
 

 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 
 

 

YOLO COUNTY HCP/NCCP JPA 
 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
 

 
TIME:  4:00 – 6:00 p.m. on Monday, March 9, 2015  
               
PLACE: Yolo County Administration Building 

625 Court St., Woodland, CA 95695  
Atrium Training Room (in the basement) 

 
 
INFORMATION:  Contact Susan Garbini at 530-723-5909 or susan.garbini@yolocounty.org 

 
NOTICE;  If requested, this agenda can be made available in appropriate alternative formats to persons with a disability, as 
required by Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and the Federal Rules and Regulations adopted in 

implementation thereof.  Persons seeking an alternative format should contact Susan Garbini for further information.  In addition, 

a person with a disability who requires a modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, in order to 

participate in a public meeting, should contact Susan Garbini at least 24 hours prior to the meeting. 

 

 
 

DRAFT AGENDA  
f 

1. Call meeting to order and introductions – John Hopkins 
 

2. Approval of agenda order – John Hopkins 
 

3. Approve December 8, 2014 draft meeting summary; Review January 12, 
2015 draft meeting summary; review status of action items.   
 

4. Clarification of requirements for a quorum 
 

5. Update on 2nd Administrative Draft – Petrea Marchand 
 

 Schedule for release 

 Reviewer comment deadlines 
 
6. Update on Science and Technical Advisory Committee (STAC): 

Conservation Easement and Mitigation Receiving Site Review Selection 
Process 

 
7. Present budget and schedule for  Local Conservation Strategy  

 
8. Announcements and updates: Advisory Committee members 

 
9. Adjournment to next meeting date: May 11, 2015 
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Local Conservation Strategy Outline and Time Frame 
Revised Draft 5: 3-9-15 

 

I.  OUTLINE 

 
Chapter 1. Introduction 

 

1.   Introduction 

 

a) Overview/Purpose 

 

i. Provide voluntary, non-regulatory framework for conservation of all 

natural communities and native and desired non-native species in Yolo 

County. 

 

ii. Provide voluntary, non-regulatory framework for landscape conservation 

planning in Yolo County in partnership with landowners, resource 

managers, local agencies, and other regional conservation plans. 

 

iii. Provide non-regulatory conservation framework for species and habitat 

types of local concern in Yolo County and adjacent areas that allows 

local, state, and federal agencies and concerned citizens to evaluate 

conservation opportunities in the county and adjacent areas.  

 

iv. Allow private landowners to benefit from and better understand the 

conservation value of their lands in a regional context. 

 

v. Justify fundraising (e.g., grants, federal assistance) for financial 

assistance to landowners for voluntary conservation projects (e.g. pond 

maintenance) on land with high conservation values. 

 

b) Relationship to HCP/NCCP 

 

i. Describe how the HCP/NCCP will commit to a particular level of 

conservation for natural communities and covered species that will also 

benefit species of local concern as part of the requirements of satisfying 

the NCCP Act. 

 

ii. Describe how the LCS provides a voluntary, non-regulatory framework 

for additional conservation. 

 

iii. Describe how the LCS was developed consistent with the HCP/NCCP, 

and more specifically, how the conservation strategies complement one 

another. 
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iv. Describe the regulatory purpose of the HCP/NCCP in comparison to the 

voluntary, non-regulatory conservation framework of the LCS. 

 

c) Approach 

 

i. Develop a map and description of natural communities in the Plan area 

based on existing information developed by the JPA, the Advisory 

Committee, other local agencies (e.g., the RCD), state and federal 

conservation agencies, nonprofit conservation organizations, and other 

available sources. 

 

ii. Describe LCS species, based on the list of the Species of Local Concern 

issues paper with the addition of species dropped from the Yolo 

HCP/NCCP covered species list. The LCS will rely on existing species 

accounts wherever possible and where appropriate will address species 

groups or guilds at the natural community level (e.g., vernal pool 

species). The LCS list contains species for which no species accounts 

currently exist. As a result of the large number of species, the LCS will 

not develop additional ecological information about these species, other 

than a brief summary. 

 

iii. Provide an evaluation of conservation measures in the HCP/NCCP with 

respect to benefits to LCS natural communities and species. 

 

iv. Identify conservation priorities to support conservation efforts for LCS 

species and natural communities. Identify the conservation utility of the 

habitat area distribution within the LCS. Identify measures to address 

“conservation gaps,” which are conceptual areas in which conservation 

measures beyond those in the HCP/NCCP may be beneficial for LCS 

natural communities and species. 

 

v. Identify the general (or relative) conservation significance associated 

with habitat types or vegetation alliances in the LCS area. Based on 

conservation significance, identify a generalized habitat-type priority 

array for possible acquisitions that can be used to maintain or improve 

habitat values for LCS natural communities and species. Provide a 

“roadmap” for land acquisition organizations to inform future land 

acquisition and land use decisions that assists in implementing a regional 

conservation framework for Yolo County and adjacent areas. 

 

vi. Identify solutions to potential conflicts between conservation efforts and 

ongoing agricultural operations, including mechanisms (e.g., safe harbor 

agreements, indemnification, compensation) to mitigate or avoid 

conflicts or impacts. 

 

Commented [EB1]: This would cost an estimated $5,000 
additional – more or less depending on level of detail needed. 
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vii. Identify research needs and additional steps needed to refine the 

conservation strategy for the Plan Area under the conservation 

framework provided by the Local Conservation Strategy. 

 

d) Role of the Advisory Committee: Describe the role of the Advisory 

Committee in the planning process. 

 

2. Scope of Local Conservation Strategy   

 

a) Study Area – Describe boundaries of study area (equivalent to the County 

boundary) and provide map. 

 

b) Natural Communities – List and map natural communities addressed under the 

LCS, based on previous work by the JPA and the Advisory Committee, and 

further developed with assistance from the Advisory Committee. 

 

c) Species of Local Concern – List species included under the LCS and, where 

appropriate, describe species groups or guilds that can be addressed at the 

natural community level in the LCS (e.g., vernal pool species). 

 

d) Agricultural Land – Provide maps of prime farmland and describe the 

importance of farmland utilization in the conservation strategy wherever 

relevant to the LCS. 

 

e) Local Conservation Framework – Describe the local conservation framework, 

including existing conservation plans (e.g., pollinator strategy, oak woodlands 

plan, agricultural conservation strategy, Willow Slough Watershed Integrated  

Resource Management Plan) to conserve natural communities and LCS 

species on a regional basis. Describe benefits to LCS species as well as to 

natural communities. 

 

f) Regional, Statewide, and National Conservation Framework – Describe the 

natural communities within the LCS region in terms of their significance in a 

local, regional, and continental conservation framework, based on the contents 

of existing conservation plans developed by regional conservation working 

groups (e.g., the Riparian Habitat Joint Venture, Partners in Flight, or Point 

Blue Conservation Science), state agencies and working groups (e.g., the 

California Wildlife Action Plan, and the California Essential Habitat 

Connectivity Project report), and national agencies and working groups (e.g., 

the North American Land Bird Conservation Plan). Describe benefits to the 

LCS species as well as to natural communities. 

 

g) Conservation threats – Describe the primary threats to conservation in the 

LCS region, including threats to natural communities resulting from changing 

land values and agricultural practices. Describe the nature of changes in 

natural communities and habitat values for local species that will result from 
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climate change and how these changes will affect conservation options in the 

region. 

 

 

Chapter 2. Environmental Setting 

 

This chapter is expected to parallel the Environmental Setting chapter in the HCP/NCCP and to 

include much of the same information, with additional information for natural communities that 

are not covered in the HCP/NCCP. Information will be updated as needed with help from the 

Advisory Committee. This section will not attempt to be encyclopedic, but will provide general 

environmental information as needed to establish the environmental context for the LCS. 

 

 

Chapter 3. Conservation Strategy 
 

1.  Overview 

 

a) Identify the intrinsic conservation value of existing natural communities in the 

Plan Area, including their significance in the county as well as their 

significance in a regional of statewide framework. Identify conservation 

values for species identified as planning targets for the LCS. 

 

b) Coordinate with other entities working on conservation efforts in adjacent 

regions that form the regional conservation framework. 

 

c) Identify goals and strategies for conserving natural communities and LCS 

species, including implementation of existing local plans (e.g. the Yolo 

County General Plan, oak woodlands plan, agricultural conservation strategy, 

pollinator strategy, Willow Slough integrated management plan), and 

strategies for identifying priority areas with multiple benefits that are under 

threat in various geographic locations in the County. 

 

d) Identify goals and strategies for conserving natural communities and LCS 

species, including implementation of regional (e.g., the Riparian Habitat Joint 

Venture, Partners in Flight, or Point Blue Conservation Science), statewide 

(e.g., the California Wildlife Action Plan, and the California Essential Habitat 

Connectivity Project report), and national (e.g., the North American Land Bird 

Conservation Plan) conservation plans, as well as strategies for identifying 

priority areas with multiple benefits that are under threat in various 

geographic locations in the County. 

 

e) Identify actions to remedy constraints affecting LCS conservation goals and 

objectives, including ecological restoration and enhancement. 
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2. Identification of conservation priorities in LCS region – Identify conservation 

priorities to support conservation efforts for LCS species and natural communities. 

Identify the conservation utility of the habitat area distribution within the LCS region 

and consider the benefits of alternative strategies for protecting habitat and ecological 

functions within the landscape (e.g., an approach utilizing primarily reserved areas 

and an approach utilizing habitat well-distributed throughout the LCS region). 

Identify the general (or relative) conservation significance associated with habitat 

types or vegetation alliances in the LCS area. Based on conservation significance, 

identify a generalized habitat-type priority array for possible acquisitions that can be 

used to maintain or improve habitat values for LCS natural communities and species. 

 

3. Conservation Gap Analysis – The LCS will present the idea of a gap analysis to 

determine the existing level of protection for natural communities and species groups 

(in addition to the protection that will be afforded through the HCP/NCCP), to 

identify gaps in conservation for important species and natural communities. Species 

or natural communities having high conservation significance but low levels of 

protection and/or high levels of threat may merit greater emphasis in the strategy to 

ensure their conservation in the plan area. In contrast, species or natural communities 

that are well protected or that have lower conservation significance locally or 

regionally may merit little or no additional current effort.  

 

4. Summary of conservation priorities – The LCS will provide a summary of the 

conservation priorities for the plan area, including considerations of conservation of 

the LCS in a regional context. 

 

a. The LCS will provide a description and a map of each natural community type in 

the planning area. The description will generally indicate significant factors 

related to conservation associated with the community (e.g., cumulative habitat 

values summed over species). The description will identify general regions of 

substantial conservation value for each natural community in a regional context. 

The LCS will indicate the relative sufficiency of conservation protection for each 

natural community 

 

b. The LCS will provide a description of the general conservation status of each 

Local Concern Species in the plan area, including an estimate of the security of 

the species in the context of longer-term conservation planning locally and 

regionally (e.g., given the effects of climate change and other dynamic trends on 

regional habitats). 

 

c. The LCS will provide a description of the general distribution of habitat elements 

in a landscape context, indicating whether there are significant shortfalls in the 

area or location of habitat elements that are needed in order to maintain viable 

local populations of species that occupy those habitats.  
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d. The LCS will provide descriptions of habitat restoration or enhancement 

techniques that should be considered in order to secure or augment natural 

community condition and habitat value for Local Concern Species. 

 

e. Conservation priorities may include analysis of and recommendations for 

priorities for acquisition, restoration, enhancement, management, and research, or 

the focus may be to establish priorities in the planning area as a whole (to be 

determined with assistance from the Advisory Committee). 

 

 

 

Chapter 4. Implementation 
 

1. Explanation of how to: 

 

a) Utilize the strategy to achieve ecosystem-level conservation. 

 

b) Utilize the strategy to inform project-level CEQA compliance. 

 

c) Utilize the strategy to inform ESA and CESA compliance. 

 

d) Utilize the strategy to further voluntary, non-regulatory conservation efforts 

and provide assurances to both participants and non-participants that potential 

conflicts between conservation and other existing land uses will be 

satisfactorily addressed. 

 

e) Utilize the strategy to identify opportunities for achieving conservation goals 

in the county and the region, including an identification of priorities for 

acquisition, restoration, and enhancement opportunities for natural 

communities and for species occurring within the LCS planning area. 

 

2. Describe stewardship programs, including potential engagements with strategy 

implementation work by land trusts and other local agencies in Yolo County, 

potential opportunities for statewide working groups to assist in implementing the 

LCS, and the formation of an organization to seek funding for the Local Conservation 

Strategy. This section will also describe the significant role the JPA expects that other 

government and non-governmental organizations will plan in implementation of the 

LCS. 

 

3. Describe roles and responsibilities, including the roles and responsibilities of other 

government and non-governmental organizations, in implementing the LCS. 

 

4. Describe a process for regular check-ins and monitoring programs to evaluate and 

report on the efficacy of the strategy, including a discussion of the responsibility for 

these efforts, including funding issues. Add discussion of the benefits of monitoring 

and evaluation activities. 
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5. Describe a process for updating the LCS, including a discussion regarding 

responsibilities for these efforts and the availability of funding to support them.  

 

 

II. TIME FRAME 
 

Most of the LCS will be developed after completion of the 2nd Administrative Draft 

HCP/NCCP; however, the Advisory Committee will start work on some of the LCS tasks 

immediately. These include but are not limited to: 

 

 Assist with revising Chapter 2 of 1st Administrative Draft HCP/NCCP to adapt it to 

Chapter 2 of the Local Conservation Strategy 

 Identify preliminary conservation priorities for the Planning Area, including priorities 
for research, protection, restoration, enhancement, monitoring, and management. 

These priorities would be reviewed by ICF and reevaluated by the Advisory 

Committee after the gap analysis is complete. 

 

 Review potential species and candidate natural communities; prepare a list of priority 
species and natural communities. 

 

 Group species into groups or guilds related to natural communities to streamline how 

conservation priorities are addressed in the LCS. 
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POTENTIAL SPECIES OF LOCAL CONCERN  

[see Table 1 + Potential Additions] 

 

Table 1: Yolo County NHP Species of Local Concern  

Common Name Scientific Name 
Status 

(Federal/State/CNPS)1 

Plants  

1 Purdy's onion Allium fimbriatum var. purdyi -/-/4.3 

2 bent-flowered fiddleneck Amsinckia lunaris -/-/1B 

3 twig-like snapdragon Antirrhinum virga -/-/4.3 

4 modest rockcress Arabis modesta -/-/4.3 

5 serpentine milkweed Asclepias solanoana -/-/4.2 

6 Brewer's milk-vetch Astragalus breweri -/-/4.2 

7 Cleveland's milk-vetch Astragalus clevelandii -/-/4.3 

8 Jepson’s milk-vetch  Astragalus rattanii var. jepsonianus -/-/1B 

9 Ferris’ milk-vetch  Astragalus tener var. ferrisiae -/-/1B 

10 Heartscale Atriplex cordulata -/-/1B 

11 vernal pool smallscale Atriplex persistens -/-/1B 

12 

 

round-leaved fillaree 

 

California macrophylla 

(formerly Erodium macrophyllum) 
-/-/1B 

13 lagoon sedge Carex lenticularis var. limnophila -/-/2.2 

14 Parry's rough tarplant Centromadia parryi ssp. rudis -/-/4.2 

    

16 serpentine collomia Collomia diversifolia -/-/4.3 

17 deep-scarred cryptantha Cryptantha excavata -/-/1B.3 

18 Snow Mountain buckwheat Eriogonum nervulosum -/-/1B 

19 adobe-lily Fritillaria pluriflora -/-/1B 
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Common Name Scientific Name 
Status 

(Federal/State/CNPS)1 

20 Purdy's fritillary Fritillaria purdyi -/-/4.3 

21 Hall’s harmonia Harmonia hallii -/-/1B 

22 nodding harmonia Harmonia nutans -/-/4.3 

23 hogwallow starfish Hesperevax caulescens -/-/4.2 

24 Drymaria-like western flax  Hesperolinon drymarioides -/-/1B 

25 rose mallow  Hibiscus lasiocarpus -/-/2.2 

26 Northern California black walnut Juglans hindsii -/-/1B.1 

27 Ferris' goldfields Lasthenia ferrisiae -/-/4.2 

28 Coulter's goldfields Lasthenia glabrata ssp. coulteri -/-/1B.1 

29 delta tule pea  Lathyrus jepsonii var. jepsonii -/-/1B 

30 Colusa layia Layia septentrionalis -/-/1B 

31 Jepson's leptosiphon Leptosiphon jepsonii -/-/1B.2 

32 woolly-headed lessingia Lessingia hololeuca -/-/3 

33 Mason’s lilaeopsis Lilaeopsis masonii -/-/R/1B 

34 Hoover's lomatium Lomatium hooveri -/-/4.3 

35 Heller's bush-mallow Malacothamnus helleri -/-/4.3 

36 sylvan microseris Microseris sylvatica -/-/4.2 

37 little mousetail Myosurus minimus ssp. apus -/-/3.1 

38 cotula navarretia Navarretia cotulifolia -/-/4.2 

39 Jepson's navarretia Navarretia jepsonii -/-/4.3 

41 Delta woolly-marbles Psilocarphus brevissimus var. 

multiflorus 
-/-/4.2 

42 Keck's checkerbloom Sidalcea keckii -/-/1B.1 

43 green jewel-flower Streptanthus hesperidis -/-/1B.2 

44 Morrison’s jewelflower Streptanthus morrisonii ssp. morrisonii -/-/1B 
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Common Name Scientific Name 
Status 

(Federal/State/CNPS)1 

45 Suisun Marsh aster Symphyotrichum lentum -/-/1B.2 

46 

 

saline clover 

 

Trifolium depauperatum var. 

hydrophilum 
-/-/1B 

Invertebrates  

47 ancient ant  Pyramica reliquia -/-/- 

48 molestan beetle Lytta molesta -/CSC/- 

Amphibians 

49 California red-legged frog  Rana draytonii T/CSC/- 

Birds  

50 redhead  Aythya americana -/CSC/- 

51 least bittern  Ixobrychus exilis -/CSC/- 

52 golden eagle  Aquila chrysaetos -/FP/- 

53 bald eagle  Haliaeetus leucocephalus  D/E, FP/- 

54 American peregrine falcon Falco peregrinus anatum D/E, FP/- 

55 prairie falcon  Falco mexicanus -/-/- 

56 California black rail  Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus -/T, FP/- 

57 western snowy plover  Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus T /CSC/- 

58 mountain plover Charadrius montanus PT/CSC/- 

59 short-eared owl  Asio flammeus -/CSC/- 

60 long-eared owl  Asio otus -/CSC/- 

61 purple martin  Progne subis -/CSC/- 

62 yellow-billed magpie  Pica nuttalli -/-/- 

63 oak titmouse Baeolophus inornatus -/-/- 

64 sage sparrow Amphispiza belli -/-/- 

65 yellow-headed blackbird  Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus -/CSC/- 
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Common Name Scientific Name 
Status 

(Federal/State/CNPS)1 

66 grasshopper sparrow Ammodramus savannarum -/CSC/- 

Mammals  

66 ringtail Bassariscus astutus -/FP/- 

67 pallid bat  Antrozous pallidus -/CSC/- 

68 western red bat  Lasiurus blossevillii -/CSC/- 

69 San Joaquin pocket mouse  Perognathus inornatus inornatus -/-/- 

70 American badger  Taxidea taxus -/CSC/- 

71 Sacramento Valley red fox Vulpes vulpes ssp. Nov. -/-/- 

72 mule deer Odocoileus hemionus -/H/- 

73 tule elk Cervus elaphus nannodes -/H/- 

74 mink Mustela vison -/-/- 

1Status: 

Federal  

E = Listed as endangered under ESA 

T = Listed as threatened under ESA 

PT = Proposed for listing as threatened under ESA 

C = Candidate for listing under ESA 

D = Delisted under ESA 

 

California Native Plant Society (CNPS) 

1B = Rare or endangered in California and elsewhere 

2.2 = Rare or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere 

 

State 

E = Listed as endangered under CESA 

T = Listed as threatened under CESA 

CSC = California species of special concern 

FP = Fully protected under the California Fish and Game  

Code 

R = Listed as rare under the California Native Plant Protection Act 

H = harvest 



 
 

12 

Potential Additions:   

PLANTS 

1. Alkali Milkvetch   Astragalus tener var. tener      

2. Brittlescale    Atriplex depressa  

3. San Joaquin  Spearscale   Atriplex joaquinina 

4. Heckard’s pepper grass   Lepidium latipes var heckardii 

5. Baker’s navarretia   Navarretia leucocephala ssp. bakeri 

6. Colusa grass    Neostapfia colusana 

7. Solano grass    Tuctoria mucronata 

8.   common name?    Senecio clevelandii var. clevelandii ?? 

      (= Packera clevelandii) 

 

INVERTEBRATES 

 

9.  Conservancy fairy shrimp  Branchinecta conservatio 

10. Vernal pool fairy shrimp   Branchinecta lynchi 

11. Midvalley fairy shrimp   Branchinecta  mesovallensis 

12. California linderiella   Linderiella occidentalis 

13.  Vernal pool tadpole shrimp  Lepidurus packardi 

AMPHIBIANS 

14.  Western spadefoot toad   Spea hammondii 

15.  Foothill yellow-legged frog  Rana boylii 

BIRDS 

16.  Northern harrier   Circus cyancus 

17.  White tailed kite   Elanus leucurus 

18.  Black tern    Chlidonias niger 

19.  Loggerhead shrike   Lanius ludovicianus 

20.  Yellow breasted chat   Icteria virens 

MAMMALS 

22. Townsend’s big eared bat  Corynorhinus townsendii 

 



LOCAL CONSERVATION STRATEGY SCHEDULE 

 

2015 

1. May 11 – JPA Advisory Committee meeting. Finalize assignments for Advisory 
Committee drafting of Local Conservation Strategy (LCS) sections. Advisory 
Committee begins drafting LCS sections. 

2. August 10 -- JPA Advisory Committee meeting. ICF receives LCS sections from 
Advisory Committee. 

3. August 10 to September 4 – Prepare mini-schedule.  ICF prepares administrative 
draft LCS.  Dependent on receipt of Advisory Committee sections. 

4. September 5 -- ICF delivers admin draft LCS.   

5. September 5 to September 19 -- JPA review of admin draft LCS. 

6. September 19 to October 4 – ICF prepares revised admin Draft LCS.  

7. October 5 to October 23 -- Member agency and Advisory Committee review of 

revised admin Draft LCS. 

8. October 26 to November 6 -- ICF prepares final Draft LCS. 

9. November 9 – ICF delivers final Draft LCS.   

10. November 9 to January 1 (2016): Release of Draft LCS for public review. 

11. November 16 – JPA Board meeting.  Present Draft LCS. 

 

2016 

12. January 4 to February 26 – ICF prepares final LCS. 

13. February 26 – ICF delivers final LCS to JPA.  Release Final LCS. Determine 
process for local adoption and implementation. 

 

 

 



Yolo Habitat JPA Local Conservation Strategy 

Costs and Assumptions: Non-Regulatory Option 

Est. cost for Completion of Local Conservation Strategy (Non-Regulatory ):  

ICF:  $50,500  JPA staff: $10,000 = TOTAL:  $60,500 Available funds:  $45,000 

ICF will assimilate existing information rather than researching and creating new information.  The 

Advisory Committee will provide research support. 

Chapter 2.   

 ICF will use the current HCP/NCCP Chapter 2 to develop the Local Conservation Strategy Chapter 

2. Any additional information to go into Chapter 2 will be provided by the Advisory Committee.  

The Advisory Committee will provide this information by adding language to the chapter in 

tracked-changes mode, with all applicable references. (Committee can start this as soon as they 

like).   

 ICF will use the existing land cover mapping that is being used for the HCP/NCCP. Natural 

community names can be modified, but any changes to the mapping itself will need to be 

scoped and budgeted separately. 

Chapter 3.  

 No avoidance or minimization measures 

 No mitigation ratios 

 

There will be no cost chapter. 

Cost and Assumptions: Regulatory Option 

ICF expects adding the regulatory component will cost an additional approximately $2,500.  However, 

this only involves drafting the regulatory component, and there could be quite a bit of back and forth 

with the local agencies because of regulatory implications.   

Same assumptions as above, except that there will be avoidance and minimization measures and 

mitigation ratios in Chapter 3, for species and natural communities that are normally mitigated under 

CEQA. 
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