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Requestor: Scott Ellisiw 
Project: Tentahve PLl-5145 and Zone Change 2-7923 

Field Stud!': Yes No 
justificatlon: Project site located in an area known to contain sensitive plant and animal species. 

A. CHECKLIST 

B. DlSCUSSION 
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The project site Iies on a hillside in the Tierra Rejada Valley that is vegetated with primarily 
non-native annual grassIand. Most of the southernportion of the site has recentIy been cleared 
of vegetation preparatory to housing construction. The steeper northern side of the site is 
dominated by wrId oats ((hvenasp.)with occasional scattered shrubs, including goldenhush 
(Hazardia squarossa),purple sage (Sahia leucophylla),California sagebrush (Artemisia 
californica),and Cabfornia buckwheat (Eriogonumfasciculatum). The area has been used in 
the past for grazing and exotic plants are common at the site, including black and summer 
mustard, ripgut and red brome, hare barley, hood canary grass, cocklebur, yellow star h s t l e  
(tocalote),storksbill, prickly lettuce, bull thistle, and horehound. In less disturbed areas near 
rock outcroppings, native wiIdnowers are present, includingblue dicks, fiddleneck, phacelia, 
goldfields,fascicled tarweed, pIantain, blow-wives, lupine, and dwarf bladder clover. Scattered 
native grasses, including purple needlegrass (Nassellapulchra),were also noted. Spikemoss 
and lichens are common on the rocky outcroppings. No signtficant wetland vegetation was 
observed at the site. 

: ioastal habltat n El Cl 
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I e. Iocally important 

The project site contains outcroppings of Conejo volcanics on the northern portion that provide 
suitable habitat for several federally threatened and endangered species, in particular, the 
endangered Lyon'spentachaeta (Pentachaeta Ivonii) and threatened Conejo live-forever 
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(Dudley a abramsii spp, parva). The pen tachaeta was not found at the site, but Conejo durlleya 
is present at the locations shown on the attached f gure. Since these areas are exposed to 
additional land clearance such as has alreadv occurred on the south part of the site, the project 
as proposed could have a sigtuficant project'and cumulahre effect on tlus threatened plant. In 
addition, C a t a h a  mariposa-Iirv (Calochortus cataIinaej, a List 4 plant as indicated in the CDFG 
Special Plant List, is also adiacent to these outcrops and scattered through the grassland. 

The grassland habltat provides suitable habitat for several: common animal species. hlammals 
observed directly or by sign (track, scat, burrow, etc.) were cottcmtarl, Californra meadow 
mouse, pocket gopher, mule deer, and coyote. Birds seen were mockingbird, grasshopper 
sparrow, lesser goldfinch, .Anna's hummingbird, turkey vulture, red-tailed hawk, cliff and barn 
swailows, raven, meadowlark, homed lark, California towhee, and Cahfornia yuatl. Western 
fence lizard and gopher snake were seen. and western rattlesnake is etpected to be common 
though it was not observed. The California horned Iark had previously been Iisted as a 
sensitive species (CDFG, 1994, Special Ammais), but is no longer considered so due to 
~mproving population levels. Sensitive species potentially at the site but not observed incIude 
Ioggerhead shrike and various bat species. OnIy the loggerhead would potentially breed at the 
site. The proposed project m itself may e h a t e  a tew breeding sites for this species, but 
would not result in a substantial population Ioss. On a cumulative basis, the project represents 
an incremental loss of the habitat that supports these species, but on a regonal basis, the 
amount of acreage loss is less than sigruficant. 

C. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Yeflavbe No 
I Does the project have the potenhal to sigruficantIy degrade the quality of the 

environment, substantiaily reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a trsh or wildlife popuiahon to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to elimmate a plant or arumal cornmunie, reduce the numkr or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or arumal? la 0 

2. Does the profect have the potential to achteve short-term, to the disadvantage 
of long-term, environmental goals? El a 

3. Do- the project have impacb which are individuaIly limited, but 
cumulahvely considerable? 
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