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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

ECORP Consulting, Inc. (ECORP) was retained by Diversified Pacific, to provide a biological report for 
Wineville Project (Project), which encompasses approximately 34-acres. The Project site is located in the 
City of Jurupa Valley, Riverside County. A reconnaissance-level biological survey of the Project site was 
conducted in July 2022, and again in May 2024, to document the existing biological resources, to assess 
the habitat for its potential to support sensitive plant and wildlife species, and to determine whether 
Project-related impacts would occur to sensitive biological resources, as required under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The surveys were also conducted in accordance with the Western 
Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP). The MSHCP provides 
information on plant and wildlife species of concern to the County of Riverside (Planning Species) and 
outlines goals for their conservation. A burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) habitat assessment and 
focused burrowing owl surveys, and Narrow Endemic Plant Species habitat assessment and survey were 
also conducted on the Project site in 2022. The purpose of the study is to comply with the requirements 
of the MSHCP and identify any biological resources that may require mitigation prior to impacts from 
development. The Project will be subject to County, State, and federal regulations regarding compliance 
with the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), California ESA, Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), and 
California Fish and Game Code. 

1.1 Project Location and Description 

The approximately 34-acre site is located east of Interstate 15 (I-15) in the City of Jurupa Valley, 
Riverside County, California (Figure 1). The Project site is bounded by Wineville Avenue to the west, 
Limonite Avenue to the north, 63rd Street and residential houses to the south, and a shopping center, 
and Etiwanda Avenue to the east. The Project site is made up of two parcels, including Assessor’s Parcel 
Numbers (APNs): 157-250-011 (approximately 16.30 acres) and 157-250-013 (approximately 17.64-
acre). Day Creek Channel, made up of parcel 157-250-012 is located in between parcels 11 and 13 
(Figure 2). As depicted on the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) Corona North 7.5-minute topographic 
quadrangle, the Project site is located within Section 29, Township 2 South, Range 6 West. The 
topography throughout the Project site is generally flat with elevations ranging from approximately 650 
to 670 feet (approximately 198 to 204 meters) above mean sea level (Google Earth 2024).  

The proposed Project entails the construction of mixed residential lots and commercial retail facilities 
with walking paths and open space areas. As currently designed, no impacts to Day Creek Channel are 
expected to occur as result of the proposed Project. 
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3.2.3 Burrowing Owl Habitat Assessment, Focused Burrow Survey, and Focused 
Breeding Season Surveys  

Projects within the MSHCP designated Burrowing Owl Survey Area are subject to the MSHCP burrowing 
owl survey requirements. The entirety of the Project is within the MSHCP designated Burrowing Owl 
Survey Area (Figure 3); therefore, a burrowing owl habitat assessment was performed for the entire site. 
The burrowing owl habitat assessment followed the guidelines identified in the Burrowing Owl Survey 
Instructions for the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan Area (County of 
Riverside 2006). The survey instructions note the following steps to the MSHCP burrowing owl 
assessment: 

 Step 1: Habitat Assessment 

 Step 2: Locating Burrows and Burrowing Owls 

• Part A: Focused Burrow Survey  

• Part B: Focused Burrowing Owl Surveys (four separate surveys) 

The habitat assessment and focused burrow survey were performed concurrently with the general 
biological reconnaissance survey in July 2022 to assess whether potentially suitable habitat for 
burrowing owl, suitable burrows, or burrowing owl were present within the Project site and/or adjacent 
to the Project site. The site and any potential suitable habitat within a 500-foot buffer were walked, 
where access was permissible, to identify the presence of owl habitat. Areas that were not accessible by 
foot were scanned using binoculars for suitable habitat.  

Following the habitat assessment and focused burrow survey, three focused breeding season surveys 
were conducted in 2022 (Step 2, Parts A and B). The biologist walked pedestrian transects spaced 20-30 
meters apart across the entire Project site and 500-foot buffer (Survey Area), where access was 
permissible. Surveys were conducted during the burrowing owl breeding season (February 1- August 
31) and in accordance with the Burrowing Owl Survey Instructions for the Western Riverside Multiple 
Species Habitat Conservation Plan Area (Riverside County Land Management Agency [RCLMA] 2006). In 
locations where the survey area was inaccessible due to unknown property ownership; biologists 
visually surveyed the area with binoculars. Prior to the start of a transect, biologists visually surveyed 
the transect and surrounding area. The biologists visually inspected any burrows, rocky areas, or 
manufactured materials within the survey area for potential burrowing owl occupation. All burrows 
encountered were inspected for presence or sign of burrowing owl (e.g., whitewash, pellets, feathers, 
and/or prey remains) and classified according to the guidelines in the Staff Report (California 
Department of Fish and Game [CDFG] 2012). 

Data collected for each burrow included the condition and size of the burrow, number of entrances, 
presence of burrowing owl sign near the burrow, and location. The location was marked using a Global 
Positioning System (GPS). Burrows were individually numbered and classified into two categories based 
on definitions found in the CDFG Staff Report (CDFG 2012): occupied burrow or potential burrow. 
Burrows classified as occupied showed sign (consisting of whitewash, feathers, pellets, and/or bones of 
prey outside the burrow), indicating burrowing owl presence and/or use at some point in time. 



Biological Technical Report and MSHCP Consistency Analysis 

ECORP Consulting, Inc. 
Wineville Property Project 

18 June 2024 
2022-165 

 

Potential burrows were defined as burrows that are large enough for a burrowing owl but do not show 
sign of use by the species. Data were recorded on survey sheets and photographs were taken.  

Weather data were recorded at the time of the surveys (including time, temperature, cloud cover, and 
wind speed at the start and end of the survey). Surveys were not conducted during rain, high winds 
(over 20 miles per hour [mph]), dense fog, or temperatures over 90 °F. The focused burrowing owl 
surveys were conducted in the morning one hour before sunrise and up to two hours after sunrise. 
Biologists also recorded the major plant and wildlife species observed or detected during the surveys.  

4.0 RESULTS 

Summarized below are the results of the literature review and field surveys, including site 
characteristics, vegetation communities, plants, wildlife, special-status species, and special-status 
habitats (including any potential wildlife corridors), and jurisdictional waters.  

4.1 Literature Review 

4.1.1 Sensitive Plant Communities, Special-Status Plant and Wildlife Species 

The CNDDB and CNPSEI searches were conducted in July 2022 and then updated in May 2024. The 
updated database searches identified 46 special-status plant species and 46 special-status wildlife 
species that could occur on or near the Project site. No sensitive plant communities were identified in 
the database searches or documented on the Project site during the surveys. A list was generated from 
the results of the literature review, and the Project site was evaluated for suitable habitat that could 
support any of the special-status plant or wildlife species on the list.  

4.1.2 USFWS Designated Critical Habitat 

The Project site is not located within any USFWS-designated critical habitat. The closest designated 
critical habitat for least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus) and Santa Ana sucker (Catostomus santaanae) is 
located approximately 0.35 miles to the southeast of the Project site (USFWS 2024a). However, neither 
of these species are expected to occur on the Project site due to the absence of suitable habitat. 

4.2 Biological Reconnaissance Survey 

Two biological reconnaissance surveys were conducted by ECORP biologists. The first survey was 
conducted in July 2022 and an updated survey was conducted in May 2024. The first survey was 
conducted by ECORP Biologists, Carla Marriner and Verity Richardson, on July 12, 2022, and the second 
survey was conducted by ECORP Biologist, Phillip Wasz, on May 29, 2024. Summarized below are the 
results of the biological reconnaissance survey, including site characteristics, plants and plant 
communities, wildlife, special-status species, and special-status habitats (including any potential wildlife 
corridors). Weather conditions during the surveys were suitable for identifying special-status species. 
The weather conditions during the May 2022 survey included clear, sunny skies, with temperatures 
ranging from 63 to 67 degrees Fahrenheit (°F), and 0-2 mph winds. The weather conditions for the May 
2024 survey included partly cloudy skies, with temperatures ranging from 75 to 85 °F, and 1-5 mph 
winds.  
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4.2.1 Property Characteristics and Existing Conditions  

The Project site is surrounded by residential and commercial development to the north, east, south and 
west. The Project site is characterized as an undeveloped vacant lot with several dirt roads and 
pathways traversing the site. The Project site is covered primarily with nonnative grassland composed of 
mostly nonnative grasses and forbs, with a few patches of native shrubs. Scattered trash, concrete piles 
and other discarded items were also observed during the biological surveys. Additionally, most of the 
site showed evidence of mechanical disturbance and appeared to have been disced within the last year, 
likely associated with annual weed and fire abatement procedures. A review of historical aerial images 
revealed that the Project site has been mechanically disturbed (disced and/or mowed) for many years 
(NETR Online 2024). 

The Project site also encompasses a portion of the Day Creek Channel, which is a concrete line flood 
control channel; however, a chain-link fence on both sides prevented access to the channel area. 
Representative site photographs of the site are attached as Appendix A. 

The Project site contains seven different soil types (Figure 4):  

 Delhi fine sand, 2 to 15 percent slopes, wind-eroded;  

 Delhi loamy fine sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes;  

 Monserate sandy loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes;  

 Monserate sandy loam, 5 to 8 percent slopes, eroded;  

 Monserate sandy loam 8 to 15 percent, eroded;  

 Ramona sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes, eroded; 

 Ramona sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes, severely eroded (NRCS 2024).  

4.2.2 Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types 

The Project site is within a developed/disturbed environment which is generally subjected to repeated 
and ongoing disturbance from human activities. The dominant vegetation community identified during 
the survey was disturbed wild oat and annual brome grassland (Avena spp. - Bromus spp. Herbaceous 
Semi-Natural Alliance; Figure 5). This vegetation community is characteristic of areas subjected to 
anthropogenic disturbances. Two additional land cover types were identified onsite that did not meet 
alliance membership requirements of the manual of California vegetation (Sawyer 2009). Detailed 
descriptions of each of these land cover types including disturbed and Day Creek channel can be found 
below.  

  

















































http://www.calflora.org/
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=109406
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=109406&inline
http://www.cnps.org/inventory
http://checklist.aou.org/taxa


http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/
https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer
https://wrcrca.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=a73e69d2a64d41c29ebd3acd67467abd
https://wrcrca.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=a73e69d2a64d41c29ebd3acd67467abd
http://rctlma.org/Portals/0/mshcp/volume1/index.html
https://www.rctlma.org/Portals/3/EPD/consultant/burrowing_owl_survey_instructions.pdf
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