








CONSERVATION OBJECTIVES

Vernal pool complexes in the foothills and valley, wetlands
and stream systems will play an important part of the
conservation objectives for the Plan. Preserving alfalfa fields,
pasture lands, orchards, vineyards, and rice fields serve as
conservation objectives in addition to retaining and restoring
natural woodlands, riparian zones, grasslands and oak
savannahs. The total potential conservation for the project

is projected at 50,000 to 60,000 acres. The objectives also
include land within major streams and tributaries, wetlands
and other jurisdictional waters.

The 34 covered species include the vernal pool tadpole
shrimp, valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Central Valley
Chinook salmon, Central Valley steelhead, California
redlegged frog, northwestern pond turtle, and Swainson’s
hawk. Each of these species plays a unique role in western
Placer County’s natural ecosystems.

RESERVE SYSTEM

The reserve system is designed to maximize landscape level,
ecosystem conservation. Though important, the proposed
PCCP is not being designed for the purposes of saving

a single wetland or species, but rather to keep the Placer
County ecosystems intact so that they can continue to
perform the functions we depend on. The reserve system
will include land in the western part of the county across
diverse ecosystem types. Today, there are approximately
8,782 acres of existing preserves. A conservation reserve
map identifying 50,000 to 60,000 additional acres for the
reserve area is estimated to fulfill the conservation objectives.
Approximately 85 percent of that land will have to be
protected, and the ultimate reserve area will be formed based
on the availability and interest of willing sellers. Because

not all landowners will be willing to sell, the available area
must be greater than the area of the reserve required by the
regulatory agencies. Ultimately, the reserve system will be
formed by integrating the lands made available by willing
sellers with the lands that are already preserved, creating
cohesive, interconnected habitat reserves and corridors.

The biggest challenge is finding suitable habitat to mitigate
the projected impacts from new growth. The potential exists
for the new urban growth in Placer County to occur in
vernal pool habitat. The remaining vernal pools on the Placer
landscape cover only a fraction of the land that they used to.
In addition, the proposed PCCP prioritizes conservation
over restoration. Avoiding and protecting enough vernal
pool habitats to be granted state and federal approval poses a
particular challenge.



MONITORING AND MANAGEMENT

The plan participants (PCWA, SPRTA, Placer County RCD,
Placer County and City of Lincoln), have agreed to embark
on an ambitious program of research, management, and
monitoring in perpetuity for the PCCP. Active management
is critical to maintaining conditions that support the covered
species and their habitats. Monitoring is important to ensure
that management actions are working. As more land is
acquired over time, it will be even more important to have

an adaptive management plan in place to ensure that the
conservation efforts of the Plan are successful as conditions
evolve over time (e.g. land use, climate, fire, and flood).

PROJECT APPROVALS

Through a streamlined permitting process, the intent of the
proposed PCCP is to allow project proponents to obtain
state and federal permits at the local planning counter. The
project approvals will be subject to the requirements of the
PCCP, but authorized and monitored locally. These permits
will help make possible the construction of new homes and
businesses to accommodate the growth of the area while
also providing necessary public infrastructure. Roads, flood
protection projects, schools, neighborhood parks, and
recreational trails will be among the many projects that could
benefit from the implementation of the PCCP.

BAsic PRINCIPLES OF CONSERVATION BIOLOGY
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Cost AND FUNDING

The proposed cost of the program, including the costs of acquiring and protecting land and managing it over time, will
be incurred by those who impact resources as a result of development projects.

The County will provide funds for the initial start-up cost. On-going annual costs to implement the program, including
managing a 50,000 to 60,000 acre reserve, will come from the County and its partners. Costs will initially increase as
more reserve land is acquired resulting in a greater need for land management. Costs per acre to manage the properties
will decline over time, however, as the level of activity decreases after initial start-up, acquisition, and restoration are
completed and the managing entity gains experience and begins to realize efficiencies and economies of scale.

Property owners/developers who choose to develop their property (including some public infrastructure projects)
will either dedicate land to the reserve or pay in-lieu fees to mitigate impacts to species and habitat. State and federal
contributions will also increase the reserve. A finance plan will allocate management and on-going implementation
costs, limiting exposure of the Placer County General Fund and ensuring that those who benefit from regulatory
coverage under the PCCP permit pay their fair share of PCCP costs.

DisTRIBUTION OF PCCP COSTS BY ACTIVITY

FUNDING PRINCIPLES

Developers pay their fair share. The costs of implementing the Plan
will be allocated between future development and the public based
on the premise that the costs to future development should be in
proportion to the impacts caused by future development.

Maximize private organization involvement. Partner with
conservation and mitigation banks in addition to private land
management partners such as Placer Land Trust.

Cost-share with state and federal agencies. State and federal

agencies will be encouraged to acquire and manage public
I Land Acquisition « 67% Bl Remedial Measures « 1% conservation lands.

Restoration « 10% Administration « 2% . :
|| Do ’ unistration « 24 Generate new funding sources. New sources of funding earmarked
B Land Management - 8% Bl Contingency - 8% to cover habitat mitigation costs in addition to broad-based revenue

Il Monitoring, Research, and sources will fill funding gaps.
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