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observed in the course of the site investigation.  Waters from street surfaces and parking 
areas west of the site are conveyed onto the western end of the site via a culvert, thereby 
creating an anthropogenic derived wetland condition.  A list of birds and other animals 
observed is presented in the appendix. 
Figures 3 – 8 are photographs of representative of landscapes and habitats found on the 
subject site.   
 
Both parcels have areas that are seasonally inundated depressions with accumulated fine 
silt or clay materials, however, at the time of the field investigation, these depressions are 
dry while water remains standing in plastic refuse on the site some seventeen days after 
the most recent rains of December 31.  Lack of water retention within these basins 
indicates lack of potential for vernal pool species such as fairy shrimp. 
 
4.1   Burrowing Owl   
 
During the course of January 17 habitat evaluation, I found no sign of Burrowing Owl 
(such as pellets, plumage, guano on nearby perches, or tracks at burrow entrances).  
Burrowing Owl was not observed on the site during the course of the site investigations.  
Animal burrows or other soil cavities large enough to harbor Burrowing Owl are absent 
from the site.  Gophers are present on the site, however the burrows produced by gophers 
are too small for use by Burrowing Owl. The absence of burrows (such as ground 
squirrels burrows) on the subject site precludes potential for Burrowing Owl habitation of 
the site, and consequently, a focused survey for Burrowing Owl is not indicated here. 
 

5.0  EXISTING ENVIRONMENT 
 
5.1   Topography 
 
The site is generally flat and slopes to the east.  Elevation on the site ranges through 
approximately 1493 to 1501 feet. 
 
5.2   Soils 
 
The site (both parcels) is gravel paved.  The predominant on-site soil (as mapped and 
presumably underlying the gravel base material) is predominantly Exeter sandy loam 
(Knecht 1971, UC Davis Soil Resource Website: 
https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/).   
 
5.3   Plant Communities  
 
5.3.1 Annual grass/forbland  
 
Marginal areas, mainly around fence lines support nonnative annual grass and forb 
vegetation with scattered native and nonnative woody shrubs and trees.  This vegetation 
may be classified as the Bromus diandrus – mixed herbs association of Nonnative 



___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
General Biology:  APN 294-190-047, -048                                                                    Osborne Biological Consulting – January, 2022 4 

grassland (CNDDB code CTT42200CA; CaCode 40.026.11, Sayer et al. 2009).  A list of 
plant species encountered on the site is presented in the appendix.   
 
5.3.2 Wetland (Anthropogenic derivation)  
 
Anthropogenic mesic or wetland conditions on the western end of the northern parcel 
support vegetation including Washingtonia, Fraxinus, Tamarix aphylla, Bacharis 
salicifolia, Rumex crispus, Distiichlis spicata, and Cyperus,eragrostis (Figures 2, 7). 
 

6.0  CONCLUSIONS 
 
It is my conclusion that site conditions are not suitable for Burrowing Owl due to lack of 
animal burrows or other soil cavities suitable for Burrowing Owl habitation.  Site 
conditions are not suitable for any federal or state endangered or threatened species.  
Development of the site does not conflict with MSHCP conservation objectives.  
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Figure 1.  General vicinity of survey site, Steele Peak, California USGS 7.5” quadrangle at 50%.  4.84-acre 
subject site is outlined in blue and highlighted in yellow.   
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Figure 2.  Satellite image showing the study site and parcel lines.  4.84-acre subject site is outlined in blue.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 3.  Photograph of view across the northern parcel with a view looking west southwest from the 
northeastern corner of the site.  Gravel paved conditions with marginal areas of vegetation 
along fence lines predominates on the site.  

  


















