Supplemental Draft Environmental Assessment

Bakersfield CBOC

October 2024

APPENDIX A. PERMITS

This appendix lists environmental permits, licenses, or other agreements that may need to be
obtained to implement the Proposed Action. The Proposed Action would comply with all required
federal, state, and local laws, regulations, and ordinances that are applicable and may be needed
to construct and operate the project, whether they are explicitly listed in this appendix or

elsewhere in this EA.

8021)

Agency Permit/Requirement Need/Basis
City of Bakersfield Site Plan Review (BMC Required for all development projects not otherwise
Planning Chapter 17.08) exempt under BMC 17.08.070. Application must include
Commission & site plan showing the intended use of all buildings to be
Development constructed, elevations and floor plans, and a list of off-
Services Director site improvements to be constructed in accordance with
city ordinances and standards. The application must also
include sufficient information to determine whether the
proposed project is consistent with the general plan and
zoning ordinance as implemented by adopted city
regulations and all information necessary to determine if
the project is subject to review pursuant to CEQA.
SIVAPCD Authority to Construct Required for new or relocated equipment that
(Rule 2010) generates air emissions, as well as alteration (both
physical modification and change of operating
conditions) of existing equipment.
SIVAPCD Permit to Operate (Rule Required for operation of equipment with the potential
2010) to emit air pollutants, unless exempt.
SJVAPCD Dust Control Plan (Rule Required for 5 acres or more of disturbed surface area

for non-residential development.

Central Valley

Storm Water —

Required for construction activity affecting more than

Development
Services, Building
Division & City of
Bakersfield Public
Works Department

Title 15.05.170 and
16.44)

RWQCB Construction General one acre of land.
Permit
City of Bakersfield Grading Permit (BMC Required prior to issuance of building permit. Applicant

must submit grading plan and preliminary soils report
for approval.

Kern County Public
Works

Stormwater System Plan
Approval (Kern County
Code of Ordinances
14.26)

Required for construction of any stormwater
infrastructure in unincorporated Kern County.
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Agency Permit/Requirement Need/Basis
City of Bakersfield Construction Waste Required for all construction projects to recycle 65% of

Development
Services, Building
Division

Management Plan (CCR
Title 24)

construction and demolition debris generated.

Bakersfield City Fire
Department and
Kern County
Environmental
Health Services
Department

CUPA Permit/Hazardous
Materials Business Plan

Required for businesses that store, handle or use
hazardous materials in reportable quantities to obtain a
CUPA permit. In addition, each business is required to
submit a Hazardous Materials Business Plan with the
local CUPA.

City of Bakersfield
Development
Services, Building
Division

Building Permits (BMC
Title 15)

Required for compliance with adopted California
Building Codes.

City of Bakersfield
Public Works
Department

Utility and road permits
(BMC Titles 12, 14)

Required depending on project specifics:
e Construction work in streets

e Public right-of-way dedication

e  Utility connections

e Utility easements

e Encroachment permit

e Transportation-related permit

Kern County Public
Works

Utility and road permits
(Kern County Code of
Ordinances Titles 12, 14)

Required depending on project specifics:
e Construction-related road permit

e  Utility connections

e  Utility easements

e Encroachment permit
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The Bakersfield Californian Scoping Notice (10/22/2023, 10/24/2023)

Proof of Publication

THE BAKERSFIELD CALIFORNIAN Ad Number: 260453 PO #
3700 PEGASUS DR STE 100 Edition: CALC Run Times 2
BAKERSFIELD, CA 93308 Class Code LEGAL NOTICES

Start Date  10/22/2023 Stop Date  10/24/2023

AWEN SOLUTIONS GROUP Billing Lines 28.00 Inches 2.8140293
4196 MERCHANT PLAZA STE 711 Total Cost  § 504.54 Account 331892
WOCDBRIDGE VA 22192 Billing AWEN SOLUTIONS GROUP
Address 4196 MERCHANT PLAZA STE 711
WOODBRIDGE VA 22192

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF KERN Solicitor 1.D.: 0
I AM A CITIZEN OF THE UNITED STATES AND A RESIDENT First Text
OF THE COUNTY AFORESAID: | AM OVER THE AGE OF SCOPING FOR AN ENVIRONMEN
EIGHTEEN YEARS, AND NOT A PARTY OR INTERESTED
IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED MATTER. | AM THE ASSISTANT Ad Number 260453
PRINCIPAL CLERK OF THE PRINTER OF THE
BAKERSFIELD CALIFORNIAN, A NEWSPAPER OF i S AN ENVIRONMENT AL ASSESSMINT
GENERAL CIRCULATION, PRINTED AND PUBLISHED mmmopmm-mwmwm ‘
DAILY IN THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD COUNTY OF KERN, SRl St o -
U3 Do et At 48 o

AND WHICH NEWSPAPER HAS BEEN ADJUDGED A oper 'm‘“.‘m”,“_ bl tosut lease, of 3
NEWSPAPER OF GENERAL CIRCULATION BY THE SUPERIOR .mm:w“ﬁfmwww% :

to serve Veterans in Bakersfield and surrounding.

COURT OF THE COUNTY OF KERN, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 1 et Veters i aen
UNDER DATE OF FEBRUARY 5, 1952, CASE NUMBER 57610; /it govieirment

THAT THE NOTICE, OF WHICH THE ANNEXED IS A PRINTED
mEmsbaas e e o

COPY, HAS BEEN PUBLISHED IN EACH REGULAR AND
ENTIRE ISSUE OF SAID NEWSPAPER Noveabes 35 300 3 S adkions! mfocmaton gmcﬁcmﬂ
AND NOT IN ANY SUPPLEMENT THEREOF ON THE mmm&m S
FOLLOWING DATES, TO WIT: Lo (i
Yﬁﬂﬂmﬁﬂmm gof

10/22/2023 10/24/2023 m’"ﬂmmmm e o o

ﬂm:ﬂ 24,2023

ALL IN YEAR 2023

| CERTIFY (OR DECLARE) UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

N SN
DATED AT BAKERSFIELD CALIFORNIA
\D\ RSN \‘a&
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Figure 1. Project Location
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Figure 2. Proposed Development

B-5



9-9

VA Responses to Scoping Comments

Pollution Control
District

not expected to exceed significance thresholds

Comment

Date Commenter Comment Summary VA Response

10/23/2023 City of Please confirm the area in question is within the blue area in the map Confirmed to be in City of Bakersfield limits via
Bakersfield, attached. The blue area is within the City of Bakersfield limits. If it is reply email and as stated in Section 1.1.
Public Works outside of the blue area, you will want to contact Kern County Public

Works.

11/14/2023 San Joaquin Based on information provided to the District, the project-specific This is consistent with information presented

Valley Air annual criteria pollutant emissions from construction and operation are | in Section 3.2 Air Quality

Recommend use the cleanest available off-road construction
equipment

VA will consider this recommendation within
the context of the lease specifications and VA
clinic design requirements.

Recommend use of CalEEMod as the model to quantity project-related
criteria pollutant emissions

Addressed in Section 3.2 Air Quality

To determine potential health impacts on surrounding receptors
(residences, businesses, hospitals, day-care facilities, health care
facilities, etc.) a Prioritization and/or Health Risk Assessment (HRA)
should be performed for the project.

Consistent with 40 CFR 1500.4, the requested
detailed analysis was not added, as VA
determined a qualitative review is sufficient to
conclude this small construction project would
have no significant air quality impacts to
human health. The project would comply with
any relevant federal, state, and local air
emissions and permitting requirements.

The District suggests the VA consider the feasibility of incorporating
vegetative barriers and urban greening as a measure to further reduce
air pollution exposure on sensitive receptors (e.g., residential units).

Addressed in Section 3.1 Aesthetics

The District recommends the Project proponent consider the District’s
Clean Green Yard Machines (CGYM) program which provides incentive
funding for replacement of existing gas powered lawn and garden
equipment.

VA will consider this recommendation within
the context of the lease specifications and VA
clinic design requirements

The District suggests that the VA consider incorporating solar power
systems as an emission reduction strategy for the Project.

VA will consider this recommendation within
the context of the lease specifications and VA
clinic design requirements

The District recommends that the VA and project proponents install
electric vehicle chargers at project sites, and at strategic locations.

Addressed in Section 3.3 Greenhouse Gases
and Climate Change

208D pjaifsiayng
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Comment

Date Commenter Comment Summary VA Response
Note the potential need to comply with specific District rules and The relevant requirements are addressed in
regulations regarding air pollution including Rules 2010, 2201, 2520, Section 3.2 Air Quality
4601, and 9510; Regulation VIII; and Rules 4102 and 4641
Recommend that a copy of the District’s comments be provided to the VA. as the project proponent, acknowledges
project proponent receipt of the District’s comments. The letter
will be also shared with the selected lessor.
11/15/2023 us. Provide a brief discussion of ambient air conditions (baseline or existing | Addressed in Section 3.2 Air Quality
Environmental conditions), National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and
Protection nonattainment areas, and potential air quality impacts of the project

Agency, Region 9

and any alternatives.

Estimate emissions during construction phase, including emissions from
construction vehicles and transportation

Addressed in Section 3.2 Air Quality

Identify probable routes for construction traffic on nearby roadways
and indicate whether project truck traffic will pass near or through any
communities with environmental justice concerns. We recommend the
VA include a Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan for ozone
precursors, fugitive dust and diesel particulate matter and include this
in bid documents and specifications.

Consistent with 40 CFR 1500.4, the requested
detailed analysis was not added, as VA
determined a qualitative review is sufficient to
conclude this small construction project would
have no significant air quality impacts to any
populations (and thus no disproportionate
impacts to environmental justice populations),
including from the concerns in this comment.
The project would comply with any relevant
federal, state, and local air emissions and
permitting requirements.

The proposed project site is located in an area designated
nonattainment (extreme) for 8-hour ozone NAAQS (2015 standard) ...
[and] designated nonattainment for particulate matter less than 2.5
microns (PM2.5). [specific suggestions were offered to reduce
emissions]

The nonattainment status and mitigation
measures for air quality impacts are
addressed in Section 3.2 Air Quality.

Address the applicability of Clean Air Act Section 176 and EPA’s general
conformity regulations at 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93

Addressed in Section 3.2 Air Quality

Identify measures that would be adopted to demonstrate how
stormwater flows from increases in impervious surfaces will be
addressed to prevent flow increases above pre-development levels,
consistent with Section 438 of the Energy Independence and Security
Act

Stormwater management including design

considerations and compliance with review
requirements are addressed in Section 3.6.
Hydrology and Water Quality

2042 pjafsiaxyng
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Comment

Date Commenter Comment Summary VA Response
Consider future extreme precipitation in the design of stormwater Addressed in Section 3.6 Hydrology and Water
management infrastructure Quality

We recommend planning for drought by using only native drought-
resistant landscaping

VA will consider these recommendations
within the context of the lease specifications
and VA clinic design requirements.

Install EPA’s certified WaterSense fixture and products

Addressed in 3.6 Hydrology and Water
Quiality; 3.14. Utilities

We recommend integrating in as many design elements as possible into
the projects to help the VA reduce excessive heat health risks

VA will consider these recommendations
within the context of the lease specifications
and VA clinic design requirements.

We recommend the project description explicitly state that rooftop PV
will be included in this built-to-suit project

VA will consider this recommendation within
the context of the lease specifications and VA
clinic design requirements.

Recommend that VA utilize the information in the EPA tool EJScreen to
assess environmental justice impacts

Addressed in 3.16 Environmental Justice

11/20/2023 Central Valley We don’t have any comments at this time, but we respectfully request | Added; see Draft EA Distribution List in this
Regional Water that Alex Mushegan and | be placed on the list to receive notice of the appendix.
Quality Control DralL EA once it’s published for a 30-day public review.
Board

11/21/2023 Two letters: The scope of the environmental assessment should include: biological Addressed in Section 3.7 Wildlife and Habitat

Lozeau Drury LLP
on behalf of
Shawn

Smallwood, Ph.D.

and

Soluri Meserve
on behalf of
Friends of the
Bakersfield Kit
Fox and
Environment

resources (including special status species, habitat conservation,
ecological processes and wildlife corridors)

The scope of the environmental assessment should include... conflicts
with state and local environmental laws and requirements

No conflicts were identified with state and
local environmental laws and requirements.
The Proposed Action will comply with
applicable state and local environmental laws
and requirements.

The scope of the environmental assessment should include... cultural
resources (including tribal cultural resources and historic resources)

Addressed in Section 3.4 Cultural and Historic
Resources

The scope of the environmental assessment should include... traffic

Addressed in Section 3.13 Traffic and
Transportation

The scope of the environmental assessment should include... air quality

Addressed in Section 3.2 Air Quality

The scope of the environmental assessment should include... climate
change and greenhouse gas emissions...

Addressed in Section 3.3 Greenhouse Gases
and Climate Change
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Comment
Date

Commenter

Comment Summary

VA Response

The scope of the environmental assessment should include... hazards
and hazardous substances

Addressed in Section 3.12 Solid Waste and
Hazardous Materials

The scope of the environmental assessment should include... water
quality (including stormwater runoff and retention)

Addressed in Section 3.6 Hydrology and Water
Quality

The scope of the environmental assessment should include... noise

Addressed in Section 3.8 Noise and Vibration

The environmental assessment should also address cumulative effects.

Addressed in Section 3.17 Cumulative Impacts

The VA should also consider alternatives to the Project, including a no
action alternative.

Addressed in Section 2.2 No Action and in the
“Effects of the No Action Alternative”
subsections throughout Chapter 3

Substantial questions have already been raised in the City of
Bakersfield’s parallel California Environmental Quality Act process that
the project may cause significant degradation of some human
environmental factor, triggering the need for the VA to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

The CEQA review for the City of Bakersfield’s
project approval is summarized in Section 1.1
Introduction. The analyses in this Draft EA
concluded there would be no significant
impacts to the natural or human
environment; thus, an environmental impact
statement is not indicated at this time.

12/4/2023

California State
University -
Bakersfield

We visited the site on October 30th and can confirm that the location
has been disked (Figure 3) (due to potential fire hazards as claimed), in
the spring of 2023, and likely again after that leading to the removal of
all vegetation and the destruction of many dens and burrows, which is
a violation against the Endangered Species Act.

VA, nor the selected developer, are current
owners of the proposed project site, and thus
cannot speak to compliance of the current
landowners with the Endangered Species Act.

On our visit to the site, my students and CSUB faculty collected about
22 scat samples, many of them appeared to be fox scat or other small
mammal scat other than rodents. Following a procedure published in
2014 by De Barba et al. (2014), we extracted DNA from all these scat
samples that looked similar to known San Joaquin kit fox scat... Our
results confirm that kit foxes are present at this location... also
recommend that should you move forward with construction in kit fox
habitat, an Incidental Take Permit (ITP) and purchase of replacement
habitat, perhaps at a 3:1 level should be included...

The stated findings are consistent with the
conclusions of a recent biological survey
conducted by VA, as discussed in Section 3.7
Wildlife and Habitat. As may be determined
during updated Endangered Species Act
Section 7 consultation with USFWS, VA would
implement agreed mitigation measures and,
as may be required, would obtain an
incidental take permit.

I would also request that the Kern-Kaweah Chapter of the Sierra Club
(G. Nipp and S. Montgomery), Dr. Hall, and myself be placed on the
distribution list for this project to receive any noticing of EA publication,
meetings, hearings, availability of documents, and to receive the
environmental documents.

Added; see Draft EA Distribution List in this
appendix.
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Scoping Comments

Commenters:

e City of Bakersfield, Public Works
e SanJoaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
e Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
e Two letters (same substantive content):
— Lozeau Drury LLP on behalf of Shawn Smallwood, Ph.D.
— Soluri Meserve on behalf of Friends of the Bakersfield Kit Fox and Environment
e (California State University - Bakersfield
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking
links, especially from unknown senders.

Dear Valued Stakeholder:

The U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) is proposing a project to construct and operate, under a long-term build-
to-suit lease, a new community based-outpatient clinic east of Knudsen Street and south of Olive Street in Bakersfield,
CA. As part of the decision-making process, VA will prepare an environmental assessment (EA) to comply with the
National Environmental Policy Act. VA invites your input on the scope of the EA, the range of alternatives, and
environmental issues for in-depth analysis.

Please see the attached letter for additional project details and how to submit scoping comments.





































































To the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs December 4th, 2023
Environmental Program Office

Office of Construction and Facilities Management

Regarding: Planned construction on empty lot at intersection of Knudsen Dr./Olive Dr. - Update
Dear -, Director of the Environmental Program Office,

The City of Bakersfield has ambitious plans for major construction projects within the city limits for various
projects to the benefit of the public, as it claims. One of these projects is a new Veterans Affairs Outpatient
Community Clinic. Although the need of improving healthcare of veterans is urgently needed, we are concerned
about the location where this project would be implemented, an area which is a confirmed habitat for the
endangered San Joaquin kit fox (listed both federally and state).

In recent years, unrestricted urban sprawl and development within the City of Bakersfield has reduced and
fragmented suitable habitat for many animal and plant species that are native to the Southern San Joaquin
Valley, such as the San Joaquin kit fox. The natural habitat of this small canine predator is native grassland with
occasional shrubs, which has been reduced by more than 90%. However, this fox species has adapted to survive
in pockets of undeveloped land, in some industrialized areas, such as oilfields, school yards, and other open
grassland-like areas where prey, such as small mammals, birds and insects are available. Some of these pockets
of land function as important wildlife corridors, allowing subpopulations of species to connect, mate, and thus
strengthen the genetic pool (Figure 1). Genetic diversity is important for fighting infectious diseases, to be better
adapted to changing environmental conditions, and to sustain a population. Bakersfield is obligated to protect
endangered species based on the Endangered Species Act. However, the City of Bakersfield has failed to
renew the recently expired Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan.

The current plans to build a Veterans Outpatient Clinic on the property at the corner of Knudsen Dr. and Olive
Dr. (Figure 2), as well as plans to develop Walmart warehouses south of this plot, will destroy an environment in
the center of the City of Bakersfield that is a habitat for a population of San Joaquin kit foxes and other species,
as mentioned above. We visited the site on October 30™ and can confirm that the location has been disked
(Figure 3) (due to potential fire hazards as claimed), in the spring of 2023, and likely again after that leading to
the removal of all vegetation and the destruction of many dens and burrows, which is a violation against the
Endangered Species Act.

However, we observed that since the area was disked, new dens and burrows were built, and we collected scat
samples from this location and the adjacent non-disked area to the east, to investigate via molecular tools if kit
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Supporting Information

Figure 1. Aerial view of the City of Bakersfield. The Kern River is indicated in blue. Other locations of interest
are numbered in yellow rectangles: 1: Lot at the corner of Knudsen/Olive Dr., 2: Bakersfield College, 3.
Panorama Vista Preserve, 4: CSUB, 5: Bakersfield Environmental Studies Area (BESA). Populations of San
Joaquin Kit Foxes are known at CSUB, Bakersfield College, the plot at Knudsen/Olive Dr., and several other

locations not indicated in this figure. The highly fragmented landscape makes it difficult for these populations to
meet.
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Figure 2. Location of disked property where the Veterans Affairs Outpatient Clinic is planned (yellow
rectangle). Scat samples were collected east and west of Landco Drive, west of the canal.

Figure 3. A: Target location has been disced, resulting in the destruction of dens and burrows. B. Example of a
new den that has been dug recently. B: A kit fox scat sample was found adjacent to this den.
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Figure 4. A: Non-disked area with dried grass east of the target area. B: Example of old den. C: Example of kit
fox scat sample collected.

Figure 5. Scat samples (dots) were collected from the planned construction site (yellow rectangle) and nearby
areas. Green dots indicate a scat sample that was identified as kit fox scat, red dots indicated scat from other
animal (each scat sample has an individual number and student initials; VA=Veterans Affairs)
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Sequencing results of PCR products
>VA-5, Vulpes macrotis haplotype Vmac, KI846673, 98.88%

NNNNNNNNNNNNTNNNNNCCCTTNNNNCTTGCCCTATGTACGTCGTGCATTACTGTTATGCCCCATGCATATAAGCATGTACATAA

ACTTACATTATTACATAAGACATACTATGTTTAATCTTGCAACAACCTCTTTCAGGAGCATGTATGACTGCACGTCACTTAGTCCAATAA
GGGATTTATCACCATGCCTCGAGAAACCATCAACCCTTGCCCGTAATGTCCCTCTTCTCGCTCCGGGCCCATACCAACGTGGGGGTTTC
TATCATGGAACTATACCTGGCATCTGGTTCCTACTTCAGGA

>VA-6, Vulpes macrotis haplotype Vmac, KI846673, 98.49%

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNANNCCCCTTANNNNTTGCCCTATGTACGTCGTGCATTACTGTTATGCCCCATGCATATAAGCATGTACAT
AAACTTACATTATTACATAAGACATACTATGTTTAATCTTCGCAACAACCTCTTTCAGGAGCATGTATGACTGCACGTCACTTAGTCCAA
TAAGGGATTTATCACCATGCCTCGAGAAACCATCAACCCTTGCCCGTAATGTCCCTCTTCTCGCTCCGGGCCCATACCAACGTGGGGGT
TTCTATCATGGAACTATACCTGGCATCTGGNCNNACTTCANANN

>VA-7, Vulpes macrotis haplotype Vmac, KI846673, 98.21%

NNNNNNNNNNNNNTNNNACCCCTTAAANACTTGCCCTATGTACGTCGTGCATTACTGTTATGCCCCATGCATATAAGCATGTACATA
AACTTACATTATTACATAAGACATACTATGTTTAATCTTGCAACAACCTCTTTCAGGAGCATGTATGACTGCACGTCACTTAGTCCAATA
AGGGATTTATCACCATGCCTCGAGAAACCATCAACCCTTGCCCGTAATGTCCCTCTTCTCGCTCCGGGCCCATACCAACGTGGGGGTTT
CTATCATGGAACTATACCTGGCATCTGGTTCCTACTTCAGGA

>VA-10, Vulpes macrotis haplotype Vmac, KI846673, 98.88%
NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNTTNNNAACTTGCCCTATGTACGTCGTGCATTACTGTTATGCCCCATGCATATAAGCATGTACATAAA
CTTACATTATTACATAAGACATACTATGTTTAATCTTGCAACAACCTCTTTCAGGAGCATGTATGACTGCACGTCACTTAGTCCAATAAG
GGATTTATCACCATGCCTCGAGAAACCATCAACCCTTGCCCGTAATGTCCCTCTTCTCGCTCCGGGCCCATACCAACGTGGGGGTTTCT
ATCATGGAACTATACCTGGCATCTGGTTCCTACTTCAGGACCCACCCGCAGGTCNNCACCTGGTTCGNACCATCCGCCGACNTCTCAA
GAANGAGAATAAANNGACCTGGGCCCCAANGAANAAAACNNNGATGAGANNTNAAAA

>VA-13, Vulpes macrotis haplotype Vmac, KI846673, 98.88%
NNNNNNNNNNNNNTCNNCCNCTTAANNACTTGCCCTATGTACGTCGTGCATTACTGTTATGCCCCATGCATATAAGCATGTACATAA

ACTTACATTATTACATAAGACATACTATGTTTAATCTTGCAACAACCTCTTTCAGGAGCATGTATGACTGCACGTCACTTAGTCCAATAA
GGGATTTATCACCATGCCTCGAGAAACCATCAACCCTTGCCCGTAATGTCCCTCTTCTCGCTCCGGGCCCATACCAACGTGGGGGTTTC
TATCATGGAACTATACCTGGCATCTGGTTCCTACTTCAGGA

>V-17, amplicon of correct size but too faint to sequence

>VA-18, Vulpes macrotis haplotype Vmac, KI846673, 98.87%
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NNNNNNNNNNNNNTNNNACCCCTTANNNNTTGCCCTATGTACGTCGTGCATTACTGTTATGCCCCATGCATATAAGCATGTACATAA
ACTTACATTATTACATAAGACATACTATGTTTAATCTTGCAACAACCTCTTTCAGGAGCATGTATGACTGCACGTCACTTAGTCCAATAA
GGGATTTATCACCATGCCTCGAGAAACCATCAACCCTTGCCCGTAATGTCCCTCTTCTCGCTCCGGGCCCATACCAACGTGGGGGTTTC
TATCATGGAACTATACCTGGCATCTGGTTCCTACTTCAGG

>VA-21, amplicon of correct size but too faint to sequence

>VA-23, amplicon of correct size but too faint to sequence

Reference

De Barba, M., Adams, J. R., Goldberg, C. S., Stansbury, C. R., Arias, D., Cisneros, R., & Waits, L. P. (2014).
Molecular species identification for multiple carnivores. Conservation Genetics Resources, 6, 821-824.

Copies to:

Gordon Nipp and Stephen Montgomery, Executive Committee Kern-Kaweah Chapter of the Sierra Club,
Bakersfield, CA
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The Bakersfield Californian Notice of Availability (7/21/2024, 7/23/2024)
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