




















3.2 Transportation and Circulation

County

¢ The Old Road and Rye Canyon (Intersection No. 1)

e The Old Road and Magic Mountain (Intersection No. 2)

e The Old Road and McBean (Intersection No. 4)

¢ The Old Road and Pico Canyon (Intersection No. 5)

City

¢ McBean and Magic Mountain (Intersection No. 8)

e Orchard Village and McBean (Intersection No. 10)

e Orchard Village and Wiley Canyon (Intersection No. 11)

e Valencia and Magic Mountain (Intersection No. 12)

¢ Bouquet Canyon and Newhall Ranch (Intersection No. 14)
e Bouquet Canyon and Soledad Canyon (Intersection No. 15)

e Sierra Highway and Newhall (Intersection No. 17)

Sierra Highway and Soledad Canyon (Intersection No. 19)

Under the proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan, all of the above intersections, except
Intersection No. 5 (The Old Road and Pico Canyon), would operate at LOS F during one or both peak
hours without incorporation of the roadway improvements. Overall, the ICU values at each intersection
under either buildout scenario would be comparable. The average ICU value during the AM peak hour
would be 0.90 under both scenarios, while the average ICU value during the PM peak hour would
slightly decrease from 1.09 to 1.08 with the proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan.

As shown in Table 3.2-9, incorporation of the proposed Highway Plan roadway improvements would
reduce the number of intersections operating at LOS F to two intersections (Intersection No. 5, The Old
Road & Pico Canyon, and Intersection No. 17, Sierra Highway & Newhall) under buildout of the existing
County Area Plan and City General Plan, and would eliminate LOS F ratings from all intersections under
buildout of the proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan. Under the proposed County Area
Plan and City General Plan, the average ICU value during the AM peak hour would decrease from 0.80 to
0.78, and the average ICU value during the PM peak hour would decrease from 0.90 to 0.88. An
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3.2 Transportation and Circulation

illustration of intersection LOS conditions based on both the proposed OVOV land uses and the existing

County Area Plan and City General Plan is provided in Figure 3.2-8.

Given the existing LOS ratings identified in Table 3.2-5, this analysis indicates that each of the principal
intersections, with the exception of Bouquet Canyon Road at Plum Canyon Road, would be significantly
impacted as the Santa Clarita Valley builds out under either the existing or the proposed County Area
Plan and City General Plan. However, no intersection would operate at LOS F under the proposed
County Area Plan and City General Plan, while two intersections would operate at LOS F under the
existing County Area Plan and City General Plan. Therefore, intersection operations would incrementally
improve with implementation of the proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan in place of the

existing County Area Plan and City General Plan.

Table 3.2-9
Buildout Level of Service Summary — AM and PM Peak Hours

Existing Area Plan and OVOV Area Plan and
General Plan General Plan
AM Peak PM Peak AM Peak PM Peak
Hour Hour Hour Hour
Intersection (Location) ICU LOS ICU [LOS ICU LOS ICU LOS
Existing Intersection Configurations

1. The Old Road & Rye Canyon (County) 1.58 F 2.31 F 1.74 F 2.30 F
2. The Old Road & Magic Mountain
(County) 1.15 F 1.45 F 1.18 F 1.48 F
3. The Old Road & Valencia (County) 0.85 D 0.95 E 0.84 D 0.95 E
4. The Old Road & McBean (County) 0.72 C 1.05 F 0.69 B 1.12 F
5. The Old Road & Pico Canyon (County) 1.05 F 1.08 F 0.93 E 0.99 E
6. Rye/Copper Hill & Newhall Ranch (City)  0.85 D 0.89 D 0.81 D 0.89 D
7. McBean & Newhall Ranch (City) 0.80 C 0.91 E 0.83 D 0.93 E
8. McBean & Magic Mountain (City) 0.87 D 1.21 F 0.97 E 1.24 F
9. McBean & Valencia (City) 0.70 B 0.89 D 0.71 C 0.94 E
10. Orchard Village & McBean (City) 091 E 1.23 F 0.94 E 1.26 F
11. Orchard Village & Wiley Canyon (City) 1.00 E 1.42 F 1.04 F 1.42 F
12. Valencia & Magic Mountain (City) 0.98 E 1.13 F 1.10 F 1.25 F
13. Bouquet Canyon & Plum Canyon (City) 0.80 C 0.76 C 0.80 C 0.77 C
14. Bouquet Canyon & Newhall Ranch
(City) 1.02 F 1.16 F 1.00 E 1.17 F
15. Bouquet Canyon & Soledad Canyon
(City) 0.72 C 1.03 F 0.72 C 1.03 F
16. Railroad & Lyons (City) 0.62 B 0.81 D 0.54 A 0.72
17. Sierra Highway & Newhall (City) 1.31 F 1.29 F 1.16 F 1.15 F
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Existing Area Plan and OVOV Area Plan and
General Plan General Plan
AM Peak PM Peak AM Peak PM Peak
Hour Hour Hour Hour
Intersection (Location) ICU LOS ICU [LOS ICU [LOS ICU LOS
18. Whites Canyon & Soledad Canyon
(City) 0.89 D 0.92 E 0.86 D 0.91 E
19. Sierra Highway & Soledad Canyon
(City) 0.90 D 1.23 F 0.86 D 1.10 F
20. Commerce Center & Magic Mountain
(County)* 0.76 C 0.74 C 0.76 C 0.77 C
21. Pico Canyon & Valencia Boulevard
(County) * 0.85 D 0.98 E 0.75 C 0.81 D
22. Magic Mountain & Via Princessa (City) *  0.57 A 0.80 C 0.61 A 0.79 C
23. Golden Valley & Via Princessa (City) * 0.91 E 0.83 D 0.88 D 0.76 C
Average 0.90 D 1.09 F 0.90 D 1.08 F
Intersection Configurations Under Proposed Highway Plan

1. The Old Road & Rye Canyon (County) 0.70 B 1.00 E 0.85 D 0.99 E
2. The Old Road & Magic Mountain
(County) 0.79 C 0.84 D 0.78 C 0.86 D
3. The Old Road & Valencia (County) 0.85 D 0.92 E 0.84 D 0.95 E
4. The Old Road & McBean (County) 0.68 B 0.95 E 0.65 B 0.90 D
5. The Old Road & Pico Canyon (County) 0.96 E 1.07 F 0.85 D 0.97 E
6. Rye/Copper Hill & Newhall Ranch (City)  0.85 D 0.89 D 0.81 D 0.89 D
7. McBean & Newhall Ranch (City) 0.80 C 0.88 D 0.83 D 0.89 D
8. McBean & Magic Mountain (City) 0.75 C 0.93 E 0.77 C 0.95 E
9. McBean & Valencia (City) 0.66 B 0.85 D 0.70 B 0.87 D
10. Orchard Village & McBean (City) 0.79 C 0.97 E 0.78 C 0.98 E
11. Orchard Village & Wiley Canyon (City)  0.74 C 0.98 E 0.78 C 0.98 E
12. Valencia & Magic Mountain (City) 0.83 D 0.95 E 0.82 D 0.86 D
13. Bouquet Canyon & Plum Canyon (City)  0.80 C 0.76 C 0.80 C 0.77 C
14. Bouquet Canyon & Newhall Ranch
(City) 0.94 E 0.87 D 0.89 D 0.89 D
15. Bouquet Canyon & Soledad Canyon
(City) 0.72 0.94 E 0.72 C 0.94 E
16. Railroad & Lyons (City) 0.62 B 0.81 D 0.54 A 0.72
17. Sierra Highway & Newhall (City) 1.11 0.98 E 0.89 D 0.84 D
18. Whites Canyon & Soledad Canyon
(City) 0.80 C 0.92 E 0.80 C 0.90 D
19. Sierra Highway & Soledad Canyon
(City) 0.88 D 0.88 D 0.86 D 0.89 D
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Existing Area Plan and OVOV Area Plan and
General Plan General Plan
AM Peak PM Peak AM Peak PM Peak
Hour Hour Hour Hour
Intersection (Location) ICU LOS ICU LOS ICU LOS ICU LOS
20. Commerce Center & Magic Mountain
(County) * 076 C 0.74 C 0.76 C 0.77 C

21. Pico Canyon & Valencia Boulevard

(County) * 0.85 D 0.98 E 0.75 C 0.81 D
22. Magic Mountain & Via Princessa (City) * 0.57 A 0.80 C 0.61 B 0.81 D
23. Golden Valley & Via Princessa (City) * 0.91 E 0.83 D 0.88 D 0.76 C
Average 0.80 C 0.90 D 0.78 C 0.88 D

Source: Austin-Foust Associates, Inc. 2009.
* Denotes a future intersection.

Vehicle Miles Traveled

The traffic forecasting process utilized by the SCVCTM also calculates vehicle miles travelled (VMT)
based on the geographical placement of land uses within an area and the number of trips they generate.
Table 3.2-10, Trip Length and VMT Comparison — Existing County Area Plan and City General Plan
Buildout vs. OVOV Buildout, provides a comparison between total ADT, VMT and trip length under
buildout of the existing and proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan. The table shows that the
total number of vehicle trips under buildout of the proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan is
approximately one percent lower than those under buildout of the existing County Area Plan and City
General Plan. The table also shows that total VMT is reduced by approximately 15 percent and the
average trip length is reduced by approximately 1.9 miles. The amount of VMT is reduced due to the land
use designations between the existing Area Plan and City General Plan and the proposed Area Plan and
General Plan. As described in Section 3.1, Land Use and Planning, the proposed Area Plan would
decrease by 10,224 acres of rural land, increase 9,417 acres of urban residential (includes mixed uses), and

would increase by 1,897 acres of commercial and industrial land uses.
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Table 3.2-10
Trip Length and VMT Comparison — Existing County Area Plan and City General Plan Buildout vs.
OVOV Buildout
Average Trip Length
Scenario ADT Total VMT (miles)
Existing County Area Plan and City General Plan at
Buildout 1,874,000 25,373,000 13.5
Proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan at
Buildout 1,860,000 21,532,000 11.6
-14,000 -3,841,000 1.9
Difference
-1% -15% -14%

Source: Santa Clarita Valley Consolidated Traffic Model (SCVCTM)
ADT = Average Daily Trips
VMT = Vehicle Miles Traveled (daily)

Analysis of Proposed Area Plan Policies

The technical analysis above provides a general overview of long-term impacts to various arterial
roadway segments and principal intersections in the OVOV Planning Area. However, impacts on
roadway segments and intersections would be assessed on a project by project basis as buildout of the
proposed Area Plan occurs; the actual impacts are dependent on the uses proposed by each individual
project. In order to ensure that impacts to roadway segments and intersections would be minimized, the
proposed Area Plan contains several policies intended to increase mobility, ensure the funding of

transportation improvements, and reduce vehicle trips.

The proposed Area Plan would promote transit-oriented development (Policy C 1.2.1), mixed-use
development (Policy C 1.2.5), and walkable and bicycle-friendly communities (Policies C 1.2.2 and 1.2.12)
that place housing and businesses in close proximity and connect such uses to alternative modes of
transportation. Development would be oriented around public transit and pedestrian circulation via
flexible roadway design and parking standards (Policies C 1.2.4 and C 1.2.6), smaller blocks (Policy
C1.2.7), unified neighborhoods (Policy C 1.2.10) and the provision of the right-of-way for non-vehicular
transportation modes (Policy C 1.2.9). Smart growth concepts would be followed to reduce VMT (Policy
C 1.2.11). Additionally, the location, availability, and accessibility of transit would be considered in the
evaluation of new development plans (Policy C 1.2.12), and new commercial and industrial development
would be required to provide walkway connections to public sidewalks and transit stops, where

available (Policy C 1.2.3).
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Another objective of the proposed Area Plan is to ensure that funding and phasing of new transportation
improvements as growth occurs in the County’s Planning Area. The County would require that new
development would construct or provide its fair share of the cost of transportation improvements, and
that required improvements or in-lieu contributions are in place to support the development prior to

occupancy (Policy C 2.6.1). The County would also consider implementation of a joint City/County
transportation management system impact fee to better address traffic impacts that cannot be mitigated
(Policy C 2.6.2). The County would work with other local, regional, state and federal agencies in
identifying funding alternatives for the Santa Clarita Valley’s transportation systems (Policy C 2.6.3).
These policies would help maintain a functional and adequate transportation system throughout the

Santa Clarita Valley.

To further reduce VMT, the proposed Area Plan would require trip reduction measures in evaluating
new development projects (Policy C 3.1.1:), promote home-based business and live-work units as a
means of reducing home-to-work trips (Policy C 3.1.2), promote the use of flexible work schedules
(Policy C 3.1.3), promote employee incentives to encourage alternative travel modes to work (Policy
C3.1.4), promote the use of van pools and car pools (Policy C 3.1.5), and promote the provision of
showers within businesses to encourage bicycling to work (Policy C 3.1.6). All of these policies represent

ways in which the County would promote the use of travel demand strategies to reduce vehicle trips.
Proposed Area Plan Policies

Policy C1.2.1: Develop coordinated plans for land use, circulation, and transit to promote
transit-oriented development that concentrates higher density housing,

employment, and commercial areas in proximity to transit corridors.

Policy C1.2.2: Create walkable communities, with paseos and walkways connecting residential
neighborhoods to multi-modal transportation services such as bus stops and rail

stations.

Policy C1.2.3: Require that new commercial and industrial development provide walkway

connections to public sidewalks and transit stops, where available.

Policy C 1.2.4: Consider location, availability, and accessibility of transit in evaluating new

development plans.

Policy C 1.2.5: Encourage compact development and mixed uses to locate housing, workplaces,

and services within walking or bicycling distance of each other.
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Policy C 1.2.6:

Policy C1.2.7:

Policy C1.2.9:

Policy C 1.2.10:

Policy C 1.2.11:

Policy C 1.2.12:

Policy C 2.6.1:

Policy C 2.6.2:

Policy C 2.6.3:

Policy C 3.1.1:

Policy C 3.1.2:

Policy C 3.1.3:

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023
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Provide flexible standards for parking and roadway design in transit-oriented

development areas to promote transit use, where appropriate.

In pedestrian-oriented areas, provide a highly connected circulation grid with

relatively small blocks to encourage walking.

Emphasize providing right-of-way for non-vehicular transportation modes so
that walking and bicycling are the easiest, most convenient modes of

transportation available for short trips.

Protect communities by discouraging the construction of facilities that sever

residential neighborhoods.
Reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) through the use of smart growth concepts.

Balance the anticipated volume of people and goods movement with the need to

maintain a walkable and bicycle friendly environment.

Require that new development construct or provide its fair share of the cost of
transportation improvements, and that required improvements or in-lieu

contributions are in place to support the development prior to occupancy.

Evaluate the feasibility of establishing a joint City/County Intelligent
Transportation Management System (ITMS) impact fee for new development
that is unable to otherwise mitigate its impacts to the roadway system through

implementation of the adopted Highway Plan.

Support local, regional, state and federal agencies in identifying and

implementing funding alternatives for the Valley’s transportation systems.

In evaluating new development projects, require trip reduction measures as

feasible to relieve congestion and reduce air pollution from vehicle emissions.

Promote home-based businesses and live-work units as a means of reducing

home-to-work trips.

Promote the use of flexible work schedules and telecommuting to reduce home

to work trips.
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Policy C 3.1.4: Promote the use of employee incentives to encourage alternative travel modes to
work.

Policy C 3.1.5: Promote the use of van pools, car pools, and shuttles to encourage trip reduction.

Policy C 3.1.6: Promote the provision of showers and lockers within businesses and

employment centers, in order to encourage opportunities for employees to

bicycle to work.

Effectiveness of Proposed Area Plan Policies

The proposed Area Plan would promote denser, transit-oriented development in areas where transit use
is already high. Emphasis is also placed on introducing mixed-use development in order to allow
residents to reach services in ways that are not exclusively automobile-dependent, such as by walking,
biking and transit. Grouping mixed uses together also reduces the need for residents to make multiple
vehicle trips to obtain services and reach employment centers, resulting in a net reduction in the number
of vehicles on the roadway. The proposed OVOV land uses also represent a reduction in residential
dwelling units of approximately 4 percent and an increase in office square footage of approximately
21 percent in comparison to the current County Area Plan and City General Plan. This change results in
an improved jobs-to-housing balance for the Santa Clarita Valley, which reduces the need for residents to
commute outside of the Valley for employment. For these reasons, trip generation, VMT, and impacts on
arterial roadways and intersections would be incrementally reduced with the proposed County Area Plan
and City General Plan in place of the current County Area Plan and City General Plan. Therefore, impacts

would be less than significant.

Impact 3.19-2 Implementation of the proposed Area Plan could exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the County

Congestion Management Agency for designated roads or highways.

In conformance with the Los Angeles County CMP, the maximum acceptable level of service on CMP
roadways within the OVOV Planning Area is LOS E. As previously stated, the following CMP roadways
are located within the OVOV Planning Area:

Freeways

e -5 Freeway

e SR-14 Freeway

Impact Sciences, Inc. 3.2-50 One Valley One Vision Draft Program EIR
0112.023 County of Los Angeles Area Plan
September 2009



3.2 Transportation and Circulation

Arterial Roadway Segments

e SR-126 Expressway

e Sierra Highway from Newhall Avenue to the SR-14 freeway at Red Rover Mine Road
e Magic Mountain Parkway from the I-5 freeway to Railroad Avenue

¢ Railroad Avenue/Newhall Avenue from Magic Mountain Parkway to the SR-14 freeway

As shown in Table 3.2-8, each of the four CMP arterial roadway segments would operate at LOS E or
better under the proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan. Therefore, the following analysis
evaluates impacts on the I-5 and SR-14 freeways. Caltrans has identified proposed improvements to the
I5 freeway through the Santa Clarita Valley. Caltrans currently proposes to add additional lanes to the
I-5 freeway between the SR-14 interchange and the Parker Road interchange, a distance of approximately
13.6 miles. This includes extending the existing HOV lanes from the SR-14 interchange to just south of the
Parker Road interchange, incorporating truck climbing lanes from the SR-14 interchange to the Pico
Canyon Road/Lyons Avenue interchange, and constructing and/or extending auxiliary lanes between

interchanges at six locations.

The North County Combined Highway Corridors Study, a joint study sponsored in part by Metro,
Caltrans, the County of Los Angeles, and the City of Santa Clarita, identified the SR-14 freeway through
the OVOV area as needing additional lanes to accommodate existing and anticipated increases in traffic
volumes. The study identified a short-range plan to complete the mainline to a minimum of three lanes in
each direction, and a long-range plan to complete the mainline to four lanes in each direction between the
Newhall Avenue interchange and the Sand Canyon interchange, and to add a dedicated truck lane

between the I-5 freeway and the Placerita Canyon Road interchange.

The study also identified a short-range plan to convert the existing HOV lanes to a reversible HOV lane
configuration that would provide three HOV lanes in the peak travel direction. However, subsequent
planning efforts by Caltrans and Metro have focused on utilizing two conventional (i.e., non-reversible)
HOV lanes in each direction in-lieu of reversible HOV lanes. Caltrans is currently constructing HOV lane
direct connectors between the existing SR-14 HOV lanes and the existing I-5 HOV lanes. This project is
estimated to be completed by 2013.

A summary of ADT volumes, as well as AM and PM peak hour traffic volumes, is provided in Table
3.2-11, Freeway Segment Level of Service for six key freeway segments within the OVOV Planning Area.

The freeway LOS ratings are presented for both the existing number of lanes and the planned number of
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lanes described above. As shown in the table, all six freeway segments, except for the I-5 freeway south of
the Parker Interchange, would operate at LOS F during both peak hours under buildout of the current or
proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan if the additional freeway lanes are not added.
However, with incorporation of the additional freeway lanes described above, the number of segments
operating at LOS F during both peak hours would be reduced to the following three segments under
buildout of the existing County Area Plan and City General Plan:

e SR-14 south of Aqua Dulce Interchange;
e SR-14 south of Sierra Highway Interchange; and

e  SR-14 north of I-5 Interchange.

Under buildout of the proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan, the number of segments
operating at LOS F during both peak hours would be further reduced to the following two segments with

incorporation of the additional freeway lanes.
e SR-14 south of Aqua Dulce Interchange; and

e SR-14 south of Sierra Highway Interchange.

Therefore, traffic impacts on each freeway segment would be incrementally lower under the proposed

County Area Plan and City General Plan than the existing City General Plan and County Area Plan.

Table 3.2-11
Freeway Segment Level of Service

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Segment NB SB NB SB
Existine I Confi .
I-5 south of Parker Interchange
Existing Conditions A A B B
Current GP C D
Proposed OVOV GP C D
I-5 south of Valencia Interchange
Existing Conditions C C
Current GP
Proposed OVOV GP
I-5 north of SR-14 Interchange
Existing Conditions A F D E
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AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Segment NB SB NB SB
Current GP
Proposed OVOV GP
SR-14 south of Aqua Dulce Interchange
Existing Conditions A C C B
Current GP C F F
Proposed OVOV GP B F F B
SR-14 south of Sierra Highway Interchange
Existing Conditions A C D B
Current GP B
Proposed OVOV GP B F F C
SR-14 north of I-5 Interchange
Existing Conditions A C C B
Current GP C F
Proposed OVOV GP B F F C
Planned Freeway Configuration
I-5 south of Parker Interchange
Current GP C C D D
Proposed OVOV GP B C D D
I-5 south of Valencia Interchange
Current GP D E
Proposed OVOV GP D
I-5 north of SR-14 Interchange
Current GP D D E D
Proposed OVOV GP C C D D
SR-14 south of Aqua Dulce Interchange
Current GP B
Proposed OVOV GP A F F B
SR-14 south of Sierra Highway Interchange
Current GP
Proposed OVOV GP B F F B
SR-14 north of I-5 Interchange
Current GP
Proposed OVOV GP B E E B
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Analysis of Proposed Area Plan Policies

The proposed Area Plan contains two policies that specifically address impacts to CMP arterial roadway
and freeway segments. The County would continue to coordinate with Metro to implement the CMP for
designated roadways (Policy C 1.3.1), and continue to coordinate with Caltrans on circulation and land
use decisions that could affect I-5, SR-14, and SR-126 (Policy C 1.3.4) to increase capacity and improve

operations on these roadways.
Proposed Area Plan Policies

Policy C1.3.1: Continue coordinating with the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA or
Metro) to implement the County’s Congestion Management Program (CMP) for
designated CMP roadways.

Policy C 1.3.4: Continue coordination with Caltrans on circulation and land use decisions that
may affect Interstate 5, State Route 14, and State Route 126, and support

programs to increase capacity and improve operations on these highways.

Effectiveness of Proposed Area Plan Policies

Adherence to the proposed Area Plan policies would ensure that the planned improvements to the I-5
and SR-14 freeways would be implemented. With these roadway improvements, operating conditions
along both freeways would improve. These proposed policies would be supported by the increased
coordination between the County and City regarding land use and transportation improvements, an

opportunity provided through the OVOV planning process.

As shown in Tables 3.2-8 and 3.2-11, operating conditions along CMP roadways would improve with
buildout of the proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan in place of the current County Area
Plan and City General Plan. Since the proposed County Area Plan and City General Plan would

incrementally improve, rather than worsen, impacts to CMP roadways would be less than significant.

Impact 3.2-3 Implementation of the proposed Area Plan would not result in a change in air
traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in

location that results in substantial safety risks.

The proposed Area Plan would result in a significant impact to air traffic patterns if it would cause an
increase in air traffic levels or introduce incompatible land uses. Buildout of the proposed Area Plan

would not result in the development of a new airport within the OVOV Planning Area nor would it
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introduce new land uses that could prevent safety hazards to air traffic. The proposed Area Plan contains

apolicy to ensure consistency with the County’s Airport Land Use Plan as it pertains to the Agua Dulce

Airport (Policy C 1.3.5).
Proposed Area Plan Policies

Policy C 1.3.5: Ensure consistency with the County’s adopted Airport Land Use Plan as it
pertains to the Agua Dulce Airport, in order to mitigate aviation-related hazards

and protect airport operations from encroachment by incompatible uses.

Effectiveness of Proposed Area Plan Policies

The proposed Area Plan policy ensures consistency with the Airport Land Use Plan for the Agua Dulce
Airport, the only airport that influences land use within the OVOV Planning Area. Since no other airport
land use plans are applicable to development within the OVOV Planning Area, the above policy is

considered effective. Impacts would be less than significant.

Impact 3.2-4 Implementation of the proposed Area Plan would not substantially increase
hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections)

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

The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that enhance their safety.
These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways and other improvements under the
proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due
to roadway design features would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed
Area Plan occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would reduce the

potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and physical
conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed through the Capital
Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County would apply consistent standards
throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by
designating roadways based on their functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent
standard street cross sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project
with each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy C 2.2.5).
Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through traffic-calming devices,

shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6). Where practical, the use of a grid or
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modified grid street system would be encouraged (Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be

designed to create logical and understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic
(Policy C 2.2.8). As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should function safely and
effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control devices to slow or deflect traffic. For
intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way intersections would be preferred over offset
intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private streets would typically be constructed to standards for public

rights-of-way (Policy C 2.2.12).
Proposed Area Plan Policies

Policy C 2.1.5: Periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and physical

conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed

through the Capital Improvement Program.

Policy C 2.2.1: Designate roadways within the planning area based on their functional

classification as shown on Exhibit C 2.

Policy C 2.2.2: Adopt consistent standard street cross sections for City and County roadways in

the planning area, as shown on Exhibit C 3.

Policy C 2.2.3: Coordinate circulation plans of new development projects with each other and

the surrounding street network, within both City and County areas.

Policy C 2.2.5: Adopt common standards for pavement width in consideration of capacity needs
to serve projected travel demand, provided that a reduction in pavement width
may be allowed in order to reduce traffic speeds, protect resources, enhance
pedestrian mobility, or as otherwise deemed appropriate by the reviewing

authority.

Policy C 2.2.6: Within residential neighborhoods, promote the design of “healthy streets” which

may include reduced pavement width, shorter block length, provision of on-
street parking, traffic-calming devices, bike routes and pedestrian connectivity,

landscaped parkways, and canopy street trees.

Policy C 2.2.7: Where practical, encourage the use of grid or modified grid street systems to

increase connectivity and walkability; where cul-de-sacs are provided, promote
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the use of walkways connecting cul-de-sac bulbs to adjacent streets and/or
facilities to facilitate pedestrian access; where street connectivity is limited and
pedestrian routes are spaced over 500 feet apart, promote the use of intermediate

pedestrian connections through or between blocks.

Policy C 2.2.8: Design local street patterns to create logical and understandable travel paths for
users and to provide access between neighborhoods for local residents while
discouraging cut-through traffic; cul-de-sac length should not exceed 600 feet,
and “dog-leg” cul-de-sacs with one or more turns between the bulb and the

outlet should be avoided where possible.

Policy C 2.2.10: The street system design, including block length, width, horizontal and vertical
alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should function safely and
effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control devices to

slow or deflect traffic.

Policy C 2.2.11: For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way intersections are

preferred over offset intersections.

Policy C 2.2.12: Private streets, other than driveways and alleyways typically associated with
multi-family development, should be constructed to standards for public rights-

of-way, except as otherwise approved by the reviewing agency.

Effectiveness of Proposed Area Plan Policies

Implementation of the proposed Area Plan policies would establish several roadway design standards for
future development within the County’s Planning Area. They would promote standards pertaining to
roadway width, block length, street parking, and other features to achieve safe design. Additionally, the
County would monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and the physical conditions of the
existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed. Since the proposed Area Plan would provide
the framework to avoid roadway hazards, as opposed to increasing their occurrence, impacts would be

less than significant.
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Impact 3.2-5 Implementation of the proposed Area Plan would not result in inadequate

emergency access.

Emergency access would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan contains several policies intended to ensure that adequate
emergency access is maintained throughout the Santa Clarita Valley. In order to promote mobility within
the roadway network, the proposed Area Plan seeks to limit excessive cross traffic, access points, and
turning movements on arterial highways; and enforce the appropriate spacing of traffic signals (Policy C
2.1.1), enhance connectivity of the roadway network through such methods as grade separations and
bridges (Policy C 2.1.2), enhance the capacity of the roadway system by upgrading intersections when
necessary (Policy C 2.1.3), ensure that the future dedication and acquisitions of roadways are based on
projected demand (Policy C 2.1.5), and implement the construction of paved crossover points through

medians for emergency vehicles (Policy C 2.2.9).

Additionally, the proposed Area Plan would facilitate consideration of the needs for emergency access in
transportation planning. The County would maintain a current evacuation plan (Policy C 2.5.1), ensure
that new development is provided with adequate emergency and/or secondary access, including two
points of ingress and egress for most subdivisions (Policy C 2.5.2), require visible street name signage
(Policy C 2.5.3), and provide directional signage to the I-5 and SR-14 freeways at key intersections to

assist in emergency evacuation operations (Policy C 2.5.4).
Proposed Area Plan Policies

Policy C 2.1.1: Protect mobility on arterial highways by limiting excessive cross traffic, access
points, and turning movements; traffic signals on arterial highways should be
spaced at least ¥2-mile apart, and the minimum allowable separation should be at

least Ya-mile.

Policy C 2.1.2: Enhance connectivity of the roadway network to the extent feasible given the
constraints of topography, existing development patterns, and environmental
resources, by constructing grade separations and bridges; connecting
discontinuous streets; extending secondary access into areas where needed;
prohibiting gates on public streets; and other improvements as deemed

appropriate based on traffic analysis.
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Policy C 2.1.3: Protect and enhance the capacity of the roadway system by upgrading
intersections to meet level of service standards, widening and/or restriping for

additional lanes, synchronizing traffic signals, and other means as appropriate.

Policy C 2.1.4: Ensure that future dedication and acquisition of right-of-way is based on the

adopted Circulation Plan, proposed land uses, and projected demand.

Policy C 2.2.9: Medians constructed in arterial streets should be provided with paved crossover

points for emergency vehicles, where deemed necessary by the Fire Department.
Policy C 2.5.1: Maintain a current evacuation plan as part of emergency response planning.

Policy C 2.5.2: Ensure that new development is provided with adequate emergency and/or
secondary access for purposes of evacuation and emergency response; require
two points of ingress and egress for every subdivision or phase thereof, except as
otherwise approved for small subdivisions where physical constraints preclude a

second access point.

Policy C 2.5.3: Require provision of visible street name signs and addresses on all development

to aid in emergency response.

Policy C 2.5.4: Provide directional signage to Interstate 5 and State Route 14 at key intersections

in the Valley, to assist emergency evacuation operations.

Effectiveness of Proposed Area Plan Policies

The proposed Area Plan policies are designed to maintain adequate emergency access throughout the
County’s Planning Area. They would promote mobility to allow for acceptable response times by
emergency vehicles, and ensure emergency access to various types of properties. Additionally, the
County would maintain a current evacuation plan. Since the proposed Area Plan would provide the

framework to ensure adequate emergency access, impacts would be less than significant.

Impact 3.2-6 Implementation of the proposed Area Plan would not generate a parking

demand that exceeds municipal code-required parking capacity.

Parking demand and capacity would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the
proposed Area Plan occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan contains several policies intended to

maintain adequate parking supply throughout the Santa Clarita Valley, while allowing flexibility where
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appropriate. The proposed Area Plan would facilitate the use of various parking management strategies.
These include evaluating parking standards and reducing requirements where they exceed demand
(Policy C 3.3.1), providing common parking facilities in pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use districts (Policy
C 3.3.2), promoting shared use of parking between businesses (Policy C 3.3.3), providing lower parking
requirements for transit-oriented development projects (Policy C 3.3.4), and encouraging short-term
parking in high-activity areas and all-day parking at the periphery of those areas (Policy C 3.3.5).
Additionally, the County would adopt regulations for truck parking on public streets (Policy C 2.4.4).

Proposed Area Plan Policies

Policy C 2.4.4: Adopt regulations for truck parking on public streets, to avoid impacts to

residential neighborhoods.

Policy C 3.3.1: Evaluate parking standards and reduce requirements where appropriate, based

on data showing that requirements are in excess of demand.

Policy C 3.3.2: In pedestrian-oriented, high density mixed use districts, provide for common

parking facilities to serve the district, where appropriate.

Policy C 3.3.3: Promote shared use of parking facilities between businesses with complementary

uses and hours, where feasible.

Policy C 3.3.4: Within transit-oriented development projects, consider providing incentives such
as higher floor area ratio and/or lower parking requirements for commercial

development that provides transit and ride-share programs.

Policy C 3.3.5: Encourage convenient short-term parking in high-activity areas, and all day

parking at the periphery of the development areas.

Effectiveness of Proposed Area Plan Policies

Implementation of the proposed Area Plan policies would allow adjustments to the parking requirements
for individual development projects, where appropriate. For example, to encourage transit-oriented
development, the County may consider lowering the parking requirement if such development provides
transit and ride-share programs. However, such exceptions to the parking requirements of the Los
Angeles County Code would only be granted if those requirements are determined to exceed the project’s
demand. Otherwise, the code requirements, which would be continuously evaluated and, if necessary,

updated, would continue to be enforced. For these reasons, implementation of the proposed Area Plan
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would not generate a parking demand that exceeds code requirements. Therefore, parking demand

impacts would be less than significant.

Impact 3.2-7 Implementation of the proposed Area Plan would not conflict with adopted
policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus

turnouts, bicycle racks).

One of the primary goals of the proposed Area Plan is to promote policies, plans and programs that
support alternative transportation to a greater extent than the existing Area Plan. The proposed Area Plan
contains numerous policies to expand and improve its alternative transportation system. General polices
include promoting expansion of alternative transportation options to all demographic and economic
groups (Policy C 1.1.2), working with local and regional agencies and employers to promote an
integrated, seamless transportation system (Policy C 1.1.3), planning for efficient links between
circulation systems at bus-rail connections and pedestrian-bus connections (Policy C 1.1.5), encouraging
multi-modal travel through provision of bus turnouts, bus rapid transit, bikeways, walkways, and
linkages to trail systems (Policy C 1.1.8), acquiring right-of-way in transportation corridors to
accommodate multiple travel modes (Policy C 1.1.9), providing for flexibility in the transportation system
to accommodate new technologies (Policy C 1.1.10), providing adequate way-finding programs directing
users to transit stations (Policy C 1.1.11), and promoting walking, and bicycling and circulator transit
within activity centers (Policy C 1.1.13). The proposed Area Plan would coordinate land use and
circulation planning to achieve greater accessibility and mobility for users of all travel modes. This
includes providing opportunities and infrastructure to support the use of alternative fuel vehicles and
travel devices (Policy C 3.3.3) and promoting multi-modal travel choices between Palmdale Regional

Airport and the Santa Clarita Valley (Policy C 1.3.6).

The proposed Area Plan also promotes rail service to meet regional and inter-regional needs for
convenient, cost-effective travel alternatives. To maximize the effectiveness of Metrolink’s commuter rail
service, the proposed Area Plan includes policies to develop permanent Metrolink facilities with an
expanded bus transfer station at the Via Princessa station, or at other locations (Policy C 4.1.1), facilitate
extension of a passenger rail line from the Santa Clarita Station to Ventura County (Policy C 4.1.2),
expand commuter services at all Metrolink stations (Policy C 4.1.3), preserve abandoned railroad right-
of-way for future transportation facilities (Policy C 4.1.4), increase rail efficiency and public safety
through street and track improvements and grade separations (Policy C 4.1.5), promote transit-oriented
development near rail stations (Policy C 4.1.6), and facilitate coordination of planning for any future high

speed regional rail systems (Policy C 4.1.7).
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The proposed Area Plan promotes a high speed rail system connecting the Santa Clarita Valley with other
regions, and other regional rail service connections. Policies including working with the Orange Line
Development Authority and other agencies to develop a high speed transportation system (Policies C
4.2.1 and Policy C 4.2.2), and promoting the expansion of Amtrak Rail Service to the Santa Clarita Valley
(Policy C 4.2.3).

In addition to promoting improved rail service, the proposed Area Plan also promotes improved bus
service for the Santa Clarita Valley. The proposed Area Plan seeks to ensure that street patterns and
design standards accommodate bus transit needs. The County would require that new subdivisions
provide for two means of access into and out of the development, in order to provide for transit access,
where feasible (Policy C 5.1.1). For private gated communities, the County would require that the
developer accommodate bus access through the entry gate or provide bus waiting facilities at the project
entry (Policy C 5.1.2). Bus operations would be considered when determining acceptable street designs
(Policy C 5.1.3), and bus stops would be located within %-mile of residential neighborhoods (Policy C
5.1.4). The proposed Area Plan would promote locating and designing bus turnouts such that they would
limit traffic obstruction and would provide sufficient merging length for the bus to re-enter the traffic
flow (Policy C 5.1.5). The feasibility of giving buses priority at signalized intersections to maintain transit
service level standards would be evaluated (Policy 5.1.6). Additional strategies would be considered,
including the provision for bicycles on buses, bicycle parking at transit centers, and park-and-ride lots at

transit stops (Policy C 5.2.5).

Second, the proposed Area Plan seeks to explore opportunities to improve and expand bus transit
service. Supporting policies include providing fixed route service to significant activity areas, and serving
low-density and rural areas with dial-a-ride, flexible fixed routes, or other transit services as deemed
appropriate (Policy C 5.3.1). The County would promote concentrated development patterns in
coordination with transit planning to maximize service efficiency and ridership (Policy C 5.3.2), evaluate
the feasibility of providing “fly-away” bus transit service to various airports (Policy C 5.3.3), and evaluate
the feasibility of providing bus rapid transit for key transit corridors when light-rail is not feasible (Policy

C5.3.4).

To provide adequate funding for the expansion of transit services, the County would incorporate funding
for all modes of transportation in the capital improvement program (Policy C 1.1.9), establish transit
impact fee rates that are based on the actual impacts of new development on the transit system (Policy C
5.4.1), evaluate the feasibility of establishing a joint City/County transit impact fee (Policy C 5.4.2), and
seek funding for transit system improvement from local, state, and federal programs and grants (Policy C

5.4.3).
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Proposed Area Plan Policies

Policy C1.1.2:

Policy C1.1.3:

Policy C 1.1.5:

Policy C 1.1.6:

Policy C1.1.8:

Policy C1.1.9:

Policy C 1.1.10:

Policy C 1.1.11:

Policy C 1.1.13:

Impact Sciences, Inc.
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Promote expansion of alternative transportation options to increase accessibility
to all demographic and economic groups throughout the community, including

mobility-impaired persons, senior citizens, low-income persons, and youth.

Work with local and regional agencies and employers to promote an integrated,
seamless transportation system that meets access needs, including local and
regional bus service, dial-a-ride, taxis, rail, van pools, car pools, bus pools,

bicycling, walking, and automobiles.

Plan for efficient links between circulation systems at appropriate locations,

including but not limited to bus-rail connections and pedestrian-bus connections.

Encourage multi-modal travel through provision of adequate facilities, including
but not limited to bicycle parking and storage, expansion of park-and-ride lots,

and provision of adequate station and transfer facilities in appropriate locations.

Acquire and/or reserve adequate right-of-way in transportation corridors to
accommodate multiple travel modes, including bus turnouts, bus rapid transit

(BRT), bikeways, walkways, and linkages to trail systems.

Incorporate funding for all modes of transportation in the capital improvement
program, and seek funding from all available sources for multi-modal system

development.

Provide for flexibility in the transportation system to accommodate new
technology as it becomes available, in order to reduce trips by vehicles using

fossil fuels where feasible and appropriate.

Promote use of multi-modal facilities by providing adequate and attractive way-
finding programs directing users to transit stations, park-and-ride lots, bicycle

storage, and other facilities.

Design new activity centers and improve existing activity centers to prioritize

walking, bicycling and circulator transit for internal circulation of person-travel.
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Policy C 1.3.6:

Policy C 3.2.3:

Policy C 4.1.1:

Policy C 4.1.2:

Policy C 4.1.3:

Policy C 4.1.4:

Policy C 4.1.5:

Policy C 4.1.6:

Policy C 4.1.7:

Policy C 4.2.1:
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Support the expansion of Palmdale Regional Airport and the extension of multi-
modal travel choices between the airport and the Santa Clarita Valley, in

conformance with regional planning efforts.

When available and feasible, provide opportunities and infrastructure to support

use of alternative fuel vehicles and travel devices.

Develop permanent Metrolink facilities with an expanded bus transfer station
and additional park-and-ride spaces at the Via Princessa station, or other
alternative location as deemed appropriate to meet the travel needs of residents

on the Valley’s east side.

Coordinate with other agencies to facilitate extension of a passenger rail line
from the Santa Clarita Station to Ventura County, which may be used for

Metrolink service.

Continue to expand and improve commuter services, including park-and-ride

lots, bicycle parking and storage, and waiting facilities, at all Metrolink stations.

Encourage the preservation of abandoned railroad right-of-way for future

transportation facilities, where appropriate.

Work with other agencies to increase rail efficiency and public safety through

street and track improvements and grade separations, where needs are

identified.
Provide incentives to promote transit-oriented development near rail stations.

Facilitate coordination of planning for any future high speed regional rail

systems in the Valley with Metrolink services.

Continue to work with the Orange Line Development Authority (OLDA) to plan
for development of an environmentally sensitive high speed transportation
system with a route through the Santa Clarita Valley, including a regional transit
hub with associated infrastructure that would provide connections to the Los

Angeles Basin, Palmdale Regional Airport, and other
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Policy C 4.2.2:

Policy C 4.2.3:

Policy C5.1.1:

Policy C5.1.2:

Policy C5.1.3:

Policy C 5.1.4:

Policy C 5.1.5:

Policy C 5.1.6:

Policy C 5.2.5:

Policy C5.3.1:

Policy C5.3.2:
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Coordinate with other agencies as needed to facilitate planning for other high-

speed rail alternatives in the Santa Clarita Valley.

Promote and encourage the expansion of Amtrak Rail Service to the Santa Clarita

Valley.

Require that new subdivisions provide for two means of access into and out of

the development, in order to provide for transit access, where feasible.

For private gated communities, require the developer to accommodate bus access

through the entry gate, or provide bus waiting facilities at the project entry with

pedestrian connections to residential streets, where appropriate.

Consider the operational characteristics of buses when determining acceptable

street designs, including grades and turning radii.

Provide for location of bus stops within Y-mile of residential neighborhoods, and
include paved bus waiting areas in street improvement plans wherever

appropriate and feasible.

Locate and design bus turnouts to limit traffic obstruction and to provide

sufficient merging length for the bus to re-enter the traffic flow.

Evaluate the feasibility of giving buses priority at signalized intersections to

maintain transit service level standards, where appropriate.

Complementary transportation modes should be interconnected at intermodal

transit centers, including provisions for bicycles on buses, bicycle parking at

transit centers, and park-and-ride at transit stops.

Continue to provide fixed route service to significant activity areas and
neighborhoods with moderate to high density, and serve low-density and rural
areas with dial-a-ride, flexible fixed routes, or other transit services as deemed

appropriate.

Promote concentrated development patterns in coordination with transit

planning to maximize service efficiency and ridership.
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Policy C 5.3.3: Evaluate the feasibility of providing “fly-away” bus transit service to airports
located at Burbank, Palmdale, and Los Angeles, and implement this program

when warranted by demand.

Policy C 5.3.4: Evaluate the feasibility of providing bus rapid transit (BRT) for key transit

corridors when light-rail is not feasible or cost effective.

Policy C 5.4.1: Establish transit impact fee rates that are based on the actual impacts of new
development on the transit system, and regularly monitor and adjust these fees

as needed to ensure adequate mitigation.

Policy C 5.4.2: Evaluate the feasibility of establishing a joint City/County transit impact fee to
equitably distribute the capital costs of transit system expansion to meet the

needs of new development in both County and City areas of the Valley.

Policy C 5.4.3: Seek funding for transit system expansion and improvement from all available

sources, including local, state, and federal programs and grants.

Effectiveness of Proposed Area Plan Policies

The proposed Area Plan policies address the deficiencies in the existing alternative transportation system,
and provide direction for the expansion and improvement of alternative transportation throughout the
Santa Clarita Valley. Several policies encourage the provision of infrastructure to accommodate
alternative modes of transportation, links between bus, rail and pedestrian hubs, and the support of new
transportation technology, among others. Several policies specifically address rail and bus transit service
in the Santa Clarita Valley to ensure new facilities can be adequately accommodated. For example, the
policies seek to provide bus service to locations that are not presently served due to various barriers,
including terrain, infrastructure, street design, and grade separations, and provide for the location of bus
stops with 0.25 mile of residential neighborhoods. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Area Plan
would encourage and enhance, as opposed to conflict with, plans supporting alternative transportation

and impacts would be less than significant.

Impact 3.2-8 Implementation of the proposed Area Plan would not cause a hazard or barrier

for pedestrians or bicyclists.

As discussed above, the proposed Area Plan strongly supports alternative modes of transportation,

including walking and bicycling, to reduce total VMT. Additionally, the proposed Area Plan establishes
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several policies to ensure the safety and mobility of pedestrians and bicyclists. The County would
provide safe and convenient access to safe transit, bikeways, and walkways (Policies C 1.1.1 and C 1.1.4),
consider the safety and convenience of pedestrians and cyclists in the design and development of
transportation systems (Policy C 1.1.7), provide safe pedestrian connections across barriers such as major
traffic corridors, drainage and flood control facilities, and grade separations (Policy C 1.2.8), adopt
consistent standards for implementation of Americans with Disabilities Act requirements (Policy C
2.2.15), and in the development review process prioritize direct pedestrian access between building

entrances, sidewalks and transit stops (Policy C 3.3.6).

The proposed Area Plan seeks to develop a unified and well-maintained bikeway system by adopting
and implementing a coordinated master plan for bikeways for the Santa Clarita Valley. The County
would develop Class 1 bike paths linking neighborhoods to open space and activity areas (Policy C 6.1.1),
provide striped Class 2 bike lanes within the right-of-way for bicycle commuters (Policy C 6.1.2), acquire
right-of-way needed to complete the bicycle circulation system (Policy C 6.1.3), provide signage for Class
3 bike routes or designate alternative routes (Policy C 6.1.4), and plan for continuous bikeways to serve

major destinations (Policy C 6.1.5).

The proposed Area Plan encourages the provision of equipment and facilities to support the use of
bicycles as an alternative means of travel. The County would require bicycle parking at commercial sites
and multi-family housing complexes (Policy C 6.2.1), bicycle racks on transit vehicles (Policy C 6.2.2),
and services for bicycle commuters, such as showers and changing rooms, as part of the review process

for new or substantially altered development (Policy C 6.2.3).

The proposed Area seeks to develop walkable communities through an integrated system of pedestrian
walkways, paseos and trails. The County would consider pedestrian connections within and between
developments in reviewing development proposals (Policy C 7.1.1), promote the extension of pedestrian
access to connect existing walled subdivisions to transit and services (Policy C 7.1.2), consider grade
separated facilities to provide pedestrian connections across barriers (Policy C 7.1.3), develop an
improvement program to connect existing walkways and paseos to transit and services (Policy C 7.1.4),
provide for pedestrian walkways from transit stops and parking areas to businesses, and avoid
placement of uses that would obstruct pedestrian pathways (Policy C 7.1.5), encourage sidewalk access to
building entrances (Policy C 7.1.6), promote use of pedestrian-oriented scale and design features (Policy
C 7.1.7), upgrade streets that are not pedestrian-friendly (Policy C 7.1.8), promote pedestrian-oriented
street design through traffic-calming measures (Policy C 7.1.9), and improve the Santa Clarita Valley’s

multi-use trail system (Policy C 7.1.10).
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Proposed Area Plan Policies

Policy C1.1.1:

Policy C 1.1.4:

Policy C1.1.7:

Policy C1.2.8:

Policy C 2.2.15:

Policy C 3.3.6:

Policy C 6.1.1:

Policy C 6.1.2:

Policy C 6.1.3:

Policy C 6.1.4:
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Reduce dependence on the automobile, particularly single-occupancy vehicle

use, by providing safe and convenient access to transit, bikeways, and walkways.

Promote public health through provision of safe, pleasant, and accessible

walkways, bikeways, and multi-purpose trail systems for residents.

Consider the safety and convenience of the traveling public, including
pedestrians and cyclists, in design and development of all transportation

systems.

Provide safe pedestrian connections across barriers, which may include but are
not limited to major traffic corridors, drainage and flood control facilities, utility

easements, grade separations, and walls.

Adopt consistent standards for implementation of Americans with Disabilities

Act requirements such as curb ramp design and accessible pedestrian signals.

In the development review process, prioritize direct pedestrian access between
building entrances, sidewalks and transit stops, by placing parking behind
buildings where possible, to the sides of buildings when necessary, and always

away from street intersections.

For recreational riders, continue to develop Class 1 bike paths, separated from

the right-of-way, linking neighborhoods to open space and activity areas.

For long-distance riders and those who bicycle to work or services, provide
striped Class 2 bike lanes within the right-of-way, with adequate delineation and

signage, where feasible and appropriate.

Continue to acquire or reserve right-of-way and/or easements needed to

complete the bicycle circulation system as development occurs.

Where inadequate right-of-way exists for Class 1 or 2 bikeways, provide signage

for Class 3 bike routes or designate alternative routes as appropriate.
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Policy C 6.1.5:

Policy C 6.2.1:

Policy C 6.2.2:

Policy C 6.2.3:

Policy C 7.1.1:

Policy C 7.1.2:

Policy C 7.1.3:

Policy C 7.1.4:

Policy C 7.1.5:

Policy C 7.1.6:
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Plan for continuous bikeways to serve major destinations, including but not

limited to regional shopping areas, college campuses, public buildings, parks,

and employment centers.

Require bicycle parking, which can include bicycle lockers and sheltered areas, at
commercial sites and multi-family housing complexes for use by employees and

residents, as well as customers and visitors.

Provide bicycle racks on transit vehicles to give bike-and-ride commuters the

ability to transport their bicycles.

Promote the inclusion of services for bicycle commuters, such as showers and
changing rooms, as part of the review process for new development or

substantial alterations of existing commercial or industrial uses, where

appropriate.

In reviewing new development proposals, consider pedestrian connections
within and between developments as an integral component of the site design,
which may include seating, shading, lighting, directional signage, accessibility,

and convenience.

For existing walled subdivisions, promote the extension of pedestrian access to

connect these neighborhoods to transit and services through public education

and by facilitating retrofitted improvements where feasible.

Where feasible and practical, consider grade separated facilities to provide
pedestrian connections across arterial streets, flood control channels, utility

easements, and other barriers.

Identify and develop an improvement program to connect existing walkways

and paseos to transit and services, where needed and appropriate.

In new commercial development, provide for direct, clearly delineated, and
preferably landscaped pedestrian walkways from transit stops and parking areas

to building entries, and avoid placement of uses (such as drive-through facilities)

in locations that would obstruct pedestrian pathways.

Encourage placement of building entries in locations accessible to public

sidewalks and transit.
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Policy C 7.1.7: Promote use of pedestrian-oriented scale and design features in areas intended

for pedestrian use.

Policy C 7.1.8: Upgrade streets that are not pedestrian-friendly due to lack of sidewalk
connections, safe street crossing points, vehicle sight distance, or other design
deficiencies.

Policy C 7.1.9: Promote pedestrian-oriented street design through traffic-calming measures

where appropriate, which may include but are not limited to bulb-outs or
chokers at intersections, raised crosswalks, refuge islands, striping, and

landscaping.

Policy C 7.1.10: Continue to expand and improve the Valley’s multi-use trail system to provide

additional routes for pedestrian travel.

Effectiveness of Proposed Area Plan Policies

The proposed Area Plan policies would encourage the creation of walkable communities and
neighborhoods within the Santa Clarita Valley by considering pedestrian access in all phases of
development planning, including site design, subdivision design, and public improvement projects.
Intersections would be made more pedestrian-friendly through the installation of traffic calming features
such as striping, landscaping, and pedestrian islands, or construction of pedestrian bridges. Additionally,
the policies seek to create a unified and well-maintained bikeway system, which includes connection of
the gaps in the existing system. The proposed Area Plan has been designed to reduce, as opposed to
cause, hazards and barriers to pedestrians and bicyclists, therefore impacts are considered less than

significant.
MITIGATION FRAMEWORK

Impacts related to transportation and circulation would be less severe under the proposed Area Plan than
under the current one. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation measures are

required.

SIGNIFICANCE OF IMPACT WITH MITIGATION FRAMEWORK

No significant and unavoidable impacts would occur.
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