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Letter O-9 – David Faulkner (EHL-O-6) 

 
O-9-1 The County acknowledges and appreciates the comment. It will be included as part of the FEIR 

and considered by the decision makers. The comment provides background information on QCB. 
The comment does not present any issue or make any substantive comment about the adequacy of 
the DEIR; for that reason, no further response is needed or required.  

 
O-9-2 Surveys for QCB were conducted in 1999, 2000, 2004, 2008, and 2016. Each of these surveys 

was performed according to the most current USFWS survey guidelines available for the year in 
which the survey was conducted or was approved by the USFWS for a deviation from the 
protocol. Survey guidelines include mapping QCB locations, nectar plants and exclusion areas 
and does not require "colony" mapping. Therefore, impacts were assessed based on the 
population information collected during the focused surveys. The County disagrees that the 
proposed Project would further fragment the existing population within the federally designated 
Critical Habitat. The project applicant, County, and resource agencies have worked cooperatively 
to avoid and minimize impacts to QCB to the greatest extent feasible. The proposed Project has 
provided mitigation for this species through habitat preservation and the Quino Amendment to 
the MSCP(see DEIR, Summary, page S-23, mitigation measure M-BI-9b). Management of the 
Preserve would be established through the approval of the proposed Project, thus resulting in the 
protection and preservation of onsite QCB habitat and populations within areas of federally 
designated Critical Habitat. 

O-9-3 The County disagrees that the effects of development will extend hundreds of yards beyond the 
barrier to development. The project applicant has prepared an Edge Plan to which it must adhere, 
and this plan is expressly designed to reduce project effects on adjacent habitat, including that 
used by QCB. In addition, edge effects are discussed and mitigated by the establishment of a 
buffer as well as by the management and monitoring conducted by the Preserve Owner Manager. 
Additionally, the planting palette for the landscaping and any areas adjacent to the preserve must 
include native plant species and is not irrigated. No invasive plant species are used in the 
landscaping and the lack of irrigation will prevent invasion by species such as Argentine ants. For 
more information, see Response to Comment O-6-6. 

    
O-9-4 The County disagrees with the assertion that the addition of roads and the increased traffic on 

existing paved roads would result in increased QCB mortality. The commenter has provided no 
studies or evidence to support this assertion; and the County is unaware of anything in the 
technical literature suggesting that an increase in traffic on existing roadways near this project site 
will cause an increase in QCB mortality. In fact, the recovery plan states that the species tends to 
avoid flying over trees, buildings, or other objects taller than about 2 meters (7 feet), but natural 
vegetation does not constitute an impermeable barrier to dispersal and there is no mention of 
avoidance of roadways, which would be much less than the 2 meters that the species avoids. The 
recovery plan does mention that design for dispersal across high-volume traffic roads should be 
avoided; however, no evidence is provided. The recovery plan for the species discusses the threat 
of off-road vehicles but does not mention street vehicles and street traffic. The threat from off-
road vehicles is more related to the resulting disturbance of the habitat and compaction of the soil. 
The County has uncovered no evidence indicating that vehicle strikes generally are a significant 
source of mortality for QCB.  

   
O-9-5 The County acknowledges and appreciates the comment. It will be included as part of the FEIR 

and considered by the decision makers. However, the comment provides factual background 
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information taken from the DEIR and does not raise any issue concerning the adequacy of the 
DEIR. For that reason, the County provides no further response to this comment. 

O-9-6 The County acknowledges and appreciates the inclusion of qualifications. It will be included as 
part of the FEIR. However, this does not raise any new issue or include any new substantive 
comment concerning the adequacy of the DEIR. For that reason, the County provides no further 
response to this comment here. For further discussion, see Response to Comment O-15-55. 


