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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This Biological Analysis Report (BAR) evaluates the potential for sensitive biological 
resources to be impacted by ȰThe Crossings Projectȱ (Project). The Project consists of the 
construction of a multi -use development southeast of the city of Bakersfield, California, Kern 
County on the southwest corner of Hosking Avenue and South H Street.   

This BAR is designed to support evaluation of the Project pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), project permitting through regulatory agencies, and 
other related uses. 

Database reviews were conducted to determine the potential for special-status species and 
other sensitive biological resources to occur on-site that may be impacted by the Project. 
These reviews result in five sensitive natural communities, 21 special-status plant species, 
and 39 special-status animal species having potential to be on or near the Project. Based on 
these database reviews, a reconnaissance survey conducted by QK in July 2021, and 
environmental conditions such as soil type, elevation, historical range, and other factors, it 
was determined that seven special-status animal species may potentially be impact by the 
Project: San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutica), 3×ÁÉÎÓÏÎȭÓ hawk (Buteo swainsoni), 
Western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), American badger (Taxidea taxus), San Joaquin 
coachwhip (Masticophis flagellum ruddocki), as well as other nesting migratory birds and 
raptors that are protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game 
Code. 

Reviews of the databases and field survey indicated that there are no defined waters or 
wetlands within the Project site. However, one potential jurisdictional waterway, the Kern 
Island Canal is present within the Biological Survey Area on the east side of South H Street 
opposite of the Project site. This potential jurisdictional  waterway will not be impacted by 
the Project. There are no designated migratory corridors or linkages, significant nursery 
sites, or federally designated Critical Habitat on the Project site.  

Potential direct impacts to biological resources without implementation of avoidance and 
minimization measures could include direct injury to or mortality of individu al special-
status species and interference with normal wildlife behaviors. Potential indirect impacts 
without implementation of avoidance and minimization measures could include loss of 
foraging habitat. Nesting migratory birds may be impacted if Project activities occur during 
the nesting season.  

The Project is not expected to substantially impact and would not conflict with local policies 
or ordinances. The Project is within the  Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan 
and associated State Incidental Take Permit area, thus specific surveys for selected federal 
and State listed species covered by that plan and ITP must be conducted and associated 
protection measures must be implemented prior to construction . Because of the presence of 
a potential special-status animal species, avoidance and minimization measures are 
recommended which, when implemented, would reduce Project impacts to biological 
resources. 



Biological Analysis Report  Introduction 

 

 

The Crossings Project August 2021 

BOMAR Partners LLC Page 7 

SECTION 1 - INTRODUCTION 

QK was retained by BOMAR Partners, LLC. (BOMAR, Project proponent) to provide biological 
services in support of The Crossings multi -use commercial development (Project). QK 
reviewed readily available technical documents and agency-maintained databases for 
sensitive biological resources and assessed biological conditions throughout the Project area 
during an on-site reconnaissance survey. The results of the desktop research and field survey 
are summarized in this Biological Analysis Report (BAR), which provides the technical basis 
for the analysis of potential impacts to biological resources that may result from the 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the Project.  

1.1 - Project Location 

The Project is located within the southern San Joaquin Valley on a 28.8-acre parcel (Assessor 
Parcel Number (APN): 514-030-25 in southeast Bakersfield, Kern County, California. The 
Project site is located on the southwest corner of Hosking Avenue and South H Street (Figure 
1-1). The Project is within Section 36, Township 30S, Range 27E, Mount Diablo Base and 
Meridian. State Route (SR) 99, which serves as a major arterial roadway between northern 
and southern California, is located immediately to the west of the Project site (Figure 1-2).   

1.2 - Project Description 

The proposed Project is the construction of multi -use commercial development. As 
proposed, the Project would consist of four (4) components: 1) A General Plan Amendment; 
2) a Zone Change (GPA/ZC No. 21-0179); 3) a site plan consisting of general commercial 
uses; and 4) a Parcel Map dividing the Project site into various parcels. The proposed layout, 
density, size, and estimated number of commercial uses of the proposed Project area are 
illustrated in Appendix A.  

1.3 - Purpose, Goals, and Objectives 

The purpose of this BAR is to provide site-specific information and an evaluation of Project 
impacts on sensitive biological resources. The BAR will be used to provide Project 
environmental documentation and evaluation pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). The Project is subject to discretionary approvals by the City of 
Bakersfield (COB) Council. Acting in its capacity as a lead agency under CEQA, the COB would 
need to determine the potential for the Project to result in significant impacts, consider 
mitigation measures and alternatives to avoid significant impacts, and consider the 
environmental effects of the Project in its decision-making process. This BAR provides the 
substantial evidence upon which the required evaluation of feasibility, environmental 
analysis, and findings of fact in relation to biological resources can be made.  
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 Figure 1-1 
Regional Map 

The Crossings Project 
Kern County, California 
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 Figure 1-2 
Project Location Map 
The Crossings Project 

Kern County, California 
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SECTION 2 - METHODS 

2.1 - Definition of Biological Study Area 

The Biological Study Area (BSA) used for this BAR includes everything within the limits of the 
Project boundary and within a 250-foot buffer (see Figure 2-1).  

2.2 - Definition of Special-Status Species 

For the purposes of this report, special-status species include: 

¶ Species listed as threatened or endangered under the Federal Endangered Species 
Act (FESA); species that are under review may be included if there is a reasonable 
expectation of listing within the life of the project, 

¶ Species listed as candidate, threatened, or endangered under the California 
Endangered Species Act (CESA), 

¶ Species designated as Fully Protected, Species of Special Concern, or Watch List by 
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), 

¶ /ÔÈÅÒ ÓÐÅÃÉÅÓ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅÄ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ #$&7ȭÓ 3ÐÅÃÉal Animals List, 
¶ Plant species with a California Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) in categories 1 or 2, or 
¶ Species designated as locally important by the Local Agency and/or otherwise 

protected through ordinance or local policy. 

The potential for each special-status species to occur in the study area was evaluated 
according to the following criteria: 

¶ None. Habitat on and adjacent to the site is clearly unsuitable to meet the needs of the 
species (foraging, breeding, cover, substrate, elevation, hydrology, plant community, 
site history, disturbance regime), and species would have been identifiable on-site if 
present (e.g., oak trees). Protocol surveys (if conducted) did not detect species. 

¶ Potential. Conditions on the site may, in some way, support a portion of the species 
ecology (foraging, reproduction, movement/migration). Protocol surveys were 
conducted, but negative results do not exclude the potential for a species to occur. 

¶ Present. Species was observed on the site or has been recorded (e.g., CNDDB, other 
reports) on the site recently (within the last 5 years). 

2.3 - Literature Review and Database Analysis 

The following sources were reviewed for information on special-status biological resources 
in the project vicinity: 

¶ #$&7ȭÓ #ÁÌÉÆÏÒÎÉÁ .ÁÔÕÒÁÌ $ÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ $ÁÔÁÂÁÓÅ #.$$"Ƞ #$&7 2021a) 

¶ CDFWȭÓ Biogeographic Information and Observation System (BIOS; CDFW 2021) 

¶ CDFWȭÓ California Wildlife Habitat Relationships (CWHR) System (Mayer and 
Laudenslayer 1988) 
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¶ California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of 
California (CNPS 2021) 

¶ 5Ȣ3Ȣ &ÉÓÈ ÁÎÄ 7ÉÌÄÌÉÆÅ 3ÅÒÖÉÃÅȭÓ 53&73  )ÎÆÏÒÍÁÔÉÏÎ ÆÏÒ 0ÌÁÎÎÉÎg and Consultation 
system (USFWS 2021) 

¶ USFWS Critical Habitat Mapper (USFWS 2021) 

¶ USFWS National Wetlands Inventory (NWI; USFWS 2021b) 

¶ USGS National Hydrography Dataset (NHD; USGS 2021) 

¶ Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) flood zone maps (FEMA 2021) 

¶ U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) 
Web Soil Survey (NRCS 2021) 

¶ California Protected Areas Data Portal (GreenInfo Network 2021) 

¶ Current and historical aerial imagery (Google LLC 2021) 

¶ Topographic maps (USGS 2021) 

 

For each of these data sources, the search was focused on the Gosford, California USGS 7.5-
minute quadrangle in which the project is located, plus the surrounding eight (8) 
quadrangles: Conner, Rosedale, Oildale, Oil Center, Stevens, Lamont, Millux, and Weed Patch. 
For the CNDDB, a 10-mile search radius was used. 

The CNDDB provides element-specific spatial information on individually documented 
occurrences of special-status species and sensitive natural communities. Some of the 
information available for review in the CNDDB is still undergoing review by the CDFW; these 
records are identified as unprocessed data. The CNPS database provides similar information 
as the CNDDB, but at a much lower spatial resolution. Much of this information in these 
databases is obtained opportunistically and is often focused on protected lands or on lands 
where development has been proposed. Neither database represents a comprehensive 
survey for special-status resources in the region. As such, the absence of recorded 
occurrences in these databases at any specific location does not preclude the possibility that 
a special-status resource could be present.  

Reviews of the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI; USFWS 2021b) and National 
Hydrography Dataset (USGS 2021) were completed to identify whether wetlands had 
previously been documented on or adjacent to the Project site. The NWI, which is operated 
by the USFWS, is a collection of wetland and riparian maps that depicts graphic 
representations of the type, size, and location of wetland, deep water, and riparian habitats 
in the United States. In addition to the NWI, regional hydrologic information was obtained 
from the USGS to evaluate the potential occurrence of blueline streams within the Project 
Site.  

Soils data were obtained from the Natural Resource Conservation District, United States 
Department of Agriculture (USDA 2021), weather and precipitation data were obtained from 
the Western Regional Climate Center (WRCC 2021), and land use information was obtained 
from available aerial imagery. Information about flood-prone areas were obtained from the 
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Federal Emergency Management Agency, Department of Homeland Security (FEMA 2021) 
and information on protected lands were obtained from the Greeninfo Network (Greeninfo 
Network 2021). 

The results of the database inquiries were reviewed to develop a list of special-status 
resources that may be present within vicinity of the Project.  This list was then evaluated 
against the existing conditions observed during the reconnaissance site visit of the BSA to 
determine which special-status resources have the potential to occur, and then the potential 
for impacts to those resources as a result of implementation of the Project. 

2.4 - Reconnaissance-Level Field Surveys 

A reconnaissance-level biological survey was conducted on July 8, 2021, by QK 
Environmental Scientists Lucas Knox and Karissa Denney. Weather conditions during the 
site survey was at the optimal survey conditions and generally conducive to the detection of 
diurnally active animal species. The survey consisted of walking meandering pedestrian 
transects and using binoculars to spot occurrences throughout the Project site and BSA such 
that 100% of the site was observed.  Current land uses within the Project were documented 
along with the presence of all plants, wildlife, and wildlife sign (scat, burrows, feather, tracks, 
etc.). All suitable habitats that could potentially support wildlife within the Project were 
documented and photographs were taken. The survey focused on determining the locations 
and extent of vegetation communities and the potential for occurrences of sensitive plant 
and wildlife species within the Project. 
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 Figure 2-1 
Biological Study Area 
The Crossings Project 

Kern County, California 




















































































