EVERGREEN ¢ EAST HILLS VISION STRATEGY

SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA

**********

EIR
APPENDIX
H

* ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok

BIOLOGY REPORTS



BIOTIC ASSESSMENT
FOR
THE ARCADIA HOMES SITE

Prepared by

Live Oak Associates, Inc.

Rick A. Hopkins, Ph.D., Principal, Senior Biologist
Pamela Peterson, M.S. Candidate, Assistant Project Manager, Plant and Wetland Ecologist
Davinna Ohlson, M.S., Wildlife Biologist

Prepared for

John Hesler
David J. Powers and Associates
1885 The Alameda
San Jose, CA 95126

8 July 2005 Project No. 639-01



TABLE OF CONTENT

THE ARCADIA HOMES SITE .....ccoveereenrvenanecrenreraenees cesssastsossssnenns .1
1.0 INTRODUCTION.....ccortcrvenesrnrecsarccsaneessanesessensens ceesssnsesnnnnrenee . |
Figures 1. Site VICINity Map ......ccccoirrvvieneeicereseninieneseeeeeniene et sesse s s enesssesssnssssesenas 2
1.1  PROJECT DESCRIPTION.....coutotireirericinieertnseeresre st sassssaesissssssesssssetesessnssesssseses 3
2.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS ............. verrsscssssssssnsressssssssane S |
Figure 2. SIS Map ...ttt ettt sa s ss b ne e naes 5
2.1 BIOTIC HABITATS ...ttt stsieesrs e esassssessssesesssessssessessssssssssessssnes 6
2.1.1 Ruderal Non-native Grassland...........cocoeveeoriiiiienecneseereseneeneeee e erecneseseeresenes 6
2.1.2 Coyote Brush SCIUb ........ueviceiviriciiinireccntccrctnsres st e s e s sae e sesse e sassanes 9
2.1.3 Seasonal Wetland..........ccoeeeveiiiinninininein s ssre s rereseens 10
2.2 SPECIAL STATUS PLANTS AND ANIMALS ...cooioivevereretrese e ersive et 10
Figure 4. CNDDB ..ottt ta et s ese s e seesese e sretestessaas b e snssns 12
2.3 THREATENED, ENDANGERED OR SPECIAL STATUS PLANTS AND ANIMALS
THAT DESERVE FURTHER DISCUSSION ......cccoiriiirieireirereesresrerneenseressessssssessesresnens 18
2.3.1 Burrowing Owl (Athene cunicularia) Federal listing status: None; State listing status:
Species 0f SPECIAl COMCEIN. ..ccvvmuiriiririiecirreirteitre e e e b v can e s besbesre e saens 18
2.4 JURISDICTIONAL WATERS. ...ttt ssis s stenersse s sressesess st st ssssnsnsnnos 20
2.5 ORDINANCE-SIZED TREES .....c.cccostitrirriinrrniieeseeeesiesaesessseessessessssssessssessssssens 20
3.0 IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS....ccocceceerrneecrrennees cecsssnrrissssnnns 21
3.1 SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA ....c.ooicirirtreiceieesreineetessesresestesee e e e s s ense e esessenees 21
3.2  RELEVANT GOALS, POLICIES, AND LAWS......ccooooetreecteteeeeereeeree e 22
3.2.1 Threatened and Endangered SPecies .........ccovveeerernerireiinreneeeesseseeeeieeeeenenenns 22
32.2 MiGIatory BIrdS....cooeoiviiiiiriienienertencceesteeee et et st ess e s s resnesaeone 23
3.23 BirdS OF PIEY wvviviiiiiieneceeei ettt st r e eb e seb e stenis 23
324 Wetlands and Other “Jurisdictional Waters” ...........ccoceveveeerereieerneenerereerieenenes 23
3.25 Ordinance-Size TTEES.....c.cocerririreririeerinrrrrrrirersisesse e eressete s eseeresserebensesesessaes 24
3.3 IMPACTS SPECIFIC TO THE PROJECT SITE......ccccceoevrrirrereirrereeresrieseeeneeseenas 25
3.3.1 Loss of Habitat for Special Status Plants.........c.ccoeevnierererererenneirennennereennnn. 25
3.3.2 Loss of Habitat for Special Status Animals.........coueveeerveeveeveeeneeceireeeneeeenrese e 26
3.33 Impacts to Burrowing Ow] Habitat..........ccccvuvivreeeieereieereeeeseseeeeeeeeesnan, 27
334 Impacts to Individual Burrowing OWIS.........ccevvveviveneiennenesene e 31
335 Loss of Habitat for Native Wildlife...........ccovveiereirerrnerieircnreccreecreseecnenae 32
3.3.6 Interference with the Movement of Native Wildlife..........ccoeveeveveerenrverrerencnnee. 32
3.3.7 Disturbance to Waters of the U.S. or Riparian Habitats..........ccceceevivreneerennennen. 33
3.3.8 Degradation of Water Quality in Seasonal Drainages, Stock Ponds and
DOWNSITEAM WALETS.....ccvuiuiiiiiiiiesiricecitresreesis st ses et ere e s e s s s be st e bes s tensssanons 34
3.3.9 Disturbance to Active Raptor Nests from Construction Activities During Project
IMPIEMENTALION ....ocereririeiiicrtritcertresr sttt er s et s s s s b s e et snebaneresensenenenns 34
3.3.10  Disturbance to Ordinance-Size and Heritage TIees.......ccecvvvreverreeveeerermiernsrernsnens 35
LITERATURE CITED......... cressssssssssnssresessrrsssnsessosssessessesananne ceeseeeeess 39
PERSONAL COMMUNICATIONS.....cortvenerrrerecraressnesssnsessanessnneesnn 41
APPENDIX A ...ccooinvreinnicrcnerssncssneecroneasens cesesererernsrateessssenssensssssssssoses B2
i

Live Oak Associates, Inc.



- APPENDIX B

ii

Live Qak Associates, Inc.



1.0 INTRODUCTION

The technical report that follows describes the biotic resources of an approximately 81-acre site
in the City of San Jose in Santa Clara County, California, and evaluates possible constraints such
resources may pose for eventual site development. This biotic assessment is being conducted in
support of the Evergreen Smart Growth Plan EIR. The study area (hereafter referred to as “the
site”) is located just southwest of the intersection of Capitol Expressway and Quimby Road in
the Evergreen area of east San Jose (Figure 1). Ruderal non-native grassland, coyote brush scrub
and man-made seasonal wetland habitats occur on the site. The location of the site can be found
on the San Jose East U.S.G.S. 7.5” quadrangles at Township 7 south, Range 1 east, SE corner of

Section 13.

Site development of open space parcels can damage or modify biotic habitats used by sensitive
plant and wildlife species. In such cases, site development may be regulated by state or federal
agencies, subject to provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), covered by
policies and ordinances of the City of San Jose, or some combination of these four conditions.
This report addresses issues related to sensitive biotic resources occurring on the site, along with
the federal, state, and local laws related to such resources and mitigation measures that may be
required to reduce the magnitude of anticipated impacts. The analysis of impacts, as discussed in
Section 3.0 of this report, was based on the known and potential biotic resources of the study
area (discussed in Section 2.0). Sources of information used in the preparation of this analysis
included: (1) the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CDFG 2004) and (2) the Inventory of
Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California (CNPS 2001) and (3) manuals and
references related to plants and animals of the Santa Clara Valley region. Reconnaissance level
field surveys were conducted within the study area on June 22, 2004 by Pamela Peterson,
biologist with Live Oak Associates, Inc., at which time the principal biotic habitats of the site
were identified and the constituent plants and animals of each were noted. Additional surveys to
assess potential impacts to burrowing owls occurring on the site were conducted by LOA
biologists Pamela Peterson and Davinna Ohlson on June 29, July 9, and September 13, 2004,
Additional burrowing owl surveys were conducted on the site by Davinna Ohlson on May 2-5,

2005, to assess any changes since the September 2004 survey.
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