








For example, since KOP-1 was determined to be Low to Moderate, 2 points were given to
this KOP. The sum of the various KOP levels adds up to 9 points. When divided by four for
each of the KOP’s, the average is 2.25 points. This average shows that the overall Project
impact is slightly above-Moderate.

VISUAL IMPACT EVALUATION BY KOP
Visual Impact Level Point
Value
KOP-1 Low to Moderate 2
KOP-2 Low to Moderate 2
KOP-3 Moderate 2
KOP-4 Moderate to Moderate High 3
Subtotal 9
Average 2.25

Provided that appropriate landscaping and aesthetic treatments are included, the overall
project impacts to the visual environment for the Lost Hills Road interchange project would
increase the scenic quality available to the commercial buildings users, community residents,
park users, and local and freeway travelers.

F. Cumulative Impacts

A cumulative impact, as defined by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), is the
impact on the environment that results from incremental impact of the action when added to
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless of which agency or
person undertakes such actions. CEQA Guidelines define cumulative impacts as two or more
individual effects which, when considered together, are considerable or which compound or
increase other environmental impacts. Cumulative impacts can result from individually
minor, but collectively major, actions taking place over a period of time.

The proposed widening of the Lost Hills Bridge and the US-101 northbound cloverleaf on-
ramp and off-ramp would be a continuation of transportation improvements along Lost Hills
Road and the US-101 in Calabasas to improve traffic flow to accommodate existing
conditions and future needs. These improvements are anticipated to reduce the traffic
queues while also improving motorist and pedestrian safety.

The wider and higher bridge structure and new on/off-ramps will increase the built
environment of the proposed project area and reduce and replace the amount of natural
landscape views/features with less visually desirable vertical hardscape/paving elements. The
planned future construction of The Summit commercial center on the south side of the US-
101, just east of Lost Hills Road will add to the built environment of the area.
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VII. VISUAL MITIGATION

Both Caltrans and the FHWA mandate that a qualitative/aesthetic approach be taken to
mitigate for visual quality loss in the project area. This Visual Impact Assessment adheres to
the letter and the spirit of FHWA requirements as it addresses the actual cumulative loss of
visual quality that would occur in the project viewshed when the project is implemented. It
also presents mitigation measures that could more readily generate public acceptance of the
project.

Visual mitigation for adverse project impacts addressed in the key view assessments and
summarized in the previous section will consist of adhering to the following design
requirements in cooperation with A Caltrans Landscape Architect. The requirements are
arranged by project feature and include design options in order of effectiveness. All visual
mitigation will be designed and implemented with the concurrence of the Caltrans District
Landscape Architect.

A. Widening of the Existing Lost Hills Road Mitigation Measures

The proposed widening of the existing Lost Hills Road is to relieve the current traffic on
Lost Hills Road as well as the traffic merging from/to the US-101 on and off-ramps. This
interchange experiences a considerable amount of pedestrian and motor traffic largely
from the residential community described in KOP-3 during peak morning and afternoon
hours.

As the proposed widening of Lost Hills Road would replace an existing bridge with a
wider and higher bridge structure, it would create a low visual impact change to the
viewers (as opposed to a high visual change when a structure would be placed where
none previously was). Therefore it is assumed that limited landscaping mitigation would
be required to mitigate the proposed project.

Mitigation measures for the bridge abutment walls and the bridge structure itself can
include a combination of color, texture, and embossing treatments as well as plantings
(such as selected vines and groundcovers).

As the lack of sun exposure will most likely not be conducive to supporting healthy
planting on the slopes underneath the bridge, slope paving with color, texture, and
embossing treatments complementary to or the same as the bridge structure can mitigate
the visual appearance of the area underneath the overcrossing.

The City supports the bridge widening alternative that includes a sidewalk on the west
side of the street. The sidewalk should support the projected increase in pedestrian
volume through the years.

The proposed widening of Lost Hills Road would create a low visual impact change to the
viewers, therefore it is assumed that limited landscaping mitigation would be required.
Sensitivity to preserving motorist and pedestrian sightlines will be critical for maintaining
safety.
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B. Cloverleaf Alternative Mitigation Measures

In the northeast quadrant, a cloverleaf would be added as a northbound on-ramp and a
northbound off-ramp would also be added (just to the north of the cloverleaf). The
existing Lost Hills Road overcrossing would be widened and built at a higher elevation.
Both on/off-ramp would be located north of their existing location. Motorists traveling
along the US-101 northbound and southbound on- and off-ramps would be subject to
traffic light controls as they ingress onto and egress from Lost Hills Road. Motorists on
Canwood Street as well as Lost Hills Road would be subject to traffic light controls at the
T-intersection of Canwood Street with Lost Hills Road.

The proposed cloverleaf on-ramp and off-ramp would create the highest visual change in
the Project area because the hillside would need to be cut into and possibly require a
retaining wall to be installed.

Since the proposed on/off ramps would be situated at eye level and slope downward to
below the grade of the freeway, motorists in any freeway lane other than the far right lane
would most likely have their view of the ramps blocked by the freeway itself or other
vehicles also traveling on the US-101. In addition, the northbound views of the proposed
ramps would be mostly obstructed by the hillsides along the north side of the freeway.
Any motorist viewing the ramps (while not actually using the ramps) would be subjected
to the view for only a very brief duration passing at the posted traveling speeds as they
come into the immediate area of the ramps.

With a moderate viewership of the mostly obstructed Project creating a moderate visual
impact, it is anticipated that new landscaping could adequately mitigate the visual
impacts of the proposed ramps.

Motorists using the proposed ramps and the viewers on Canwood Street and Lost Hills
Road north of the US-101 will have the longest views of the on/off-ramps. This moderate
amount of viewership could adequately have their views mitigated with the addition of
landscape planting within the proposed ramps’ cloverleaf loops. The variety of Coastal
Live Oaks, Western Redbuds, Toyon and Mexican Sage could grow to provide the
necessary screening within 5 years.

While the view of the actual on/off-ramps would be primarily limited to the northbound
motorists in the far right lane on the US-101 (and the view would be only when the
motorists are in the immediate area at the ramps), the motorists on the proposed ramps
themselves, and the motorists on Canwood Street and Lost Hills Road (north of the US-
101), the view of the cut hillside and possible retaining wall would be visible to all
motorists traveling on the freeway as well as the north bound travelers on the Lost Hills
Road overcrossing.

Depending on the height and length of the possible retaining wall, mitigation measures

for the retaining wall could include a combination of color, texture, and embossing
treatments as well as plantings (such as vines).
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