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Environmental Checklist of Impacts 

I. Aesthetics

Evaluation 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would

the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
 

No Impact
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would 

the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state 
scenic highway? 

    

No Impact

1
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would

the project, in nonurbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings? Public
views are those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage
point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict
with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?

 

No Impact.

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would

the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

 Impact.
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II. Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Evaluation 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

 

No Impact.
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a

Williamson Act contract?
 

No Impact
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,

forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

 

No Impact
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of

forest land to non-forest use?
 

No Impact
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment

which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?

 

No Impact. 
 

III. Air Quality

Evaluation 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the

applicable air quality plan?
 

Less than Significant Impact
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Criteria Pollutant Standard Averaging Time Designation1 Attainment Date2 
1-Hour Ozone3 NAAQS 1979 1-Hour (0.12 ppm) Nonattainment (Extreme) 2/6/2023 

(revised deadline) 
CAAQS 1-Hour (0.09 ppm) Nonattainment N/A 

8-Hour Ozone4 NAAQS 1997 8-Hour (0.08 ppm) Nonattainment (Extreme) 6/15/2024 
NAAQS 2008 8-Hour (0.075 ppm) Nonattainment (Extreme) 7/20/2032 
NAAQS 2015 8-Hour (0.070 ppm) Nonattainment (Extreme) 8/3/2038 
CAAQS 8-Hour (0.070 ppm) Nonattainment Beyond 2032 

CO NAAQS 1-Hour (35 ppm) 8-Hour (9 ppm) Attainment (Maintenance) 6/11/2007 (attained) 
CAAQS 1-Hour (20 ppm) 8-Hour (9 ppm) Attainment 6/11/2007 

(attained) 
NO25 NAAQS 2010 1-Hour (0.10 ppm) Unclassifiable/ Attainment N/A (attained) 

NAAQS 1971 Annual (0.053 ppm) Attainment (Maintenance) 9/22/1998 (attained) 
CAAQS 1-Hour (0.18 ppm)

Annual (0.030 ppm)
Attainment --- 

SO26 NAAQS 2010 1-Hour (75 ppb) Designations Pending (expect 
Unclassifiable/ Attainment) 

N/A (attained) 

NAAQS 1971 24-Hour (0.14 ppm) 
1971 Annual (0.03 ppm) 

Unclassifiable/ Attainment 3/19/1979 (attained) 

PM10 NAAQS 1987 24-hour 
(150 μg/m3) 

Attainment (Maintenance)7 7/26/2013 (attained) 

CAAQS 24-hour (50 μg/m3)
Annual (20 μg/m3)

Nonattainment N/A 

PM2.58 NAAQS 2006 24-Hour 
(35 μg/m3) 

Nonattainment (Serious) 12/31/2019 
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Criteria Pollutant Standard Averaging Time Designation1 Attainment Date2 
NAAQS 1997 Annual 

(15.0 μg/m3) 
Attainment 8/24/2016 

NAAQS 2012 Annual 
(12.0 μg/m3) 

Nonattainment (Serious) 12/31/2025 

CAAQS Annual (12.0 μg/m3) Nonattainment N/A 
Lead9 NAAQS 2008 3-Months Rolling 

(0.15 μg/m3) 
Nonattainment (Partial) 

(Attainment determination 
requested) 

12/31/2015 

Hydrogen Sulfide 
(H2S) 

CAAQS 3-Months Rolling
(0.15 μg/m3)

Nonattainment (Partial)i) --- 

Sulfates CAAQS 24-Hour
(25 μg/m3)

Attainment --- 

Vinyl Chloride CAAQS 24-Hour
(0.01 ppm/26 μg/m3) 

Attainment --- 

Notes: 
a) U.S. EPA often only declares Nonattainment areas; everywhere else is listed as Unclassifiable/Attainment or Unclassifiable
b) A design value below the NAAQS for data through the full year or smog season prior to the attainment date is typically required for attainment

demonstration
c) The 1979 1-hour O3 standard (0.12 ppm) was revoked, effective June 15, 2005; however, the Basin has not attained this standard and therefore has

some continuing obligations with respect to the revoked standard
d) 1997 8-hour O3 standard (0.08 ppm) was reduced (0.075 ppm), effective May 27, 2008; the revoked 1997 O3 standard is still subject to anti-

backsliding requirements
e) New NO2 1-hour standard, effective August 2, 2010; attainment designations January 20, 2012; annual NO2 standard retained
f) The 1971 annual and 24-hour SO2 standards were revoked, effective August 23, 2010; however, these 1971 standards will remain in effect until one

year after U.S. EPA promulgates area designations for the 2010 SO2 1-hour standard. Area designations are still pending, with Basin expected to be
designated Unclassifiable /Attainment.

g) Annual PM10 standard was revoked, effective December 18, 2006; 24-hour PM10 NAAQS deadline was 12/31/2006; SCAQMD request for attainment
redesignation and PM10 maintenance plan was approved by U.S. EPA on June 26, 2013, effective July 26, 2013.

h) Attainment deadline for the 2006 24-Hour PM2.5 NAAQS (designation effective December 14, 2009) is December 31, 2019 (end of the 10th calendar
year after effective date of designations for Serious nonattainment areas). Annual PM2.5 standard was revised on January 15, 2013, effective March
18, 2013, from 15 to 12 μg/m3. Designations effective April 15, 2015, so Serious area attainment deadline is December 31, 2025.

i) Partial Nonattainment designation – Los Angeles County portion of Basin only for near-source monitors. Expect to remain in attainment based on
current monitoring data; attainment re-designation request pending.

Source: SCAQMD, 2016 Air Quality Management Plan. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of

any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard

 

Less than Significant Impact

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

concentrations?
 

Less than Significant Impact.
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to

odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people?
 

Less than Significant Impact.
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IV. Biological Resources

Evaluation 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project 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?

  

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.
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Mitigation Measure 

BIO-1 MSHCP Protocol and Preconstruction Surveys for Burrowing Owl:
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BIO-2 Procedures if Burrowing Owl is found on-site:
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BIO-3 Western Riverside Best Management Practices (Volume I, Appendix C):
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project 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? 

   
 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally 

protected state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not 
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? 

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) Would the project 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? 

    

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

California Fish and Game Code

Mitigation Measure 

BIO-4  Nesting Bird Surveys. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances 

protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other 
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.
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V. Cultural Resources 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5? 
    

No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5? 
    

 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.
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Mitigation Measure 

CULT-1  Archeological Resources. 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred 

outside of dedicated cemeteries? 
    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. 

Mitigation Measure 

CULT-2 Human Remains.

 Energy

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project result in potentially significant environmental impact 

due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy 
resources, during project construction or operation? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for 

renewable energy or energy efficiency? 
    

Less than Significant Impact.
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VII. Geology and Soils 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial 

adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 
    

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map, issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42. 

    

Less than Significant Impact

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     

Less than Significant Impact.
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?     

Less than Significant Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
iv) Landslides?     

Less than Significant Impact.
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

topsoil? 
    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

Mitigation Measure 

GEO-1 Prepare and Implement Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, 

or that would become unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-

1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to 
life or property? 

    

Less than Significant Impact
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the 

use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where 
sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater? 

    

No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
f) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 

resource or site or unique geologic feature? 
    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. 

Mitigation Measure 

GEO-2  Paleontological Resources. 
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VIII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly 

or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment? 
    

Less than Significant Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation 

adopted for the purpose or reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases? 

    

No Impact.
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IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of 
hazardous materials? 

   
 

 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. 

Mitigation Measure 

HAZ-1 Spill Prevention and Clean-up Best Management Practices
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident 
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 

acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter 
mile of an existing or proposed school? 

    

Less than Significant Impact. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of 

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to 
the public or the environment? 

    

No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
e)  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a 

plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public 
use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area? 

    

No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
f) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with 

an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
    

No Impact. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
g) Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or 

indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland 
fires?? 

    
 

Less than Significant Impact.

Mitigation Measure 

HAZ-2 Fire Prevention Best Management Practices

 Comply with Applicable Laws
 Confine Welding Activity

 Prevent Fire and Extinguish Fires

 Prohibit Smoking

 Clear Key Areas of Flammable Material

 Remove Waste
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 Notify 9-1-1.

 Maintain Fire Prevention Service Access

 Use Spark Arrestors

 Use Water Tank

X. Hydrology and Water Quality 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste 

discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or 
ground water quality? 

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or 

interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project 
may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin?  

    

No Impact
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 

including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or 
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would: 

                        

i) result in a substantial erosion or siltation on-or off-site?     

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner 

which would result in flooding on- or offsite? 
    

 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of 

existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

    
 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
iv) impede or redirect flood flows?     

No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) Would the project cause or expose people and structures to inundation 

by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 
    

No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
e) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water 

quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? 
    

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.
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XI. Land Use/Planning 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project physically divide an established community?     

No Impact. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a 

conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

    

No Impact.
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XII. Mineral Resources 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 

resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the 
state? 

    

No Impact. 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important 

mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, 
specific plan or other land use plan? 

    

No Impact. 

XIII. Noise 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or 

permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project 
in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

    

Less than Significant Impact
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne 

vibration or groundborne noise levels? 
    

Less than Significant Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) For a project located within  the vicinity of a private airstrip or airport land 

use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of 
a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

    

No Impact. 
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XIV. Population and Housing 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, 

either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) 
or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

   
 

 

No Impact. 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or 

housing units, necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

    

No Impact.
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XV. Public Services 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts 

associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any or the public services: 
 Fire protection? 
 Police protection? 
 Schools? 
 Parks? 
 Other public facilities? 

    
 

Less than Significant Impact

Public Service Location in or near Cherry Valley Distance from Project Site 
Riverside County Fire Station No. 22 10055 Avenida-Miravilla 

Beaumont, CA 92223 
~ 0.64 miles from Pipeline 1 
~ 0.67 miles from Pipeline 2 
~ 1.19 miles from Pipeline 3 
~ 1.44 miles from Pipeline 4 
~ 0.3 miles from Pipeline 5 
~ 1.61 miles from Pipeline 6 

Beaumont Police Department  660 Orange Ave, Beaumont, CA 92223 ~ 3.48 miles from Pipeline 1 
~ 3.42 miles from Pipeline 2 
~ 3.86 miles from Pipeline 3 
~ 3.76 miles from Pipeline 4 
~ 3.93 miles from Pipeline 5 
~ 5.09 miles from Pipeline 6 

Beaumont Public Library  125 E 8th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 

~ 3.48 miles from Pipeline 1 
~ 3.42 miles from Pipeline 2 
~ 3.61 miles from Pipeline 3 
~ 3.46 miles from Pipeline 4 
~ 3.89 miles from Pipeline 5 
~ 5.1 miles from Pipeline 6 

Bogart Park 9600 Cherry Avenue ~ 1.14 miles from Pipeline 1 
~ 1.19 miles from Pipeline 2 
~ 2.57 miles from Pipeline 3 
~ 2.81 miles from Pipeline 4 
~ 0.91 miles from Pipeline 5 
~ 0.67 miles from Pipeline 6 

Source: City Website and Google Earth, 2022 
Note: “~” = approximately 
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XVI. Recreation 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and 

regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

    

No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 

construction or expansion of recreational facilities, which might have 
an adverse effect on the environment? 

    

No Impact.

XVII. Transportation/Traffic 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy 

addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities? 

    

No Impact



Initial Study - Environmental Checklist        2020 and 2021 Water Pipeline Replacement Project  

50 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project conflict or be consistent with CEQA Guidelines 

§15064.3, subdivision (b)? 
    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. 

Mitigation Measure 

TRAF-1 Traffic Control Measures.
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric 

design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

    

No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?     

Less than Significant Impact.

XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources 
Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape 
that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the 
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California 
Native American tribe, and that is: 
i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical 

Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined 
in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or 

    

No Impact.
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and 

supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to 
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) 
of Public Resource Code § 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider 
the significance of the resource to a California Native American 
tribe. 

    

No Impact.

XIX. Utilities and Service Systems 

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of 

new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water 
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, 
the construction or relocation of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

    
 

Less than Significant Impact. 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 

project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, 
dry and multiple dry years? 
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No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater 

treatment provider, which serves or may serve the project that it has 
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition 
to the provider’s existing commitments? 

    

No Impact. 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) Would the project generate solid waste in excess of state or local 

standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or 
otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goal? 

    

Less than Significant Impact. 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management 

statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 
    

Less than Significant Impact
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 Wildfire

Evaluation 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very 

high fire hazard severity zones, would the project substantially impair an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very 

high fire hazard severity zones, would the project, due to slope, 
prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and 
thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a 
wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

    

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very 

high fire hazard severity zones, would the project require the installation 
or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, 
emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may 
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts 
to the environment? 

    

No Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
d) If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very 

high fire hazard severity zones, would the project expose people or 
structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or 
drainage changes? 

    

 
Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
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XXI. Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the 

environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife 
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant 
or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory? 

    

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but 

cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that 
the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause 

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 

    

Less than Significant Impact.
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1.0 Executive Summary 

1

Allium marvinii Dudleya multicaulis
1

Athene cunicularia
 Allium marvinii

Dudleya multicaulis
1

1

Allium marvinii
Dudleya multicaulis 1

Alluim marvinii
Dudleya multicaulis) 1

Table 1. Pipeline 3 MSHCP Requirements for APN 407-110-021 

APN 407-110-021 (Northern Adjacent Parcel) 
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Table 2. Pipeline 4 MSHCP Requirements for APN 405-140-003 and APN 405-160-020 

APN 405-140-003  
(Southern Adjacent Parcel) 

405-160-022 
(Southern Adjacent Parcel) 

 
Table 3. Pipeline 5 MSHCP Requirements for APN 401-142-011 

APN 401-142-011 (Southwest Adjacent Parcel) 
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Table 4. Pipeline 6 MSHCP Requirements for APN 401-170-048 and APN 401-170-070 

APN 401-170-048  
(Northwest Adjacent Parcel) 

401-170-070 
(Southwest Adjacent Parcel) 

1

 
2 
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Athene cunicaria
Allium marvinii Dudleya multicaulis

2.0 Introduction 

2.1 Project Area 

2.2 Project Location 

 

2.3 Project Description 

PIPELINE 1 
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PIPELINE 2 

PIPELINE 3 

PIPELINE 4 
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PIPELINE 5 

PIPELINE 6 

2.4 Covered Roads 

1

2.5 Covered Public Access Activities 

2.6 General Setting  
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PIPELINE 1&2 

PIPELINE 3 

3

PIPELINE 4 

3

PIPELINE 5 

 
3

PIPELINE 6 
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3

3.0 Reserve Assembly Analysis  

2

2

4

4

4

1

4

Artemisiospiza belli
lynx rufus Perognathus longimembris brevinasus

Lampropeltis zonata 4

 
4 
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3.1 Public Quasi-Public Lands  
    3.1.1 Public Quasi-Public Lands in Reserve Assembly Analysis 

PIPELINE 1
1

 
PIPELINE 2

1

PIPELINE 3.
1

PIPELINE 4.
1

PIPELINE 5 1

PIPELINE 6.
1

    3.1.2 Project Impacts to Public Quasi-Public Lands 

4.0 Vegetation Mapping 
4.1 Methods 
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4.2 Existing Conditions and Results 

3

PIPELINE 1 

PIPELINE 2 
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PIPELINE 3 

PIPELINE 4

PIPELINE 5

 

PIPELINE 6  
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4.3 Urban 

    4.3.1 General Barren 

6

4.4 Annual Grassland 

    4.3.1 Perennial Grasses and Forbs 

6

 
6 
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4.4 Coastal Scrub 

6  

    4.4.1 Riversidean Alluvial Scrub 

6

    4.4.2 Chamise  

6

4.5 Coastal Oak Woodland 

6  
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Table 5. Land Covers/Vegetation 

Pipeline Vegetation Within Limits of Work Vegetation within 500-foot Survey Buffer 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 

6 

Table 6.  NRCS Soils Within the Limits of Work 

Pipeline Soil Type 
1 
2 
3 
3 
3 
4 
4 
4 
5 
5 
5 
5 
6 

5.0 Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools 
5.1 Riparian/Riverine Areas 
    5.1.1 Methods 

1
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    5.1.2 Existing Conditions and Results 

PIPELINE 1 

 

PIPELINE 2 

PIPELINE 3 

PIPELINE 4 

 
7 
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PIPELINE 5 

PIPELINE 6 

    5.1.3 Impacts 

    5.1.4 Mitigation 

5.2 Vernal Pools 
    5.2.1 Methods 
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    5.2.2 Existing Conditions and Results 

PIPELINE 1 

 

PIPELINE 2 

 

PIPELINE 3 

PIPELINE 4 
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PIPELINE 5 

PIPELINE 6 

    5.2.3 Impacts 

    5.2.4 Mitigation 

5.3 Fairy Shrimp 
    5.3.1 Methods  
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    5.3.2 Existing Conditions and Results 

7

7

    5.3.3 Impacts 

    5.3.4 Mitigation 

5.4 Riparian Birds 
    5.4.1 Methods 

 

Vireo bellii pusillus
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Empidonax traillii extimus Coccyzus 
americanus

    5.4.2 Existing Conditions and Results 

PIPELINE 1 

PIPELINE 2 

PIPELINE 3 

PIPELINE 4 

7

PIPELINE 5 
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7

PIPELINE 6 

    5.4.3 Impacts 

     5.4.4 Mitigation 

6.0 Protection of Narrow Endemic Plant Species (Section 6.1.3) 
6.1 Methods 

Allium 
marvinii Dudleya multicaulis

1
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6.2 Existing Conditions and Results 

Table 7. MSHCP Narrow Endemic Plant Species Attributes and Habitat Affinities 

Species MSHCP Habitat Blooming 
Period 

Habitat Suitability 

Yucaipa Onion 
 
Allium marvinii 

None. 

 
Many-
stemmed 
dudleya 
 
Dudleya 
multicaulis 

None.

PIPELINE 1 

PIPELINE 2 

 

PIPELINE 3 
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PIPELINE 4 

Brassica nigra

PIPELINE 5 

 

PIPELINE 6 

1

Quercus agrifolia
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6.3 Impacts 

6.4 Mitigation 

7.0 Additional Survey Needs and Procedures (Section 6.3.2) 
7.1 Criteria Area Plant Species 

7.2 Amphibians 

    7.2.1 Methods 

    7.2.2 Existing Conditions and Results 

    7.2.3 Impacts 

7.3 Burrowing Owl 
    7.3.1 Methods 

1

1
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1

8

8

Taxidea taxus

8

8

    7.3.2 Existing Conditions and Results 

PIPELINE 1 

 

PIPELINE 2 

 

PIPELINE 3 
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PIPELINE 4 

PIPELINE 5 

PIPELINE 6 

 

    7.3.3 Impacts 

    7.3.4 Mitigation 
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BIO-1

 

 

 

 

 

 

BIO-2  
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7.4 Mammals 
    7.4.1 Methods 

1

    7.4.2 Existing Conditions and Results 

    7.4.3 Impacts 

8.0 Information on Other Species 
8.1 Delhi Sands Flower Loving Fly 

Rhaphiomidas terminates 
abdominalis 1

8.2 Species Not Adequately Conserved 

 
Beaumont, California

Beaumont, California
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Corvus corax Mimus polyglottos
Buteo jamaicensis Aphelocoma californica),

Sayornis nigricans Calypte anna

 

9.0 Guidelines pertaining to the urban/wildlands interface (Section 6.1.4) 

2

2

DRAINAGE.

TOXICS.

LIGHTING
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NOISE.

INVASIVES.

BARRIERS.

GRADING/LAND DEVELOPMENT.

10.0 Best Management Practices (Volume I, Appendix C) 
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11.0 References 

12.0 Supporting Appendices 
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APPENDIX A – SITE PHOTOGRAPHS  
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APPENDIX B – LITERATURE REVIEW 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank State Rank

Rare Plant 
Rank/CDFW
SSC or FP

American badger
Taxidea taxus

AMAJF04010 None None G5 S3 SSC

chaparral sand-verbena
Abronia villosa var. aurita

PDNYC010P1 None None G5T2? S2 1B.1

Coachella Valley milk-vetch
Astragalus lentiginosus var. coachellae

PDFAB0FB97 Endangered None G5T1 S1 1B.2

coast horned lizard
Phrynosoma blainvillii

ARACF12100 None None G3G4 S3S4 SSC

coastal whiptail
Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri

ARACJ02143 None None G5T5 S3 SSC

Crotch bumble bee
Bombus crotchii

IIHYM24480 None None G2 S1S2

Dulzura pocket mouse
Chaetodipus californicus femoralis

AMAFD05021 None None G5T3 S3 SSC

Horn's milk-vetch
Astragalus hornii var. hornii

PDFAB0F421 None None GUT1 S1 1B.1

Jaeger's milk-vetch
Astragalus pachypus var. jaegeri

PDFAB0F6G1 None None G4T1 S1 1B.1

least Bell's vireo
Vireo bellii pusillus

ABPBW01114 Endangered Endangered G5T2 S2

loggerhead shrike
Lanius ludovicianus

ABPBR01030 None None G4 S4 SSC

Los Angeles pocket mouse
Perognathus longimembris brevinasus

AMAFD01041 None None G5T2 S1S2 SSC

mesa horkelia
Horkelia cuneata var. puberula

PDROS0W045 None None G4T1 S1 1B.1

Mojave tarplant
Deinandra mohavensis

PDAST4R0K0 None Endangered G2 S3 1B.3

narrow-leaf sandpaper-plant
Petalonyx linearis

PDLOA04010 None None G4 S3? 2B.3

northwestern San Diego pocket mouse
Chaetodipus fallax fallax

AMAFD05031 None None G5T3T4 S3S4 SSC

orange-throated whiptail
Aspidoscelis hyperythra

ARACJ02060 None None G5 S2S3 WL

pallid bat
Antrozous pallidus

AMACC10010 None None G4 S3 SSC

Palmer's mariposa-lily
Calochortus palmeri var. palmeri

PMLIL0D122 None None G3T2 S2 1B.2

Query Criteria: Quad<span style='color:Red'> IS </span>(Beaumont (3311688))<br /><span style='color:Red'> AND </span>County<span 
style='color:Red'> IS </span>(Riverside)

Report Printed on Tuesday, August 23, 2022

Page 1 of 2Commercial Version -- Dated July, 31 2022 -- Biogeographic Data Branch

Information Expires 1/31/2023

Selected Elements by Common Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database



Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank State Rank

Rare Plant 
Rank/CDFW
SSC or FP

Parry's spineflower
Chorizanthe parryi var. parryi

PDPGN040J2 None None G3T2 S2 1B.1

Payson's jewelflower
Caulanthus simulans

PDBRA0M0H0 None None G4 S4 4.2

Plummer's mariposa-lily
Calochortus plummerae

PMLIL0D150 None None G4 S4 4.2

purple martin
Progne subis

ABPAU01010 None None G5 S3 SSC

San Diego desert woodrat
Neotoma lepida intermedia

AMAFF08041 None None G5T3T4 S3S4 SSC

smooth tarplant
Centromadia pungens ssp. laevis

PDAST4R0R4 None None G3G4T2 S2 1B.1

Southern California legless lizard
Anniella stebbinsi

ARACC01060 None None G3 S3 SSC

southern California rufous-crowned sparrow
Aimophila ruficeps canescens

ABPBX91091 None None G5T3 S3 WL

Southern Cottonwood Willow Riparian Forest
Southern Cottonwood Willow Riparian Forest

CTT61330CA None None G3 S3.2

spiny-hair blazing star
Mentzelia tricuspis

PDLOA031T0 None None G4 S2 2B.1

Stephens' kangaroo rat
Dipodomys stephensi

AMAFD03100 Threatened Threatened G2 S2

western spadefoot
Spea hammondii

AAABF02020 None None G2G3 S3 SSC

western yellow bat
Lasiurus xanthinus

AMACC05070 None None G4G5 S3 SSC

yellow warbler
Setophaga petechia

ABPBX03010 None None G5 S3S4 SSC

Yucaipa onion
Allium marvinii

PMLIL02330 None None G1 S1 1B.2

Record Count: 34

Report Printed on Tuesday, August 23, 2022

Page 2 of 2Commercial Version -- Dated July, 31 2022 -- Biogeographic Data Branch

Information Expires 1/31/2023

Selected Elements by Common Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database



8/23/22, 4:54 PM CNPS Rare Plant Inventory | Search Results

https://rareplants.cnps.org/Search/result?frm=T&crpr=1B:2B&fesa=FE:FT&cesa=CE:CT&fsao=or&sl=1&quad=3311688:3411711:3411618:3411617:3311781:3311687:3311771:3311678:3311677: 1/1

Search Results

CNPS Rare Plant Inventory

8 matches found. Click on scientific name for details

Search Criteria: CRPR is one of [1B:2B] Fed List is one of [FE:FT] or State List is one of [CE:CT] , Quad is one of
[3311688:3411711:3411618:3411617:3311781:3311687:3311771:3311678:3311677]

▲ SCIENTIFIC
NAME

COMMON
NAME FAMILY LIFEFORM

BLOOMING
PERIOD

FED
LIST

STATE
LIST

GLOBAL
RANK

STATE
RANK

CA RARE
PLANT
RANK PHOTO

Astragalus
lentiginosus var.
coachellae

Coachella
Valley milk-
vetch

Fabaceae annual/perennial
herb

Feb-May FE None G5T1 S1 1B.2
No Photo

Available

Atriplex coronata
var. notatior

San Jacinto
Valley
crownscale

Chenopodiaceae annual herb Apr-Aug FE None G4T1 S1 1B.1

© 2008 Larry

Sward

Brodiaea filifolia thread-leaved
brodiaea

Themidaceae perennial
bulbiferous herb

Mar-Jun FT CE G2 S2 1B.1

© 2016 Keir

Morse

Deinandra
mohavensis

Mojave
tarplant

Asteraceae annual herb (Jan-
May)Jun-
Oct

None CE G2 S3 1B.3
No Photo

Available

Dodecahema
leptoceras

slender-
horned
spineflower

Polygonaceae annual herb Apr-Jun FE CE G1 S1 1B.1
No Photo

Available

Eriastrum
densifolium ssp.
sanctorum

Santa Ana
River
woollystar

Polemoniaceae perennial herb Apr-Sep FE CE G4T1 S1 1B.1
No Photo

Available

Navarretia
fossalis

spreading
navarretia

Polemoniaceae annual herb Apr-Jun FT None G2 S2 1B.1
No Photo

Available

Taraxacum
californicum

California
dandelion

Asteraceae perennial herb May-Aug FE None G1G2 S1S2 1B.1
No Photo

Available

Showing 1 to 8 of 8 entries

Suggested Citation: 
California Native Plant Society, Rare Plant Program. 2022. Rare Plant Inventory (online edition, v9-01 1.5). Website
https://www.rareplants.cnps.org [accessed 23 August 2022].
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APPENDIX C: PLANTS AND WILDLIFE SPECIES OBSERVED 

Scientific Name Common Name Pipeline 
Surrounding 

Location 
Magnoliophyta  Plants  
Poaceae Grass Family  

 Festuca arundinacea 
Chenopodiaceae Saltbush Family 
    Salsola tragus (non-native species) 
Brassicaceae Mustard Family 
    Brassica nigra 
Fagaceae Beech Family   
    Quercus agrifolia
Euphorbiaceae Spurge Family  
    Croton setiger 
Lamiaceae Sage Family 
Salvia rosmarinus 
Salvia leucantha 
Pinaceae Pine Family  
    Pinus lambertiana 
Anacardiaceae Sumac Family 
    Malosma 
Cupressaceae Cypress Family 
    Cupressus sempevirens 
Rosaceae Rose Family 
    Cercocarpus 
Aves Birds  
Columbidae Pigeons and Doves  

Zenaida macroura 
Corvidae Crows and Ravens  
    Corvus corax
Fringillidae Fringilline and Cardueline 

Finches and Allies 
 

    Haemorhous mexicanus 
Accipitridae Hawks, Kites Eagles, and Allies  
    Buteo jamaicensis 
Mimidae Mockingbirds and Thrashers  
    Mimus polyglottos 
Mammalia Mammals  
Sciuridae Squirrels   
    Spermophilus beecheyi
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APPENDIX D: Section 6.1.2. ASSESSMENT CONDITIONS 

Date Field 
Personnel  

Survey 
Time  

Temperature Humidity % 
Cloud 
Cover 

Wind 
Speed 

Annual 
Precipitation 


