related 
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to emitting hazardous emissions or handling hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, 
or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school would not occur, as identified in the 
Initial Study prepared for the approved project. As such, no impacts were found to occur. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. Given the nature and limited scope of the proposed project, it would not emit 
hazardous material during operation, and any hazardous material necessary for construction would 
only be on-site for the temporary 9-month construction period. Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially 
more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is 
required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts related to projects being located on a site 
which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
would not occur. The High School Site (which included the Tank Site) is not included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. As such, no 
impacts were found to occur. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. Because the construction of the proposed project would occur on the Tank Site, a 
0.46-acre portion of the High School Site, it remains true that the proposed project would not be 
located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts related to projects located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public 
use airport, would not result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in 
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the project area, as identified in the Initial Study prepared for the approved project. As such, no 
impacts were found to occur. The previously certified EIRs determined that occasional emergency 
use of the helipad would not create substantial hazards for people in the area. Therefore, the impact 
was determined to be less than significant.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. Since the proposed project would be constructed on a very small portion of the High 
School Site, which was determined not to be located within an airport land use plan or, where such a 
plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, related impacts 
would not occur. As determined by the previously certified EIRs, occasional emergency use of the 
helipad located on the previously approved High School Site would not create substantial hazards for 
people in the area. Locating the Second Tank on the Tank Site would not create excessive noise or 
other conflicts with the safe utilization of the helipad. Therefore, implementation of the proposed 
project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more 
severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is 
required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts resulting from impairing the implementation 
of, or physically interfering with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan 
would be less than significant. Project development was found to have no adverse impact on 
implementation of the Los Angeles County Operational Area Emergency Response Plan (ERP) or the 
County of Los Angeles All-Hazard Mitigation Plan (AHMP). The Los Angeles County Fire Department 
(LACoFD) would review site plans during project planning and require emergency access and turning 
radii for firefighting vehicles; number and spacing of fire hydrants; and required fire flow in water 
mains serving the project. Therefore, impacts were found to be less than significant.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. The Second Tank would be constructed on a very small portion of the High School Site 
analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. Given its nature and limited scope, the proposed project 
would have no impact on the ERP or AHMP. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project 
would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe 
impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 
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g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly to a significant risk of loss, injury or 
death involving wildland fires? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs  

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to exposing people or 
structures, either directly or indirectly to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland 
fires. The High School Site (which included the Tank Site) is in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone 
(VHFHSZ) as designated by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Prevention (CAL FIRE). 
LACoFD Prevention Services Bureau submitted a comment letter on the Notice of Preparation for the 
High School Project EIR on February 27, 2012, with a list of specific requirements for the approved 
project. After compliance with the specified requirements, the impact was identified as less than 
significant.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. The proposed project would be located on a very small portion of the High School Site 
already analyzed and approved by the previously certified EIRs. Construction and operation of the 
proposed project would be subject to the same federal and local fire safety laws and regulations as 
the high school project. All infrastructure requirements outlined by the LACoFD Prevention Services 
Bureau in the previously certified EIRs have been completed, such as the addition of a helipad and 
access road improvements, and emergency access routes provide access to the Tank Site. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Conclusion 

With regard to Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
Addendum CEQA Checklist 

 

 
FirstCarbon Solutions 79 
Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

X. Hydrology and Water Quality 
Would the proposed project: 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

b) Substantially decrease 
groundwater supplies 
or interfere 
substantially with 
groundwater recharge 
such that the project 
may impede sustainable 
groundwater 
management of the 
basin? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

c) Substantially alter the 
existing drainage 
pattern of the site or 
area, including through 
the alteration of the 
course of a stream or 
river or through the 
addition of impervious 
surfaces, in a manner 
which would:  

     

(i) result in substantial 
erosion or siltation 
on- or off-site; 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No MM BIO-8 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

(iii) create or contribute 
runoff water which 
would exceed the 
capacity of existing 
or planned 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

stormwater drainage 
systems or provide 
substantial 
additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or 

(iv) impede or redirect 
flood flows? 

Less than 
significant 
impact  

No No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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

No significant 
impact 
identified 

No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings in Section 5.8, Hydrology and Water 
Quality, of the Castaic High School Draft EIR and Section 4.4, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the 
Castaic High School FSEIR. 

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and scope of the approved project, combined with the comprehensive regulatory 
framework to which the approved project would need to comply, the previously certified EIRs 
identified a less than significant impact related to the violation of water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements or the substantial degradation of surface or ground water quality. For 
example, as identified in the Draft EIR, construction of the proposed project was required to comply 
with BMPs to prevent erosion and siltation during construction. Therefore, the approved project was 
found to not directly or indirectly degrade groundwater quality, and impacts were found to be less 
than significant. No mitigation was required.  
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Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. The RMS will ensure that SCV Water can operate the system in compliance with 
regulations for disinfection residual in the tanks and distribution system. Construction activities for 
the Second Tank would be substantially the same as and less intense than those undertaken for the 
First Tank, and compliance with BMPs and all other applicable standards and requirements under 
applicable laws and regulations would prevent the violation of any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements or other substantial degradation of surface or groundwater quality. 
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant 
environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the 
previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to a decrease in 
groundwater quality and groundwater recharge. The Draft EIR determined that project 
implementation would involve the creation of new impervious surfaces, which generally results in a 
reduction in the amount of rainwater that would infiltrate the soil to the groundwater table. The 
High School Site (which included the Tank Site) is located within the Santa Clara River Valley East 
Groundwater Subbasin, which includes an alluvial aquifer and a deeper Saugus aquifer. Borings at 
the High School Site did not encounter groundwater at a depth of 70 feet below ground surface. As 
such, impacts were found to be less than significant. No mitigation was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank on the existing, 
graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. Except for 
minor trenching activities are required to connect the Tank Site to an existing underground water 
connection at the Tank Site, no other ground disturbance would be involved, and no additional 
impervious surfaces would be installed. The proposed project would not involve the reliance on any 
groundwater supplies or otherwise interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required.  
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c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the 
alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a 
manner which would:  

i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; 

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

(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; 
or 

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site. The FSEIR determined that development of the approved project would alter 
the existing drainage patterns on the High School Site, which could result in increased runoff. 
Regarding erosion or siltation, the approved project would be required to implement MM BIO-8, 
which requires preparation of a SWPPP. With the implementation of MM BIO-8, impacts related to 
erosion or siltation would be less than significant.  

Regarding surface runoff resulting in flooding on- or off-site or exceedance of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems, the FSEIR determined that the approved project provides drainage 
facilities, engineered slopes, and for conveying drainage from upstream of the High School Site 
around the High School Site. The drainage facilities were determined to be adequate for a 50-year 
storm. As noted in the Draft EIR, impacts related to the impediment or redirection of flood flows 
were found to be less than significant. No mitigation was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. As described previously, the proposed project would be required to comply with all 
applicable laws and regulations, including, without limitation, the implementation of required BMPs 
to reduce erosion and siltation at the Tank Site. Furthermore, the proposed project would be 
required to implement MM BIO-8, which requires preparation of a SWPPP. With the implementation 
of MM BIO-8, impacts related to erosion or siltation would be less than significant. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required.  
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d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project inundation? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the location of the High School Site (which included the Tank Site), the previously certified 
EIRs, specifically the Draft EIR, identified a less than significant impact related to tsunami, seiche, 
and flood hazards. No mitigation was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. Similar to other portions of the High School Site, the Tank Site is not located in an area 
subject to flooding, seiche, or tsunami. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would 
not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts 
than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature of the approved project and the comprehensive regulatory framework that would 
govern construction and operation, the previously certified EIRs identified no significant impact 
related to conflict with or obstruction of implementation of a water quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater management plan. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. The proposed project would be required to adhere to all regulatory requirements, 
including, among others, the implementation of BMPs related to groundwater. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

Implement MM BIO-8. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Hydrology and Water Quality, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  
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2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No new mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts 
would be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

XI. Land Use and Planning 
Would the proposed project: 

a) Physically divide an 
established community? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings of Section 5.9, Land Use and Planning, of 
the Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

Discussion 

a) Physically divide an established community? 

Summary of the Castaic High School EIR 

Given the nature and location of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified a less 
than significant impact related to the physical division of an established community. No mitigation 
was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. Similar to the remaining portions of the High School Site, no housing or established 
communities exist on the Tank Site. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project is consistent 
with already approved plans and would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or 
create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required.  

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

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to conflict with any land 
use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect. The High School Site and all surrounding parcels are designated A-2-2, Heavy Agriculture, 
under the Los Angeles County Zoning Ordinance (Los Angeles County Code Title 22). 

Pursuant to Government Code Section 53094, which regulates the use of a land use override by 
school districts, the approved project, including the high school and supporting services such as the 
water tanks, was granted a county land use override with respect to the County’s zoning ordinance 
regulations. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. Implementation of the proposed project would be consistent with plans envisioned for 
the Tank Site under the previously certified EIRs and would not require any changes to land use or 
zoning designations for the High School Site (including the Tank Site). Therefore, implementation of 
the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create 
substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional 
analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Land Use and Planning, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

XII. Mineral Resources 
Would the proposed project: 

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

No impact No No No None 

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

No impact No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings of Section 8, Impacts Found not to Be 
Significant, of the Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the location of the High School Site, the previously certified EIRs identified that no impacts 
would occur related to the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to 
the region and the residents of the State. Therefore, no impacts were found to occur. No mitigation 
was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. As depicted on Figure CO-2, Mineral Resources, of the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan 
(2012), similar to the remaining portions of the High School Site, no significant mineral resources 
were identified on the Tank Site. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  
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b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated 
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the location of the High School Site, the previously certified EIRs identified that no impacts 
would occur related to the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan. Therefore, no impacts were 
found to occur. No mitigation was required. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. As depicted on Figure CO-2, Mineral Resources, of the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan 
(2012), similar to the remaining portions of the High School Site, no significant mineral resources are 
identified on the Tank Site. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce 
new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those 
analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Mineral Resources, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

XIII. Noise 
Would the proposed project: 

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

Significant 
and 
unavoidable 
impact 

No No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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 
proposed project 
expose people residing 
or working in the 
project area to excessive 
noise levels? 

No 
significant 
impact 
identified  

No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on Section 5.10, Noise, of the Castaic High School Draft 
EIR.  

Discussion 

This noise analysis evaluates potential construction and operation noise impacts on noise-sensitive 
land uses in the project vicinity and provides a comparative analysis to impacts identified in the 
previously certified EIRs. 
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a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the 
vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that construction activities related to the approved project 
would result in a significant temporary noise increase, and impacts would be significant and 
unavoidable. It was determined that there were no feasible mitigation measures to reduce impacts. 
Therefore, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.  

It was determined that operational noise would not exceed Los Angeles County noise standards. No 
mitigation was required for operational noise. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs.  

Short-term Construction Impacts 
A significant impact would occur if the proposed project would generate a substantial temporary 
increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity in excess of applicable standards. 

Short-term, temporary construction noise may result during the construction of the proposed 
project. The proposed project includes the construction of the Second Tank and RMS on an existing, 
graded, previously approved water Tank Site. Installation of the Second Tank would be less intensive 
than the construction of the First Tank and would consist only of erecting and coating the Second 
Tank. Erecting the Second Tank would involve the use of delivery trucks and a crane. Coating of the 
Second Tank would include approximately three days of sandblasting activities. The Second Tank 
would connect to existing piping that emerges in a “T-shape” from underground between the First 
Tank and the Second Tank. A second connection would occur underground. The total construction 
period is projected to last approximately 6 months.  

Construction of the Second Tank would likely involve the use of hand tools, a haul truck, and a crane. 
The loudest piece of heavy equipment that would be expected to operate would be a large crane. 
Typical maximum noise levels generated by a large crane are documented to range up to 
approximately 85 dBA Lmax with typical hourly average noise levels during operation of 77 dBA Leq as 
measured at 50 feet. The crane would operate only a few hours in a single day, with the maximum 
operational noise levels only occurring for a few minutes. The closest noise-sensitive receptor is a 
single-family residential home at 31233 Romero Canyon Road, which is located approximately 1,640 
feet away from the construction footprint where a large crane and backhoe equipment would 
potentially operate. At this distance, reasonable worst-case construction noise levels would 
attenuate to below 54 dBA Lmax and 34 dBA Leq (Appendix B). These noise levels would not exceed 
the County’s construction noise standards of 75 dBA or 60 dBA Lmax for receiving residential 
structures during daytime or nighttime hours, respectively. In addition, it should be noted that these 
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noise levels would not exceed typical daytime ambient noise levels for suburban residential 
neighborhoods which typically average 45 dBA Leq or greater during daytime hours due to traffic 
alone. Furthermore, since construction would not occur at night, no impact would occur during 
nighttime hours. 

Therefore, these construction-related noise levels would not result in a substantial increase in the 
ambient noise levels as measured at sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Tank Site.  

Construction-related noise impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation would be 
necessary. Construction would not result in any new, or more severe noise impacts than were 
previously analyzed. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Operational/Stationary Source Noise Impacts 
A significant impact would occur if operational noise levels would result in a substantial permanent 
increase in ambient noise levels in excess of established standards. 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and RMS on the 
existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site. The only operational stationary noise source 
associated with the Second Tank would be the inclusion of a 120V submersible tank mixer designed 
to prevent stagnation of water. However, because the mixer will be submerged on the floor in the 
center of the water tank, the resulting operational noise levels would not be audible beyond the 
boundaries of the Tank Site. Therefore, the Second Tank would not emit any sound during operation 
that would be audible beyond the boundaries of the 0.46-acre Tank Site and would not generate 
additional vehicle trips (except for up to one additional weekly trip for maintenance). As a result, the 
proposed project would not result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity. The RMS system will be enclosed in a CMU building which will attenuate any noise 
associated with the equipment to less than significant levels off-site. Operation would not result in 
any new, or more severe noise impacts than were previously analyzed. Therefore, implementation of 
the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create 
substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional 
analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts related to excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels would be less than significant. Operation of the approved High School 
project would not generate substantial levels of vibration due to the lack of vibration-generating 
sources, therefore, only construction impacts were analyzed. Vibration levels associated with certain 
construction activities could be perceptible; however, impacts would be less than significant because 
vibration-intensive work would occur infrequently throughout the day and construction equipment 
would be distributed throughout the linear High School Site. Therefore, impacts were found to be 
less than significant. 
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Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

Neither SCV Water nor the County have an established standard for excessive groundborne vibration 
levels resulting from construction activities. However, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has 
established industry accepted standards for vibration impact criteria and impact assessment in its 
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual.56 Therefore, for purposes of this analysis, 
the FTA’s vibration impact criteria are utilized. The FTA guidelines include thresholds for construction 
vibration impacts for various structural categories. 

Groundborne noise is generated when vibrating building components radiate sound, or noise 
generated by groundborne vibration. In general, if groundborne vibration levels do not exceed levels 
considered to be perceptible, then groundborne noise levels would not be perceptible in most 
interior environments. Therefore, this analysis focuses on determining exceedances of groundborne 
vibration levels. 

In extreme cases, excessive groundborne vibration has the potential to cause structural damage to 
buildings. Common sources of groundborne vibration include construction activities such as blasting, 
pile driving and operating heavy earthmoving equipment. Construction vibration impacts on building 
structures are generally assessed in terms of PPV. For the purposes of this analysis, project-related 
impacts are expressed in terms of PPV. 

Short-term Construction Vibration Impacts 
Of the variety of equipment that would be used to construct the Second Tank, cranes would produce 
the greatest groundborne vibration levels. Cranes produce groundborne vibration levels ranging up 
to 0.051 inch per second (in/sec) PPV at 25 feet from the operating equipment.57 Impact equipment 
such as pile drivers would not be used during construction. 

The closest off-site structure to the Tank Site and associated RMS where the crane would operate is a 
structure at the Castaic High School football stadium facility located approximately 1,600 feet 
northeast. At this distance, groundborne vibration levels would attenuate to below 0.0001 PPV from 
the operation of a crane. This is well below the FTA damage threshold criteria of 0.3 in/sec PPV for a 
structure of this type (a building of engineered concrete and masonry construction). 

Therefore, impacts resulting from construction-related groundborne vibration levels would be less 
than significant. Construction activities would not result in any new, or more severe vibration 
impacts than what were previously analyzed. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project 
would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe 
impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Operational Vibration Impacts 
Upon completion of construction, given its nature and limited scope, the proposed project would 
not include any permanent sources of groundborne vibration. As such, implementation of the 
proposed project would not expose persons within the project vicinity to excessive groundborne 
vibration levels. Therefore, project-related groundborne vibration impacts would be considered less 
than significant. Operation would not result in any new, or more severe vibration impacts than what 
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were previously analyzed. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce 
new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those 
analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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 proposed project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive 
noise levels? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and location of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified no 
significant impact related to the exposure of people residing or working in the high school project 
area to excessive noise levels. Thus, no mitigation was required. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

Construction and operation of the proposed project would not introduce any new sensitive 
receptors to the environment. Furthermore, the Tank Site, like the remainder of the High School Site, 
is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of 
any public airport or public use airport Therefore, no impact would occur. The proposed project 
would not result in any new, or more severe airport noise impacts than what were previously 
analyzed. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Noise, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

XIV. Population and Housing 
Would the proposed 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)? 

Less than 
significant 
impact  

No No No None 

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

No impact  No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings of Section 5.11, Population and Housing, 
of the Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

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)? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified that impacts related to the inducement of substantial 
unplanned population growth either directly or indirectly would be less than significant. 
Development of the high school for 2,600 students was found to not induce growth in or near 
Castaic above the level of growth already planned. The High School Site is centrally located relative 
to the sites of approved or planned projects in the part of Castaic west of I-5 and was built in part to 
provide capacity for planned growth. As such, impacts were found to be less than significant. No 
mitigation was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved water Tank Site identified in the previously 
certified EIRs. The proposed project would not directly result in an increase in population. As noted 
in the previously certified EIRs, the Second Tank would be constructed to serve future residential 
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development located within the service area of SCV Water that as of 2012 was already approved or 
anticipated for the surrounding area, including Violin Canyon and The Reserve at Sloan Canyon. 
Growth inducing impacts associated with the residential development supported by the Second Tank 
were analyzed in the certified Violin Canyon EIR, and it was determined that the residential project 
was not growth inducing.17 Future population growth was also analyzed in the Initial 
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the Reserve at Sloan Canyon, and it was 
determined that the approved residential development would not result in a population increase 
beyond what is anticipated in the SCAG 2035 growth forecast. Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially 
more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is 
required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The approved High School Site does not contain any residential development. Accordingly, the 
previously certified EIRs identified that no significant impacts would occur related to the 
displacement of substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere. Therefore, no impacts were found to occur. No mitigation was 
required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
Consistent with the remainder of the High School Site, no housing currently exists within the Tank 
Site; therefore, the proposed project would not displace a substantial number of existing people or 
housing, and implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant 
environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the 
previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Population and Housing, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

 
17 Bright & Associates. 1985. Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for Development of Violin Canyon.  



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
Addendum CEQA Checklist 

 

 
FirstCarbon Solutions 97 
Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previous Certified 

EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

or More Severe 
Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

XV. Public Services 
Would the proposed 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: 

a) Fire protection? Less than 
significant impact 

No No No None 

b) Police protection? Less than 
significant impact 

No No No None 

c) Schools? Less than 
significant impact 

No No No None 

d) Parks? No significant 
impact identified 

No No No None 

e) Other public facilities? Less than 
significant impact 

No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings of Section 5.12, Public Services, of the 
Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

Discussion 

a) Fire protection? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified that impacts related to fire protection services would be less 
than significant. Impacts to fire protection services are generally due to population growth, and the 
previously certified EIRs specifically noted that the Second Tank would serve future residential 
development that was already approved for the surrounding area. Accordingly, the approved project, 
which contemplated construction of the water tanks to serve planned development and was not 
considering growth inducing. Furthermore, construction of the approved project included new 
access roads and fire equipment access on the High School Site (which included the Tank Site). 
LACoFD would review and approve the fire access and safety plan, which would further ensure 
adequate emergency access routes, emergency evacuation plans, and fire hydrant flow. It was 
determined that the development of the approved project, including the associated infrastructure 
evaluated in the previously certified EIRs, including the water tanks, would not significantly increase 
the number of people within the service boundaries of the fire department and would therefore not 
require greater fire protection services in the area. As such, impacts were found to be less than 
significant. No mitigation was required.  
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Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The proposed project does not include the construction of housing. However, as anticipated and 
disclosed in the previously certified EIRs, the proposed project would serve planned residential 
growth within SCV Water’s service area, which have been previously analyzed and approved for 
development, including Violin Canyon and The Reserve at Sloan Canyon. As mentioned previously, 
growth inducing impacts associated with the approved residential development supported by the 
Second Tank were analyzed in the certified Violin Canyon EIR, and it was determined that the 
residential project was not growth inducing.18 Future population growth was also analyzed in the 
approved and adopted Initial Study/Mitigated Negative for the Reserve at Sloan Canyon, and it was 
determined that the approved residential development would not result in a population increase 
beyond what is anticipated in SCAG’s 2035 growth forecast. Because the proposed project would not 
result in significant impacts associated with unplanned population and housing, the proposed 
project would have similar impacts to the previously certified EIRs related to fire protection services. 
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant 
environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the 
previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

b) Police protection? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts to police protection services would be less 
than significant. Given the nature of the approved project, it would not increase the number of 
people within the service boundaries of the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department or within a 
particular patrol station. Although the approved project was found to alter and intensify the land 
uses on the High School Site, it would not significantly require greater police protection services in 
the area. As such, impacts were found to be less than significant. No mitigation was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank on the existing, 
graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. The proposed 
project does not include the construction of housing. As mentioned in the previously certified EIRs, 
the proposed project would serve planned growth within SCV Water’s service area, which have been 
previously analyzed and approved for development, including Violin Canyon and The Reserve at 
Sloan Canyon. Because the proposed project would not result in significant impacts associated with 
population and housing, the proposed project would have similar impacts to the previously certified 
EIRs related to police protection services. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would 
not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts 
than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

 
18 Bright & Associates. 1985. Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for Development of Violin Canyon.  
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c) Schools? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts to schools would be less than significant. The 
approved project included the construction of a high school and associated infrastructure to serve 
an existing student population and already planned development, and thus was found to not 
increase demand for school services. The approved project was found to have a beneficial impact on 
school services in the area and would not result in any adverse impacts to school services or 
facilities. Therefore, impacts to schools were found to be less than significant. No mitigation was 
required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The proposed project does not include the construction of housing. As mentioned in the previously 
certified EIRs, the proposed project would serve planned growth within SCV Water’s service area, 
which has been previously analyzed and approved for development, including Violin Canyon and The 
Reserve at Sloan Canyon. Because the proposed project would not result in significant impacts 
associated with population and housing, the proposed project would have similar impacts to the 
previously certified EIRs related to schools. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project 
would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe 
impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

d) Parks? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified no significant 
impacts related to parks. The approved project and associated infrastructure would support planned 
development and impacts would be less than significant.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
As discussed in the previously certified EIRs, the proposed project would serve planned growth 
within SCV Water’s service area, which has been previously analyzed and approved for development, 
including Violin Canyon and The Reserve at Sloan Canyon. Because the proposed project supports 
planned growth within SCV Water’s service area and would not result in significant impacts 
associated with population and housing, the proposed project would have similar less than 
significant impacts to those evaluate in the previously certified EIR related to parks. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required.  
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e) Other public facilities? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that impacts to other public facilities, including libraries, 
would be less than significant. Demand for library services is tied to the population of a region. 
Should population increase, demand for library services would increase accordingly. As described 
previously, the approved project was found to not have a substantial effect on the population of the 
region. As such, impacts to library facilities were found to be less than significant. No mitigation was 
required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
As discussed in the previously certified EIRs, the proposed project would serve planned growth 
within SCV Water’s service area, which has been previously analyzed and approved for development, 
including Violin Canyon and The Reserve at Sloan Canyon. Because the proposed project supports 
already approved and planned for development and would not result in significant impacts 
associated with population and housing, the proposed project would have similar impacts to the 
previously certified EIR related to libraries. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project 
would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe 
impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Public Services, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

XVI. Recreation 
Would the proposed project: 

a)  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? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None  

b) Include recreational 
facilities or require the 
construction or 
expansion of 
recreational facilities, 
which might have an 
adverse physical effect 
on the environment? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None  

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings of Section 5.13, Recreation, of the 
Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

Discussion 

a) Would the proposed 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? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified that impacts to 
existing neighborhood and regional parks and other recreational facilities would be less than 
significant. Implementation of the approved project would not increase the use of existing regional 
or neighborhood parks and would therefore not result in the physical deterioration of such facilities. 
As such, impacts were found to be less than significant. No mitigation was required. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The proposed project would support already approved and planned residential development. The 
proposed project does not include the construction of housing, and therefore would not result in an 
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increase in population that could increase the use of existing neighborhood parks or other 
recreational facilities. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

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? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified that impacts related 
to new or expanded recreational facilities would be less than significant. No mitigation was required. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The proposed project does not include recreational facilities and would not require the construction 
or expansion of recreational facilities. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Recreation, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the 
Proposed 

Changes Involve 
New or More 

Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

or More 
Severe 

Impacts? 

New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 
Mitigation 
Measures 

XVII. Transportation 
Would the proposed project: 

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

Less than 
significant 

No No No None 

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

No significant 
impact 
identified  

No No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

d) Result in inadequate 
emergency access? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings of Section 5.14, Transportation and 
Traffic, of the Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified significant and unavoidable impacts related to unacceptable 
Level of Service (LOS). However, in 2013, after the Castaic High School EIR was certified, the State of 
California passed Senate Bill 743 (SB 743), changing how jurisdictions analyzed transportation 
impacts under CEQA. SB 743 required local jurisdictions to shift their environmental impact analysis 
for transportation from using LOS to VMT starting July 1, 2020. Accordingly, LOS is no longer the 
appropriate basis for evaluating traffic impacts and is not discussed further in this Addendum. With 
respect to impacts related to conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs related to transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, the previously certified EIRs found that impacts would be less than 
significant.  
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Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
Given its nature and limited scope, there are no project features that would conflict with a program 
plan, ordinance or policy of the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant 
environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the 
previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

b) Would the proposed project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, 
subdivision (b)? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs determined that the approved project would reduce VMT by minimizing 
the need for the existing local residents to travel to farther high schools. The high school would 
minimize VMT even further for the future planned communities that would be located near the 
proposed school site. Additionally, the high school would minimize the need for students to travel on 
I-5 which would also reduce VMT. Therefore, the previously certified EIRs identified no significant 
impact related to VMT.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
Traffic impacts related to the approved project, including the First Tank, were analyzed as a part of 
the previously certified EIRs. Construction of the proposed project would be substantially similar to 
construction of the First Tank under the approved project, except significantly less intensive (given 
the existing infrastructure and access roads built in connection with the First Tank). According to 
applicant-provided information, the First Tank receives approximately one maintenance trip per 
week. As described previously, the Second Tank would be visited once weekly at the same time as 
the First Tank to confirm adequate operations and the RMS would be visited daily. The addition of a 
daily two-way trip would not significantly impact or contribute to VMT. As such, the proposed 
project would not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b). 
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant 
environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the 
previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to the increase of 
hazards due to a geometric design feature. The approved high school project includes driveways that 
are adequately spaced so that they would not create conflicting turn movements. The high school 
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project would not add incompatible uses to area roadways such as farm equipment. Therefore, 
impacts were found to be less than significant. No mitigation was required. 

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The Tank Site and access roads to the Tank Site are already developed. Therefore, given its nature 
and limited scope, the proposed project would not increase hazards due to a geometric design 
feature. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant 
environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the 
previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to inadequate 
emergency access. Proposed access roads would provide adequate emergency access to the High 
School Site (which included the Tank Site).  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
Access roads were constructed as part of the approved project. Although the proposed project does 
not include housing or employment that would result in a need for emergency access, the proposed 
project would utilize the same access roads to access the Tank Site for maintenance purposes. 
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant 
environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the 
previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Transportation, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  
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3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

XVIII. Utilities and Service Systems 
Would the proposed project: 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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

No 
significant 
impact 
identified  

No No No None 

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? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

 

The analysis in this section is based, in part, on the findings of Section 5.15, Utilities and Service 
Systems, of the Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to the relocation or 
expansion of water and stormwater facilities. The approved project included the extension of utility 
lines, including water service lines, to the High School Site. The previous EIRs analyzed improvements 
associated with the installation of a pump station that would pump water from a pipeline extension 
in Sloan Canyon Road to the First Tank. Impacts were found to be less than significant. No mitigation 
was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The proposed project would include an underground connection to an existing pipe within the Tank 
Site but would not require the relocation or expansion of existing pipes. Given the nominal nature 
and scope of this minor trenching, this connection would not result in significant impacts to the 
environment. Impacts related to this infrastructure were analyzed under the previously certified 
EIRs. Furthermore, the proposed project does not require the relocation or expansion of new or 
expanded wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  
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b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and scope of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified no 
significant impacts related to sufficient water supplies.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
Implementation of the proposed project would not require ground or surface water. The Second 
Tank would supply water to planned development in the project area including Violin Canyon and 
The Reserve at Sloan Canyon. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required.  

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? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and scope of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified a less 
than significant impact related to wastewater capacity. No mitigation was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The proposed project would not require the use of wastewater facilities. Therefore, implementation 
of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create 
substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional 
analysis is required.  

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? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and scope of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified a less 
than significant impact related to the generation of solid waste. Therefore, impacts were found to be 
less than significant. No mitigation was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
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The proposed project may result in some construction debris and solid waste but would not include 
operational activities resulting in solid waste that would exceed the capacity of nearby landfills. 
Moreover, the proposed project would be required to adhere to all applicable laws and regulations 
governing the handling and disposal of construction debris and solid waste. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts 
or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No 
additional analysis is required.  

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the scope of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified a less than 
significant impact related to compliance with solid waste regulations. Construction and operation of 
the approved project would adhere to all City, County, and State solid waste diversion, reduction, 
and recycling mandates. Therefore, impacts were found to be less than significant. No mitigation was 
required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
The proposed project could generate a small amount of solid waste during construction. Moreover, 
the proposed project would be required to adhere to all applicable laws and regulations governing 
the handling and disposal of construction debris and solid waste. Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially 
more severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is 
required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Utilities and Service Systems, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 
due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  
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3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

XIX. Wildfire 
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? 

Less than 
significant 
impact 

No No No None 

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 
significant 
impact 
identified  

No No No None 

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 
significant 
impact 
identified 

No No No None 

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

No 
significant 
impact 
identified 

No No No None 
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The previously certified EIRs did not address impacts to wildfire, as it was not required at the time of 
document preparation. The impact analysis related to impairment of an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan utilizes information from Section 5.7, Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials, of the Castaic High School Draft EIR. 

Discussion 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and location of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified a less 
than significant impact related to the impairment of an adopted ERP or emergency evacuation plan. 
No mitigation was required. The approved project would not have an adverse impact on 
implementation of the Los Angeles County Operational Area ERP or the County’s AHMP and would 
be required to adhere to all applicable standards and mandates. No mitigation was required.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
According to CAL FIRE, the Tank Site is located on and around a VHFHSZ.19 Nearby roadway 
improvements and access roads leading to the Tank Site were constructed as part of the approved 
project. The proposed project would not include any alterations to any of these roads. Moreover, the 
proposed project would be required to adhere to all applicable requirements and standards 
addressing wildfire protection issues. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than 
those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and scope of the previously certified EIRs identified no significant impact related to 
the exposure of project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled 
spread of a wildfire.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
Similar to the approved project, there is no housing or residents associated with the proposed 
project. As such, the proposed project would not expose occupants to pollutant concentrations from 

 
19 California Department of Forestry and Fire Project (CAL FIRE). 2024. Fire Hazard Severity Zones. Website: 

https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones. Accessed August 
12, 2024. 
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a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire. Therefore, implementation of the proposed 
project would not introduce new significant environmental impacts or create substantially more 
severe impacts than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is 
required. 

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? 

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

Given the nature and scope of the approved project, the previously certified EIRs identified no 
significant impact related to the installation of infrastructure that may exacerbate fire risk or result in 
temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment.  

Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
Given its nature and limited scope, the proposed project does not include the installation of 
infrastructure with the potential to exacerbate fire risk or result in temporary or ongoing impacts to 
the environment. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new 
significant environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in 
the previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

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

Summary of the Previously Certified EIRs 

The previously certified EIRs identified a less than significant impact related to downslope or 
downstream flooding or landslides as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes. As mentioned previously, impacts associated with flooding would be less than significant. A 
Water Tank Risk Assessment was conducted to assess impacts associated with the potential failure of 
the First Tank.20 The area around the First Tank would be graded so that any released water from the 
tank would drain toward a 1.25-foot depression in the middle of the tank pad. Water would then 
drain into a catch basin and be conveyed toward a 12-inch outlet pipe, which would drain to the 
helipad to the east of the Tank Site. The released water would be conveyed around the perimeter of 
the helipad via a 12-inch reinforced concrete pipe or equivalent sized paved swale for eventual 
release via a paved open trapezoidal downdrain to a detention/evaporation basin. Based on the 
results of the assessment, released water would not reach Castaic High School. Therefore, no 
adverse impact would occur, and impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation was required.  

 
20 This was analyzed under impact HAZ-4 in the previously certified EIRs. 
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Proposed Project Analysis and Conclusions 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of the Second Tank and associated 
RMS on the existing, graded, previously approved Tank Site identified in the previously certified EIRs. 
A Water Tank Flood Analysis was prepared for the proposed project (Appendix C).21 For purposes of 
a conservation evaluation, the analysis analyzed the simultaneous failure of the First Tank and 
Second Tank. Based on the Tank Site’s location upon a topographic ridge, in the extremely unlikely 
circumstance where a release occurs from both storage tanks simultaneously, water could flow north 
toward the High School Site and/or south into Romero Canyon toward residential developments. 
Flood hazard risks are highest in closest proximity to the two tanks. The remaining portions of the 
School Site and adjacent properties to the south are predicted to be low danger. As seen in Appendix 
G to the Tank Failure Study, flood flows would not reach the residential properties south of the Tank 
Site, on Romero Canyon Rd, until approximately 1 hour after breach. Most of the school structures 
would not experience inundation until about 2 hours have elapsed after the tank failures. School 
structures might experience 3 inches of inundation. This is considered low risk for structures with 
foundations according to the United States Bureau of Reclamation’s (USBR) ACER Technical 
Memorandum No. 11. For the remainder of the High School Site, the flood hazard level is generally 
less than 1 ft2 /s, which is below the threshold level for risk to children because any water is shallow 
and slow-moving. See Tank Failure Study, Appendix F. Beyond the school site, inundation of up to 0.5 
feet is predicted in the adjacent settling basin to the east of the Tank Site. The Tank Failure Study 
modeling shows that two residences would potentially experience less than one foot of inundation, 
which is considered low risk for structures and people as discussed above. SCV Water would include 
seismic valve on the inlet to the Second Tank to reduce the volume of water released during a 
seismic event. The tank freeboard design would also reduce the risk of tank failure during a seismic 
event.  

Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not introduce new significant 
environmental impacts or create substantially more severe impacts than those analyzed in the 
previously certified EIRs. No additional analysis is required. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusion 

With regard to Wildfire, the analysis demonstrates that:  

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the proposed project which require major revisions 
to the previously certified EIRs due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified effects.  

2. No substantial changes are proposed with respect to the circumstances under which the 
proposed project is undertaken which require major revisions to the previously certified EIRs 

 
21 Kimley-Horn and Associates. 2024. Water Tank Flood Analysis. Castaic High School. August.  
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due to new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
effects.  

3. No new information of substantial importance indicates any new or more significant effects 
than shown in the previously certified EIRs.  

4. No mitigation measures are necessary because the proposed project’s specific impacts would 
be less than significant.  

5. None of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have occurred. 
 



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency—SCVWA Water Tank Project 
CEQA Checklist Addendum 

 

 
118 FirstCarbon Solutions 

Https://adecinnovations.sharepoint.com/sites/PublicationsSite/Shared Documents/Publications/Client (PN-JN)/4673/46730014/Water Tank Addendum/46730014 Sloan Canyon Water Tank Project Addendum.docx 

Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

XX. Mandatory Findings of Significance 

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

Less than 
significant 
impact with 
mitigation 
incorporated 

No No No MM BIO-2, 
MM BIO-10, 
MM BIO-11, 
MM CUL-1, 
MM CUL-2, 
MM CUL-3, 
MM CUL-4, 
MM CUL-5 

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)? 

Significant 
and 
unavoidable 
impact 

No No No MM AQ-2, 
MM AQ-3, 
MM AQ-4, 
BIO-2, MM 
BIO-8, MM 
BIO-10, MM 
BIO-11, MM 
CUL-1, MM 
CUL-2, MM 
CUL-3, MM 
CUL-4, MM 
CUL-5, MM 
GEO-5 
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Environmental Issue 
Area 

Conclusion in 
Previously 

Certified EIRs 

Do the Proposed 
Changes Involve 

New or More 
Severe Impacts? 

New 
Circumstances 

Involving New or 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

New Information 
Requiring New 

Analysis or 
Verification? 

Mitigation 
Measures 

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

No 
significant 
impact 
identified  

No No No MM AQ-2, 
MM AQ-3, 
MM AQ-4, 
MM BIO-2, 
MM BIO-8, 
MM BIO-10, 
MM BIO-11, 
MM CUL-1, 
MM CUL-2, 
MM CUL-3, 
MM CUL-4, 
MM CUL-5, 
MM GEO-5 

d) Does the project have 
the potential to achieve 
short-term 
environmental goals to 
the disadvantage of 
long-term 
environmental goals? 

No 
significant 
impact 
identified  

No No No MM AQ-2, 
MM AQ-3, 
MM AQ-4, 
MM BIO-2, 
MM BIO-8, 
MM BIO-10, 
MM BIO-11, 
MM CUL-1, 
MM CUL-2, 
MM CUL-3, 
MM CUL-4, 
MM CUL-5, 
MM GEO-5 

 

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? 

As described in Section V, Biological Resources, the proposed project would not have new or more 
severe significant impacts beyond what was analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. The proposed 
project would be required to implement MM BIO-2, MM BIO-10, and MM BIO-11, which would 
reduce impacts associated with burrowing owl and nesting birds. Furthermore, the proposed project 
would be required to implement MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-5 to reduce impacts related to cultural 
resources and TCRs. 
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Therefore, the proposed project would have no significant impacts related to the potential for the 
degradation of the quality of the environment, a substantial reduction in the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, the drop of a fish or wildlife population below self-sustaining levels, a substantial 
reduction in the number or restriction on the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or the 
elimination of 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 
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

The proposed project’s impacts would be individually limited and not cumulatively considerable. 
Based on the analysis provided in Section III, Air Quality; Section XIII, Noise, and Section XVII, 
Transportation, the proposed project would not substantially increase cumulative impacts related to 
these analysis areas. Additionally, the proposed project would implement MM AES-1, MM BIO-2, 
MM BIO-8, MM BIO-10, MM BIO-11, MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-5, and MM GEO-5 from the 
previously certified EIRs, which would reduce all impacts. As presented throughout this Addendum, 
the proposed project’s incremental contribution to cumulative impacts would be consistent with, 
and not reflect new or more severe significant impacts as compared to the analysis set forth in the 
previously certified EIRs.  

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

The proposed project has not been found to generate new or substantially more severe 
environmental effects than those analyzed in the previously certified EIRs; therefore, there is no 
likelihood of the proposed project causing substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly, beyond that which was analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. As described 
above, the proposed project would implement MM AES-1, MM BIO-2, MM BIO-8, MM BIO-10, MM 
BIO-11, MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-5, and MM GEO-5 from the previously certified EIRs, which 
would reduce all impacts. Impacts would be consistent with, and not reflect new or more severe 
significant impacts as compared to the analysis set forth in the previously certified EIRs. 

d) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the 
disadvantage of long-term environmental goals? 

The approval and subsequent implementation of the proposed project would not have the potential 
to achieve short-term goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals. The proposed 
project is the culmination of a multi-year planning process and would address long-term water 
needs. The Second Tank would implement SCV Water’s long-term infrastructure planning objectives 
and serve other existing and planned future development within SCV Water's existing service area. 
The Second Tank would also provide protective redundancy for the First Tank and would serve as an 
auxiliary water source for firefighting purposes. Potential short-term impacts associated with the 
construction of the proposed project would generally be temporary in nature and less than 
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significant. See Section 4.10(b), 4.25(a) and 4.40(a) regarding short-term impacts. As such, the long-
term benefits associated with the proposed project outweigh temporary construction impacts.  

Mitigation Measures 

MM AES-1, MM AQ-1, MM AQ-2, MM AQ-3, MM AQ-4, MM BIO-2, MM BIO-8, MM BIO-10, MM BIO-
11, MM CUL-1, MM CUL-2, MM CUL-3, MM CUL-4, MM CUL-5, and MM GEO-5.  

Conclusion 

The proposed project would be consistent with the previously certified EIRs and would not create 
new or more severe significant impacts beyond what was analyzed in the previously certified EIRs. 
The conclusions from the previously certified EIRs remain unchanged when considering the adoption 
of the Addendum. No additional analysis is required under CEQA.  
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