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Dear Gary Mills: 
 
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received an IS/MND from the 

Tulare County Resource Management Agency (County) for the above-referenced 
Project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA 
Guidelines.1 
 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding 
those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. 
Likewise, CDFW appreciates the opportunity to provide comments regarding those 
aspects of the Project that CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve 

through the exercise of its own regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code.  
 
CDFW ROLE  
 

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those 
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State. (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7, 
subd. (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd. 
(a)). CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, 

and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically 
sustainable populations of those species. (Id., § 1802.) Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, 
CDFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public 

 
1 CEQA is codif ied in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq.  The “CEQA 
Guidelines” are found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000.  
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agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related 

activities that have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife resources.  
 
CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. (Pub. 
Resources Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381.) CDFW expects that it may 

need to exercise regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As 
proposed, for example, the Project may be subject to CDFW’s lake and streambed 
alteration regulatory authority (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent 
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in “take” as defined by State law 

of any species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & 
G. Code, § 2050 et seq.), related authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code 
may be required. 
 

Fully Protected Species: CDFW has jurisdiction over fully protected species of birds, 
mammals, amphibians and reptiles, and fish, pursuant to Fish and Game Code sections 
3511, 4700, 5050, and 5515. Fully protected species may not be taken or possessed at 
any time and no licenses or permits may be issued for their take except as follows: 

 

• Take is for necessary scientific research, 
 

• Efforts to recover a fully protected, endangered, or threatened species, live 

capture, and relocation of a bird species for the protection of livestock, or 
 

• They are a covered species whose conservation and management is provided 
for in a Natural Community Conservation Plan (Fish & G. Code, §§ 3511, 4700, 

5050, & 5515). 
 

Additionally, specified types of infrastructure projects may be eligible for an Incidental 
Take Permit (ITP) for unavoidable impacts to fully protected species if certain conditions 

are met (see Fish & G. Code § 2081.15). Project proponents should consult with CDFW 
early in the project planning process if an ITP may be pursued. 
 
Nesting Birds: CDFW has jurisdiction over actions with potential to result in the 

disturbance or destruction of active nest sites or the unauthorized take of birds. Fish 
and Game Code sections that protect birds, their eggs and nests include, sections 3503 
(regarding unlawful take, possession or needless destruction of the nest or eggs of any 
bird), 3503.5 (regarding the take, possession or destruction of any birds-of-prey or their 

nests or eggs), and 3513 (regarding unlawful take of any migratory nongame bird). 
 
Unlisted Species: Species of plants and animals need not be officially listed as 
endangered, rare, or threatened on any State or federal list pursuant to CESA and/or 

the federal Endangered Species Act to be considered endangered, rare, or threatened 
under CEQA. If a species can be shown to meet the criteria specified in the CEQA 
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Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, Chapter 3, § 15380), it should be fully considered 

in the environmental analysis for the Project. 
 
Water Rights: The capture of stream flows is subject to appropriation and approval by 
the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) pursuant to Water Code section 

1200 et seq. CDFW, as Trustee Agency, is consulted by SWRCB during the water 
rights process to provide terms and conditions designed to protect fish and wildlife prior 
to appropriation of the State’s water resources. Certain fish and wildlife are reliant upon 
aquatic and riparian ecosystems, which in turn are reliant upon adequate flows of water. 

CDFW, therefore, has a material interest in assuring that adequate water flows within 
streams for the protection, maintenance, and proper stewardship of those resources. 
CDFW provides, as available, biological expertise to review and comment on 
environmental documents and impacts arising from Project activities. 

 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY 
 
Proponent: Holliday Rock Company, Inc. 

 
Objective: The Project would include the construction and operation of a surface mine 
rock quarry, processing plant, overburden stockpile, equipment parking area, 
maintenance shop, office, scale, and access roads and vehicle parking on 

approximately 237 acres of a 318-acre Project site. Within the Project site, the 
extraction area would be approximately 223 acres.  
 
Mining operations would consist of drilling, blasting, loading, and hauling the rock 

material to the processing plant on site. The processing plant would consist of crushers, 
screens, conveyor belts, and material washers, and would size and wash the material to 
meet the specifications needed for use in ready-mixed concrete and hot-mix asphalt. 
The water used to wash the material would come from on-site wells and would be 

clarified and recycled for reuse in the washing process.  
 
The Project would operate 10 hours per day, 5 days per week (260 days per year), and 
employ up to 15 people to produce up to 250,000 tons per year of crushed stone for use 

as construction aggregate. The construction aggregate would be transported to ready-
mix concrete and asphalt plants located off site. The crushed rock from the Project site 
would be transported in on-road haul trucks with the capacity of 25 to 27 tons. At an 
estimate of 260 operating days a year, this would be an estimated 37 to 38 one-way 

truck trips a day. The Project’s Reclamation Plan would include regrading, equipment 
and building removal, re-soiling, erosion control, and revegetation to result in a visually 
compatible landscape and would restore the site to a usable condition that supports 
post-mining land uses, including open space or grazing. 
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Mining of the site would occur in three phases, beginning with Phase 1. The total 

acreage of each phase would exceed the actual extraction area, as the phases are 
defined by mining depth.  
 
Phase 1: Phase 1 is located in the northern portion of the site, includes pre-production 

activities and the start of extraction, along with concurrent reclamation of slopes and 
benches. This phase would establish the northern boundary of the mine pit, construct 
initial haul roads, and grade the northeast area for topsoil stockpiling in preparation for 
future use. 

 
Phase 1 covers approximately 81.6 acres and would be excavated to an elevation of 
580 feet above mean sea level (AMSL). Topsoil would be relocated to the designated 
stockpile area. Temporary overburden stockpiles would also be placed within Phase 1 

and used for haul road construction, reclamation (e.g., spreading on benches), or 
temporarily stored for later use on the pit floor. 
 
Phase 2: Phase 2 covers approximately 157.4 acres. It may begin before Phase 1 is 

complete, with both phases expected to overlap to allow material blending and to 
maintain consistent aggregate quality. Phase 2 would establish the mine pit perimeter 
along the eastern, western, and southern boundaries, extend the eastern and western 
haul roads into the pit, and excavate benched slopes to form mine faces. Slopes would 

be constructed at a 1.5H:1V and 1H:1V ratio, with excavation reaching down to 660 feet 
AMSL. 
 
Temporary topsoil and overburden stockpiles would be located within Phase 2 as work 

progresses. These materials would be used for road grading, reclamation (e.g., 
spreading on benches), or temporarily stored until placed on the pit floor. Once topsoil 
has been relocated, it would be transferred to the designated stockpile area established 
in Phase 1. 

 
Extracted material would be transported from Phase 2 to the processing plant in the 
northeast portion of the site using conveyors or off -road haul trucks. At the plant, 
aggregate would undergo final sizing, washing, and other processing as needed before 

shipping. 
 
Phase 3: Phase 3 mining would begin after the completion of Phase 2. Once mining 
activities expand across the full Phase 2 perimeter, the entire excavation area would be 

active. Phase 3 extraction would encompass the excavation of the mine pit to final 
mining depths of 500 feet AMSL in the north and 580 feet AMSL in the central and 
southern portions. Phase 3 would construct the remaining portion of the western haul 
road to the pit bottom and establish the remainder of the mine pit boundary in the west 

and southwest areas. Phase 3 covers approximately 169 acres. Temporary topsoil and 
overburden stockpiles would be placed throughout the excavation area based on 
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ongoing mining and reclamation needs. As in previous phases, material would be 

transported to the processing area by conveyor or haul truck.  
 
Location: The Project site is located in Tulare County, approximately 12 miles 
southeast of Porterville, at approximately 35.927508, -118.950944. The Project site is 

comprised of Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs) 323-010-008 and -009 and is located 
at the interface of the southern San Joaquin Valley and Sierra Nevada foothills. Access 
to the Project site would be provided via Avenue 80. 
 

Timeframe: 50 years 
 
COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist the County in 
adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially 
significant, direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. 
Editorial comments or other suggestions may also be included to improve the MND 

prepared for this Project. 
 
Due to the duration of the Project and the uncertainty surrounding its blasting and 
mining activities, CDFW is concerned that Project activities would result in significant, 

unanalyzed direct and indirect long-term impacts to biological resources within and 
surrounding the site. CDFW is specifically concerned with potential Project-related 
impacts to wildlife from activities such as noise, blasting, water quality, vibration, and 
direct disturbance, and that these impacts were not adequately analyzed within the 

MND. CDFW’s comments and concerns are provided in more detail below. 
 
Special-Status Species 
 

Based on aerial imagery, and the MND and the Biological Evaluation (BE) prepared for 
the Project, the Project site consists of rolling annual grasslands with numerous rock 
outcrops at the southern end of the site and disturbed land from past quarry- and 
agriculture-related operations. The BE also notes that lands to the northwest of the 

Project site are used for agriculture and lands to the southeast are undeveloped foothill 
annual grassland. 
 
Aerial imagery shows a stock pond in the southwest corner of the Project site, as well 

as ponds and depressions that periodically fill with water. Additionally, portions of the 
site contain potential vernal pool, stream, and associated hydrologic features. Ponds 
and streams are also located east, south, and west of the Project site. 
 

The MND acknowledges that special-status species occur or have the potential to occur 
on or adjacent to the Project site and proposes specific mitigation measures to reduce 
impacts to less than significant. CDFW has concerns about the ability of some of these 
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measures to reduce impacts to less than significant and avoid unauthorized take of the 

special-status species, including, but not limited to the species identified in Attachment 
1 of this letter. CDFW recommends the following modifications and/or edits be 
incorporated into the MND, including proposed avoidance and minimization measures 
prior to its adoption by the County. 

 
Gray Wolf 
 
The Project site is within an area known to support a population (i.e., pack) of gray 

wolves (Canis lupus; wolf or wolves), and at least one individual was recorded within 8 
miles of the Project site in 2026. Wolves, which were likely extirpated from California in 
the 1920s, began to naturally recolonize California from adjacent states in 2011. Today, 
nine confirmed packs occur in California, with one located in Tulare County (the 

Yowlumni Pack). While the Yowlumni Pack has typically inhabited higher elevations in 
the southern Sierra Nevada mountain range, pack members were documented utilizing 
lower elevation habitats within their winter range in 2025, with extraterritorial 
movements and dispersal events documented. Additional wolf occurrences may 

become more frequent near the Project site as individual wolves continue to disperse 
from the Yowlumni Pack in search of new territory, food resources, and suitable mates 
(Mech 2020). Additional wolf information and resources can be found on CDFW’s 
website: https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Mammals/Gray-Wolf. 

 
As wolves have the potential to occur in the Project vicinity, CDFW recommends the 
MND include the following measures: 
 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 1: Human-Wildlife Conflict Minimization 
 
To minimize human-wildlife conflict with wolves during Project construction and 
operations, CDFW recommends including wolf information in the Project’s worker 

environmental awareness training. CDFW recommends implementing the 
following conflict avoidance measures for the life of the Project: 
 

• Maintain the Project site free from food trash at all times. Immediately 

dispose of trash and garbage into sealed containers. 
 

• If carcasses of livestock, domestic animals, or non-state-listed wildlife (e.g. 
deer), are found on the Project site, promptly dispose of them so they are 

less accessible to wolves and other scavengers. 
 

• Limit the use of livestock, such as cattle, sheep, and goats on the Project 
site for vegetation management, or, if livestock are to be used, prepare a 

livestock vegetation management plan for County approval and CDFW 
review and input. It is recommended that this plan incorporate measures 
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to reduce the potential for human-wildlife conflict with wolves and 

incorporates the following: 
 

o Remove diseased, injured, or dying animals from the site 
immediately. 

o Dispose of known carcass disposal areas immediately prior to 
construction (i.e., bone piles), if applicable. 

o Fence or pen livestock at night using permanent or portable 
fencing. 

 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 2: Night Work Limitations 

 
To minimize impacts to wolf movement during construction and operations, and 

avoid potential interaction between wolves and humans, CDFW recommends 
that night work be limited to the greatest extent feasible. 
 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 3: Avoid Use of Rodenticides 

 
CDFW discourages the use of rodenticides and second-generation anticoagulant 
rodenticides due to their harmful effects on the ecosystem and wildlife. CDFW 
recommends prohibiting the use of such materials during Project activities. 

 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 4: Gray Wolf Avoidance and Take 
Authorization 
 

In the event that a wolf is detected incidentally prior to or during Project 
construction or operation, it is recommended that the observation be reported to 
CDFW as soon as feasible at: 
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Mammals/Gray-Wolf/Sighting-Report. If 

wolves are documented using the Project site during construction or operation, 
consultation with CDFW is warranted to discuss how to implement the Project 
and avoid take. If take cannot be avoided, take authorization through the 
acquisition of an ITP, pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 2081 subdivision 

(b), is necessary to comply with CESA. 
 
San Joaquin Kit Fox 
 

The Project site is within the historic range of San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis 
mutica; SJKF) and multiple historical occurrences have been documented surrounding 
the Project site (CDFW 2026). SJKF den in a variety of areas such as arid grassland 
and alkali scrub/shrub habitats in open areas with sandy soils (Grinnell et al. 1937), 

agricultural and fallow/ruderal habitat, and dry stream channels, and populations can 
fluctuate over time. The BE indicates that SJKF is unlikely to occur on site and is not 
expected to be affected by the Project. Based on the information provided in the BE and 
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MND, focused surveys were not conducted for this species and the MND did not 

provide mitigation measures for SJKF.  
 
Due to the types and duration of Project activities, CDFW is concerned that the Project 
could negatively impact SJKF if they are near or within the site. Additionally, the Project 

proposal lacks critical details regarding these potential impacts, specifically a thorough 
analysis of how blasting and mining noise and vibrations would affect the species. 
CDFW advises that the MND thoroughly evaluate how ongoing Project activities, 
particularly mining and blasting, would impact SJKF, and that this impact assessment 

cover a sufficient buffer zone around the site. 
 
In addition to the recommendation above, CDFW recommends incorporating the 
following mitigation measures within the MND: 

 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 5: SJKF Surveys 
 
CDFW recommends assessing presence/absence of SJKF by conducting 

focused surveys to detect SJKF and their sign within the Project site and within a 
500-foot buffer of the Project site prior to the initiation of each Project phase and 
Project blasting activities. Specifically, CDFW recommends conducting these 
surveys no more than 30 days prior to the beginning of Project-related activities.  

 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 6: SJKF Avoidance and Take 
Authorization 
 

If SJKF are detected, consultation with CDFW is warranted to discuss how to 
implement the Project and avoid take. If take cannot be avoided, take 
authorization through the acquisition of an ITP, pursuant to Fish and Game Code 
section 2081 subdivision (b), is necessary to comply with CESA. 

 
Swainson’s Hawk 
 
The Project site is within the known geographic range of Swainson’s hawk (Buteo 

swainsoni; SWHA), which breeds within the Central Valley of California and prefers to 
nest near and forage in alfalfa, fallow fields, field crops, and grassland habitats with a 
sufficient source of small mammals (CDFG 1994). The BE and aerial imagery indicate 
the presence of suitable SWHA foraging habitat on most of the Project site as well as 

trees and structures located in the Project vicinity that may provide suitable nesting 
habitat. Based on the information provided in the BE and MND, focused surveys were 
not conducted for this species and the MND did not provide mitigation measures for 
SWHA.  

 
CDFW is concerned that Project activities could negatively impact SWHA if they are 
near or within the site. Additionally, the Project proposal lacks critical details regarding 
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these potential impacts, specifically a thorough analysis of how blasting and mining 

noise and vibrations would affect the species. CDFW advises that the MND thoroughly 
evaluate how ongoing Project activities, particularly mining and blasting, would impact 
SWHA, and that this impact assessment cover a sufficient buffer zone around the site. 
 

In addition to the recommendation above, CDFW recommends incorporating the 
following mitigation measures within the MND: 
 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 7: SWHA Surveys 

 
CDFW recommends that a qualified biologist conduct surveys for nesting SWHA 
following the entire survey methodology developed by the SWHA Technical 
Advisory Committee (SWHA TAC 2000) prior to the initiation of each Project 

phase and Project blasting activities. CDFW recommends that these surveys 
occur within the Project site and within a 0.5-mile buffer of the Project site. 
 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 8: SWHA Avoidance Buffer 

 
If a SWHA nest is found prior to or during surveys or Project activities, CDFW 
recommends implementing a minimum 0.5-mile no-disturbance buffer around the 
nest. CDFW advises that this buffer remain in place until the breeding season 

has ended or until a qualified biologist has determined that nesting has ceased, 
and the birds have fledged and are no longer reliant upon the nest or parental 
care for survival. 
 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 9: SWHA Take Authorization 
 
In the event an active SWHA nest is detected, and a 0.5-mile no-disturbance 
buffer is not feasible, consultation with CDFW is warranted to discuss how to 

implement the Project and avoid take. If take cannot be avoided, take 
authorization through the acquisition of an ITP, pursuant to Fish and Game Code 
section 2081 subdivision (b), is necessary to comply with CESA. 
 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 10: SWHA Foraging Habitat Mitigation 
 
Finally, CDFW recommends compensation for the loss of SWHA foraging habitat 
as described in CDFW’s Staff Report Regarding Mitigation for Impacts to 

Swainson's Hawks (Staff Report; CDFG 1994) to reduce impacts to foraging 
habitat to less than significant. The Staff Report recommends that mitigation for 
habitat loss occurs within a minimum distance of 10 miles from known nest sites. 
CDFW has the following recommendations based on the Staff Report: 
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• For projects within 1 mile of an active nest tree, a minimum of 1 acre of  

habitat management (HM) land for each acre of development is 
advised. 
 

• For projects within 5 miles of an active nest but greater than 1 mile, a 

minimum of 0.75 acre of HM land for each acre of development is 
advised. 

 

• For projects within 10 miles of an active nest tree but greater than 5 
miles from an active nest tree, a minimum of 0.5 acre of HM land for 
each acre of development is advised. 

 

Golden Eagle 
 
The Project site is within the geographic range of golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos; 
GOEA), and the MND states that at least one GOEA was observed foraging over the 

Project site during surveys. GOEA are known to inhabit open areas throughout 
California with large trees and cliffs for nesting. The BE states that suitable nesting 
habitat is absent from the Project site. CDFW does not concur with this conclusion, as 
potential suitable nesting habitat in the form of large trees and rock outcrops are present 
within and adjacent to the Project site. Based on the information provided in the BE and 

MND, focused surveys were not conducted for this species, and the MND did not 
provide mitigation measures for potential significant impacts to GOEA. 
 
CDFW is concerned that Project activities could negatively impact GOEA if they are 

near or within the site. Additionally, the Project proposal lacks critical details regarding 
these potential impacts, specifically a thorough analysis of how blasting and mining 
noise and vibrations would affect the species. CDFW advises that the MND thoroughly 
evaluate how ongoing Project activities, particularly mining and blasting, would impact 

GOEA, and that this impact assessment cover a sufficient buffer zone around the site. 
 
In addition to the recommendation above, CDFW recommends incorporating the 
following mitigation measures within the MND: 

 
 Recommended Mitigation Measure 11: GOEA Surveys 
 

CDFW recommends that a qualified biologist conduct focused GOEA surveys 

following the Interim Golden Eagle Inventory and Monitoring Protocols; and Other 
Recommendations (Pagel et al. 2010) prior to the initiation of each Project phase 
and Project blasting activities. CDFW recommends that these surveys occur 
within the Project site and a 0.5-mile buffer of the Project site. 
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Recommended Mitigation Measure 12: GOEA Avoidance Buffer 

 
If a GOEA nest is found prior to or during surveys or Project activities, CDFW 
recommends implementing a minimum 0.5-mile no-disturbance buffer around the 
nest. CDFW advises that this buffer remain in place until the breeding season 

has ended or until a qualified biologist has determined that nesting has ceased, 
and the birds have fledged and are no longer reliant upon parental care for 
survival. In the event that a GOEA nest is detected during surveys, and a 0.5-
mile no-disturbance buffer is not feasible, consultation with CDFW is 

recommended. 
 
Western Burrowing Owl 
 

The Project site is within the known geographic range of western burrowing owl (Athene 
cunicularia hypugaea; BUOW), and the BE states that five BUOWs were observed on 
the Project site during botanical surveys in March 2025. Based on the information 
provided in the BE and MND, subsequent focused surveys were conducted for BUOW, 

and none were observed during these surveys. The MND includes mitigation measures 
BIO-3a through BIO-3f to mitigate for potential significant impacts to the species, which 
require preconstruction surveys according to the methods described in the Staff Report 
on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012), implementation of avoidance buffers, 

consultation with CDFW to determine take avoidance measures and/or the need for an 
ITP, and compensatory mitigation for the loss of BUOW habitat. CDFW concurs with 
incorporating appropriate survey, avoidance, consultation, and compensatory mitigation 
measures, however CDFW recommends modifying mitigation measures BIO-3a and 

BIO-3c to include a BUOW survey prior to the initiation of Project blasting activities 
associated with each phase of the Project and strongly recommends that 
implementation of no-disturbance buffers follow the avoidance recommendations in the 
Staff Report on Burrowing Mitigation (CDFG 2012). Additionally, CDFW recommends 

the Project proponent and County consult with CDFW during implementation of BIO-3e, 
which discusses options for compensating for the loss of BUOW habitat.  
 
CDFW is concerned that Project activities could negatively impact BUOW if they are 

near or within the site. Additionally, the Project proposal lacks critical details regarding 
these potential impacts, specifically a thorough analysis of how blasting and mining 
noise and vibrations would affect the species. CDFW advises that the MND thoroughly 
evaluate how ongoing Project activities, particularly mining and blasting, would impact 

BUOW, and that this impact assessment cover a sufficient buffer zone around the site. 
 
Crotch’s Bumble Bee 
 

The Project site is within the known geographic range of Crotch’s bumble bee (Bombus 
crotchii; CBB) and two occurrence records were documented approximately 10 miles 
north of the Project site (CDFW 2026). The MND states that the Project site contains 
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potentially suitable habitat for CBB. Based on the information provided in the BE and 

MND, focused surveys were conducted for CBB in 2025 but were not conducted in 
accordance with the Survey Considerations for California Endangered Species Act 
Candidate Bumble Bee Species (Survey Considerations; CDFW 2023). No CBB were 
observed during the focused surveys. 

 
The MND includes mitigation measures BIO-1a and BIO-1b to mitigate for potentially 
significant impacts to the species, which require preconstruction surveys and 
consultation with CDFW to determine take avoidance measures and/or the need for an 

ITP. CDFW concurs with conducting preconstruction surveys, and it appears that BIO-
1a largely follows the methodology outlined in the Survey Considerations document. 
However, to increase the probability of detection, CDFW recommends modifying the 
survey methodology in mitigation measure BIO-1a to include the following: conduct 

surveys during the colony active period of April through August and when floral 
resources are present (ideally during peak bloom); conduct at least three on-site 
surveys spaced 2 to 4 weeks apart during the colony active period; and conduct surveys 
for a minimum of one person-hour of searching per 3 acres of suitable habitat.  

 
CDFW is concerned that Project activities could negatively impact CBB if they are near 
or within the site. Additionally, the Project proposal lacks critical details regarding these 
potential impacts, specifically a thorough analysis of how blasting and mining noise and 

vibrations would affect the species. CDFW advises that the MND thoroughly evaluate 
how ongoing Project activities, particularly mining and blasting, would impact CBB, and 
that this impact assessment cover a sufficient buffer zone around the site. 
 

American Badger  
 
The Project site is within the known geographic range of American badger (Taxidea 
taxus; AMBA), and the BE indicates that evidence of AMBA sign was observed within 

the Project site. The MND includes mitigation measures BIO-6a and BIO-6b for AMBA 
which require preconstruction surveys to identify active dens, avoidance of sleeping 
dens (i.e., occupied dens), and maintaining buffers around natal dens until the cubs 
have dispersed or the den has been abandoned. CDFW has concerns that mitigation 

measures BIO-6a and BIO-6b are not sufficient to mitigate for potential impacts to 
AMBA. If surveys indicate the presence or potential presence of AMBA, consultation 
with CDFW is recommended for guidance on avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
measures. 

 
Additionally, CDFW is concerned that Project activities could negatively impact AMBA if 
they are near or within the site. Additionally, the Project proposal lacks critical details 
regarding these potential impacts, specifically a thorough analysis of how blasting and 

mining noise and vibrations would affect the species. CDFW advises that the MND 
thoroughly evaluate how ongoing Project activities, particularly mining and blasting, 
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would impact AMBA, and that this impact assessment cover a sufficient buffer zone 

around the site. 
 
Special-Status Bat Species 
 

The MND acknowledges that the Project site includes habitat features, such as rock 
outcrops, suitable for special-status bats such as the pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus) and 
western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis californicus). The MND provides mitigation 
measures BIO-5a through BIO-5d to avoid and minimize impacts to special-status bats 

specifically during the removal of rock outcrops associated with Project mining activities. 
BIO-5b states that if removal of rock outcrops is planned to occur during the maternity 
season, then a qualified biologist will survey the rock outcrops for the presence of bats. 
While CDFW concurs that the rock outcrops should be surveyed for bats prior to their 

removal, CDFW suggests incorporating Recommended Mitigation Measures 13 and 14 
below into BIO-5b of the MND to require bat surveys prior to the initiation of each 
Project phase and Project blasting activities and implementation of an avoidance buffer 
if bats are present to prevent disturbance. Disturbance to bats from Project activities 

could result in roost abandonment, reduced reproductive success, and reduction in 
health and vigor of young. CDFW also recommends modifying BIO-5d to include 
consultation with CDFW if a maternity roost is identified and work is planned to occur 
during the maternity season.  

 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 13: Bat Surveys 

 
No more than 30 days prior to the initiation of each Project phase and Project 

blasting activities, CDFW recommends assessing presence/absence of special-
status bat roosts by conducting surveys where suitable habitat is present during 
the appropriate seasonal period of bat activity. CDFW recommends methods 
such as evening emergence surveys or bat detectors to determine whether bats 

are present. 
 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 14: Bat Roost Avoidance Buffer 
 

If bats are present, CDFW recommends that a 100-foot no-disturbance buffer be 
placed around the roost and that a qualified biologist monitor the roost for signs 
of disturbance to bats from Project-related activities. If a bat roost is identified 
and work is planned to occur during the maternity season, CDFW recommends 

that no disturbance to maternity roosts occur and that CDFW be consulted to 
determine measures to prevent breeding disruption or failure. 
 

CDFW is concerned that Project activities could negatively impact special-status bats if 

they are near or within the site. Additionally, the Project proposal lacks critical details 
regarding these potential impacts, specifically a thorough analysis of how blasting and 
mining noise and vibrations would affect the species. CDFW advises that the MND 
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thoroughly evaluate how ongoing Project activities, particularly mining and blasting, 

would impact special-status bats, and that this impact assessment cover a sufficient 
buffer zone around the site. 
 
  

 
Western Spadefoot 
 
The Project site is within the geographic range of western spadefoot (Spea hammondii; 

WESP), and the MND states that WESP larvae were found in the reclaimed mining pit 
and stock pond located within the Project site. Based on aerial imagery, the BE, and the 
MND, the Project site and the surrounding vicinity contain suitable breeding and upland 
habitat for WESP. The MND includes mitigation measure BIO-2a, which requires a 

qualified biologist to conduct aquatic larval surveys for WESP prior to Project-related 
activities within 860 feet of the on-site ruderal pool, and if WESP are not found, no other 
action would be required in or around the pool. CDFW concurs with conducting 
additional focused surveys for WESP prior to Project-related activities but is concerned 

with the proposed methodology in mitigation measure BIO-2a. CDFW recommends that 
the qualified biologist coordinate with CDFW prior to conducting additional focused 
surveys to determine appropriate survey methodologies. CDFW also recommends that 
BIO-2a be modified in accordance with Recommended Mitigation Measures 15 and 16 

below. The MND also provides mitigation measure BIO-2b, which requires creation of 
alternative breeding habitat on site and relocation of WESP larvae to the created pond if 
avoidance of occupied habitat is not feasible. CDFW recommends modifying BIO-2b to 
include consultation with CDFW for guidance on appropriate minimization and mitigation 

measures if avoidance of occupied habitat is not feasible.  
 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 15: WESP Surveys 
  

Prior to the initiation of each Project phase, CDFW recommends that a qualified 
biologist conduct focused surveys for WESP using appropriate survey 
methodologies, prior to any ground-disturbing or Project blasting activities that 
may occur as part of the Project. 

 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 16: WESP Avoidance Buffer 
 
If burrows, cracks, loose soil, and/or soft soil areas immediately adjacent to water 

features, or other refugia, are found to be used by WESP during focused 
surveys, avoidance whenever possible is encouraged via delineation and 
observance of a 50-foot no-disturbance buffer around the outermost edge of 
these habitats. If the species is observed on the Project site, Project activities in 

their immediate vicinity should cease, allowing individuals to leave the Project 
site on their own accord.  
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CDFW is concerned that direct and indirect impacts to WESP, such as the potential 

collapse of burrows, inadvertent entrapment, direct mortality of individuals, and 
displacement due to sound or vibration, are not adequately analyzed in the MND. 
CDFW advises that the MND thoroughly evaluate how ongoing Project activities, 
particularly mining and blasting, would impact WESP, and that this impact assessment 

cover a sufficient buffer zone around the site. This additional analysis should consider 
information within several published research studies on various toad species which 
demonstrate that vibrations outside of typical emergence cues like rainfall can result in 
the emergence of toads from underground refugia, including during times of hibernation. 

It is also important to note that thunder, or sounds like thunder, can stimulate toad 
emergence. The vibrations and sounds associated with blasting could result in the 
atypical and seasonally inappropriate emergence of spadefoot, resulting in direct 
mortality, reduced survival, and impacts to reproductive success. 

 
Additionally, on September 24, 2025, the California Fish and Game Commission (FGC) 
received a petition to list the northern population of WESP as a threatened species and 
the southern population of WESP as an endangered species under CESA. At the FGC 

meeting on April 16, 2026, CDFW presented its determination that the petition provided 
sufficient scientific information that the petitioned action to list WESP under CESA may 
be warranted; however, the FGC deferred its decision on WESP candidacy until August 
2026. If WESP becomes a candidate for listing or ultimately becomes listed as 

threatened or endangered pursuant to CESA, take authorization through the acquisition 
of an ITP, pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 2081, subdivision (b), would be 
necessary to comply with CESA if full avoidance of WESP cannot be achieved. Please 
note that implementation of the recommended measures above would help minimize 

impacts to WESP as required by CEQA but may not fully avoid impacts and thus take. 
Additional measures, including a larger no-disturbance buffer, may be needed to avoid 
take of WESP. If WESP becomes protected under CESA, CDFW recommends early 
consultation to help identify if avoidance is feasible or, if not, to initiate discussions 

regarding the need for ITP acquisition. 
 
Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp  
 

The Project site is within the geographic range of vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta 
lynchi; VPFS) and there are historical occurrences documented within approximately 6 
miles of the Project site. VPFS are small, freshwater crustaceans that complete their 
entire life cycle within a variety of vernal pool habitats and temporary waters between 

winter and spring. These species will disappear before vernal pools and other aquatic 
sites dry in the summer months but resting eggs, known as cysts, will remain viable 
within the aquatic features for years. Hatching subsequently begins in response to rains 
during the beginning of the rainy season. The MND states that suitable habitat in the 

form of vernal pools is absent from the Project site. However, aerial imagery shows 
ponds and depressions that periodically fill with water. Additionally, portions of the site 
contain potential vernal pool and wetland swale-like water features. Ponds and potential 
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riverine habitats are also located east, south, and west of the Project site. As suitable 

habitat appears to be present within and adjacent the Project site, and VPFS have been 
documented within the Project vicinity, CDFW recommends the following measure be 
included in the MND: 
 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 17: Branchiopod Surveys and 
Consultation 
 
CDFW recommends that a qualified biologist conduct surveys in accordance with 

the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Survey Guidelines for the Listed Large 
Branchiopods (USFWS 2017) the survey season prior to the initiation of each 
Project phase. These surveys should be conducted at the appropriate time of 
year to determine the existence and extent of branchiopods. If through surveys it 

is determined that branchiopods are occupying or have the potential to occupy 
the Project site, coordination with CDFW is recommended well in advance of any 
planned vegetation- or ground-disturbing activities to determine appropriate 
avoidance and minimization measures including adequate implementation of no-

disturbance buffers. 
 
Special-Status Plants 
 

Based on aerial imagery, the Project site contains grassland habitat, ponds and 
depressions, and other vernal pool or wetland swale-like features that could support 
special-status plant species including but not limited to: San Joaquin adobe sunburst 
(Pseudobahia peirsonii); Springville clarkia (Clarkia springvillensis); striped adobe-lily 

(Fritillaria striata); spiny-sepaled button-celery (Eryngium spinosepalum); and shining 
navarretia (Navarretia nigelliformis ssp. radians).  
 
The BE states that botanical surveys were conducted following the Protocols for 

Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special-Status Native Plant Populations and 
Sensitive Natural Communities (CDFW 2018) in 2025 and that the results of the survey 
effort suggest that special-status plant species are absent from the site. While special-
status plants were not observed during the 2025 botanical surveys, CDFW does not 

concur that special-status plants are absent from the site. Please note that adverse 
conditions from yearly weather patterns may prevent botanical field surveyors from 
determining the presence of, or accurately identifying, some special-status plants in the 
surveyed area. Disease, drought, predation, fire, herbivory, or other disturbance may 

also preclude presence or identification of special-status plants in any given year. 
Furthermore, special-status plants may be present as dormant seeds within the seed 
bank. Visiting the survey site in more than one year increases the likelihood of 
detection.  

 

Docusign Envelope ID: 2FE758D7-3030-81DF-825D-24671F603358



Gary Mills, Chief Environmental Planner 
Tulare County Resource Management Agency 
July 17, 2026 

Page 17 

Potential impacts to special-status plants are not discussed in the MND’s Biological 

Resources section nor are there mitigation measures proposed in this section to reduce 
impacts to these species to a less than significant level.  
 
As such, CDFW recommends the MND include the following measures: 

 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 18: Special-Status Plant Surveys 
 
Depending on the time between initial survey efforts and Project construction, 

CDFW recommends that a qualified botanist survey the Project site for special-
status plants following the Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to 
Special-Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities 
(CDFW 2018) the survey season prior to the initiation of each Project phase. 

 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 19: Special-Status Plant Avoidance 
 
CDFW recommends special-status plant species be avoided whenever possible 

by delineating and observing a no-disturbance buffer of at least 50 feet from the 
outer edge of the plant population(s) or the habitat type(s) required by special-
status plants species. If buffers cannot be maintained, consultation with CDFW is 
warranted to determine appropriate minimization and mitigation measures for 

impacts to special-status plants and/or how to implement the Project to avoid 
take. If State endangered, threatened, or rare plants are identified during special-
status plant surveys and take cannot be avoided, then to ensure compliance with 
CESA and the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA), consultation with CDFW for 

acquisition of an ITP, pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 2081 subdivision 
(b) and/or California Code of Regulations, Title 14, section 786.9, subdivision (b), 
is necessary to comply with CESA and the NPPA. 

 

Editorial Comments and/or Suggestions 
 
Blasting Impacts: CDFW strongly recommends a comprehensive evaluation of the 
potential effects of acoustic and vibration impacts from the proposed blasting and 

mining activities, particularly in relation to impacts to special-status species listed in 
previous sections of this letter. Furthermore, relevant thresholds or evaluation criteria 
should be established to minimize these effects and ensure the protection of wildlife in 
the surrounding areas. 

 
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) and Groundwater Dependent 
Ecosystems: Potential Project-related activities such as extraction of groundwater 
could result in groundwater water quality impacts, subsidence impacts, and result in 

changes to available groundwater supply. Many sensitive ecosystems and public trust 
resources such as streams, springs, riparian areas, and wetlands are dependent on 
groundwater and interconnected surface waters. 
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The Project boundary overlaps with a portion of the boundary for the Tule Subbasin 
(Subbasin No. 5-022.13), which was designated as a high priority Basin by the 
Department of Water Resources (DWR). Six Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSP) 
were prepared for the Tule Subbasin and were deemed incomplete by DWR on January 

28, 2022; the GSPs were subsequently resubmitted and deemed inadequate by DWR 
on March 27, 2023, which shifts the primary jurisdiction from DWR to the SWRCB. 
SWRCB designated the Tule Subbasin as probationary at a public hearing on 
September 17, 2024. CDFW recommends that the MND detail how the Project would 

affect environmentally beneficial uses and users, including groundwater dependent 
ecosystems and interconnected surface waters. 
  
CDFW also recommends that the MND include requirements to identify, evaluate, and 

monitor all groundwater dependent ecosystems that would be affected by future Project-
related activities, and develop a plan to offset losses of groundwater dependent 
ecosystems caused by changes in hydrology associated with the Project. The Project 
should address mitigation for impacted habitat value and function, to achieve a 

minimum no net loss of these habitats, consistent with FGC policy on Wetlands 
Resources. 
 
Water Rights: The Project description allows for diversion and storage of surface water 

runoff. The capture of stream flows is subject to appropriation and approval by the 
SWRCB pursuant to Water Code section 1200 et seq. CDFW recommends that the 
MND include a detailed description of the water rights and water entitlements that would 
pertain specifically to the Project and address any applications or change petitions that 

may be filed. CDFW, as Trustee Agency, is consulted by the SWRCB during the water 
rights process to provide terms and conditions designed to protect fish and wildlife prior 
to appropriation of the State’s water resources. Given the potential for impacts to 
special-status species and their habitats, it is advised that required consultation with 

CDFW occur well in advance of the SWRCB water right application process. 
 
Lake and Streambed Alteration: Based on a review of current and historical aerial 
imagery, the Project site contains a variety of hydrologic features including streams and 

ponds. Additionally, the Project site’s property detail reports includes stream features 
that bisect the northwest and southwest corners of APN 323-010-008 and the northern 
portion of APN 323-010-009. Mining and construction of mining operation facilities, as 
proposed by the Project, would result in substantial alteration of the hydrologic features 

described above, these activities are subject to CDFW’s regulatory authority pursuant to 
Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq. 
 
The MND states that the proposed Project would alter the existing topography of the 

Project site, which currently drains surface water runoff to the west-northwest, and 
would divert surface water runoff to flow inward into the Project site. Please be advised 
that Fish and Game Code section 1602 requires project proponents to notify CDFW 
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prior to commencing any activity that may (a) substantially divert or obstruct the natural 

flow of any river, stream, or lake; (b) substantially change or use any material from the 
bed, bank, or channel of any river, stream, or lake; or (c) deposit debris, waste or other 
materials that could pass into any river, stream, or lake. “Any river, stream, or lake” 
includes those that are ephemeral or intermittent as well as those that are perennial in 

nature.  
 
Please note that the MND does not address CDFW’s lake and streambed alteration 
regulatory authority for the Project’s potential surface water diversions or other 

jurisdictional activities. Therefore, CDFW recommends that the MND include mapping of 
all potential hydrologic features within the Project site as described above, a description 
of the methodology used in determining the extent of all hydrologic features in the 
Project site, and the Project activities that will impact these features. CDFW also 

recommends that the MND include mitigation measures to minimize impacts to streams 
and hydrologic features in addition to compensatory measures for any permanent loss 
of stream habitat or function.  
 

Please note CDFW is required to comply with CEQA in the issuance of a Lake or 
Streambed Alteration Agreement; therefore, if the CEQA document approved for the 
Project does not adequately describe the Project and its impacts on lakes or streams, a 
subsequent CEQA analysis may be necessary for issuance of a Final Lake or 

Streambed Alteration Agreement. For information on notification requirements, please 
refer to CDFW’s website (https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/LSA) or contact CDFW 
staff in the Central Region Lake and Streambed Alteration Program at (559) 243-4593, 
or R4LSA@wildlife.ca.gov. 

 
Water Pollution: Pursuant to Fish and Game Code Section 5650, it is unlawful to 
deposit in, permit to pass into, or place where it can pass into “Waters of the State” any 
substance or material deleterious to fish, plant life, mammals, or bird life, including non-

native species. It is possible that without mitigation measures this Project could result in 
pollution of a “Waters of the State” from increased sediment, salts, nitrates, and 
pathogens in storm water runoff; discharge of other constituents of concern such as 
endocrine disruptors; or disturbance-related erosion which could impact fish and wildlife 

resources. The Regional Water Quality Control Board and U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers also have jurisdiction regarding discharge and pollution to “Waters of the 
State.” 
 

Cumulative Impacts: CDFW recommends that the MND include a cumulative impact 
analysis for all specific biological resources that will be significantly or potentially 
significantly impacted by implementation of the Project, including biological resources 
with impacts determined to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated and 

biological resources that are rare or in poor or declining health and will be impacted by 
the Project, even if those impacts are relatively small (i.e., less than significant). CDFW 
recommends analyzing cumulative impacts using an acceptable methodology to 
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evaluate the impacts of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects on 

resources and be focused specifically on the resource, not the Project. An appropriate 
resource study area should be identified and mapped for each biological resource 
analyzed and utilized for this analysis. CDFW staff are available for consultation in 
support of cumulative impacts analyses as a trustee and responsible agency under 

CEQA. 
 
Nesting Birds: CDFW encourages that ground-disturbing activities occur during the 
bird non-nesting season; however, if ground- or vegetation-disturbing activities must 

occur during the nesting season (February 1 through September 15), the Project 
applicant is responsible for ensuring that implementation of the Project does not result 
in violation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act or relevant Fish and Game Code sections as 
referenced above. 

 
Mitigation Measure BIO-4c requires a biologist to identify a suitable disturbance-free 
buffer around active nests discovered in or near the Project impact areas. CDFW 
concurs with establishing disturbance-free buffers but, in addition, recommends having 

a qualified biologist continuously monitor nests to detect behavioral changs resulting 
from Project activities. If behavioral changes occur, CDFW recommends halting the 
work causing that change and consulting with CDFW for additional avoidance and 
minimization measures. If continuous monitoring of identified nests by a qualified 

biologist is not feasible, CDFW recommends implementing a minimum 250-foot no-
disturbance buffer around active nests of non-listed bird species and a minimum 500-
foot no-disturbance buffer around active nests of non-listed raptors. These buffers are 
advised to remain in place until the breeding season has ended or until a qualified 

biologist has determined the birds have fledged and are no longer reliant upon the nest 
or on-site parental care for survival. Variance from these no-disturbance buffers is 
possible when there is a compelling biological or ecological reason to do so, such as 
when the work area would be concealed from a nest site by topography. Prior to 

implementing a variance from these non-disturbance buffers, CDFW recommends that 
a qualified biologist evaluate the site-specific circumstances, provide a biological or 
ecological justification to support a variance, if possible, and notify CDFW. 
 

California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB): Please note that the CNDDB is 
populated by voluntary submission records of species detections. As a result, species 
may be present in locations not depicted in the CNDDB, but where there are suitable 
habitat and features capable of supporting species. A lack of an occurrence record in 

the CNDDB does not mean a species is not present. In order to adequately assess any 
potential Project-related impacts to biological resources, surveys conducted by a 
qualified biologist/botanist during the appropriate survey period(s) and using the 
appropriate protocol survey methodology are warranted in order to determine whether 

or not any special-status species are present at or near the Project site. 
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Other Comments/Suggestions: Page 3-1 of the MND states that the MND is for “[…] 

the proposed subdivision of approximately 30.02 acres of undeveloped land for the 
development and operation of the proposed Terra Bella Quarry Project […].” This 
statement appears to have been included erroneously. CDFW recommends correcting 
this statement to avoid confusion as to the size of the Project site which is 318 acres. 

 
Furthermore, there are differences between the mitigation measures provided in the 
MND’s Biological Resources section (Pages 3-69 through 3-90) and the biological 
mitigation measures provided in the MND’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 

Program (MMRP) table (Pages 3-282 through 3-289). For example, the Biological 
Resources section does not include the following mitigation measures for rare plants 
that are included in the MMRP: BIO-1a through BIO-1d. CDFW recommends that the 
mitigation measures in the MMRP correspond with the mitigation measures in the 

Biological Resources section, as revised in accordance with the recommendations in 
this comment letter.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

 
CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and 
negative declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make 
subsequent or supplemental environmental determinations. (Pub. Resources Code, § 

21003, subd. (e).) Accordingly, please report any special-status species and natural 
communities detected during Project surveys to the CNDDB. The CNNDB field survey 
form can be filled out and submitted online at the following link: 
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data. The completed form can be mailed 

electronically to CNDDB at the following email address: CNDDB@wildlife.ca.gov. The 
types of information reported to CNDDB can be found at the following link: 
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-and-Animals. 
 

FILING FEES 
 
The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment 
of environmental document filing fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the 

Notice of Determination by the Lead Agency and serve to help defray the cost of 
environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the environmental document filing fee is 
required in order for the underlying project approval to be operative, vested, and final. 
(Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 

21089.) 
 
CONCLUSION 
 

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the IS/MND to assist the County in 
identifying and mitigating Project impacts on biological resources. More information on 
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survey and monitoring protocols for sensitive species can be found at CDFW’s website 

(https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocols). 
 
Please see enclosed Attachment 2, MMRP table, which corresponds with 
recommended mitigation measures in this comment letter. If you have any questions 

regarding this letter or further coordination, please contact Stephanie Manzo, 
Environmental Scientist, at the address provided on this letterhead, by telephone at 
(559) 578-0409, or by electronic mail at Stephanie.Manzo@wildlife.ca.gov.  
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 

Julie A. Vance 
Regional Manager 
 
Attachment 1: Special-Status Species List 

Attachment 2: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
 
ec: State Clearinghouse 

Governor’s Office of Land Use and Climate Innovation 

state.clearinghouse@lci.ca.gov 
 
Linda Connolly  
California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Central Region 
Linda.Connolly@wildlife.ca.gov  
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Attachment 1  

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
SPECIAL-STATUS SPECIES LIST 

PROJECT: Terra Bella Quarry 

SCH No.: 2026060855 

Common Name Scientific Name 
Status 

State Federal 
Gray wolf Canis lupus E E 

San Joaquin kit fox Vulpes macrotis mutica T E 

Swainson’s hawk Buteo swainsoni T None 

Golden eagle Aquila chrysaetos FP None 

Western burrowing owl Athene cunicularia hypugaea C None 

Crotch's bumble bee Bombus crotchii C None 

American badger Taxidea taxus SSC None 

Pallid bat  Antrozous pallidus SSC None 

Western mastiff bat  Eumops perotis californicus SSC None 

Northern harrier Circus hudsonius SSC None 

Western spadefoot Spea hammondii SSC PT 

Vernal pool fairy shrimp Branchinecta lynchi SSA T 

San Joaquin adobe sunburst Pseudobahia peirsonii E T 

Shining navarretia 
Navarretia nigelliformis ssp. 
radians 1B.2  

Spiny-sepaled button-celery Eryngium spinosepalum 1B.2  

Springville clarkia Clarkia springvillensis E T 

Striped adobe-lily Fritillaria striata T None 

E= Endangered, T= Threatened, C= Candidate for listing as Threatened and/or Endangered, 

SSC= Species of Special Concern, SSA= State Special Animal, FP= Fully Protected, PT= 
Proposed Threatened, 1B.2 = California Rare Plant Ranking 
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Attachment 2 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
RECOMMENDED MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

(MMRP) 

PROJECT: Terra Bella Quarry 

SCH No.: 2026060855 

 

RECOMMENDED MITIGATION MEASURE STATUS/DATE/INITIALS 

Before Disturbing Soil or Vegetation 

Gray wolf  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 1: 
Human-Wildlife Conflict Minimization 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 4: 
Gray Wolf Avoidance and Take 

Authorization 

 

San Joaquin kit fox (SJKF)  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 5: 

SJKF Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 6: 
SJKF Avoidance and Take Authorization 

 

Swainson’s hawk (SWHA)  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 7: 
SWHA Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 8: 
SWHA Avoidance Buffer 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 9: 
SWHA Take Authorization 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 10: 
SWHA Foraging Habitat Mitigation 

 

Golden eagle (GOEA)  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 11: 
GOEA Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 12: 
GOEA Avoidance Buffer 

 

Special-Status Bat Species  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 13:  

Docusign Envelope ID: 2FE758D7-3030-81DF-825D-24671F603358



Bat Surveys 
Recommended Mitigation Measure 14: 

Bat Roost Avoidance Buffer 

 

Western spadefoot (WESP)  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 15: 

WESP Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 16: 
WESP Avoidance Buffer 

 

Vernal pool fairy shrimp  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 17: 
Branchiopod Surveys and Consultation 

 

Special-Status Plants  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 18: 
Special-Status Plant Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 19: 
Special-Status Plant Avoidance 

 

  

During Construction 

Gray wolf  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 1: 

Human-Wildlife Conflict Minimization 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 2: 
Night Work Limitations 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 3: 
Avoid Use of Rodenticides 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 4: 
Gray Wolf Avoidance and Take 
Authorization 

 

San Joaquin kit fox (SJKF)  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 5: 
SJKF Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 6: 
SJKF Avoidance and Take Authorization 

 

Swainson’s hawk (SWHA)  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 7: 
SWHA Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 8: 

SWHA Avoidance Buffer 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 9:  
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SWHA Take Authorization 
Golden eagle (GOEA)  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 11: 

GOEA Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 12: 

GOEA Avoidance Buffer 

 

Special-Status Bat Species  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 13: 

Bat Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 14: 
Bat Roost Avoidance Buffer 

 

Western spadefoot (WESP)  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 15: 
WESP Surveys 

 

Recommended Mitigation Measure 16: 
WESP Avoidance Buffer 

 

Special-Status Plants  

Recommended Mitigation Measure 19: 
Special-Status Plant Avoidance 
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