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Scoping Introduction

Matt Franck
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Scoolng Iniroducton

National Environmental Policy Act

e Federal action: Issuance of Endangered
Species Act incidental take permits

e http://www.nepa.gov
California Environmental Quality Act

e Local action: Adoption of the Habitat Plan

e State action: Approval of plan (NCCP) and
Issuance of state take permit

 http://ceres.ca.gov/topic/env_law/ceqga



Agericies and Heoreseniaive

U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service Is the NEPA
Lead Agency

e Staff Contact:
Cori Mustin
(916) 414-6495

National Marine Fisheries
Service is a NEPA
Cooperating Agency

e Staff Contact:

Jonathan Ambrose
(707) 575-6091

(D
"

The Local Partners are
CEQA Lead Agencies

 Program Manager:
Ken Schreiber
(408) 299-5789

California Department of
Fish and Game is a CEQA
Responsible and Trustee
Agency

« Staff Contact:

Dave Johnston
(831) 466-0234




Felationsnlp 1o Flaolial Plan

IMPACTS OF IMPACTS
COVERED ACTIVITIES, ALTERNATIVE PROPOSED OF THE PROPOSED
ON COVERED SPECIES, CONSERVATION CONSERVATION CONSERVATION MITIGATION
AND ON NATURAL STRATEGIES ACTIONS AcTIONS
COMMUNITIES

Habitat Plan develops list of covered activities and
conservation actions

Impacts from covered activities and conservation
actions...
« ...evaluated in the Habitat Plan for covered species

« ...evaluated in the EIR/EIS for covered species and any
unintended consequences

Collaboration between Habitat Plan and EIR/EIS
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Scoping comments and questions will be taken at
the end of the presentation.

Please be sure to sign in at table near entrance

Pick up copies of meeting materials

f you wish to provide a comment tonight, please fill
out a speaker card

To make written comments, pick up comment card

* Drop off at the end of the meeting
e Mail or fax by Monday, October 22, 2007 to Ken Schreiber
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Aniticipaiac

Scoping Phase

« Comments can be provided today, but are due by
Monday, October 22, 2007

Draft EIR/EIS Public Review
« Anticipated September 2008

Final EIR/EIS Review and Adoption
* Anticipated Spring 2009
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<> = public stakeholder/agency meetings
O = Local Partner



Habitat Plan Overview

Darryl Boyd
City of San Jose
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What is an HCP/NCCP

Who's participating

Study Area

What the Plan will and will not do
Covered Species

Benefits and Concerns

Permit Term



Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) to
comply with the Federal Endangered
Species Act

Natural Community Conservation
Plan (NCCP) to comply with the
State NCCP Act

Mechanism to resolve conflicts
between threatened and endangered
species and development

Plan to conserve species and
habitats on large scale over long
term in exchange for permits to
“take” threatened or endangered
species
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Wat ine rlaoltat Plan Will Do

Provide permits . USFWS, CDFG, NMFS issue
permits for “take” of listed species to Local Partners.

Streamline projects. Local Partner jurisdictions
will extend this take authorization to applicants who
meet requirements of Habitat Plan.

Improve mitigation.  Provide large-scale habitat
and species conservation in areas of high biological
value—avoid project-by-project approach.

Provide new money. Attract new sources of
state and federal funding for conservation in Santa
Clara County.



Wnat ine rlaoiat Plan Wil NOT Do

Address all endangered or threatened species
needs in the County

Eliminate all other permitting requirements

* Projects must still comply with CA Environmental

Quality Act (CEQA) and other local, state and federal
laws

Solve all environmental conflicts in the County
o Water quality

e Viewsheds
* Riparian setbacks



Plan: 15 wildlife species

Steelhead trout

Bay checkerspot butterfly

Western burrowing owl



Covered Species

15 plant species

© 2003 Dean Wm. Taylor © 1999 California Academy of Sciences

© 2005 Janell Hillman © 2001 California Academy of Sciences
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< Concerns

Interest group

Benefit

C

oncern

Development

Certainty of process, reduced
permit costs, faster approval

May limit land use, new fees,
long process

Landowner/Ag

Ag/ranchland preservation,
new market for open space

May restrict land managemt,
perception of more govt regs

Environmental

Large habitat preserves,
controls urban sprawl, ongoing
monitoring & adaptive
management

Facilitates development, may
be net loss of habitat

Local
Agencies

Local control of ESA issues,
streamline approval process
for public projects and O&M,
new funding sources

Long, staff intensive process,
responsible for implementing
plan

General Public

More open space, more
recreational opportunities

Perception of new fee, high
cost to develop and

Implement plan




Perrmit Terr

Incidental take permits and covered
projects/activities valid during permit term

All land acquisition, habitat restoration, and
mitigation must occur during permit term

e Stay ahead ratio
e Habitat management and monitoring continue

beyond permit term



Permit Terrn Considerations

Local planning documents and time horizons

Time needed to fund and implement all covered
activities and Habitat Plan conservation strategy

Staff recommend a 50-year permit term

 Permit terms of large, regional HCP/NCCPs
generally 30-50 yrs

Continuing analysis will help inform final decision
In Spring 2008



