


Vegetation Error 11

In yet another example of habitat destruction by the applicant, this area is marked as
“disturbed”. The markers were established years ago, so why was this clearing necessary?




Error 11 —image 11a
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Error 11 —image 11b




Error 11 —image 11c




Error 11 — image 11d




Error 11 —image 11e




Error 11 — image 11f

The applicant should describe what was done here, since it is clear that the
marker itself was untouched.




Error 11 —image 11g

This is approximately 50 yards north of clearing, marked as disturbed




Vegetation Mapping Error 12

Area is listed as grasslands, however images show native deerweed appearing.




Error 12 —image 12a




Error 12 —image 12b

Nearby, another unexplained clearing.




Error 12 —image 12c




Vegetation Mapping Error 13

Area is mapped as grassland, yet significant patches of encelia exist.
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Error 13 —image 13b




Error 13 —image 13c
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Error 13 —image 13d

Nearby, genuinely disturbed habitat. Also seen in image 14a.




Vegetation Mapping Error 15




Error 15 —image 15a

Area of dense 3-5 ft tall encelia and mulefat is listed as ruderal on maps.




Vegetation Mapping Error 16

Maps show grasslands, but images shows deerweed colonizing the area in spite of
consistent mowing.




Error 16 —image 16a
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Error 16 — image 16b




Vegetation Mapping Error 17

Maps show grasslands, yet images show native deerweed that has now been mowed.




Error 17 —image 173




