
California Environmental Quality Act Environmental Checklist Form
Biological Resources
County of Ventura, Planning Division

PROJECT LOCATION: South Mountam Road; SEY4 S9 & SWv. SlO, T3N~R20W, MoQ:rpark
Quadrangle (7.5 minute series), Ventura County, California.

PROJECT ADDRESS: No address number.

DESCRIPnON OF PROJECT~ Parcel Map Waiver/Large lot subdivision to divide property into
two parcels, one on the north side of South Mountain Road,.-and one on the south side of South
Mountain Road; in conjunction with Recision of LCA Contracts 3-12.2, 3-12.2a, and 3-12.2b; and
reentry into two LCA's to comcide with proposed new legal lot configuration.

ENVIRONMENTAL SE'M1NG~ The project site is located approximately 1f4 mile east of the
mtersection of South Mountam Road and Balcom Canyon Road (a'pproxiJn4t~Jy one mile south of
Santa Clara River).
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The proposed north lot ofthe.propeny consists of relatively fIat-1.Opography, and is primarily citrus
orchard with no native vegetation or habitat. Thep,rop.osed south lot has varyjng topography, from flat
to rolling hills and steep slopes. ILconsists of abandonedandcuuently mainiained citrus orchards, a
few large eucalyptus groves (Ta~an1an Blue Gum EucalYl1tus lEucaiyptus globulus]), and some
intergrading native Coastal Sage Scrub habitat at the southern boundary. cIhe Coastal Sage Scrub
extends far south and spreads out east and west of the propeny, inhabiting most of the hills south of
the project site.

The predominant shrubs of the abandoned citrus orchard and the small Coastal Sage Scrub areas onsite
include: California Sagebrush (Artemisia californica)~ Brewer Sahbush (Atriplex lentiformis ssp.
breweri), Coyote Brush (Baccharis pilu/aris), TOYOD (Heleromeles arbutifolia), Giant Wildrye
(Leymus corKiensatus), Lemonadeberry (.Rhus integl:ifolia)~ ~e Sage (Salvia leucophyl/a), Blue
Elderberry (Sambucus mexicana), and Douglas N,ightshade (Solanum t/Q!lg/asii). The herbaceous
groundlayer species, growing .as an understory,.include: Western Ragweed (Ambrosiapsilostachya),
Narrowleaf Milkweed (Asclepias fascicularis), Moming.-:.glory (Calyst~a macrQiSJegia ssp.
cyclostegia), Calabazilla (Cucurbita foetidissima), .TlmSOn Weed (Datura wrightii), White Everlasting
(Gnaphalium canescens ssp. microc.ephalum), Annual Sunflower (Helianthus.(l1l1lUus), Tenuated Cliff-
aster (Malacothrix saxatilis var. tenuifolia), and California Figwort (Scrophu/aria californica).

Before the orchards were created onsite, the dominant habitat was..priJJJari1y Coastal Sage Scrub.
Although the natural habitat is meady disturbed as a result of the citrus orchards, the northern portion
of the south lot (where the orchards have been abandoned) shows b,~~ms-st-l&e.s of successional
Coastal Sage Scrub reestabli~ment.. Additionalliy, .the southern portion of the south lot contains
intergrading Coastal Sage Scrub :from South Mountain, which are currently oCcupied by the native
scrub habitat. However, as a result of the ~existing human impacts, such as the orchards and
planted eucalyptus groves, the invasive exotic plant species have readily e~ablished/colonized the~
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disturbed and open areas of the entire property. These nonnative plants are expanding into adjacent
native vegetation, and the species diversity of the natural Coastal Sage Scrub is currently outnumbered
by the introduced plant species.

The highly invasive exotic plants that are of ~~cant concern onsite ~lude: Bladder Hower
(Araujia se~icofer.a [noxious perennial yine specifically of citrus orchards~), Giant Reed (Arundo
donax), Italian Thistle (Carduus pycnocephalus), Sweet Fennel (Foeniculum .vulgare), Tree Tobacco
(Nicotiana glauca), and Milk Thistle (Silybum marianum). Other invasive exotics observed growjng
throughout the two lots include: annual grasses (Bromus hordeaceus, B. dian(i!'US~B. madritensis ssp.
rubens, and Poa annua), Black Mustard (Brassica nigra), Lambs ~rters (Chenopodium album),
South American Horseweed (Conyza bonarjensis), Redstem-Fi1aree (Ertxlium cicutarium), Summer
Mustard (Hirschfe/dia incana),. Prickly Wild Lettuce (Lactuca serrio/a), Cheeseweed (Malva
parviflora), White Horehound (Marrubium vu:lgare), White Sweetclover (Melilotus alba), Smilo Grass
(Piptatherum miliaceum), and Russian Thistle (Sa/sola traKflS), Common Sow-thistle (Sonchus
oleraceus). The exotic tree specles(mostly. planted), besides orchar~tr.ees.-Qbser-Vedduring~-De1d
survey include: Ta~anian Blu~ Gum Eucalyptus (Eucalyptus globulus), Canary Island Date Palm
(Phoenix canariensis), and Peruvian Pep~er Tree (Schinus mol/e).

2~~,":"':"'-:-~~~~---



California Environmental Quality Act Environmental Checklist Form
Biological Resources
County of Ventura, Planning Division

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: CUMULATIVE IMPACf
DEGREE OF EFFECf

What level 01 impact will the proposal hat'e on: N IS PS-M PS
A E~red, Threatened, or Rare Species x x
B. Wetland Habitat x x
c. Coostal Habitat x x
D. Migration Corridors x x

x

~

E. Locally Important ~es/Comrnunities x
Will the proposal:

- ~

a) Have a sumtantial 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, ore regulations, or by the-Califomia
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

x x

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

x x

-
xc) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected

~land as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
intemlption. or other means?

x~

d) Interfere substantially with the movement d any native I
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use d native wildlife nursery sites?

x x

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

x x

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan. Natural Community Cooservation Plan.
or «her approved local. regional, or state habitat
conservation pIan?

xl x

-- N = No ImIB:t; LS = Less Than Significan~ PS-M = Potentially Significant 1mJH:tUnJess Mitigation InCOflX)rated; PS

= PcXentially Significant Impact

Additional comments or explanations:

lVoao No special-status plant species were observed during the field study; howev~, a search of the
RareFmd 2 Natural Diversity Data Base (NDDB 1999 [California Department of Fish and Game,
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Sacramento, California]) revealed that a few special-status plant species are known to occur in the
vicinity of the project site. The special-status plants with the potential of occurring in the vicinity of the
project site include: Plummer Mariposa Lily (Calochortus plummerae), Ojai Fritillary (Friti//aria
ojaiensis), and Abram Oxytbeca (Oxythecaparishii var. abramsii).

The project site contains portions of Coastal Sage Scrub, which is considered a sensitive habitat type at
risk. The significant and substantial losses of Coastal Sage Scrub are primarily a result of vegetation
clearing for agricultural expansion, fire hazard control, and urban developm~t regionally and
statewide. Coastal Sage Scrub is also habitat to some special-status WIldlife species that are known to
occur in the vicinity of the project site (NDDB 1999 [CDFG]), including the federal species of special
consern, San Diego Desert Woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia [species of concern]) and California
Gnatcatcher (Polioptila cali/ornico [federally listed threatened]). At present, the U~ FIsh and Wildlife
Service requires protocol-level surveys for the latter species when projects may impact coastal sage
scrub south of the Santa Clara River. That agency (Ventura Field Office 805/644-1766) should be
consulted regarding any specific requirements to conduct such surveys for this project.

1V.d. During the field visit, we observed Monarch Butterflies (Danaus plexippus) «10 individuals in
30 minutes) using the eucalyptus grove. This species relies on these groves as roosts during migration,
and the presence of six individuals in a short period of time provides some indication that the
eucalyptus groves onsite may be used as winter roosts; however, aggregate roosting was not observed
at the time of the brief site visit. It is the only insect known to make a long-distance migration round
trip. The removal of the eucalyptus may impair the ability of some individuals to survive their

migration.

In general, a lot split such as propose~ should not have a significant impact on biotic resources;
however, existing land management practices onsite, in particular the southern lot, has resulted in
indirect impacts to sensitive habitats, and will likely cause additional indirect impacts onsite and to
adjacent habitats by not properly controlling invasive exotic plant species onsite, as descooed above.

Future grading and land use changes, not currently requeste~ may cause additional impacts to biotic
resources and should be investigated and evaluated at such time they are proposed.

Recommendations:

IV .8. Seasonal field surveys for botanical resources should be conducted to determine whether
special-status plant species are present onsite prior to changes in land use or grading. At least two field
surveys are recommended, one in March or early April, and another in Mayor early June, to capture
the periods that most plants are identifiable (in bloom and fruit). The botanical surveys should be
floristic in nature and should include vascular and nonvascular plant~.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should be contacted regarding any requirements they may have to
conduct protocol surveys for California Gnatcatchers, a threatened species that may ,occur in the area in
coastal sage scrub.
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W.b. Ahhough the property is only sparsely inh,abited by the sensitive Coastal Sage Scrub habitat,
most of it and the other areas (groves, orchards) of the property are invaded by many nonnative plant
species; and the invasive exotic species are expandin-! into adjacent ~tive vegetation. The species of
most concern onsite is Bladder Hower (Araujia sericofera), which is a noxious viney weed that is
typically found invading abandoned citrus orchards. The effects of Bladder HQ~er on the orchards are
not of great concern from a biological resources perspective; however, it is the Coastal Sage Scrub
habitat onsite, and inhabiting the hills immediately south of the -p!()p~, which is being encroached
upon by this competitive intro~duced species. Bladder Hower and the other invasive exotic species of
concern, which were observed onsite and that are listed above in the Environmental Setting, need to be
controlled over time, usin&- appropriate methods of eradication and removal that do not harm biotic
resources or harm native and planted v~etation. These measures are ~o~t to reduce unnatural
competition levels for the remaining and successional native Coastal Sage Scrub plant species that are
required for maintaining wildJife habitat fimctions.

W.d. The eucalyptus grove should not be sig!lificantly reduced in size or extent to mmimi71:, potential
impacts to Monarch Butterflies. Any e~ CounJ;y ordinances r~ardmg the protection of this
species, or known roosting sites, should be enforced.
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D. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Based on the information containOO with Section B6:

Yes/Mavbe ~

Does the project have the lXJtential to ~ thequality4 the environment, substantially
reduce the habitatof' a fish or wildlife species, cause ~ fish or wildlifepeJ3Ul atioo-tedrop
below self~g levels, threaten to eliminate aptantor animal ~u~1mi:-J,--1'educe
the number or restrict the ~ d:a rare or endan~red plant or 31timal; vi e}i...inate
im}X)rtant examples <X ~ periOOs<X California '~bistory or piehistuiy'!

x

2 ~ the project have the potenfialto lK:hieve sb()rf~term. to tlI:e disad"v"antag£ d:1Ong-
term. environmentaigoaTi'r (A.sliort-term impact on the environmentis-cmetllat.occurs
in a relatively brief;deffilitfve.perioo of time while long-tenD impactswiIr-~dI.~ \\ell
into the future.)

x

-
3. Does the project have imJ:8t5-that'aFe individually limited, but cumuiatively~~.;;,.-;:.L~?-

"Cumulatively consi~ means that the incremefttal effects of a- ~ arec
considerable when vie~ilr CUllnection witb--the.efFeetS'-m~ pi~ ~ ~..
CXher cunentprojects, and1he-effect of pi~e :1Jta1~iii-:-vjec;ts.-~~15 ~
have relatively-small individual ~ on two-Of more resources;_tbattUaiaf those
im~ on the environment is sign~)

x

4. Does the project have environmontal eft"ed& that.. wi11.-cause ~ aavetse. effects on
human beings. either directly oriAdi ~

x
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