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Figure 2
Vicinity Map
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Figure 3
Quino Habitat Assessment and
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Appendix A 
Summary of Weekly Butterfly and Moth Species Observations  

During Quino Surveys
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Appendix B 
Daily Weather Conditions During Quino SurveysA
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Appendix D 
Potential Nectaring Sources and Host Plant Species

Detected During Quino SurveysA
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Appendix E 
Vertebrate Wildlife Species Detected During Quino Surveys

Scientific Name Common Name 
REPTILES 
Order  Squamata Lizards and Snakes 

BIRDS 
Order Ciconiiformes Herons, Storks, Ibises, and Relatives

Order Falconiformes Diurnal Birds of Prey 

Order Galliformes Magapodes, Curassows, Pheasants, and 
Relatives 

Order Charadriiformes Shorebirds, Gulls, and Relatives  

Order Columbiformes Pigeons and Doves 

Order Piciformes Woodpeckers

Order Passeriformes Song birds



 Scientific Name Common Name 

MAMMALS 
Order Lagomorpha Rabbits, Hares, and Pikas 
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Re:  LanWest Solar Farm LLC Jurisdictional Delineation Letter Report  
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Table 1 
Survey Dates and Personnel Conducting the Formal Field Delineation at LanWest 

Dates Personnel Activity 

















•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•









Results 

Table 2 
Survey Results for Parameters of Potential Jurisdictional Waters of the U.S.a,

State,b and Countyc in the Form of Wetland Occurring within LanWest 

Sample
Point 

Vegetation 
Community 

Hydrophytic
Vegetation 

Hydric
Soils 

Wetland 
Hydrology

Potential
Federal
Water 

Potential
State

Waterf,g 

Potential
County 

Environmentally 
Sensitive Land 



Table 3 
Hydrophytic Vegetation Communities Occurring within the Survey Areaa,b

Vegetation Community 
(Holland 1986)

Vegetation Community 
(Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf 2008)

Acreage within 
the Survey Area 

          Total 0.10 

Table 4 
Hydrophytic Plant Species Observed within the Survey Areaa

Scientific Name Common Name 
Region 0 (California)

Indicator Statusa

Tree Species Growth Habit 

Shrub Species Growth Habit 

Herbaceous Species Growth Habit



Scientific Name Common Name 
Region 0 (California)

Indicator Statusa













Table 5 
Potential Jurisdictional Waters of the U.S. and State 

Occurring within the Project Area 
Type of 

Potential
Jurisdictional 

Waters 
Type of Habitat 
(Holland 1986) 

Type of Habitat 
(Cowardin et al. 1979) 

Area of Aquatic 
Resource in 
Project Area 

(acres)a
Regulatory 
Authorityb

Potential Jurisdictional Waters of the U.S. and State 

Potential Jurisdictional Waters of the State, Exclusively 

Grand Total Potential Jurisdictional Waters             0.66 

Table 6 
Summary of Potential Jurisdictional Waters of the U.S. and State 

Occurring within the Project Area 
Potential Jurisdictional Waters of the U.S. and Statea Area (in Acres)

Potential Jurisdictional Waters of the State, Exclusively

Grand Total Potential Jurisdictional Waters 0.66
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Figure 1
Regional Map
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Figure 2
Vicinity Map
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Figure 3
Survey Area
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Figure 4
Vegetation Communities and

Cover Types
Soitec LanWest Solar Farm Project Jurisdictional Delineation Letter Report
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Figure 5
Soils in Project Area

Soitec LanWest Solar Farm Project Jurisdictional Delineation Letter Report
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LEGEND Label Description Hydric Soil
AcG Acid igneous rock land Not hydric
LaE2 La Posta loamy coarse sand, 5 to 30 percent slopes, eroded Not hydric
LaE3 La Posta loamy coarse sand, 5 to 30 percent slopes, severely eroded Not hydric
LcE2 La Posta rocky loamy coarse sand, 5 to 30 percent slopes, eroded Not hydric
Lu Loamy alluvial land Partially hydric

MvC Mottsville loamy coarse sand, 2 to 9 percent slopes Not hydric
ToE2 Tollhouse rocky coarse sandy loam, 5 to 30 percent slopes, eroded Not hydric
ToG Tollhouse rocky coarse sandy loam, 30 to 65 percent slopes Not hydric



Project Location

Figure 6
Watersheds

Soitec LanWest Solar Farm Project Jurisdictional Delineation Letter Report
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Figure 7
Potential Jurisdictional

Waters of the State
Soitec LanWest Solar Farm Project Jurisdictional Delineation Letter Report
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Figure 8
Photopoint Locations

Soitec LanWest Solar Farm Project Jurisdictional Delineation Letter Report
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Photograph 1: Looking west (upstream) at an unvegetated ephemeral dry 
wash that contains an OHWM.

Photograph 2: Looking west (downstream) at a swale lacking an OHWM 
that abates into upland habitat.

Soitec LanWest Solar Farm Project Jurisdictional Delineation Letter Report

Figure 9
Representative Photographs 1 and 2



Photograph 3: Looking west at a non-jurisdictional erosive feature that 
originates immediately west of the project boundary.  

Photograph 4: Looking south east (downstream) at an unvegetated 
ephemeral dry wash.

Soitec LanWest Solar Farm Project Jurisdictional Delineation Letter Report

Figure 10
Representative Photographs 3 and 4



Figure 11
Representative Photograph 5
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REGION (VERSION 2.0) 





US Army Corps of Engineers
                     Arid West - Version 2.0 

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region 

Project/Site:                                                                                             City/County:                                                           Sampling Date:                             

Applicant/Owner:                                                                                                                                     State:                     Sampling Point:                               

Investigator(s):                                                                                         Section, Township, Range:                                                                                        

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):                                                            Local relief (concave, convex, none):                                        Slope (%):                  

Subregion (LRR):                                                                       Lat:                                               Long:                                                 Datum:                       

Soil Map Unit Name:                                                                                                                                        NWI classification:                                              

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes              No               (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation             Soil             or Hydrology              significantly disturbed?            Are "Normal Circumstances" present?   Yes               No             

Are Vegetation             Soil             or Hydrology              naturally problematic?             (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS -  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes                 No              
Hydric Soil Present?  Yes                 No              
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes                 No              

Is the Sampled Area 
within a Wetland?                   Yes                  No               

Remarks: 

VEGETATION  
Dominance Test worksheet: 
Number of Dominant Species   
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A) 

Total Number of Dominant    
Species Across All Strata:                               (B) 

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A/B) 

Prevalence Index worksheet: 
       Total % Cover of:                    Multiply by:       

OBL species    x 1 =                      
FACW species                         x 2 =                      
FAC species    x 3 =                      
FACU species                         x 4 =                      
UPL species    x 5 =                      

Column Totals:                        (A)                             (B) 

         Prevalence Index  = B/A =                             

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:   

  Prevalence Index is ≤3.0 1

  Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
            data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

  Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present. 

                          Absolute    Dominant  Indicator 
Tree Stratum    (Use scientific names.)                                  % Cover    Species?     Status  
1.                                                                                          
2.                                                                                          
3.                                                                                          

4.                                                                                          

Sapling/Shrub Stratum
1.                                                                                          
2.                                                                                          
3.                                                                                          
4.                                                                                          
5.                                                                                          
                                                                          Total Cover:                 
Herb Stratum
1.                                                                                          
2.                                                                                          
3.                                                                                          
4.                                                                                          
5.                                                                                          
6.                                                                                          
7.                                                                                          
8.                                                                                          

                                                                          Total Cover:                 
Woody Vine Stratum
1.                                                                                          
2.                                                                                          
                                                                          Total Cover:                 

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum                            % Cover of Biotic Crust                       

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes                 No             

Remarks: 

  Dominance Test is >50% 

% %                                                                           Total Cover:                 

% 

% 

% 

% % 

Soitec Solar - LanWest Boulevard/San Diego 12-08-11
Soitec Solar, LLC T1.1

 B. Felten and J. Zinn Section 28, Township 17S, Range  7E
Graded terrance  Convex 1-2

CA

C - Mediterranean California  32.663448  -116.267484 WGS 84
Mottsville Loamy Coarse Sand 2 to 9 Percent Slopes   N/A

1

3

33.3

25

45

10

 Field datapoint taken within constructed swale feature that performs as a roadside ditch. There is hydrophytic overstory, 
however the understory is dominated by upland plants. The willows indicate a phreatophytic species able to exploit 
groundwater that is too deep to support wetlands. Please refer to Figure 11, Photo 5 to review general area of the point of 
investigation. There is surface water but is is low volume and short duration that rapidly infiltrates the sandy loam soil.

 Salix laevigata 25 Yes FACW

25

Artemisia tridentata Yes
No
No≤5

≤5
10

Baccharis salicifolia
Baccharis sergiloides

10

UPL

FAC

FAC

Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

≤5
10
10
10
15

Ambrosia psilostachya
Camissonia californica 
Hordeum marinum ssp. gussoneanum
Galium aparine
Hirschfeldia incana

≤5
≤5
≤5

Sonchus sp. 
Rumex salicifolius 
Juncus mexicanus

45

UPL

UPL

FAC

UPL

FAC

FACW

FACW

FACW

30
Pg 91 of Chapter 5 of the 2008 Supplement (Problematic Vegetation) states: remnant stands of tree species that may have 
germinated during unusually high water events or under wetter conditions than currently exist at the site. In such situations, 
there may be a hydrophytic overstory and a nonhydrophytic understory. If the soils are recently deposited lacking hydric 
soil features and/or wetland hydrology is problematic, more emphasis should be placed on the understory, which may be 
more indicative of current wetland or non-wetland conditions. Erodium was also observed near the point of investigation.

80 305
225
0
30
50
0

3.81



                     Arid West - Version 2.0

SOIL  Sampling Point:                        
Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth                    Matrix                                            Redox Features                             
 (inches)            Color (moist)            %            Color (moist)             %         Type1       Loc2             Texture                             Remarks                     

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.      2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix. 

Hydric Soil Indicators:  (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:  
  Histosol (A1)   Sandy Redox (S5)   1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR C)  
  Histic Epipedon (A2)   Stripped Matrix (S6)   2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR B)  
  Black Histic (A3)   Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)   Reduced Vertic (F18) 
  Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)   Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)   Red Parent Material (TF2) 
  Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C)    Depleted Matrix (F3)   Other (Explain in Remarks) 
  1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR D)    Redox Dark Surface (F6) 
  Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)    Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 
  Thick Dark Surface (A12)   Redox Depressions (F8) 
  Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)   Vernal Pools (F9) 

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 

  Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)              unless disturbed or problematic. 
Restrictive Layer (if present): 
     Type:                                                               
     Depth (inches):                                                Hydric Soil Present?     Yes                 No             
Remarks: 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: 

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)Primary Indicators (any one indicator is sufficient)                                                                              
  Water Marks (B1) (Riverine)     Surface Water (A1)   Salt Crust (B11) 

  Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine)     High Water Table (A2)   Biotic Crust (B12) 

  Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine)    Saturation (A3)   Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) 
  Drainage Patterns (B10)   Water Marks (B1) (Nonriverine)    Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) 
  Dry-Season Water Table (C2)   Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine)    Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3)       
  Crayfish Burrows (C8)   Drift Deposits (B3) (Nonriverine)    Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) 
  Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)  Surface Soil Cracks (B6)   Thin Muck Surface (C7) 
  Shallow Aquitard (D3)   Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)   Recent Iron Reduction in Plowed Soils (C6) 
  FAC-Neutral Test (D5)   Water-Stained Leaves (B9) 

Field Observations: 
Surface Water Present? Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Water Table Present?  Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Saturation Present?    Yes             No             Depth (inches):                         
(includes capillary fringe) Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No             
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 

Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers 
 

  Other (Explain in Remarks) 

     wetland hydrology must be present, 

T1.1

0-20 7.5YR3/2 N/A N/A N/A N/A Sandy Loam

Mottsville Loamy Coarse Sand 2 to 9 Percent Slopes is not listed as hydric by the NRCS. Soil at point of investigation is 
likely native loam mixed with fill material (the small presence of gravel observed in soil pit) is not a result of depositional 
events by water, rather small amount of gravel is likely from backfill during roadside ditch (or swale) creation and 
placement.  Negative α,α-dipyridyl test at point of investigation.  Although this soil can potentially perform as a hydric soil 
if it is depositional events, there are not significant amounts of depositional materials observed at the point of investigation. 
Additionally, hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology are not present (either by themselves or simultaneously) at the 
point of investigation. Therefore the potential for this soil, at the point of investigation, to be considered 'hydric by 
definition, is none.

Unknown

 No wetland hydrology indicators observed at the point of investigation. However, this datapoint was taken within a swale 
feature that supports low volume/short duration flows. Infiltration rate appears to be rapid and does not retain surface water 
to promote or create wetland hydrology conditions.  
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January 18, 2012 Attachment C Preliminary JD Form 

PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Soitec Solar LanWest Solar Farm 
This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD):

B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON REQUESTING PRELIMINARY JD:   

C. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:

D.    PROJECT LOCATION(S) AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  
        

 (Use the attached table to document multiple waterbodies at different sites) 
 State:      County/parish/borough: City:
 Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):  Lat: 
   UTM: 
 Name of nearest waterbody: 
 Identify (estimate) amount of waters in the review area: 
  Non-wetland waters:      
  Cowardin Class: 
  Stream Flow: 
  Wetlands: 
  Cowardin Class: 
 Name of any waterbodies on the site that have been identified as Section 10 waters: 
  Tidal:       
  Non-Tidal:       

E. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
 Office (Desk) Determination.  Date:  
 Field Determination.  Date(s): 

1.  The Corps of Engineers believes that there may be jurisdictional waters of the United States on the subject site, and the permit applicant or other affected party 
who requested this preliminary JD is hereby advised of his or her option to request and obtain an approved jurisdictional determination (JD) for that site.  
Nevertheless, the permit applicant or other person who requested this preliminary JD has declined to exercise the option to obtain an approved JD in this instance 
and at this time. 

2.  In any circumstance where a permit applicant obtains an individual permit, or a Nationwide General Permit (NWP) or other general permit verification 
requiring “pre-construction notification” (PCN), or requests verification for a non-reporting NWP or other general permit, and the permit applicant has not 
requested an approved JD for the activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware of the following: (1) the permit applicant has elected to seek a permit 
authorization based on a preliminary JD, which does not make an official determination of jurisdictional waters; (2) that the applicant has the option to request an 
approved JD before accepting the terms and conditions of the permit authorization, and that basing a permit authorization on an approved JD could possibly result 
in less compensatory mitigation being required or different special conditions; (3) that the applicant has the right to request an individual permit rather than 
accepting the terms and conditions of the NWP or other general permit authorization; (4) that the applicant can accept a permit authorization and thereby agree to 
comply with all the terms and conditions of that permit, including whatever mitigation requirements the Corps has determined to be necessary; (5) that 
undertaking any activity in reliance upon the subject permit authorization without requesting an approved JD constitutes the applicant’s acceptance of the use of 
the preliminary JD, but that either form of JD will be processed as soon as is practicable; (6) accepting a permit authorization (e.g., signing a proffered individual 
permit) or undertaking any activity in reliance on any form of Corps permit authorization based on a preliminary JD constitutes agreement that all wetlands and 
other water bodies on the site affected in any way by that activity are jurisdictional waters of the United States, and precludes any challenge to such jurisdiction in 
any administrative or judicial compliance or enforcement action, or in any administrative appeal or in any Federal court; and (7) whether the applicant elects to 
use either an approved JD or a preliminary JD, that  JD will be processed as soon as is practicable.  Further, an approved JD, a proffered individual permit (and all 
terms and conditions contained therein), or individual permit denial can be administratively appealed pursuant to 33 C.F.R. Part 331, and that in any 
administrative appeal, jurisdictional issues can be raised (see 33 C.F.R. 331.5(a)(2)). If, during that administrative appeal, it becomes necessary to make an 
official determination whether CWA jurisdiction exists over a site, or to provide an official delineation of jurisdictional waters on the site, the Corps will provide 
an approved JD to accomplish that result, as soon as is practicable. This preliminary JD finds that there “may be” waters of the United States on the subject 
project site, and identifies all aquatic features on the site that could be affected by the proposed activity, based on the following information: 



January 18, 2012 Attachment C Preliminary JD Form 

A. SUPPORTING DATA.  Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply - checked items shall be included in case file and, where 
checked 
and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 

 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: 
 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. 

 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
 Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. 

 Data sheets prepared by the Corps:      . 
 Corps navigable waters’ study:      . 
 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:      . 

   USGS NHD data. 
   USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 
   U.S. Geological Survey map(s).  Cite scale & quad name: 

 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey.  Citation: 
 National wetlands inventory map(s).  Cite name: 
 State/Local wetland inventory map(s):      .  

    Photographs:    Aerial (Name & Date): 

  Other (Name & Date): 
 Previous determination(s).  File no. and date of response letter:     . 
 Other information (please specify): 

IMPORTANT NOTE:  The information recorded on this form has not necessarily been verified by the Corps and should not be relied 
upon for later jurisdictional determinations. 

              
Signature and date of  Signature and date of 
Regulatory Project Manager  person requesting preliminary JD 
(REQUIRED) (REQUIRED, unless obtaining 

 the signature is impracticable) 



January 18, 2012 Attachment C Preliminary JD Form 

PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 

This preliminary JD finds that there "may be" waters of the United States on the subject project site, and identifies all aquatic 
features on the site that could be affected by the proposed activity, based on the following information: 

San Diego Field Office January 18, 2012
CA Boulevard/San Diego

Mr. Brison Ellinghaus 

Waters Type Habitat Latitude Longitude Cowardin Class 
Estimated Amount of Aquatic 

Resource in Review Area      
(in acres)

Class of Aquatic 
Resource 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                      TOTAL       0.40 Acrea
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APPENDIX D 
PLANT SPECIES DOCUMENTED WITIHN AND ADJACENT 

TO THE PROPOSED LANWEST SOLAR FARM LLC PROJECT AREA1

Family Scientific Name Common Name 



Family Scientific Name Common Name 

Deinandra floribunda Tecate Tarplant



Family Scientific Name Common Name 

Geraea viscida Sticky Geraea

Caulanthus simulans Payson’s Caulanthus



Family Scientific Name Common Name 

Streptanthus campestris Southern Jewelflower

Astragalus douglasii var. perstrictus Jacumba Milkvetch

Lathyrus splendens Campo Pea



Family Scientific Name Common Name 

Quercus engelmannii Engelmann Oak 



Family Scientific Name Common Name 

Mimulus aurantiacus var. aridus Jacumba Monkey Flower

Linanthus bellus Desert Beauty

Delphinium parishii ssp. subglobosum Desert Larkspur



Family Scientific Name Common Name 

Bold
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SENSITIVE PLANT SPECIES KNOWN 
OR POTENTIALLY OCCURRING 





APPENDIX E 
SENSITIVE PLANT SPECIES KNOWN OR POTENTIALLY OCCURRING WITHIN THE 

PROPOSED LANWEST SOLAR FARM LLC PROJECT AREA 

Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 

Status1

(Federal/State/
CNPS) 

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 

1Status Codes: 
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APPENDIX F 
WILDLIFE SPECIES DOCUMENTED WITHIN AND ADJACENT TO THE PROPOSED 

LANWEST SOLAR FARM LLC PROJECT AREA1

Scientific Name Common Name 
Evidence of 
Occurrence 

INVERTEBRATES 
Order Lepidoptera (Moths and Butterflies) 



Scientific Name Common Name 
Evidence of 
Occurrence 

REPTILES 
Order Squamata (Lizards and Snakes) 

     Phrynosoma coronatum blainvillii Coast horned lizard 

     Aspidoscelis hyperythrus beldingi2 Belding’s orange-throated whiptail 
     Cnemidophorus tigris Coastal western whiptail 

BIRDS 
Order Ciconiiformes (Herons, Storks, Ibises, and Relatives) 

     Butorides virescens2 Green heron 

     Cathartes aura2 Turkey vulture 
Order Falconiformes (Diurnal Birds of Prey) 

     Accipiter cooperii2 Cooper’s hawk 

     Buteo swainsoni2 Swainson’s hawk 

     Falco mexicanus2 Prairie falcon 
Order Strigiformes (Owls)

Order Galliformes (Magapodes, Curassows, Pheasants, and Relatives) 

Order Charadriiformes (Shorebirds, Gulls, and Relatives) 

Order Columbiformes (Pigeons and Doves) 



Scientific Name Common Name 
Evidence of 
Occurrence 

Order Cuculiformes (Cuckoos and Relatives) 

Order Piciformes (Woodpeckers) 

Order Passeriformes (Song birds) 

     Lanius ludovicianus2 Loggerhead shrike 

     Eremophila alpestris2 Horned lark 

     Dendroica petechia2 Yellow warbler 

     Amphispiza belli2 Bell’s sage sparrow 



Scientific Name Common Name 
Evidence of 
Occurrence 

     Agelaius tricolor2 Tricolored blackbird 

MAMMALS 
Order Lagomorpha (Rabbits, Hares, and Pikas) 

     Lepus californica bennettii San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit 

Order Rodentia (Rodents) 

Order Carnivora (Carnivores) 

     Puma concolor Mountain lion 
Order Artiodactyla (Even-toed Ungulates) 

     Odocoileus hemionus fuliginata Southern mule deer 

Bold
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APPENDIX G 
SENSITIVE WILDLIFE SPECIES KNOWN OR POTENTIALLY OCCURRING WITHIN THE 

PROPOSED LANWEST SOLAR FARM LLC PROJECT AREA 

Species 
Status1

(Federal/State)

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations 
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 
Invertebrates

Reptiles



Species 
Status1

(Federal/State)

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations 
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 

Birds



Species 
Status1

(Federal/State)

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations 
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 
Status1

(Federal/State)

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations 
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 
Status1

(Federal/State)

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations 
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 

Mammals



Species 
Status1

(Federal/State)

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations 
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 



Species 
Status1

(Federal/State)

County of 
San Diego 

Listing1

Proposed for 
Coverage Under 

Draft East 
County MSCP 

(yes/no)2 Primary Habitat Associations 
Potential for 

Occurrence/Comments 

1Status Codes: 




