

















Legend

|___B Resource Management & Development Plan
Spineflower Preserve

Drainage/Jurisdiction Features

Drainage/Jurisdiction Preserved
- Drainage/Jurisdiction Temporarily Impacted
- Drainage/Jurisdiction Permanently Impacted

Drainage/Jurisdiction Converted to Storm Drain
Bank Stabilization Features

[ Drainage/Jurisdiction Newly Created
[ | Proposed Bank Stabilization




3.0 DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVES

would be converted to buried storm drain under this aternative. As stated, two bridge crossings and three
road crossing culverts would be constructed to allow Specific Plan roadways to cross the Potrero Canyon
drainage at the locations shown_in Figure 3.0-21. Refer to Figure 3.0-21 for locations of newly created
drainage, preserved drainage area, permanent drainage impact areas, side drainage bank stabilization
areas, drainage to storm drain conversion areas, and bridge and road crossing locations relative to
jurisdictional areas.

Proposed drainage treatments in Lion Canyon for Alternative 4 are as described previously for both the
proposed Project (Alternative 2) and Alternative 3. Refer to Subsection 3.4.2.1.1 and Figure 3.0-9,
above, for a description of the applicable drainage treatments in Lion Canyon. One road culvert crossing
would be constructed across the mouth of the Ayers Canyon drainage. No other drainage facilities would
be constructed in Ayers Canyon. In addition, the existing six-lane bridge allowing SR-126 to cross the
Castaic Creek drainage would be expanded to eight lanes.

344.1.2 SCP Component (Alternative 4)

Under the SCP component, specific portions of the Specific Plan would be designated as spineflower
preserves. As described in the SCP, the 20.26-acre existing Airport Mesa conservation easement would be
contained within an expanded 53.26-acre spineflower preserve, the 44-acre existing Grapevine Mesa
conservation easement would be designated as an expanded 54.5-acre preserve, a 24.97-acre expanded
spineflower preserve would be established west of the mouth of Potrero Canyon, and a 34.41-acre
expanded preserve would be established west of San Martinez Grande Canyon.

In addition, Alternative 4 would include the establishment of a 72.94-acre preserve within the Entrada
planning area and a 19.82-acre preserve in the VCC planning area. Figure 3.0-22 depicts the Alternative
4 expanded spineflower preserves relative to connectivity between the preserves and the approved and
proposed open space within the SCP study area. Refer to Table 3.0-18, which summarizes the Alternative
4 gpineflower preserve characteristics, including spineflower acreages proposed to be preserved and
taken.

Table3.0-18
Spineflower Preserve Alternatives Summary
Alternative 4
Preserve Spineflower  Spineflower Per cent Per cent
Location Size Preserved I mpacted Preserved Taken
(ac) (ac) (ac) (ac) (ac)
Specific Plan
Airport Mesa 53.26 6.34 2.02 75.9% 24.1%
Grapevine Mesa 54.50 418 0.70 85.7% 14.3%
Potrero 24.97 1.48 0.17 89.7% 10.3%
San Martinez Grande 34.41 2.29 0.00 100.0% 0.0%
Subtotal 167.14 14.30 2.88 83.2% 16.8%
Entrada 72.94 1.64 0.48 77.3% 22.7%
Valencia Commer ce Center 19.82 0.68 0.17 80.0% 20.0%
Grand Total 259.90 16.61 3.53 82.5% 17.5%

Source: Dudek, 2007.
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3.0 DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVES

Table 3.0-19 summarizes each of the Alternative 4 proposed preserve areas and the preserve design
elements, including the core or occupied spineflower population areas, the interior areas within the core
that allow for expansion of the preserves, and the designated buffer, which represents the area within the
preserve between the core perimeter and the outer preserve boundary or urban edge.

Table3.0-19
Alternative 4 Preserve Design
Preserve Statistics Preserve Design Elements
Preserve or ;Srr\’/%?eg 9 CS?CLSSFQ&? g rc<)aa Coré® Buffer’  Expansion®

Specific Plan

Airport Mesa 53.26 6.34 29.27 23.99 22.93

Grapevine Mesa 54.50 418 10.35 4421 6.16

Potrero 24.97 1.48 5.20 19.71 3.72

San Martinez Grande 34.41 2.29 8.24 26.17 5.95

Subtotal 167.14 14.30 53.06 114.07 38.77

Entrada 72.94 164 26.58 46.36 24.94

VCC 19.82 0.68 5.62 14.20 4,94

Grand Total 259.90 16.61 85.26 174.63 68.65

Notes:

1 Proposed preserveisthetotal areawithin the preserve boundary.

2 Cumulative area occupied the total area of mapped spineflower within the preserve between 2002 and 2007.

3 Coreidentifies the perimetered occupied/preserved populations interior to buffer area and preserve boundary.

4 Buffer represents the area within the preserve between the core perimeter and the preserve boundary (urban edge.)
5 Expansion arearepresents the areainterior to the core that is not part of the cumulative area occupied.

Source: Dudek, 2007.

3.4.4.2 Summary Description of Development Facilitated by Alternative 4

If aCWA section 404 permit, Candidate Conservation Agreement, CESA—permit-and-Master Streambed
Alteration Agreement, and CESA permits are issued to permit the regulated activities under Alternative 4,
partia build-out of the Specific Plan would be facilitated. Figure 3.0-23 depicts the RMDP/SCP
Alternative 4 land use plan within the Project area boundary. As shown on Table 3.0-20, the Specific
Plan's approved 20,885 residentia units would be reduced by 164 units to 20,721 units, and the approved
5.55 msf of commercial uses would be reduced by 67,000 square feet.

In addition, as shown on Table 3.0-20, Alternative 4 would partially facilitate a portion of the Entrada
planning area; specificaly, Alternative 4 would reduce Entrada residential by 600 unitsto 1,125 units, but
would not result in a reduction in commercia uses when compared to the proposed Project (Alternative
2). Asto VCC, unlike the proposed Project (Alternative 2), Alternative 4 would eliminate al proposed
commercia development within the VCC planning area, resulting in aloss of over 3.4 msf of commercial
uses when compared to the devel opment facilitated by the proposed Project (Alternative 2).
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'i______j. Spineflower Conservation Plan Boundary

D Resource Managment & Development Plan
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FIGURE 3.0-22

ALTERNATIVE 4 SPINEFLOWER PRESERVES






