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Introduction

Foreword
Nancy L.C. Steele, D.Env.
President, Altadena Foothills Conservancy

As urban city dwellers, we look up to the mountains for inspiration 
and refreshment, imagining the days when we can take a hike, ride a 
bike or horse, play in the water, or just relax. The hunger for the beauty 
of the mountains is innate in humans; nourishment for the soul is as 
important as nourishment for the body. As John Muir said “Everybody 
needs beauty as well as bread, places to play in and pray in, where 
nature may heal and cheer and give strength to body and soul alike” 
(Muir 1992). In 2008, for the first time in history, more than half of the 
world’s population lives in towns and cities (UNFPA 2007), thus it is 
more important than ever to preserve our remaining places where we 
can still “play in and pray in.”

In the foothill region, the San Gabriel Mountains frame our existence. 
Living here, we enjoy cooler evenings, more rainfall, and wildlife 
viewing from the porch. On the downside, we are at higher risk from 
wildfire, floods, and encounters with dangerous wildlife. We accept 
the risks as the price we pay for living in close proximity to wild nature. 
Yet it is our love for the mountains that threatens to destroy them. 
People bring their dogs and cats, which harass and kill wildlife and 
contaminate water with their droppings, and plant landscapes with 
species that invade the forest and crowd out native plants, displacing 
native animals. More people on trails cause increased erosion and 
threaten the peace as bike riders, equestrians, and hikers all try to 
co-exist in the same spaces. How will we continue to co-exist with the 
mountains?

The Emerald Horseshoe Concept Plan provides us with a framework 
in which to explore opportunities for co-existence through protection 
of our remaining wild places while at the same time enhancing our 
access through local and regional trail connections. The specific study 
area is defined by the Eaton Wash and Arroyo Seco and connected by 
the foothills; currently, there is no plan that links open spaces 

in unincorporated Altadena with those in the City of Pasadena or 
other cities along these two corridors. This unifying regional plan 
identifies opportunities for land acquisition, habitat restoration, and 
trails, and will lead to development of a regionally significant and 
environmentally sound open space system. This plan can be viewed 
as the first step in truly regional open space planning, which is badly 
needed if we are to preserve what we love about living in the shadow 
of the San Gabriel Mountains.
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How to Use This Document
The Emerald Horseshoe Concept Plan defines the direction of 
subsequent studies, grant writing, and implementation related 
to the Emerald Horseshoe trail system for the Altadena Foothills 
Conservancy. 

The first section of the document, Introduction, provides location and 
contextual information of the project area illustrating the site’s impact 
on the greater watershed and its present issues. 

The next section, Process, follows an adapted version of John T. Lyle’s 
theoretical method and summarizes the findings of the watershed 
analysis. The complete watershed analysis can be found at the end of 
the document in Appendices A through C. 

The next section, Design Development, presents a synthesis of the 
watershed analysis. This section illustrates the conclusions drawn from 
the watershed analysis utilizing maps, priorities, and principles that 
inform the project’s design decisions. 

The following section, Design Response, presents design alternatives 
to aid the Altadena Foothills Conservancy in its future efforts. 
Community character elements throughout this section highlight 
the characteristics of each city and community through which the 
Emerald Horseshoe passes. These descriptions paint a picture of the 
potential user for which the Emerald Horseshoe Concept Plan designs. 
Also included in this section are descriptions of the design elements  
such as picnic tables, benches, and interpretive signage;  the 
project evaluation, which reviews the overall design for the Emerald 
Horseshoe in relation to the project objectives; and the design 
guidelines. 

In Next Steps, recommendations are made that will aid the Altadena 
Foothills Conservancy in meeting the objectives set forth in the 
Emerald Horseshoe Concept Plan.  This section includes phasing 

and management suggestions as to how the project may be 
implemented, how the project objectives may be achieved and 
maintained over time, and what further evaluation may be needed 
for the success of the Emerald Horseshoe trail system.   Regional 
Implications, also included in this section, communicate the effect 
of how the design elements and guidelines may be applied to the 
greater watershed for the sustainable development of its recreation, 
open space, and human and environmental health.
  
The final section of this document provides supplemental information 
and documentation for the reader’s reference. Appendices A through 
C provide the abiotic, biotic, and cultural resource inventories 
and analysis at the watershed and site scale. Appendix D supplies 
focused research on subjects relating to the understanding and 
management of the project site. Respectively, this research includes 
fire management strategies in Southern California scrublands, carrying 
capacity for trails, planning strategies for restoring urban streams, and 
potential use of power line corridors. Finally, Appendix E provides the 
qualifications of the Emerald Horseshoe Concept Plan authors and the 
involved faculty members within the 606 Studio.




