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A.  Introduction 

After the publication, distribution, and public review of a Draft EIR, a Final Environmental Impact Report 
(Final EIR) must be prepared to address comments received on the draft document. Section 15132 of the 
CEQA Guidelines identifies the contents of the Final EIR as the following: 

 Draft EIR or a revision of the draft; 

 Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in summary; 

 A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR; 

 The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points; and 

 Any information added by the Lead Agency.  

This Response Document has been prepared  to document  the comments and responses made on  the 
Draft EIR for the proposed Tentative Tract Map 83232 Residential Project and to identify any revisions or 
additions needed to the EIR as a result of the comments received. This document provides supplementary 
information  to  the Draft EIR, and  together with  the draft document,  constitutes  the Final EIR  for  the 
proposed project. 

A.1  Overview of the Proposed Project  

The  Tentative  Tract Map  83232  Residential  Project  (proposed  project),  proposed  by  Royal  Investors 
Group, LLC, would include the construction or 86 single‐family detached homes on an undeveloped 20‐
acre parcel at the northwest corner of 60th Street West and West Avenue K‐12 in the City of Lancaster, in 
northeastern Los Angeles County (Figure A‐1). The project is located on Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 
3204‐008‐048, which is zoned R‐7,000 (single‐family residential, minimum lot size 7,000 square feet (sf)). 
The proposed project  includes the subdivision of the 20‐acre site  into 86 single‐family residential  lots, 
variance for the reduction of lot width and lot depth standards, and the construction of 86 single‐family 
detached homes. The single‐family homes would be a combination of one‐story and two‐story American 
Traditional‐style  structures.  The  project  also  includes  construction  of  the  following  roads  to  provide 
vehicle access to the new homes: 

 Extending 62nd Street West and Hampton Street to the south. 

 Constructing new Street “L,” Street “M,” Street “N,” and a new Avenue K‐12 cul‐de‐sac. 

The proposed project would also extend the existing water and sewer lines that are available immediately 
north of the site to serve the development. These new utility lines would be buried underneath the new 
roadway segments. 

The new buried utilities and new/extended roads would be built first. This would involve minor grading 
and trenching, followed by the installing new utility lines, backfilling, and paving the roads. Once utilities 
and roads are completed, multiple homes would be built simultaneously per phase, with a construction 
period lasting 2 to 3 years to complete all 86 homes. 

As Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the City of Lancaster has prepared 
this EIR to evaluate the proposed project. CEQA requires the Lead Agency to consider the  information 
contained in the EIR prior to taking any discretionary action on project‐related applications. This EIR serves 
as a resource to the City and other permitting agencies during their respective permit processing of the 
proposed project. 
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Figure A‐1 – Project Location  

 

The project objectives are to: 

 Make productive use of a vacant property by developing the site with residential uses consistent with 
the current City of Lancaster zoning designation. 

 Increase the available single‐family residential housing stock within the City of Lancaster. 

 Build an  integrated, high‐quality development  that has a  range of  single‐family home  sizes  to offer 
home ownership opportunities attainable to a variety of household types and income levels. 

 Expand the utilities and infrastructure necessary to support project site development, while reducing 
negative impacts to the greater community.  

Section B (Project Description) of the Draft EIR provides a detailed description of the proposed project, 
including an overview of the project components, home details, and detailed descriptions of the project’s 
construction activities.  

A.2  Summary of the Proposed Project’s Environmental Review 
Process  

Following  review and preliminary assessment of  the application, and acting as  the  lead agency under 
CEQA,  the City of Lancaster Development Services Department prepared and  transmitted a Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) for this EIR on August 31, 2021. The NOP was circulated for a 30‐day public review 
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period. In addition to distribution of the NOP, the City placed a newspaper notice in the Antelope Valley 
Press on August 31, 2021 and posted the NOP at the Los Angeles County Clerk. 

No Responsible Agencies, Trustee Agencies, the Office of Planning and Research, or the project applicant 
requested a scoping meeting. Therefore, a public scoping meeting was not held. The City received a total 
of five comment letters during the 30‐day scoping period. Appendix A of the Draft EIR contains a copy of 
the NOP, the newspaper notice, and copies of the letters received on the proposed project during scoping. 
A summary of the scoping process and comments received on the NOP is contained in Section A.4 of the 
Draft EIR. 

The Draft EIR was released for public and agency review on February 25, 2022. The public and agency 
review and comment period on the Draft EIR was 45 days in length and ended at the close of the business 
day on April 11, 2022. During 45‐day review period, the public had the opportunity to provide written 
comments  on  the  contents  and  conclusions  of  the Draft  EIR.  Four  public  agencies  provided written 
comments on the Draft EIR.  

The NOA was distributed to agencies, organizations, and property owners within 500 feet of the project 
site. A newspaper advertisement was also published to announce the release of the draft document and 
to notice the public hearing held on the proposed project. The NOA was published in the Antelope Valley 
Press on February 25, 2022. Appendix 1 has been updated  to  include  the NOA and newspaper notice 
announcing publication of the Draft EIR. 

This Final EIR has been prepared to meet all of the substantive and procedural requirements of the CEQA 
(California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et  seq.) and  the CEQA Guidelines  (California Code of 
Regulations, Title 14, Section 1500 et seq.). The City of Lancaster Development Services Department has 
designed this Final EIR to be used in conjunction with the content of the Draft EIR, consistent with State 
CEQA Guidelines Sections 15132 and 15088(d). It contains all written comments received on the Draft EIR, 
responses to the comments received on the Draft EIR, and all revisions to the text of the Draft EIR that 
were undertaken as a result of consideration of the comments received on the Draft EIR. In addition, a 
Mitigation Monitoring  and  Reporting  Plan  (MMRP)  was  prepared,  consistent  with  CEQA  Guidelines 
Section 15097. The proposed project and its related environmental review documentation (Draft and Final 
EIR) will be considered by the City of Lancaster Planning Commission at a noticed public hearing. 

A.3  Availability, Organization, and Content of the Draft EIR  

As noted in Section A.2 (Summary of the Proposed Project’s Environmental Review Process), this Final EIR 
is designed to be used in conjunction with its corresponding Draft EIR. The contents of the Draft EIR are 
incorporated by reference in this Final EIR and are not duplicated herein; only the Draft EIR text that has 
been revised as part of the finalization process is provided in this document, as further described in Final 
EIR Section C. A printed, bound copy of the Draft EIR is available for review at: 

City of Lancaster 
Attn: Cynthia Campana 

Senior Planner 
44933 Fern Avenue 

Lancaster, California 93534 
ccampana@cityoflancasterca.org 

The Draft EIR was organized into an Executive Summary, eight chapters, and six technical appendices, as 
follows: 
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Executive Summary: Provides a description of the proposed project’s environmental review process, a 
summary of the proposed project attributes and its impacts, a brief description of the proposed project’s 
alternatives  and  identification  of  the  environmentally  superior  alternative,  and  a  summary  of  the 
proposed project’s areas of known controversy and issues in need of resolution. 

Section A (Introduction): Contains a summary of the EIR’s purpose and the project objectives as well as 
comments received during project scoping.  

Section  B  (Project  Description):  Provides  details  on  the  proposed  project,  including  the  general 
environmental setting, project background, construction plan, operation and maintenance, and required 
permits and approvals. Section B also includes the cumulative scenario, which provides a list of related 
projects and describes the methodology used in the cumulative assessment. 

Section C  (Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation Measures): Details environmental  setting 
information, applicable regulations and standards, proposed project  impacts, and proposed mitigation 
measures for specific resource areas. Section C.1 provides the approach to the environmental analysis, as 
well as a discussion of the resource areas for which the proposed project would result in no impacts or 
less‐than‐significant  impacts.  Detailed  analyses  for  potential  direct,  indirect  and  cumulative 
environmental impacts of the proposed project are included in Section C.2, Transportation, and Appendix 
B, Initial Study, of the Draft EIR.  

Section D (Alternatives): Provides a comparison of the proposed project’s impacts with those of project 
alternatives developed by the City of Lancaster.  

Section E  (Other CEQA Considerations): Addresses other applicable CEQA  requirements,  including an 
analysis  of  growth‐inducing  effects,  significant  irreversible  commitment  of  resources,  and  significant 
effects that cannot be avoided.  

Section F (References): Lists all of the information references cited in the Draft EIR.  

Section G (Consultation and EIR Preparers): Lists the preparers of the Draft EIR. 

Appendices: Includes the scoping materials, Initial Study Checklist, and the VMT Technical Study. 

A.4  Availability, Organization, and Content of the Final EIR  

Printed and electronic versions of this Final EIR can be accessed at the same locations as indicated for the 
Draft EIR  in Section A.3 (Availability, Organization, and Content of the Draft EIR). The organization and 
content of this Final EIR is as follows: 

Section  A  (Introduction):  Provides  the  summary  of  the  proposed  project  and  its  environmental 
documentation and review process. 

Section B (Draft Environmental Impact Report Comments and Responses to Comments):  Provides the 
written comments received on the Draft EIR and the City’s responses to these comments. 

Section C (Revisions to the Draft Environmental Impact Report): Provides the revisions that have been 
made to the language of the Draft EIR for its finalization. 

Appendices. This Final EIR adds the following new appendices. 

 Appendix D (Notice of Availability). Updated to  include the Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR and 
newspaper notice announcing the publication of the Draft EIR as well as the State Clearinghouse letter 
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acknowledging compliance with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft environmental 
documents. 

 Appendix E (Biological Resources Report, September 2005). Provides results of biological field survey of 
project site.  

 Appendix F (Biological Resources Report, September 2018). Provides results of biological field survey of 
project site.  
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B.  Draft Environmental Impact Report Comments and 
Responses to Comments 

B.1  Introduction 

The Draft EIR for the Tentative Tract Map 83232 Residential Project was available for review and comment 
from February 25, 2022  through April 11, 2022  (45‐day public review period). During  this period,  four 
written comment letters on the Draft EIR were submitted to the City of Lancaster Development Services 
Department.  

As the lead agency under CEQA, and consistent with Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City has 
reviewed each of the comments received on the Draft EIR and has prepared responses to these comments 
in this document. The commenters are listed in Table B‐1, below, and comments letters are provided in 
full along with the responses in Section B.3 (Responses to Comments Received on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report).  

Consistent with Section 15088(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, the focus of the City’s responses to comments 
received on the Draft EIR is the disposition of environmental issues that are raised in the comments. CEQA 
does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform all research, study, and experimentation 
recommended or demanded by commenters. When responding to comments, lead agencies need only 
respond  to  significant environmental  issues and do not need  to provide all  information  requested by 
reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the Draft EIR (CEQA Guidelines Section 
15204(a)). 

B.2  Responses to Comments Received on the Draft EIR 

This section provides a copy of the comment  letters and the City’s responses to the comments on the 
Draft EIR. Table B‐1 lists the local and state agencies that provided written comments.  

To facilitate review of specific comments and responses, each comment letter has been given a specific 
number designation (1, 2, etc.), as shown in Table B‐1, and individual comments within each letter have 
been assigned a number (e.g., first comment in letter “1” would be assigned “1‐1”, etc.). The responses 
to each numbered comment are included at the end of each letter.  

Table B‐1. Comment Letters Received on the Draft EIR 

Number  Commenter Agency/Organization Date 
1 Barbara Lods 

Operations Manager 
Antelope Valley Air Quality Management District March 21, 2022 

2 Ronald M. Durbin  
Chief, Forestry Division  
Prevention Services Bureau 

County of Los Angeles Fire Department March 24, 2022 

3 Miya Edmonson 
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief 

California Department of Transportation April 4, 2022 

4 Erinn Wilson-Olgin 
Environmental Program Manager  
South Coast Region 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife April 11, 2022 
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Comment Letter 1: Antelope Valley AQMD 

 
  

1-1 
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Response to Comment Letter 1: Antelope Valley AQMD 

1-1 The comment requests compliance with District Rule 403. As discussed in Mitigation Measure 12 
in Section VII, Geology and Soils, the project applicant shall submit a Dust Control Plan to the 
Antelope Valley Air Quality Management District in accordance with Rule 403, Fugitive Dust, prior 
to the issuance of any grading and/or construction permits. Additionally, as discussed in Section 
VI, Energy, State requirements specify that equipment not in use for more than five minutes be 
turned off. Therefore, Project construction equipment would comply with Air Resources Board In-
Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation; equipment not in use for more than five minutes would 
be turned off. 
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Comment Letter 2: County of LA Fire Department 

 

2-1 
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2-1, 
cont. 

2-2 
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Response to Comment Letter 2: County of LA Fire Department 

2-1 The comment requests compliance with fire department access and other requirements. As 
described in Section 10 of the Initial Study (included in the Draft EIR), the project applicant would 
obtain the appropriate permits and approvals from the Los Angeles County Fire Department. 

2-2 This comment identifies the statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire 
Department’s Forestry Division. Initial Study Sections IV, Biological Resources, V, Cultural 
Resources, VII, Geology and Soils, X, Hydrology and Water Quality, and XX, Wildfire address the 
potential impacts to rare and endangered species, archeological and cultural resources, erosion 
control, watershed management, and fire hazard severity zones, respectively. No oak trees would 
be removed, as none were found during the 2005 and 2018 vegetation surveys, as described in 
Tables 4 and 5 in Section IV, Biological Resources. Therefore, the project would not require a 
permit under the Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance. 
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Comment Letter 3: Department of Transportation 

 

3-2 

3-1 
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3-2, 
cont. 

3-3 

3-4 
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Response to Comment Letter 3: Department of Transportation 

3-1 This comment states that Senate Bill (SB) 743 has been codified into California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) law and mandates that vehicle miles travelled (VMT) be used as the primary 
metric in identifying transportation impacts for all future development projects after July 1, 2020. 
The transportation analysis in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) uses VMT as the metric 
for identifying the project’s transportation impacts under CEQA, in compliance with SB 743 and 
the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR’s) updated CEQA Guidelines. Because the 
transportation analysis in the Draft EIR meets the updated requirements, no changes to the Draft 
EIR are required to address this comment. 

3-2 This comment states that future developments should incorporate multi-modal and complete 
streets transportation elements that will provide space for and actively promote alternatives to 
car use, such as bicycling and public transit, to reduce single occupancy vehicle trips, ensure 
safety, reduce VMT, support accessibility, and reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. In 
addition, this comment states that the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
supports implementation of pedestrian safety measures, such as road diets and other traffic 
calming measures, which are also supported by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  

The proposed project incorporates street improvements that would promote other modes of 
transportation. As discussed in the Initial Study completed for the project (Draft EIR, Appendix B), 
street improvements are required as part of conditions of the approval for the project to ensure 
that traffic flows smoothly in the vicinity of the project site. In addition, as discussed in Section 
B.3 (Project Description) of the Draft EIR, the project includes the construction of roadways 
(extending existing streets and constructing new streets) to provide vehicle access to the new 
homes. The Draft EIR states that the roadway extensions would also include street lighting and 
sidewalks, which would provide for pedestrian access in the proposed development.  

 In addition to including adequate pedestrian facilities, the proposed development is directly 
adjacent to public transit services. Local bus transit in the project area is provided by the Antelope 
Valley Transit Authority (AVTA, 2022a). Route 9, Quartz Hill via Avenue H, runs along 60th Street 
West, adjacent to and east of the project area, with a local bus stop at 60th Street West and 
Avenue K-9, approximately 300 feet north of the project area. In addition, Route 9 includes local 
bus stops at Quartz Hill High School, George Lane Park, the Los Angeles County High Desert 
Hospital, the Antelope Valley Fairgrounds, various locations in the City’s downtown area, and 
Lancaster City Park (AVTA, 2022b). The street improvements proposed as part of the project 
would provide pedestrian access to local bus stops and would also provide space for bicyclists, 
thereby allowing alternatives to car use. Additional information regarding other modes of 
transportation within and near the project site has been added to Section C.2.3 (Environmental 
Impacts and Mitigation Measures) of the EIR.  

 The City is committed to implementing pedestrian safety measures, such as road diets, 
throughout the City. On January 28, 2020, the Lancaster City Council adopted the Lancaster Safer 
Streets Action Plan (City of Lancaster, 2020). The plan outlines engineering countermeasures that 
the City will implement to address traffic safety concerns systemically across Lancaster’s roadway 
network. The Lancaster Safer Streets Action Plan includes implementation of road diets on 
applicable roadways, such as Valley Central Way and Lancaster Boulevard, which includes 
reducing the number of travel lanes, lane widths, and adding bike lanes to help reduce speeds 
and the severity of collisions. The City will continue to apply the Lancaster Safer Streets Action 
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Plan across the City’s roadway network. No other changes to the Draft EIR are required to address 
this comment. 

3-3 In this comment, Caltrans acknowledges that the project is unable to mitigate significant VMT 
impacts. However, Caltrans recommends implementation of Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM) strategies and Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) applications to 
mitigate the significant transportation impact as much as possible. The purpose of TDM strategies 
and ITS applications is to better manage the transportation network, as well as provide transit 
service and bicycle or pedestrian connectivity improvements. More information is provided in 
FHWA’s Integrating Demand Management into the Transportation Planning Process: A Desk 
Reference (Chapter 8); and the 2010 Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures report by 
the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA).  

The City of Lancaster is currently in the process of conducting a CEQA review, including preparing 
a Program Level EIR, for its VMT Mitigation Program, which is a proposed program to reduce 
Citywide VMT. The VMT Mitigation program would identify relevant TDM strategies and VMT-
reducing projects within the City to be funded by future developments that trigger potentially 
significant VMT impacts under CEQA. Potential VMT-reducing measures may include providing 
pedestrian/bicycle network improvements, traffic calming infrastructure, improved street 
connectivity, and City-run programs to incentivize use of alterative travel modes. A Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) for the Program Level EIR was released in September 2021, and the 
environmental analysis is currently underway. Through this program, the City is taking steps to 
implement TDM strategies and ITS applications to further mitigate significant VMT impacts.  

As stated in the response to Comment 3-2, the project includes roadway improvements that 
provide for pedestrian and bicycle access to and from the proposed residential development and 
nearby local transit routes. These improvements would help to reduce VMT and decrease GHG 
emissions by providing multiple transportation options. Additional information about other 
modes of transportation within and near the project site has been added to Section C.2.3 
(Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures) of the EIR (see Section C of this document). 

3-4 This comment is a reminder that the use of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways 
requires a Caltrans transportation permit. In addition, Caltrans recommends that large size truck 
trips be limited to off-peak commute periods. The need for a Caltrans transportation permit is 
included in Section A.3 (Required Permits and Approvals) of the Draft EIR. Large size truck trips 
for the project will occur during off-peak commute periods to the extent feasible. No changes to 
the Draft EIR are required to address this comment. 
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Response to Comment Letter 4: California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

4-1  Comments noted. The comment provides background information on CDFW’s role with regard to 
biological resources and a brief project summary.   

4-2  The comment identifies the need to address Swainson’s hawk, a state listed species. The comment 
includes proposed mitigation measures to adequately analyze impacts and to mitigate potential 
impacts. Based on this comment, Aspen biologists conducted an additional reconnaissance survey 
on April 21, 2022, to conduct a focused botanical survey, reconnaissance-level wildlife survey and 
assess the site for jurisdictional resources. Information regarding the results of this additional 
survey has been added to Section IV Biological Resources, Appendix B of the Draft EIR. In addition, 
Mitigation Measure 3 has been revised to address Swainson’s hawk if found during project 
construction. With the revision to the existing mitigation measure, no additional measures are 
needed. The changes do not result in significant new information or change the conclusions in the 
Draft EIR. See Section C of this document for these revisions to the EIR.    

4-3  The comment identifies the need to address burrowing owl and potential habitat loss. The 
comment includes recommended mitigation mitigations and states the Draft EIR measures are 
not written in sufficient detail to make an informed decision.  

As noted in response to Comment 4-2, Aspen biologists conducted a survey on April 12, 2022. 
Information regarding the results of this additional survey has been added to Section IV Biological 
Resources, Appendix B of the Draft EIR.  Mitigation Measure 2 has been revised to add additional 
clarification to reduce any potential impacts to nesting burrowing owl; the existing measure 
requires passive relocation of burrowing owl outside of the nesting season, by a qualified 
biologist, and according to a plan that will be prepared and approved by CDFW. The changes do 
not result in significant new information or change the conclusions in the Draft EIR. See Section C 
of this document for these revisions to the EIR.    

In addition, the City has a program in place to offset the cumulative loss of habitat from 
development; this program requires the payment of biological impact fees that the City uses to 
acquire conservation lands. The proposed project and all other developments in the City that would 
impact undeveloped land are subject to the $770 per acre fee. The City works with other agencies 
to identify lands that can be acquired and conserved to protect resources including burrowing owl.  

4-4  The comment addresses potential impact to a stream and a freshwater pond; comment 
references the potential for a stream based on the 2018 Biological Resources Report that 
identified a small drainage along 60th Street West.  

A site visit was completed on April 12, 2022, as described in response to Comment 4-2.  Two 
drainages were observed on or near the project site in 2022. The western drainage is 
approximately 100 feet beyond the limits of the project site and is fed by runoff to the south along 
West Avenue L. Wetland vegetation is present, but this drainage is well beyond the limits of 
project activities. A second drainage is present along the eastern edge of the project site along 
60th Street West. This drainage is for roadway runoff, is maintained/graded by City maintenance 
crews, and is not subject to CDFW or Regional Water Quality Control Board.  A historic irrigation 
pond is present in the southeastern corner of the project site. This pond has not held water for 
more than 20 years and supports no aquatic resource value or wildlife habitat. The soil and 
vegetation are entirely upland, and the western berm of the pond was breached in the past. This 
historic structure is not a jurisdictional resource.  
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4-5  The comment states that the timing of the rare plant surveys in 2005 and 2018 were too late in 
the season to be able to identify certain rare plants. In addition, the comment expresses concern 
that the DEIR has no requirement to perform a spring-time rare plant survey before project 
activities even though this was recommended in the 2018 Biological Resources Report.  Based 
on this comment, a site visit that was conducted on April 12, 2022, and a focused botanical survey 
was completed. No special-status plants were observed on the project site, and none have a 
potential to be present based on the poor-quality habitat and past land uses of the property. No 
impacts to special-status plants are expected to occur. However, to address this comment, more 
detail regarding on the survey timing, methods, and results have been added to the Section IV 
Biological Resources, Appendix B of the Draft EIR.    

4-6 The comment notes that the Project could impact nesting birds. Based on the comment, 
Mitigation Measure 3 has been revised in Section IV Biological Resources, Appendix B of the Draft 
EIR. Additional details on the survey requirements, timing, and buffer distances have been added 
to the mitigation measure. The changes do not result in significant new information or change the 
conclusions in the Draft EIR. See Section C of this document for these revisions to the EIR.    

4-7 The comment notes that the EIR does not adequately explain how the $770/acre Biological Impact 
Fee would offset the cumulative loss of biological resources in the Antelope Valley as a result of 
the project.  

 The City will include the requirement for payment of the fee as a condition of approval for the 
project; it is one of the City’s permit conditions (City Ordinance No. 848).  Section IV Biological 
Resources, Appendix B of the Draft EIR (see updated text in Section C), describes the habitat of 
the project site. Because of the poor quality of habitat on the project site, further mitigation for 
this loss of habitat is not required. Also, see response to Comment 4-3. 

4-8  The comment identifies concerns with the CEQA evaluation of impacts to biological resources. 
Based on CDFW comments, an additional survey was conducted on April 12, 2022, see responses 
to Comments 4- 2 to 4-5. The results of this recent survey have been added to Section IV Biological 
Resources, Appendix B of the Draft EIR (Section C of this document). In addition, several of the 
mitigation measures have been revised to make them more detailed and implementable to 
address CDFW comments. The recent survey reinforced the original determination of the poor 
quality of biological resources on the project site. With the results of this survey and the revisions 
to the mitigation measures along with the City’s required Biological Impact Fee, the City can make 
the required CEQA Findings. 

 The comment also identifies other required measures that should be included in mitigation 
measures including a biological monitor, completion of CNDDB forms, updating of mitigation 
measures, and better description of resources on the project site. As noted earlier, additional text 
has been added in Section C (to amend Appendix B of the Draft EIR) that address some of these 
comments. No additional mitigation measures are needed to address the comments.  

4-9 Comments noted. The CEQA Environmental Document filing fee will be provided when the Notice 
of Determination is filed/posted.   
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4-10 Comments noted. As required in Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City will provide 
copies of the responses to comments to the commenting agencies (10 days prior to decision on 
the environmental document).  In addition, advance notice will be provided on the date of the 
public hearing for the project.  
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C.  Revisions to the Draft EIR 

Consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15132, this section identifies revisions made to the Draft EIR that 
resulted  from comments submitted during  the public comment period and associated  responses. The 
changes include revisions to the EIR sections identified below and specific appendices included in the Draft 
EIR. Where revisions to the language of the Draft EIR have been made, the text in this section has been 
marked  in  strike‐through  (strike‐through)  for  deletions  and  underline  (underline)  for  additions.  Each 
revision is identified by the Draft EIR page number, section number, and mitigation measure number as 
identified in the Draft EIR. 

In evaluating the comments made on the Draft EIR, the City of Lancaster considered whether changes 
made  in the response to comments would warrant recirculation of the EIR. The need for recirculation 
hinges  on  the  extent  of  new  information  presented  in  the  Final  EIR.  Section  15088.5  of  the  CEQA 
Guidelines states: 

“information can  include changes  in the project or environmental setting as well as additional data or 
other information. New information added to an EIR is not significant unless the EIR is changed in a way 
that  deprives  the  public  of  a  meaningful  opportunity  to  comment  upon  a  substantial  adverse 
environmental effect of a project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such effect…” 

CEQA provides an opportunity  for a  lead agency  to refine  the environmental analysis and  incorporate 
revisions  that do not  change  the  impact  determinations of  the  EIR or  that  reduce  impacts  from  the 
proposed project. CEQA also identifies what would be considered significant new information, which the 
City of Lancaster considered in its evaluation. The revisions introduced in this Final EIR do not present any 
new significant environmental impacts or significantly increase the severity of environmental impacts. The 
changes  identified herein clarify and amplify the  information and analysis  included  in the Draft EIR. As 
such, recirculation is not necessary. 

C.1 Revisions Based on Comments Received 

C.1.1 Revisions to the Executive Summary 

Page ES‐5, Table ES‐1, Biological Resources, Item C 

Level of significance changes from No Impact to Less than Significant impact. See explanation under the 
discussion in item C in Section C.1.3 below. 

C.1.2 Revisions to Section C: Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation 
Measures 

Section C.2.3 Environmental Impact Analysis 

Page C.2‐5, After Paragraph 3 

While  the  project’s  VMT  impacts  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable,  the  project  allows  for 
alternative modes  of  transportation  to  reduce  VMT  as much  as  possible.  The  project  includes  new 
roadways with streetlights and sidewalks to allow for pedestrian access. Local bus transit in the project 
area is provided by the Antelope Valley Transit Authority. Route 9, Quartz Hill via Avenue H, runs along 
60th Street West, adjacent to and east of the project area, with a local bus stop at 60th Street West and 
Avenue K‐9, approximately 300 feet north of the project area. The street improvements proposed as part 
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of the project would provide pedestrian access to this  local bus stop and would also provide space for 
bicyclists, thereby allowing alternatives to car use. 

C.1.3  Revisions to Appendices 

Appendix B Initial Study Checklist 

Page 15, Paragraph 1, line 5 

“However, implementation of Mitigation Measure Number 11 12, under Geology and Soils…” 

Page 18, IV. Biological Resources  

(Note: The complete section is included here to avoid confusion on what was revised or updated.) 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the 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 Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

 X   

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

   X 

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? 

   X 

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 
native wildlife nursery sites? 

   X 

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

   X 

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? 

   X 

a. A biological resources survey was conducted for the project site by Callyn D. Yorke and documented 
in a  report  titled,  “Biological Resources Report on APN: 3204‐008‐031, Twenty Acres, 60th Street 
West, North of Avenue L, Lancaster, California” date September 2005. This report documented the 



TTM 83232 Residential Project 
C. Revisions to the Draft EIR 

 

May 2022  C‐3  Final EIR 

findings of both a database search and a field survey. The field survey was conducted on September 
16 and September 22, 2005 using pedestrian transects. 

An update to the 2005 report was conducted by Callyn D. Yorke and documented in a report titled, 
“Biological Resources Report on APN: 3204‐008‐031, 19 Acres, 60th Street West, North of Avenue L, 
Lancaster, California” dated September 2018. The field survey was conducted on September 19 and 
September 20, 2018 using pedestrian transects.  

In 2005, the site was disturbed due to clearing of vegetation, farming, grazing, refuse disposal and 
local traffic. In 2018, the site was cleared and majority of the site was disturbed by grading, fire, trash 
disposal, OHV, and foot traffic.   

On April 21, 2022, Aspen biologists visited  the project site  to conduct a  focused botanical survey, 
reconnaissance‐level wildlife survey, assess the site for jurisdictional resources, and map vegetation 
on  the project  site.  The  survey  included  assessing  all  trees on  the project  site  and  assessing  the 
surrounding habitat for Swainson’s hawk nests. All plant and animal species were recorded, and the 
survey results are discussed below.   

Plants 

The existing vegetation in 2005 was in various stages of re‐growth and included mostly exotic weeds 
and native vegetation. A total of 46 species of plants werewas found on the site (See Appendix E and 
Table 4). There was were relatively moist soils along the western boundary of the project site that 
supported several species of riparian trees and shrubs, but no State of Federally listed or endangered, 
rare, sensitive plants were found on site in 2005.  

 
Table 4: 2005 Observed Plants 
Chinese Elm (Ulma 
Parviflora) 

Salt Cedar (Tamarix 
Ramosissima) 

Jimson Weed (Datura 
Meteloides) 

Fremont Cottonwood 
(Populus Fremontii) 

Black Willow (Salix 
Lasiandra) 

Narrow‐Leaf 
Willow (Salix 
Exigua) 

Peach (Prunus Sp.)  Parry Gilia (Gilia 
Parraye) 

Rabbitfoot Polypogon 
(Polypogon 
Monspeliensis) 

Wild Oat (Avena Fatua)  Cheat Grass (Bromus 
Secalinus) 

Carinate Brome 
(Bromus Carinatus) 

Red‐stemmed Filaree 
(Erodium Cicutarum) 

Locust (Robinia 
Pseudo‐Acacia) 

Rattlesnake 
Weed (Euphorbia 
Albomarginata) 

Turkey Mullein 
(Eremocarpus 
Setigerus) 

Black Mustard 
(Brassica Nigra) 

Pepperweed (Lepidium 
Latifollium) 

Brassicaceae (Alyssim 
Sp.) 

Tumble Mustard 
(Sisymbirum 
Allissimum) 

Common Burdock 
(Arctium Minus) 

Mulefat (Bacchari 
Glutinosa) 

Poverty 
Sumpweed (Iva 
Axillaris) 

Common Sunflower 
(Helianthus Annuus) 

Knapweed (Centaurea 
Sp.) 

Wire Lettuce 
(Stephanomeria exigua) 

Telegraph 
Weed 
(Heterotheca 
Graniflora) 

Cudweed Aster 
(Corethrogyne 
Filaginifolia) 
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Rabbitbush 
(Chrysothamnus 
Nauseosus) 

Bursage (Ambrosia 
Tomentosa) 

Annual 
Bursage 
(Amrosia 
Acanthocarpa) 

Horseweed (Conzya 
Canadensis) 

Vingear Weed 
(Trichostemma 
Lanceolata) 

Four‐Winged 
Saltbush (Atriplex 
Canescens) 

Fiddleneck (Amsinkia 
Tessellata) 

Autumn Vinegar 
Weed (Lessingia 
Lemmoni) 

Russian Knapweek 
(Acroptilon Reprens) 

Foxtail Chess 
(Bromus Rubens) 

Soft Chess (Bromus 
Mollis) 

Downy Brome 
(Bromus Tectorum) 

Broadleaf Plantain 
(Plantago Major) 

Russian Thistle 
(Salsola Iberica) 

Hydrophyllacea 
(Phacelia Sp.) 

Wild Alder (Alnus 
Rhombifolia 

Hairy Fleabane 
(Conzya Bonariensis) 

     

In 2018, a total of 48 species of plant were found on site (See Appendix F and Table 5) and the results 
of the plant survey were essentially the same as the September, 2005 study report. With the exception 
of variation in species abundance and disappearance of adventitious riparian element due to drought, 
there had been no significant vegetation change on the property. The 2018 survey report specifically 
stated that no western Joshua trees were present on the project site.   

 

Table 5: 2018 Observed Plants 
Puncture 
Weed 
(Tribulus 
Terrestris) 

Salt Cedar 
(Tamarix 
Ramosissim) 

Jimson Weed 
(Datura 
Meteloides) 

Skeleton 
Weed 
(Eriogonum 
Deflexium) 

Soft Chess 
(Bromus 
Mollis) 

Mediterranea
n Schismus 
(Schismus 
Barbatus) 

Six Weeks 
Fescue 
(Festuca 
octofolora) 

Indian Rice Grass 
(Orzopsis) 

Creaping 
Bentgrass 
(Agrostis 
Stolonifera) 

Rye Brome 
(Bromus 
Secalinus) 

Foxtail Chess 
(Bromus 
Rubens) 

Broadleaf 
Plantain 
(Plantago 
Major) 

Rabbitfoot 
Polypogon 
(Polypogon 
Monspelien
sis) 

Wild Oat (Avena 
Fatua) 

Cheat Grass 
(Bromus 
Secalinus) 

Carinate 
Brome 
(Bromus 
Carinatus) 

Vingear Weed 
(Trichostemma 
Lanceolata) 

Foxtail Chess 
(Bromus 
Mafritensis) 

Red‐ 
stemmed 
Filaree 
(Erodium 
Cicutarum) 

Locust (Robinia 
Pseudo‐ Acacia) 

Rattlesnake 
Weed 
(Euphorbia 
Albomarginata) 

Turkey 
Mullein 
(Eremocarpus 
Setigerus) 

Four‐Winged 
Saltbush 
(Atriplex 
Canescens) 

Russian 
Thistle 
(Salsola 
Iberica) 

Cheat 
Brome 
(Bromus 
Tectorum) 

Pepperweed 
(Lepidium 
Latifollium) 

Brassicaceae 
(Alyssim Sp.) 

Tumble 
Mustard 
(Sisymbirum 
Allissimum) 

Fiddleneck 
(Amsinkia 
Tessellata) 

White Alder 
(Alnus 
Rhombifolia) 
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Black 
Mustard 
(Brassica 
Nigra) 

Dove Weed 
(Eremocarpus 
Setigerus) 

Poverty 
Sumpweed (Iva 
Axillaris) 

Common 
Sunflower 
(Helianthus 
Annuus) 

Horseweed 
(Conzya 
Canadensis) 

Hairy 
Fleabane 
(Conzya 
Bonariensis) 

Knapweed 
(Centaurea 
Sp.) 

Winterfat 
(Krascheninnikov
ia Lanata) 

Telegraph 
Weed 
(Heterotheca 
Graniflora) 

Cudweed 
Aster 
(Corethrogyne 
Filaginifolia) 

Autumn 
Vinegar Weed 
(Lessingia 
Lemmoni) 

Russian 
Knapweek 
(Acroptilon 
Reprens) 

Rabbitbush 
(Chrysotha
mnus 
Nauseosus) 

Spiny Saltbush 
(Atriplex Spinifer) 

Annual Bursage 
(Amrosia 
Acanthocarpa) 

Burrow‐weed 
(Ambrosia 
Dumosa) 

Cheesebush 
(Hymenoclea) 

Danelion 
(Teraxacum) 

 

During  the  2022  field  survey,  a  full  rare  plant  survey was  conducted  including  transects  spaced 
approximately  110 meters  apart. During  this most  recent  survey,  no  special  status  species were 
identified. No rare plants were observed, and none are expected to be present because of the existing 
condition of the project site. Several new plants were recorded on the project site during the survey 
including  native  species  including  sagebrush  combseed  (Pectocarya  linearis),  needle  goldfields 
(Lasthenia  gracilis),  desert  dandelion  (Malacothrix  californica),  Chinese  parsley  (Heliotropium 
curassavicum), and Arizona popcorn flower (Plagiobothrys arizonicus). Non‐native species observed 
included  foxtail  barley  (Hordeum  murinum),  giant  reed  (Arundo  donax),  ripgut  brome  (Bromus 
diandrus), herb sophia  (Descurainia Sophia), Bermuda grass  (Cynodon dactylon), and  Indian hedge 
mustard (Sisymbrium orientale).  

Animals 

In 2005, there were two species of butterfly, a side‐blotched lizard, loggerhead shrike, ten species of 
bird that were found on the site during the survey and can be found in Table 6. There were sign of 
seven species of mammal that was found including valley pocket gopher, California ground squirrel 
and Merriam’s kangaroo rat.  

Table 6: 2005 Observed Animals 

Common Buckeye 
(Junonia Coenia) 

Common  White  (P. 
Prtodice) 

Side‐blotched  Lizard 
(Uta Stansburiana) 

Red‐Tailed Hawk (Buteo 
Jamaicensis) 

Mourning Dove 
(Zenaida Macroura) 

Say’s Phoebe (Sayornis 
Saya) 

Common Raven (Corvus 
Corax) 

Loggerhead Shrike 
(Lanius Ludovicianus) 

Orange‐Crowned 
Wabler (Vermivora 
Celata) 

Western Meadowlark 
(Stutrnella Neglecta) 

Red‐Winged Blackbird 
(Agelaius Phoeniceus) 

Savannah Sparrow 
(Passerculus 
Sandwichensis) 

House Finch 
(Carpodacus 
mexicanus) 

     

In 2018, no butterflies or amphibians were found on the site. Four side‐blotched lizards were found 
on the site. In addition to the same bird species found in 2005 (see table 6), several new species of 
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birds were found during the 2018 survey. Those species are found  in Table 7. No desert tortoises, 
desert kit foxes or their sign were observed within the study site. No suitable Mohave ground squirrel 
habitat was present within the project site.  

Table 7: Observed Animals 

Turkey  Vulture 
(Cathartes  Aura) 

Cooper’s Hawk 
(Accipiter Cooperi) 

Common  Barn  Owl 
(Tyto Alba) 

Mourning Dove 
(Zenaida Macroura) 

Anna’s Hummingbird 
(Calypte Anna) 

American Kestrel (Falco 
Sparverius) 

Common Raven (Corvus 
Corax) 

Barn  Swallow  (Birundo 
Rustica) 

House Wren 
(Troglodytes Aedon) 

Northern Mockingbird 
(Mimus Polyglottos) 

Lincoln Sparrow 
(Melospiza Lincolnii) 

House Finch 
(Carpodacus Mexicanus) 

American Goldfinch 
(Spinus Tristis) 

Lesser Goldfinch 
(Spinus Psaltria) 

Common Side‐ 
Blotched Lizard (Uta 
Stansburiana) 

 

A Phase I protocol survey for Burrowing Owl was completed on the site during the 2018 survey and 
several pellets were found on a concrete cylinder along the southern property line indicating that a 
burrowing owl is present, but no burrows were identified on the site. In addition, a Cooper’s Hawk 
was flushed from the trees on the western border of the project site and nesting bird species could 
be present at the time that construction is anticipated to start. Therefore, mitigation measures have 
been  identified  below  requiring  preconstruction  surveys  to  ensure  that  potential  impacts  to 
burrowing owls and nesting bird remain less than significant. 

In 2022,  four new  species of wildlife were observed on  the project  site and  included horned  lark 
(Eremophila alpestris), rock dove (Columba livia), desert night lizard (Xantusia vigilis), and deer mouse 
(Peromyscus maniculatus). Overall, the species of wildlife observed in 2022 were similar to what was 
observed  in  2005  and 2018.  In  addition,  approximately 20  suitable burrowing owl burrows were 
observed within the project site during the  latest survey but none of these showed signs of use by 
burrowing owl or burrowing owl sign. No Swainson’s hawk nests were observed in the row of small 
trees along the western edge of the project site or in any of the trees within 1 mile of the project site. 
Poor quality foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawk is present but the nearest known nest site is more 
than 6 miles to the northwest (CDFW, 2022).  

Vegetation 

Vegetation on the project site is best classified as Fiddleneck ‐ Phacelia Fields (Amsinckia (menziesii, 
tessellata)  ‐ Phacelia  spp. Herbaceous Alliance) as described  in A Manual of California Vegetation 
(Sawyer et al 2009). Fiddleneck ‐ Phacelia Fields has a State Rank of S5 (CDFW 2021). The dominant 
species on the project site include Devil’s lettuce (Amsinckia tessellata), red stemmed filaree (Erodium 
cicutarium), and annual brome grasses (Bromus spp.). A small narrow strip of non‐native black locust 
(Robinia pseudoacacia) is also present along the western edge of the property and is best classified as 
Eucalyptus  ‐  tree of heaven  ‐ black  locust  groves  (Eucalyptus  spp.  ‐ Ailanthus  altissima  ‐ Robinia 
pseudoacacia Woodland Semi‐Natural Alliance) in A Manual of California Vegetation. This vegetation 
has no State Rank because it is dominated by non‐native species. All of the vegetation on the project 
site would be  removed during project construction.  Impacts  to  the vegetation on  the project  site 
would be less than significant and would not require compensation because these vegetation types 
are abundant in the region and provide limited biological resource value.  
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Mitigation Measures 

2.    Prior  to  the  start of project activities, a qualified biologist will conduct pre‐construction 
surveys  for  burrowing  owls.  This  pre‐construction  survey  will  be  conducted  Updated 
burrowing owl protocol surveys shall be conducted on the project site in accordance with 
the procedures established by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife. prior to the 
start of construction/ground disturbing activities. If burrowing owls are identified using the 
project  site,  the  applicant  shall  contact  the  California Department  of  Fish  and Wildlife 
(CDFW)  to  determine  the  appropriate  mitigation/management  requirements.  At  a 
minimum,  the  following  shall  be  followed:  If  burrowing  owls  are  detected  on  site,  no 
ground‐disturbing activities,  such as vegetation clearance or grading,  shall be permitted 
within a buffer of no fewer than 650 feet from an occupied burrow during the breeding 
season (February 1 to August 31), unless otherwise authorized by CDFW. During the non‐
breeding (winter) season (September 1 to January 31), ground‐disturbing work can proceed 
as long as the work occurs no closer than 165 feet from the burrow. Depending on the level 
disturbance, a smaller buffer may be established in consultation with CDFW.  

3.    If burrow avoidance  is  infeasible during the non‐breeding season or during the breeding 
season (February 1 through August 31), where resident owls have not yet begun egg laying 
or  incubation,  or  where  the  juveniles  are  foraging  independently  and  capable  of 
independent survival, a qualified biologist shall implement a passive relocation program in 
accordance  with  Appendix  E1  (i.e.,  Example  Components  for  Burrowing  Owl  Artificial 
Burrow and Exclusion Plans) of the 2012 CDFW Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation. 
The Burrowing Owl Exclusion and Mitigation Plan shall  include all necessary measures to 
minimize  impacts  to  burrowing  owls  during  passive  relocation,  including  all  necessary 
monitoring of owls and burrows during passive relocation efforts. 

4.     If  passive  relocation  is  required,  a  qualified  biologist  shall  prepare  a  Burrowing  Owl 
Exclusion and Mitigation Plan and Mitigation Land Management Plan  in accordance with 
CDFW’s 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation and for review by CDFW prior to 
passive relocation activities. The Burrowing Owl Exclusion and Mitigation Plan shall include 
all necessary measures to minimize  impacts to burrowing owls during passive relocation, 
including all necessary monitoring of owls and burrows during passive relocation efforts.  

5.     A  nesting  bird  survey  shall  be  conducted  within  30  days  prior  to  the  start  of 
construction/ground disturbing activities.  If nesting birds are encountered, all work shall 
cease until either the young birds have fledged, or the appropriate permits are obtained 
from  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and Wildlife  (CDFW).  If  active  bird  nests  are 
identified using the project site during the survey, the applicant shall contact the California 
Department  of  Fish  and Wildlife  to  determine  the  appropriate mitigation/management 
requirements. Impact to nests will be avoided by delay of work or establishing a buffer of 
500 feet around active raptor nests and 50 feet around other migratory bird species nests. 

    To ensure avoidance of impacts to nesting birds, including buffer establishment and nest 
monitoring,  a  qualified  biologist will monitor  initial  site  clearing  and  ground  disturbing 
activities. In addition to monitoring nesting activity, the biological monitor will also search 
the project site for common wildlife species as will relocate these species out of harm’s way 
to  the  adjacent  properties.  The  biological  monitor  will  also  submit  California  Natural 
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Diversity Database  (CNDDB)  forms  to  CDFW  is  any  special‐status  species  are  observed 
during  monitoring.  The  biological  monitor  will  be  present  on‐site  daily  during  initial 
activities  and once per week once  the project  site  has been  cleared  and  initial  ground 
disturbance is complete.  

b.    The project  site does not  contain any  riparian habitat or other  sensitive natural  communities 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

c.    There are no State or federally protected wetlands on the project site as defined by Section 404 
of the Clean Water Act. Therefore, no impacts would occur. 

d.    The project site  is not part of an established migratory wildlife corridor. Therefore, no  impacts 
would occur. 

e.    The proposed project would not  conflict with any  local policies or ordinances,  such as a  tree 
preservation policy, protecting biological resources. The proposed project would be subject to the 
requirements  of  Ordinance  No.  848,  Biological  Impact  Fee,  which  requires  the  payment  of 
$770/acre  to  offset  the  loss  of  biological  resources  in  the  Antelope  Valley  as  a  result  of 
development. Therefore, no impacts would occur. 

f.     There  are  no  Habitat  Conservation  Plans,  Natural  Community  Conservation  Plans,  or  other 
approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plans which are applicable to the project 
site.  The West Mojave  Coordinated  Habitat  Conservation  Plan  only  applies  to  federal  land, 
specifically land owned by the Bureau of Land Management. In conjunction with the Coordinated 
Management Plan, a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) was proposed which would have applied to 
all  private  properties  within  the  Plan  Area.  However,  this  HCP  was  never  approved  by  the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife nor was it adopted by the local agencies (counties and 
cities) within the Plan Area. As such, there is no HCP that is applicable to the project site and no 
impacts would occur. 
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Page 54, List of Referenced Documents and Available Locations 
 
  BRR1  Biological Resources Report on APN 3204‐008‐031, Twenty  
    Acres, 60th Street West, North of Avenue L, Lancaster, CA, 
    September 2005, Callyn D. Yorke, PhD  DSD 
  BRR2  Biological Resources report on APN 3204‐008‐048, 19 Acres, 
    60th Street West, North of Avenue L, Lancaster, CA,  
    September 2018  DSD 
  CDFW  California Natural Community List. August 18, 2021  DSD 
  CRA  Phase I Cultural Resource Investigation for 20 Acres at the 
    Intersection of 60th Street West and West Avenue K‐12, Lancaster 
    Los Angeles County, California, October 2018, RT Factfinders 
    Cultural Resources  DSD 
  ESA   Environmental Site Assessment ‐ Phase I, Undeveloped 
    Property, 60th Street West between Avenue K‐10 and West  
    Avenue L, APN 3204‐008‐048, Lancaster, California 93536,  
    October 2018, California Environmental  DSD 
  FIRM:  Flood Insurance Rate Map  DSD 
  GPEIR:  Lancaster General Plan Environmental Impact Report  DSD 
  LACPW:  Los Angeles County Public Works email regarding water,  
    November 3, 2020  DSD 
  LACSD:  Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts email, November 2, 2020  DSD 
  LGP:  Lancaster General Plan  DSD 
  LMC:  Lancaster Municipal Code  DSD 
  LMEA:  Lancaster Master Environmental Assessment  DSD 
  SAWYER  A Manual of California Vegetation, Second Edition. California  
    Native Plant Society, Sacramento. 1300 pp. Sawyer, J.O.,  
    T. Keeler‐Wolf, and J.M. Evens. 2009.  DSD 
  SSHZ:  State Seismic Hazard Zone Maps  DSD 
  TRA  Traffic CEQA Form, August 20, 2021  DSD 
  USDA SCS:  United States Department of Agriculture 
    Soil Conservation Service Maps  DSD 
  USGS:  United States Geological Survey Maps  DSD 
  VMT:  Lancaster TTM 83232 VMT Analysis Study, August 20, 2021, 
    Fehr & Peers  DSD 
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NOTTCE OF AVATLABTLTTY (SCH#2021090009)
TENTATIVE TRACT MAP NO. 83232

DATE: FEBRUARY 25,2022

TO: STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND INTERESTED PARTIES

FROM: CITY OF LANCASTER DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
DEPARTMENT, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF DRAFT FOCUSED
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR TENTATIVE TRACT
MAP NO. 83232

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to the requirements of the Califomia Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), the City of Lancaster has completed a Draft Focused Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for Tentative Tract Map No. 83232.

Project Location and Description: The project site is an approximately 2}-acre, undeveloped
parcel located at the northwest comer of 60th Street West and Avenue K-12 within the City of
Lancaster. Specifically, the project site is located on Assessor's Parcel Number (APN) 3204-008-
048. The proposed project includes the subdivision of the 2}-acre site into 86 single-family
residential lots, variance for the reduction of lot width and lot depth standards and the construction
of 86 single-family detached homes in the R-7,000 (single family residential, 7,000 square foot
minimum lot size) zone.

Anticipated Environmental Effects: Based on the analysis presented in the Draft Focused EIR,
the proposed project would not result in significant and unavoidable adverse impacts to any
environmental resource areas with the exception of transportation. All other environmental effects
evaluated in the Draft Focused EIR are determined to be less than significant, or can be feasible
reduced to less-than-significant levels with incorporation of the mitigation measures provided in
the Draft Focused EIR.

Public Review and Comment: The public review and comment period for the Draft Focused EIR
will be from February 25,2022through April 11,2022. The Draft Focused EIR is available for
review at the following locations:

City of Lancaster Community Development Division- Planning
44933 Fern Avenue
Lancaster ,c493534

Lancaster Library
601 W Lancaster Blvd,
Lancaster, CA93534
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The Draft Focused EIR is also available for public review online at the following website:
https : //www. cityofl ancasterca. org/our-city/departments-services/development-
services/plannin g/environmental-review

A public hearing has not yet been scheduled for the proposed project. A subsequent notice of
public hearing will be provided when the public hearing is scheduled.

An opportunity will be provided to give oral comments on the Draft Focused EIR at the City of
Lancaster Planning Commission meeting that will be held on March 21,2022 at 5:00 p.m. The
meeting will be held at City Hall Council Chambers. Written comment and inquiries regarding the
project and/or the Draft Focused EIR should be directed to the contact person below:

City of Lancaster Community Development Division-Planning
Cynthia Campaffa, Senior Planner
44933 Fem Avenue
Lancaster, CA93534

Comments may also be submitted via email to ccampana@.cityoflancasterca.org

:-C3IPY
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION
(2015.s C.C.P.)

STIITE OF CALIFORNIA
County of Los Angeles

NOTICE OFAVAILABILITY
TTM 83232

February 25,2022

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that
the fore-going is true and correct.

The space above for file stamp only

Notica of availabiliW (SCH#202109@09)
Tontative tract map no. 8{1232

DATE: .FEbruary2s,2o22

TO: STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND INTERESTED PABTIES

FRoM:GITYoFLANGASTERDR,ELoPMENTSERVIGESDEPARTMENT,CoMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT OIVISION

SUBJECT: NOTICE OFAVAILABILITYOF DRAFT.FOCUSED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ioR retrmve rnAcr MAP No. 83232

lia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)'
Notice is hereby given that pursuant to the rsquiremsnts of ths Calilon
ini:ctru otGn6a3tei nas compteteo i tjiii-rtiirlto Environmental lmpact R€port (ElR) for Tentative Tract

Map Nb.83232.

) ss

I am a citizen of the United States and a resident of the County
aforesaid; I am over the age of eighteen years, and not a party to
or interested in the above entitled matter. I am the principal clerk
of the printer of the Antelope Valley Press, a nervspaper of
gelerll _circulation, printed and published daily in the city of
Palmdale, County of Los Angeles, and rvhich nervspaper has been
a{judged a ne\,vspapel of general circulation by the Superior Court
of the County of Los Angeles, State of California, under date of
October 24, 1931, Case Number 328601: Modified Case Number
657770 April 11, 1956', also operating as the lrdger-Gazet1e,
adjudicated a legal nervspaper June 15,1927, by Superior Court
decree No. 224545', also operating as the Desert Mailer Ner,vs,
forrnerly known as the South Antelope Valley Foothill Nervs,
adjudicated a ne\.vspaper of general circulation by the Superior
Qourt- 9! the County of Los Angeles, State of California on May
29,1967, Case Number NOC564 and adjudicated a nervspaper of
general circulation for the City of Lancaster, State of California
on January 26,1990, Case Number NOCl0714, Modified October
22, 1990: that the notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy
(set in type not smaller than nonpareil), has been published in each
regular and entire issue of said newspaper and not in any
supplement thereof on the follorving dates, to-tvit:

proisct Location and Doscriptlon: Th€ projsct sitg is an appr-oximately 2o-acro, undevglopsd parcel located

;iiiil;;;;;i;;;;;i6'diri'StiLiliW;;i Jrio nvenue-t(-iz witlrin-the city of Lancdstdr. speciticallv, ths

;ilffii';iG'61;;;6J on-AisessoriFaiti,r r{riinoei 6Fttl s2o4-oo8-048. rhi, propossd project includes the

lliEi"Llii litin" iir:a;; ;ii; il6 5d ;i'rlrb-iiiriirv idstoehtiat tots, varianc6 loithd reductlon ot lot.widlh and

Liliiiii?"iiolillJlriij irre constru-ciroi 5i eo sin6te+imiv ostaclied homes ln ths R-7,000 (single familv res-

iaentlit, z,ooo square foot mlnimum lot slze) zon6.

Anticioated Environmontal Effects: Bas€d on tho analygis pr€s€nted in tha Draft Focused ElR, the pro-

;&;';;L;t dilt,i'ndiiCiun in 
"idnlti"iniind 

univotoai:te aovers€ impacts to anv envlronmental rssource

##"-#iih"i;; ;;;iliilin or t,lnJp,iftdiiii.'nrr'iindi 
"'n-tiiro"m6iitai 

Ctfecti evatuated-in ths Draft Focused EIR

il?""i!ni,ii;;d i;-f" r-dijiri"n sidiiil;i,li cin oe t"{siote roduc€d to_less-than-sisniflcant levels wlth in-

6o;p-or';t6;;ni;;ltigaiion mea-sures prbvidsd in the Draft Focused EIR'

public Revigw and comment Ths public rsviow and commsnt-perlod for tha Draft Focusod EIR will beJrom

F#i,-",ilHrb;rinijrdli'eii1 ii, IoziliiijDratt FoCured EIR is avallabla for rsview at tho followins loca-

tions:

City of Le@ter Comuity Development Division-Plming
,14933 Fem Avenue
Lmcsler, CA 93534

The Draft Focusod EIR is also availabls for publlc roview online at tho {ollowing websita: httpq:4wwY.city'

oiiin-citeriiiilTo-ui-tfo7olbi'tmenli-ieryicesloevetooment-seruiceVotannino/environmentat-review

A oublic hearinq has not yet be6n sch€duled for the proposod prol€ct. A subssquent notice of publlc hearing

wlii oe proviaeiwnen thri publlc hearlng ls sch€dul6d.

fitrH;#riig#*["fr,r*.:xi*#:{ffifiii"?i':1,3i,'int{'BlT$-T;:$lslffi'flHl3'L{ii?'ff
stroutd Us dlrecteO to tho contact person bglow:

Cltv of Lancastsr Community Development Divislon-Plannlng
cyithia Campaffa, Sanlor Planner
44933 F6rn Av€nue
l..ancast€r, CA 93534

Lmcster Libruy
601 W Lmcdter Blvd,
Lmcffiter, CA 93534

Comments may also be submitted via email to ccamDana@citvoflancast€rca'oro

Signature

Dated February 25,2022
Executed at Palmdale, California

WW
37404 SIERRA HWY., PALMDALE CA 93550
Telephone (66 l)267 -41 l2l F ax (66 l)947 - 487 0



AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
County of Los Angeles ) ss

The space above for file stamp only

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY
TTM 83232

February 25,2022

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that
the fore-going is true and correct.

Signature

Dated February 25,2022
Executed at Palmdale, California

WW
37404 SIERRA HWY., PALMDALE CA 93550
Telephone (661)267 -41 I2lF ax (661)947 -4870

February25,2OU

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND INTERESTED PARTIES

ctw oF LANGASTEB DEvELop[itENT sERvtoEs DEPARTMENT, coMMUNtry
DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF DRAFT FOCUSED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR TENTATIVE TRACT MAP NO.83232

Notics of availability (SCHf202r090OGrl
Tentative tract map no. 83232

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:I am a citizen of the United States and a resident of the County
aforesaid; I am over the age of eighteen years, and not a party to
or interested in the above entitled matter. I am the princip-al cierk
of the printer of the Antelope Valley Press, a newspaper of
general _circulation, printed and published daily in the city of
Palmdale, County of Los Angeles, and which nelvspaper has been
a{jgdg{ a ne\vspaper of general circulation by the Superior Court
of the County of Los Angeles, State of California, under date of
October 24, 1931, Case Number 328601; Modified Case Number
657770 April 11, 1956; also operating as the Ledger-Gazette,
adjudicated a legal nervspaper June 15:1927, by Superior Court
decree No. 224545: also operating as the Desert Mailer Nelvs,
formerly knorvn as the South Antelope Valley Foothill Nervs,
ad.judica-ted a_newspap€r of general cilculation by the Superior
_C-ouLt-9{ the County of Los Angeles, Stare of California on May
29,1967, Case Nurnber NOC564 and adjudicated a nervspaper oT
general circulation for the City of Lancaster, State of Caliiornia
on January 26,1990, Case Number NOCl0714, Modified October
22, 1990 that the notice, of rvhich the annexed is a printed copy
(set in type not smaller than nonpaleil), has been publfshed in eaih
regular and entire issue of said newspaper and not in any
supplement thereof on the follorving dates, to-rvit:

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to th6 r quksments of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
th€ City of Lancaster has complet€d a Draft Focused Environmontal lmpact R€port (ElR) for Tentatiis Trait
Map No. 83232.

Prciect Location and Descrlption: The proioct sits is an approxlmately 2o-acre, undevsloped parcel locat€d
at the northwsot corner of 60th Strest Wost and Avsnuo K-l2 within the Citv of Lancastdr. S6oclflcallv. the
project site is locat€d on Assessor's Parcel Numbsr (APN) 3204-008-048. Tha proposed prolebt includ66 the
subdlvlslon ot the 2o-acre sito into 86 single-family residential lots, variancs tor tho r€ductlon gf lot width and
lo't deplh standards an-d the construction.of.S6 singlo-famlly dstach€d homes in the R-7,000 (single family res-
id€ntial, 7,000 square foot mlnimum lot sizs) zons.

Anticipatsd Environmental Effects: Bas€d on tha analysis prssented in ths Draft Focusod ElR, the oro-
posed prolsct would not rgsult in slgnlflcant and unavoidable adverss lmpabts to any environmentai resoirrce
aroas with the exception of transportation. All other environmental effects evaluated in the Draft Focused EIR
are determined to be less than signlticant, or can be feaslble r€duc€d to less-than-significant levels with in-
corporation of the mltigatlon moasur€s providsd ln ths Draft Focused ElR.

Publlc Rgvigw and Commoni: Th€ publlc review and comment perlod tor the Draft Focused EIR will be trom
F.ebruary 25,2022through Aprll 1 1, 2022. The Draft Focused EIR is availablo for r6vi6w at ths following loca-
tlons:

City-of Lmcaster Comuity Development Division-Plming
44933 Fem Avenue
Lmcster, CA 93534

Lecdter Libnry
601 W Lmc$t€r Blvd,
Lmcster, CA 93534

The Draft Focused EIR is also availabls for publlc review onlins al ths followlng website: httos://www.citv-
oflancasterca.oro/our-clty/deoartments-seruicovdevelopmsnt-services/olanning/environmsntaFrsvlew '

A Publlc h€arlng has not yet be€n sch€dulod for the proposdd project. A subssquent notice of public hearing
wlll be providsd wh6n the public hsarlng ls schsdul€d.

An opportunity will bs provldsd to give oral coinments on ths Dratt Focused EIR at tho Citv of Lancaster Plan-
ning 

^Commislion meatlng.ttlat wll b€ hsld on March 21, 2022 al5i00 p.m. Ths meeting will be held at City
Hall Councll Chambers. Written commsnt and lnquiries regardlng ths projscr and/or th6 Draft Focused EIR
shoutd bs directed lo lhg contact p€rson bslow:

City of Lancaster Communiw Development Dlvlslon-Planning
Cynthla Campafra, Senior Phnn€r
44933 Fem Avenua
Lancaster, CA 93534

, -ments may also be submitted vla/ s,(epzseulll 
I ::ll,ftfflt s:.1.r!-rt1t!_4 uo dtEp 6ir . .

omail to ccamoana@cllyoflancast€rca.orq
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Biological Resources Report on APN 3204-008-031, 
Twenty Acres, 60th Street West, North of Avenue L, 
Lancaster, California 
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INTRODUCTION

A biological resources study was made on a ca. twenty-acre parcel (hereafter referred to

as the..froject site" or "site;) in west Lancaster, Califomia, followingthc request of

Andrew park, Los Angeles, da. fnir report summarizes results of our biotic survey and

discusses project impacts to the biota. Mitigation measures are included'

DESCRIPTION OF'TIIE PROJECT SITE

The proiect site consists of approximately twenty acres of abandoned fannland located on

the #si side of 60ft Street Wist, near Avenue K-I ,in the city of Lancaster, CA,

ApN 3204-008-031 (Figures I &2).Theland is part of a gentle north-sloping alluvial

plain with sand and uff.Ai clay soils, at amaximum elevation of about 2,400 feet above

sea level.

The site has experienced considerable disturbance due to clearing ofvegetation, farming,

grazing,refuse disposal and local trafFrc (Figures 3-6). Much of the existing vegetation is

t ,r*i6rrr stages oire-growth and includes mostly exotic weeds (e.g Erodium, Bromus,

Sysimbrium,ialsola).Native vegetation is limited largely to herbaceous annuals ( e.g.

imsinkia tessellata) and a few hardy shrubs (e.g. Atriplex canescens). There are no

Joshua trees and no California junipers on the site. The land to thb east and north of the

project site is currently berng developed and has been cleared of native vegetation. The

,orrtn * and westem toundaries of the site are adjacent with open fields of similar nature

to the study site (Figure 6). Drainage across the site appears to be largely by sheel flow to

the north, in addiiio; to eioded ditches paralleling the westem and eastem boundaries

(Figwe 6). The latter two drainages support small clusters of adventitious riparian

vegetation.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

Field surveys of the site were made on 16 and 22 September, 2005, by Callyn D. Yorke,
principal B-iologist. The entire site was covered on foot, first along the perimeter, then

through the cenier section. Binoculars (10 x 40), a 35 mm camer4 and field notebook

were used. Field surveys were made between 1000 and 1600 hrs. under fair skies, with

WNW winds reaching 7 mph. Airtemperatures during the surveys ranged from 70-80F.

GroundJevel and aerial photos were made of the site'

Attention was given to detection of sensitive plant and animal species known to occur in

this region. A focused study was made for signs of occupation by loggerhead shrike

bunowing owl, coast homed ltzar| Califomia legless lizard, and alkali mariposa iily.

The California Department of Fish & Game (CDFG) Natural Diversity Data Base

(CNDDB) *us ,onturted for print-outs describing locations of sensitive species in the

Palmdale-Lancaster area.

RESULTS

Flora

A total of forfy-six species of plant, representing eighteen families, was found on the site

(see Floral Compendium;. There is extensive coveruge by exotic grasses (e-g- Bromus

spp.) and herbs (i.g. Ero,dium cicutarium, Sysimbrium altissimum, and Salsola iberica).

With few 
"*r"ptionr 

(e.g. Chrysothamnus nauseosus, Trichostemma lanceolata,

Amsinkta tessellata, andAtriplex canescens) very little native desert vegetation occurs on

the site. The relatively moisi soils along the westem boundary of the site support several

species of riparian trees and srhubs (e.g. Populus fremontii, Salix spp- Baccharis

[Iutlrosa). N6 State or Federall]' iisted endaneered" rare or sensitive plant species was

found on the site.

Fauna

Two species of butterfly (commonwhite and buckeye) were found onthe site- One

species of lizard (side-blotched) and ten species of bird were found during the survey.

dne CDFG Species of Special Concern, loggerhead shrike, was found on the site (see

Impacts to Sensitive Animals). Sign of seven species of mammal was found including

uuiby pocket gopher, Califomia ground squirel, and Merriam's kangaroo rat'
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Corridors of DisPersal

The project site is no longer a significant part of the regional corridor of wildlife dispersal

in the Westem Antelope \r3}tey. fnis is due to developments currently in progress to the

north and east of the site (Figure 6), The low diversity and density of small animal sign

(e.g. reptiles and mammaiglounAon the site suggests that it is becoming a "habitat

ist;a; with decreased value to native wildlife; small birds of prey (e.g. loggerhead

shrike, American kestrel, burrowing owl) and seed-eating birds(e.g meadowlark, savanna

spaffow) being possible excepions. For large rapors in particular, and depending on

an rual iainfall, isee Sensitivi Spectes), the project site together with adjacent fields to the

west, may still offer significanf forage and shelter opportunities' One unoccupied raptor

,r.rt,'porribly red-tailed hawh was seen in a dead tree bordering the site to the northwest.
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KEY TO ABBREVIATIONS

CDFG: California Departrnent of Fish & Game

USFWS :United States Fish & Wildlife Service

CNPS : CalifomiaNative Plant Society

SSC : CDFG Species of SPecial Concem

FSC: USFV/S Species of Special Concem

Project Impacts to Sensitive Species

F'LORA

or listed found listed species are

Summer. Potentialknown to occur in this area and are detectable in spring through early

impacts to these species are considered below.

Kern Counfy Evening Primrose (Camissonia kernensis) is listed as a rare species by

the CNPS, but unlisted by State and Federal agencies. This plant is found in desert

washes and canyons from 2500 to 6000 feet in elevation, and in Joshua Tree woodland.

Flowering occurs in May. No individual5 el lsxnains of this species were found. Habitat

on the site is largely degraded and inappropriate. Project impacts are unlikely'

,A.lkali Mariposa Lily (Calochortus striatus) is listed a Category 1B (locally endangered)

species by the CNPS and as a Level 2 Candidate species by the USFWS- This attractive,

t.tati.tr"ty rare annual plant is found locally in this vicinity (Yorke, pers- observation) in

atkali depressions supporting chenopod scrub vegetation (CNDDB; Yorke pers- observ.).

Flowering occurs from April to June, depending on adequate seasonal rainfall. No

individuals of this species of plant were fourd on the site; habitat on the site is largely

inappropriate; project impacts are unlikely.

Desert Cymopterus (Cymopterus deserticola) is listed as a rare and higbly restricted

species by the CNPS and Level 2 Candrdate species by USFWS. This plant occurs on

Edwards AFB in creosote scrub. Flowering occurs in April. No evidence of this species

was found in the surveyed areas. Potential for this species occurring on the site is low;

negative impacts are unlikelY.

Shorf-joint beavertail cactus (Opuntia basilaris brachyclada) is a FSC and CNPS

Categiry 18 ptant occurring in Joshua tree woodland and upland desert-chaparral-

No inaiviauais of this species were found on the site; project irnpacts are unlikely'
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Peirson's lupine (Lupinus peirsonii) is a GNPS Category 4 plant that occurs in

Joshua tree woodland and pinyon-juniper woodland. No individuals of this plant

were found on the site' Project impacts are unlikely'

Pigy poppy (Canbya candida) is a CNPS Category 18 plant found in Joshua tree

woodtand and desert scrub, in sandy places. The disturbed soils on the

site are largely inappropriate for this plant. Project impacts are unlikely'

Mojave spineflower (Chorizanthe spinosa) is a CNPS Category 4 species forurd in

.h"oopod tcrub and creosote desert scrub. Flowering occurs from April to July-

No evidence of this plant was found on the site; project impacts are unlikely-

Crowned Muilla (Muilla coronata) is listed by the CNPS as a rare species that is

endangered in part of its range, but as ataxonomically invalid species by USFWS- This

plant i-s found in heavy soils in Joshua Tree woodland, between 3000 and 5000 feet in

elevation. Flowering or"*, from March through April. No sign of this plant was found

on the site; project impacts are unlikely.

Barstow woolly sunflower (Eriophyllum mohavense) is a Federal Special Concern

Species (FSC) and Califomia Native Plant society (CNPS) category 18 (rare, threatened

oi endangerei througbout their range) species. It occurs in rises between sinks in

xerophytic saltbush scrub. No evidence of this plant was found on the site; project

impacts are unlikely due to largely inappropriate habitat'

Mason's neststraw (Stylocline masonii) is a FSC and CNPS 1B species that occurs in

chenopod (e.g. saltbush) scrub. No sign of this plant was found on the site; project

impacts are unlikely.

palmer,s grappling hook (Ilarpagonellapalmeri) is a FSC and CNPS category2

species 1t*., *,t"ut ned, or endangered in California, but more common in other states).

Ii occurs in sage scrub and clay soils below 2,500 feet. No sign of this plant was found in

the study area; project impacts are unlikely'

Lancaster milkvetch (Astragalus preussi var. laxiflorus) is a CNPS 18 species that

occurs in chenopod scrub, alkaline clay flats or gravelly or sandy washes and along draws

in gultied badlands. No sign of this plant species was found in the surveyed area; habitat

upf'"*t largely inappropriate. Lnpacts to Lancaster Milkvetch as a result of
implementation of the proposed project are unlikely
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Parish's alkali grass (Puccinelliaparishii) is a CNPS Category 1B and CDFG 51'1

plant found in aftafi springs and seeps in deserts. Habitat on the site is inappropriate'

inpacts to this species as a result of implementation of the proposed development are

unlikely.

Lemmon,s syntrichopappus (syntrichopappus lemmonii) is a FSC and CNPS Category

4 species (splcies of fmitea distribution in California but whose existence does not

appear to be susceptible to threat). This plant occurs in Joshga tree woodland with sandy

or grau"lly soil. No sign of this plant was found on the site. Habitat is largely degraded

and unsuitable; impacts are unlikeiy.
t.
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F'AUNA

No listed species were fou:rd on the subject property. Severai sensitive animal species are

koo* to occur in this region; potential impacts to these are addressed below.

Mojave Desert Tortoise (Gopherus agassizi) is a GDFG and UsFWS Endangered

Species known to occur in this region, principally east of Highway 14. Absolutely

no sign (e.g. bunows; SCot, shell fragments) of desert tortoise was found on the

subject property or adjacent parcels during otu surveys. Nor was there any evidence

found olttirtoti"A occupation by tortoises. We recomrnend a DECLARATION OF

NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT onthe Mojave deserttortoise'

Coast horned lizard (Phrynosoma coronatum) is a CDFG Species of Special Concem

(SSC) known to occur on Avenue M-12, near 45* Street West in Quartz Hill (CNDDB;

iork., pers. observation). These lizards prefer loose sandy to gravelly soils around the

perimeGr of the westerr Anteiope Valley (Yorke, pers. observ.). A focused search for

ihis species on the site were concentrated in open areas with ant nests. No individuals of
this lLard were found. Impacts to this species as a result of the proposed development are

unlikely.

Burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) is a CDFG "Species of Special Concern" (SSC) in

Califomia. Several family groups of burrowing owls are still found in the open fields of
the westem Antelope Valley (e.g. along 110ft 

-Street 
West near Avenue I, and near 40ft

Street West and Avenue K) though the population of this species in the Antelope Valley

today is only a small fraction of its size fifteen years ago (Yorke, unpubiished field notes).

These birds may be declining for a number of reasons, e.g., habitat loss, pesticides, and

hunting. No sign (e.g. feathers, insect remains, pellets) of burrowing owl was found-

Direct impacts to nesting bunowing owls as a result of the project are unlikely, however a

pre-consfruction survey is recommended (see Mitigation Measures).

California legless lizard (Aniella pulchra) is a CDFG SSC known to occur in

sandy soils near seepages in the Western Antelope Valley (e.g. in the vicinity of 40fr

Street West and Avenue K). Habitat on the site appears marginally appropriate; no

individuals of this'species were found during our surveys. Project impacts are possible

and a pre-construction Spring-time survey is recommended (see Mitigation Measures)-

Long-eared owl (Asio otus) is a CDFG SSC occasionally found in fall and winter

*oolhr, in small groups.These owls prefer relatively isolated clusters of trees and shrubs

in this vicinity (Yorke, pers. observ.).The number of sightings of this species has
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decreased over the past 20 years in the Anteiope Valley. Reasons for the apparent decline

of long-eared owls in this region may include habitat loss and encroachment. These owls

*. ."f...Iy shy and tend to avoid areas with human activity. No sign of long-eared

owls was found on the site; project impacts are unlikely'

Short-eared owl (Asio flammeus) is a CDFG and USFV/S SSC occasionally found

dgring migration in fall and spring in the Antelope Valley; there are no documented

nestirig re"ords of this species in Leona Valley (Yorke, pers. observation). Significant

adveri impacts to short-eared owls as a result of implementation of the proposed project

are unlikely

prairie falcon (Falco mexicanus) is another CDFG SSC that appears to be declining in

portions of its range. No individuals of this species were seen on the project site during

the sgrveys. This is a wide ranging species that usually nests in remote canyons and

forages throughout the region. It may be declining in response to cumulative impacts

froniloss of open fields for foraging. Direct project inipacts to nesting prairie falcons are

unlikely; relatively insignificant project impacts to wintering falcons may result from an

incremental loss of foraging opportunities.

Golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) is a CDFG SSC that may also nest in 16" tl6gatains

and foothilis bordering the Antelope Valley, foraging widely elsewhere. In winter months

(f{ovember-February) the local population of golden eagles is augmented by visitors from

other regions. At such times, individuals, parlicularly immature birds, commonly perch

oo po*J, poles along roadways and may be struck by cars when they attempt to feed on

touanil. No eagles were found on or near the subject property; impacts to nesting eagles

are unlikely. Significant project impacts on wintering golden eagles are also unlikeiy.

Ferruginous hawk @uteo regalis) is a CDFG SSC that winters in the Antelope Valley in

relativlly high numbers. Birds forage in open fields, often using power poles for lookouts.

They rareiy take roadkill and thus are seldom hit by automobiles. The cumulative loss of

foraging habitat may be the greatest threat to this species in the region' Signifrcant project

impacts on wintering femrginous hawks are unlikely'

Swainson's Hawk @uteo swainsoni) is a State Threatened species known to have nested

in the eastern Antelope Valley. A CNDDB record indicates apffi of Swainson's hawks

nested in a locust tee surrounded by agricultural fields near Avenue I and 50"' Street

East, in 1996 and 1gg9. Most records of nesting Swainson's Hawk in this region are from

the eastern Antelope Valley. However, clusters of trees along the western boundary of the

subject property may be suitable fs1 $yyainson's hawks; project impacts are possible and

a pi.-construction, Spring-time survey is tecommended (see Mitigation Measures)-
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Cooper,s Hawk (Accipiter cooperii) is a CDFG SSC that nests iocally in the Antelope

Valley and is u p*rugr *igrant and winter visitor. No individuals of this species were

,".r, oo the project siie. However, I have found cooper's hawk to be one of the more

common raptois in the Lancaster-Palmdale area; it is frequently found in and around

suburban parks and yards with mature trees (Yorke, pers. observ.). Direct impacts to

nesting Cooper's hawks on the site are possible; a pre-construction Spring-time survey

is recommended (see Mitigation Measures)-

LeConte's thrasher (Toxostoma lecontei) is a Federal Candidate for listing, and is

known form several scattered localities in the Antelope Valley (e.g. east Palndale and

Edwards AFB).A small population also occurs in Jawbone Canyon north of Mojave and

also in east Pal-rndate. No thrashers were found during the surveys of the study site'

Project impacts are unlikelY.

Loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus) is another Federal Candidate for listing and a

CDFb SSC. Habitat ioss and pesticide poisoning are blamed for the decline of this bird.

One adult shrike was found perched on an exposed dead limb of a Chinese ehn on the

southwestem edge of the site. No evidence of nesting on the site was found, however a

pre-constructionl Spring-time survey is recommended (see Mitigation Measures)'

Horned lark (Eremophila alpestris actia) is a CDFG SSC. No horned larks were found

on the site during the survey. Horned larks nest in the western Antelope Valley and

appear to have a relatively large, viable population (Yorke, unpublished field notes).

pr.t"otly it is not known if this species nests on or adjacent to the study site. Since this

subspecies is probably not the form currently considered by CDFG as a SSC,

impiementation of the proposed project will have no siguificant impacts on the

"California" horned lark @remophila alpeshis actia)'

Tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor) is a CDFG SSC occurring at scattered

localities in desert wetlands (e.g. Rosamond and Lancaster, Yorke, pers-observ-)'

Habitat on the present site is unsuitable for this species due to the

absence of riparian vegetation. No individuals of this species were

seen on or near the site during the surveys; project impacts are unlikeiy'

virtually all Bats in califomia are GDFG SSC. Consequently, any loss of foraging,

roosting or breeding habitat caused.by residential development could have impacts on

these nocturnal insectivores. No bat roosts were found on or adjacent to the subject

property during our surveys. If bats are using the site for feeding, implementation of the

propor.a project will result in an insignificantly small loss of foraging habitat; adjacent

open lan&should provide adequate foraging opporhmities, in addition to increased insect

availability in well-watered developments with outdoor lighting.
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Mojave ground squirrel (Spermophilus mohavensis) is a GDFG threatened species that

occrrs at scattered iocalities in the Mojave Desert, principally east of Highway 14,

including nearby Edwards AFB. There are also records of MGS from east PaLndale- No

sign of this ,p.ri", was found (or expected to be found) on the subject properly' Habitat

oritfr. site (ie. Mojavean desert t".oU; is isolated, largely degraded and inappropriate for

MGS. WE TECOMMCNd A DECLARATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON MGS'

American badger (Taxidea taxus) is a CDFG SCC that may occasionally be attracted to

resources on the subject property. However, no sign of badger was found during the

surveys. Badgers have occutred in this area' as one was reportedly seen crossing Highway

14 near Rosamond in 1993 (L.IJhary,pers. communication). Another road-killed badger

was fonnd in western LeonaValley on Elaabethlake Road in '01 (Yorke, pers. observ.)

A badger's tenitory is seldom less than 100 acres, indicating that the present site contains

inadequate spatial i.ro*".t for one breeding pair. Project impacts to badgers are

unlikely.

General Cumulative ImPacts

'Whenever wilderness is taken for development few native organisms benefit. This is

because in the complex web of iife everything is interconnected and dependent'

Removing vegetation desfioys habitat for countless microsconic or.eanisml

with largJr species dependent on them for food. For example, the tiny moth

Tegetfcita piradoxais the only known pollinator of the Joshua Tree; disappearance

of either species results in extinction of both. And the overall result of loss of Joshua

Trees, an ecological keystone species, is simplification of the food web to include anew

assemblage of reUtivety few, hardy species' Consequently, exotic pests like Russian

thistle, tumble mustard, stork's bill, brome grasses, fue ants, aphids, snails, rock doves

and starlings become established.

Due to its highly modified nature and ecological isolatioq the subject property appears to

be a relatively good choice for development. The majority of the site (90%) has been

cleared and significantly modified" and is discontinuous with ecologically intactJoshua

Tree Woodland-Sattbush Scrub communities in the area (Figure 6). Pre-construction

surveys for sensitive species (e.g raptors, legless Iizar:d) ale recommended to reduce

project impacts to a level of insignificance (see Mitigation Measures)
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Floral ComPendium

The following is a list of vascular plants found in the study area during the

surveys. Relaiive abundances were estimated visually' Nomenclature

largely follows Munz (L974)-

LEGEND

Frequency

more than 50 individuals
25-50 individuals
10-20 individuals
1-10 individuals

Latin binomial names are italicized, followed by cofilmon names and

frequencies.

A_
B_
C:
D_

t"
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ASTERACEAE

Ambrosia acanthocarpa anrual bursage A
Ambrosia tomentosa bursage B

Chrysothamnus nauseosus rabbitbush C

Acr:optilon repens Russian knapweed A (exotic)

Lessingia lemmoni autumn vinegar weed A
Corethrogtne fi'Iaginifolia cudweed aster B

Heterotheca gr andiflora teLegraph weed A
Stephanomeria exigua wire lettuce A
Centaurea^sp. knapweed (exotic) C

Conzya bonariensis hairy fleabane C (exotic)

Conzya canadensls horseweed A
Helianthus annuus corlmon sunflower B

Iva axillarls PoverlY sumPweed C

Baccharis glutinosa mulefat C
Arctium minus common burdock D

BETULACEAE

Alnus rhombifolia white alder D

BORAGINACEAE

Amsinkia tessellata fiddleneck A

BRASSICACEAE

Sisymbrium alissimum tumble mustard A (exotic)

Alyssum sp. D (exotic)
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Brassica nigra black mustard D (exotic)

Lepidium latifolium pepperweed D (exotic)

CFIENOPODIACEAE

Salsola iberica Russian thistle A (exotic)

Atriplex canescens four-winged saltbush A

EUPHORBIACEAE

Eremocarpus setigeras turkey mullein A
Euphorbia albomarginata rattlesnake weed A

FABACEAE

Robinia pseudo-acacia locust D (exotic)

GERANIACEAE

Erodium cicutarum red-stemmed filaree A (exotic)

HYDROPHTLLACEA

Phaceliqsp. A

LAMIACEAE

Trichostemma lanceolata vinegar weed A

PLANTAGINACEAE

Plantago maior broadleafplantain C (exotic)
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POACEAE

Bromus rubens foxtail chess A (exotic)

Bromus tectorum downy brome A (exotic)

Bromus mollis soft chess A (exotic)

Bromus carinatus carinate brome A
Bromus secalinus cheat grass A (exotic)

Agrostis stolonifera creeping bentgrass A
Avenafatua wild oat B (exotic)

Polypogon monspeliensis rabbitfoot polypogon C

POLEMONIACEAE

Gilia parrayae PanY gilia B

ROSACEAE

Prunus sp. peach (exotic) D

SALICACEAE

Salix exigua nalrow-leaf willow D
Salix lasiandro black willow D
Populus fremontii Fremont cottonwood D

SOLANACEAE

Datura meteloides Jimson weed C

TAMARICACEAE

Tamarix ramosissima salt cedar D

ULMACEAE

I

[:

t_
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()lma parviflora Chinese elm C (exotic)
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FAT]NAL COMPENDIUM

Explanation of SYmbols

Relative FrequencY and Abundance

c -- common: observed or expected throughout the site in high numbers'

f -- fairly common: observed or expected in moderate numbers.

u -- uncommon: observed or expected in low numbers.

o -- occasional: observed or expected with low frequency.

s -- scarce: rarely observed or expected on the site'

Local Status

* Presence noted visually, vocally, or other sign. (L,2, etc.: maximum

number of individuals found during a survey)'

Museum/University Record: One or more records of this species in

institutional collections from this region'

Note: This faunal species list includes animals observed or expected to

occur on or in the immediate vicinity of the study site.
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Bufterflies

DANIDAE

Monarch (Danaus plexippus) s

Striated Queen (D. gilippus strigosus) u

NYMPFIALIDAE

Neumogen's checkerspot (Charidryas neumoengeni) u

Mylitta crescent (Phycoides mylitta) s

Cerrita checkerspot (Thessalia leanira cerrita) s

painted lady (Vanessa cardui) o

cofirmon buckeye (Junonia coenia) 2

PIERIDAE

Becker's white (Pontia beckeri) s

California white @. sisymbrii) u
Common white (P. protodice) 1

Southern dogface (Zercne cesonia) o
Nicippe yellow (Eurema niciPPe) s

Dwarf yellow (Nathalis iole) s

Felder's orange tip (Anthocharis cethura cethura) u

Grinell' s marble (Falcapic a lanceolata australis) u

Southern marble (Eucloe hyantis lotta) u

LIBYTIIEIDAE

Snout butterfly (Libythaena bachmanii larvata) s

RIODINIDAE

Mormon metalmark (Apodemia mormo mormo) u
Behr's metalmark (A. mormo virgulti) u
Cythera metalmark (A. momro cythera) u

I
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LYCAENIDAE

common hairsffeak (Strymon melinus) s

Marine blue (LePtotes marina) s

Pygmy blue (BrePhidium exilis) s

Acmon Blue (Plebejus acmon acmon) u

Bemardino blue (Euphilotes battoides bemardino) u

Elvira's blue (E. pallescens elvirae) u

Mojave blue (E. mojave) u

Small blue (Philotiella speciosa) s

MEGATHTMIDAE

Martin' s giant skipper (Megathymus coloradensis martini) u

IIESPERIIDAE

Chusca skipper (Polites sabuleti) s

Juba skipper (HesPeria juba) u
Sootywing (Pholisora catullus) o

L;

t_

L
{

I

L-



t-

I
t

t

I
t"

Amphibians and RePtiles

BUFONIDAE

Western toad (Bufo boreas halophilus) c

HYLIDAE

Pacific chorus frog (HYla regilla) c

GEKKOMDAE

Banded gecko (Coleonyx variegatus) s

PHRYNOSOMATIDAE

Zebratailed lizn d(Callisaurus draconoides) s

Long-nosed leopar d lizard(Gambelia wislizenii) o
coast horned lizard(Phrynosoma coronatum) o (see text)

Desert horned lizar d (Phrynosoma platyrhinos) s

Desert Spiny lizard ( Sceloporus magister) c

Western fence Iizar d (Scelop orus occidentalis) c

Side-blotched lizard (Uta stansburiana) 1

XANTUSIDAE

Desert nieht Lizard(Xantusia vigilis) c

TEIIDAE

t California whiptail (Cnemidophorus tigris) c

ANNIELLIDAEI

t

California legless \izard (Anniella pulchra) (see text)



t LEPTOTYPI{LOPIDAE

Western blind snake (Leptotyphlops humilis) s

COLUBRIDAE

Glossy snake (Arizona elegans) u
western shovel-nosed snake (chionactis occipitalis) s

Night snake (Hypsiglena torquata) u
Common kingsnake (Lampropeltus getulus) u

Coachwhip (Masticophis flagellum) o

Gopher snake (Pituophis melanoleucus) o

Long-nosed snake (Rhinccheilus lecontei) u

California black-headed snake (Tantilla planiceps) s

Lyre snake (Trimorphodon biscutatus) s

VIPERIDAE

Mojave rattlesnake (Crotalus scutellatus) o

TESTUDINIDAE

Desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii) (see text)
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Birds

Note

Numbers in parentheses following a species indicate the maximum number

of individuals seen or heard during a survey.

CATFIARTIDAE

Turkey vulture (Cathartes aura) f

ACCIPITRIDAE

Northern harrier (Circus' cyaneus) u
Femrginous hawk (Buteo regalis) u (see text)
Red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis) 1

Swainson's hawk (Buteo swainsoni) u (see text)
Golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) u (see text)
Cooper's hawk (Accipiter cooperi) u (see tex|

FALCONIDAE

American kestrel (Falco sparverius) u
Prairie falcon ( Falco mexicanus) u (see text)

PFIASIANIDAE

California quail (Callipepla californica) c

CHARADRIIDAE

t"

l;t.

t,.

Killdeer (Charadrius vociferus) o
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COLUMBIDAE

Rock dove (Columba livia) c
Mouming dove (Zenaidamacroura) 30

CUCULIDAE

Greater roadrunner (Geococcyx califomianus) o

STRIGIDAE

Great horned owl (Bubo yirginianus) u
Burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) s (see text)
Long-eared owl (Asio otus) u (see text)

TYTONIDAE

Common barn owl (Tyto alba) u

CAPRIMULGIDAE

Lesser nighthawk (Chordeiles acutipennis) f
Common poorwill (Phalaenoptilus nuttallii) s

APODIDAE

Vaux's swift (Chaetura vauxi) s

TROCHILIDAE

Anna's hummingbird (Calypte anna) c

Costa's hummingbird (C. costae) u

B lack-chinned hummingbird (Archilochus alexandri) f
Rufous hummingbird (Selasphorus rufus) s

PICIDAE

I
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Ladder-backed woodpecker (Picoides scalaris) o
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Norlhern flicker (Colaptes auratus) u

TYRRANIDAE

Say's phoebe (Sayornis saya) 1

Ash-throated flycatcher (Myarchis cinerascens) f
Western Kingbird (Tyrannus verticalis) f

CORVIDAE

Western scrub jay (Aphelecoma californica ) u
Common raven (Corvus corax) 2

REMIZIDAE

Verdin (Auriparus flaviceps) c

AEGITHALIDAE

Bushtit (Psaltriparus minimus) s

TROGLODYTIDAE

Cactus wren ( Campylorhynchus brunneicapillus) o

Rock wren (Salpinctes obsoletus) o

Bewick's wren (Thryomanes bewickii o

MTJSCICAPIDAE

Ruby-crowned kinglet ( Regulus calendula) u
Hermit thrush (Catharus guttatus) s
Swainson's thrush (C. swainsoni) s

American robin (Turdus migratorius) u

t-

t-
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MIMIDAE

Northern mockingbird ( Mimus polyglottos) c

Le Conte's thrasher (Toxostoma lecontei) s (see text)

LANIIDAE

Loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus) 1 (see text)

STURNIDAE

E'uropean Starling (Sturnus vulgaris) c

ALAIIDIDAE

Horned lark (Eremophila alpestris) c (see text)

HIRUNDINIDAE

Cliff swallow (Petrochelidon pyrrhonota)

Violet green swallow (Tachycineta thalassina) s

Barn swallow (Hirundo rustica)

Rough-winged swallow (Stelgidopteryx ruficollis) s

Tree swallow (Iridoprocne bicolor) s

EMBERIZII.AE

Yellow-rumped warbler (Dendroica coronata) c

Orange-crowned warbler (Vermivo ta celata) 1

Common yellowthroat (Geothlypis trichas) s

Nashville warbler (Vennivora ruficapilla) s

MacGillivray's warbler (Oporonis tolmiei) s
Wilson's warbler (Wilsonia pusilla) s

Western meadowlark (Sturnella neglecta) 2

Brewer' s blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus) c

Great-tailed grackle (Quiscalus mexicanus) u

Tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor) u (see text)

Red-winged blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus) 1

I
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Scott's oriole (Icterus Parisorum) s

Bullock's Oriole (Icterus bullockii) o
Black-throated sparow (Amphispiza bilineata) s

White-crowned sp arrow (Zonotnchia leucopl,rys) t
Sage sparrow (Amphisiza belli) u
Lark spaffow (Chondestes grammacus) c

Savannah sp€trrow (Passerculus sandwichensis) 1

Vesper sp€Ilrow (Pooecetes graminues) u
Golden-crowned sp€rrrow (Z onokichia atricapilla) u

Song sparrow (Melospiza melodia) c

FRINGILLIDAE

House finch (Carpodacus mexicanus) 10

American goldfinch (Carduelis tristis) u
Lesser goldfinch (C. psaltria) u

t-

House sparrow (Passer domesticus) c

PLOCEIDAE

t-
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Mammals

Note

This is a largely hypothetical list of species based on very broad range

boundaries whichmay include the present site. No affempt is made here to

assess relative abundance.

GEON/ffiDAE

Valley pocket gopher (Thomomys bottae) sign

SORICIDAE

Desert shrew (Notiosorex crawfordi)

PHTLLOSTOMIDAE

Cali fornia leaf-nos ed b at (Macrotus californicus)

VESPERTILIONIDAE

Little brown myotis (Myotis lucifugus)
Yuma myotis (M. Yumanensis)
Long-eared myotis (M. evotis)

Fringed myotis (M. thYsanodes)

LongJegged myotis (M. volans)

California myotis (M. califomicus)
Small-footed myotis (M. leibii)
Western pipistrelle (Pipistrellus hesperus)

Big brown bat (Eptesicus fuscus)

Red bat (Lasiurus borealis)
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Hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus)

Townsend' s big-eared bat (Plecotus townsendii)

Pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus)

MOLOSSIDAE

Brazilian free-tailed bat (Tadarida brasiliensis)

Pocketted fr ee-tailed bat (Tadarida femorosacca)

Western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis)

LEPORIDAE

Desert cottontail (Sylvilagus auduboni) sign

Black-tailed jack rabbit (Lepus californicus mohavensis) sign

SCIT]RIDAE

White-tailed antelop e squirrel (Ammo spermophilus leucurus)

Califomia ground squirrel (Spermophilus beecheyi) sign

I{ETEROIvIYIDAE

Agile kangaroo rat (Dipodomys agilis)
Merriam's kangaroo rat (Dipodomys merriami) sign

Panamint kangaroo rat (D. panamintinus mohavensis)

CRICETIDAE

Deer mouse (Peromyscus maniculatus) sign

Desert woodrat (l{eotoma lePida)

CANIDAE

Coyote (Canis latrans) sign
Feral domestic dog (Canis familiaris) sign

Desert kit fox (Vulpes macrotis)

li
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PROCYONIDAE

Ringtail (Bassariscus astutus)

Raccoon (Procyon lotor)

MUSTELIDAE

Badger (Taxidea taxus) (see text)
Western spotted skunk (Spilogale gracilis)

Striped skunk (Mephitus mephitus)

FELIDAE

Mountain lion (Felis concolor)
Bobcat (Felis rufus)
Domestic cat (Felis catus)

CERVIDAE

Black-tailed deer (Odocoileus hemionus)

EQUIDAE

Domestic horse (Equus cabailus)

BOVIIDAE

Domestic cattle (Bos taurus)

HOMINIDAE

Human (Homo sapiens)

t.
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Callyn D. Yorke

Proj ect Manager/Principal Biologist

Dr, Callyn Yorkcis'rfulogist-with extensive field research and teaching experience in
Ornithology, Herpetblory and. Mammatory. [r addition to having compleledbeveral
research pqojects overseas, he has been active in the snrdy of the distribution of birds in
Southem Califomia for twenty years. Dr. Yorke has authored over twenty-five scientific
plpers and reports in'Environmental Biology. He continues to hold a fuil-time, tenured
position as Professbr ofZoology at Antelope Valley College, Lancaster, Catifornia-

i

B.Sc. 1975. Biological,,Science.
I '.i

l.

M.A. 1976. Biologrcal,science

EDUCATION

Califomia State University, Hayward.

California State University, Hayward.

University of Arkansas, Fayetteville.
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Ph.D. 1983. Zoology

i.:,,.....
i:rr' ;:1

r: . :: ..j

.:-

:irJglt,f iiir
'-_,11 '' rii

PROF'ESSIONAL trSTORY

. Omithology Instructor 7976. Univenity of Califomi4 Berkeley

. visiting A$ittuqtProfessor Lg77-80. Nuional university of Malaysia.
r Post-Doctoral Reqearch 1983-84. Smithsonian Instihrtion, Washington, D.C..
. Visiting fusistant-nofessor 1984. Monterey Peninsula College, CA.
. Professor of Zoolo g 1984 - Antelope Valley College, Biolory Dept CA.
o Post-Doctoral nesearcn 1990. Point Reyes Bird observ atorylce.'
. Research Associate 1g87-Los Angeles iounty Museum ofNatural History, CA.
. Owner and Project Ma:nager 1987-Callyn D.Yorke, Biologicat Resources Reports.
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i CallynD. Yorke, Ph.D. Biological Resources Reports

Professional Work Experience

Biological Resources Reports s6mFleted in Southern California
: 1989 - 2004

1) APN 3029-12-08: 80 Acres,L.A. County.

2) APN 3209-14-2I: I0 Acres,L.A. County.

3) APN 3010 -002-003 .... 8: 23 Acres, Palmdale.

4) APN 3022-25-+WAcres, Palmdaie.

5) APN 3056-12-31: 20 Acres, Palmdale

6) APN 3053-009-004: 35 Acres, Palmdale

7) APN 3053-009-007: 20 Acres, Patrndale.

8) APN 302-26-9;57: Caiifornia City, Kern Counry.

9) APN 3114-13-001: 80 Acres, Lancaster

10) APN 3126-19-024: 4 Acres, Lancaster.
.l

11) APN 3176-002-02i:' 10 Acres, Lancaster.

12) APN 3128-003-036:'9.6 Acres, Lancaster.

13) APN 3001-001-035: :10 Acres, Palmdale.
l'tlr'l^t t" 

"''i

14) APN 3109-002-099: 2.5 Acres, Lancaster

15) APN 3109-00i-3 6,37,38,39: 10 Acres, Lancasrer

i

16) APN 3053-06-05;20:' 20 Acres, Palmdale.',:
17) APN 3ll+13-29: 3 Acres, Lancaster.

i8) APN 3004-1542,43; 12 Acres, Palndale.

i9) Sections 2,3,25,26,27;35: 1500 Acres, Palmdale.

I
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20) APN 359-03-002j 20,Ames: Kern County (R.asrnussen: default)
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21) APN 3064-16-10,22: 240 Acres, Llano, Los Angeles Counfy.

22) APN 0419-091-10;12: 319 Acres, San Bernardino Counry.
''

23) APN 345-100-02-00-p: 100 Acres, Wiilow Springs, Kem County.

24) Proposed Fairmont and Antelope Buttes Reservoir, 1600 acres, Los Angeles County.

25) APN 3003-003-025,28)9:15 acres, Palmdale, CA.

26) SE corner of L-8 and 45h Steet WesL 6 acres, euafiz Hill, Los Angeles Counlv.
11llr*

27) APN 31 14-013-087,88,89: 35 acres, Lancaster, Los Angeles County

28) 45th Steet W andL-8i 6 acres, Quafiz Hill. CA
i.

29) MB 31-13, TR 2916, L 16:20 Acres, Palmdale, CA

30) Fort Tejon Road and union Pacific Railway: 59 Acres, palmdale, cA

31) APN 3 i 14-103-087,88,89: Avenue H-8 and 20m sneet West, 35 Acres, Lancaster, CA
i.,,'

32) TTM 60058, Ranfov.ista Blvd., west of o-8: 30.6 Acres, parmdale, CA

33) TTM 53869, s56 steet west and the californiaAqueduct: 30 Acres, palmfla1g, g4

34) TTM 60053, 40h Sneet East and Avenue R: 20 Acres, palmdale, CA

35) APN 3057-012-003,014 and 033;289 Acres, Acton, CA

36) TTM 60I62,60mlSE;# Easr and. Avenue R-8: 5 Acres, palmdale, CA
..i- :.,

37) TTM 060431,20n Steet west and Avenue M-8.77 Acres, patmdale, cA

38) NE corner of 47th Stuei East and Avenue R, 8 Acres, patmdale, CA

39) APN 3003-00+0 r2,z}hstreet west and Avenue p-10, 8.8 acres, palmdals, g4
't '

40) TTI\4 27}9l,DayenportRoa4 8.5 Acres, Agua Dulce, CA
i.,... 

:
41) APN 3003 080 0i07,; l.I7 Acres, Auto Center Drive, patmdals, g4

,: .

42) TTM Quail Vailey Road, 40 Acres, Castaic, CA

I
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43) APN 3111-012-056, 10 Acres, east of 45ft Steet WesL Lancaster, CA

44) APN 3109{01-065;066,20 Acres, west of 35ft Sheet West and L4-L-6,
I-ancaster, CA.

45) Five acres, Avenue O and 10s Sneet West, palmdale, CA

46) APN 3 1 70-002-028,029 ;900,90 1 ;043 ;0 l7 -019, 24 acres, Lancaster, CA

47) Sixteen acres, Lancaster Blvd, and 35b Steet East, Lancaster, CA

48) APN 3203-015-069;143;059-060, 13 Aues 52nd Sheet West and. Avenue J,

Lancaster, CA. ' ;

.:

49) Twelve acres, Avenue I and 20ft Street WesL Lancaster CA

50) APN 3204-006-049-051, 8 Acres, Avenue K-12 and 57h Street Wes! Lancasrer,
CA.

51) Five acres, Avenue L and 10ft Street WesL Lancaster, CA

:'.'
52) Two acres,'Avenue J and 32nd Street WesL Lancaster, CA.

,.1, , l:
:

53) Nineteen acres; Avenue I and 12ft Street East, Lancaster, CA

54) APN 3204-023-182,10 acres, Avenue M-8 and 70b Street Wes[ Lancaster, CA.

55) APN 0394-03i.023&028,17 Acres, lvlojave Drive, Victorville, CA

56) APN 3150014:00;6, 47 acres, Avenue K and 30ft Sheet Eas! Lancaster, CA... '.'.':
;' 

j :'

' 1,'
57) 4-S acres, AvbnueJ-6 and22"d Skeet East, Lancaster, CA.

nue J4 and 22nd Street East, Lancaster, CA.58) 10.5 acres,.Avq 
:

59) APN 3150.022-009, 5 acres, Lancaster Blvd. and 30t Steet Easg Lancaster, CA.
'i I.,

60) APN 3150-030-006;013, 8 acres, Avenue J-2to J4 and 26m Sneet Easq

Lancaster, CA. .,'

61) Thfuty acres,:iAvenue J and 35ft Street East, Lancaster, CA.



t-

I

r
I

t-

t

TIIESES AND PUBLICATIONS

Yorke, C.D. 1976. Reproductive strategies in the Hylidae (New world teefrogs).
Biology Dept., California State University, Hayward- 45 pp.

Yorke, C.D. 1978. Reptiles of Fulau Tenggol (Malaysia): A new record of the Green
Mangrove Snake (Boiga qtanea) and two new geckoes (Gymnodactylus spp.),
N atur e Mal ay s i ana &45 -5&

Yorke, C.D.1979. The Biology of the FrogPolypedates leucomystm (Anura:
Rhacophoridae) in Peninsular Malaysia- Nature tValaystana 4:22-25.

Smits, A.W. and C.D.Jorke 1980. Winter activity and mortaiity in juvenile chuckwallas
(Sauromalus obesus) Journal of Herpetolog 14:100-101.

Yorke, C.D. 1983a- Survival of embryos and larvae of the frog Polypedates leucomystffi
(Anura: Rhacophori*,,g) t Malaysia- Journsl of Herpetotogt 17:2354L.

.i .i
Yorke, C.D. i983b. Avian edology in aMalaysian rubber tree plantation.
Ph.D. Dissertation. Dept. of Zoology, University ofArkansas, Fayeffeville.213 pp.

Yorke, 1984. Avian Commuuity Skucture in Two Modified Malaysian Habitats.
B i ol o gic al C ons ematton 29 : 3 45 -3 62.
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State of California - The urces Aoencv ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor
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DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND CAME

httg: //www. dfg,ca.oov

(e16) 324-3812

April6, 2005

Mr. Callyn Yorke
-15438 Ensenada Rgad;-*-
Green Valley, California 91350

Dear Mr. Yorke:

In response to your request on April 6, 2005, a search for occurrences of rare, threatened,
endangered, and sensitive animals, plants, and natural communities has been completed by the
California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) for the following quadrangle(s): Palmdale,
Lancaster East, LancasterWest, Rosamond, Rosamond Lake, Bissell, Soledad, Green
Valley, Sleepy Valley, Del Sur & Ritter Ridge - Text Report.

Please refer to the enclosed documents for an explanation of the terms and information
contained in this computerized report. You will be bilted shortly for your order. All of our current
CNDDB lists ar,e now available online at http//www.dfg.ca.gov/whdab.

NOTICE TO ALL USERS OF NATURAL DIVERSITY DATABASE INFORMATION

This report does not constitute official Department of Fish and Game environmental impact
review of a project under the California Environmental Quality Act, National Environmental Policy
Act, or other statutory or regulatory authority. Environmental impact review is carried out by other
units in the Department. Even if the CNDDB does not report an occurrence of special animals,
plants, or natural cornmunities in your project area, the Department may recommend that you
conduct studies to determine or conflrm their presence or absence, or to determine the impact of
your proposed activiiy on these and other organisms and their habitats.

Although the CNDDB inventory does not include other more common animals and plants,
such as those that may be important for game, commercial, or aesthetic reasons, such species are
of concern, and the law requires that they also be considered in an environmental assessment of
any nonexempt projecl.

The CNDDB also inventories both terrestrial and aquatic natural communities thai are of
extremely high qualiiy, very limited distribution orthreatened. These natural communities contain a
rich heritage of native animals and plants that contribute significantly to the State's natural biotic
diversity.

Corseroirry Caflfornio's Wifffife Stnre 1-570



State of California - The Resources Aoencv ARNOLD SCHWARZEN GER. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND CAME
http: //www.d fq. ca. gov

(e16) 324-3812

September 22,2005

Callyn Yorke
Callyn Yorke Blological
1 5438 Ensenada Road
Green Valley CA 91390

Dear Callyn-Verkq- --*

ln response to your request on september 22,2005, a search for occurrences of
rare, threatened, endangered, and sensitive animals, plants, and natural
communities has been completed by the California Natural Diversity Database
(cNDDB) for the following quadrangle(s): Lancaster East, Lancaiter wes!
Palmdale & Ritter Ridge - (text only).

Please refer to the enclosed documents for an explanaiion of the terms and
information contained in this computerized report. You will be billed shorily for your
order. All of our current ONDDB lists are now available online at
http :/iwww. dfg. ca. goviwh d a b.

ALL U TURAL D DATABASE ATION

This report does not constitute official Department of Fish and Game environmental
t!Ract review of a project under the California Environmental Quality Act, National
Environmental Policy Act, or other statutory or regulatory authority. 

-Environmental

impact review is carried out by other units in the Department. Even if the CNDDB
does not report an occurrence of special animals, piants, or natural communities in
your project area, the Department may recommend that you conduct studies to
determine or.confirm their presence or absence, or to deiermine the impact of your
proposed aclivity on these and other organisms and their habitats.

Although the CNDDB inventory does not include other more common animals and
plants, such as those that may be important for game, commercial, or aesthetic
reasons, such species are of concern, and the law requires that they also be
considered in an environmental assessment of any nonexempt projecl.

The CNDDB also inventories both terrestrial and aquatic natural communities that
are of extremely high quality, very limited distribution or threatened. These natural
communities contain a rich heritage of native animals and plants that contribute
significantly to the State's natural biotic diversity.

The absence of a special animal, plant, or natural community from the report does
not necessarily mean that they are absent from the area in question, only that no

CorsentirE Cafifontis's Witftife Sirce 1SZ0



Appendix F 
Biological Resources Report on APN 3204-008-048, 
19 Acres, 60th Street West, North of Avenue L, 
Lancaster, CA 
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