MEMORANDUM
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT RESOURCE AGENCY
PLANNING SERVICES DIVISION
County of Placer

TO:

Honorable Board of Supervisors

DATE: November 16, 2021

FROM:

Steve Pedretti, Community Development Resource Agency Director

BY:

Jennifer Byous, Supervising Planner and Nikki Streegan, Senior Planner

SUBJECT:

Placer Legacy Open Space and Agricultural Conservation Program
Presentation – Overview and Update

ACTION REQUESTED
1. Receive a presentation and status report on the Placer Legacy Open Space and Agricultural
Conservation Program and provide direction on a Strategic Work Program Update and
funding options for Program implementation.
BACKGROUND
The Placer Legacy Open Space and Agricultural Conservation Program (Program) is the
Countywide open space program initiated by the Board of Supervisors (Board) in 1998 to
support Placer County General Plan implementation. In the past two decades the Program has
accomplished many important conservation programs goals, including making strides in public
outreach and education over the diverse values of open space, leveraging private and public
dollars toward conservation, public access to open space and restoration projects, and building
partnerships with a variety of stakeholders and agencies. In 2020, a significant Program
milestone was achieved with the adoption of the Placer County Conservation Program (PCCP)
and has created an opportune time to discuss both the Program’s accomplishments and future
endeavors.
Placer Legacy History
In the County’s General Plan, open space is defined generally to include land that provides vast
public benefit, including biological diversity, food production, and recreational use. The County’s
open space policies and programs were developed as part of the Natural Resources Element of
the General Plan. The General Plan further provides direction for the comprehensive and longrange preservation of open space and natural resources, and guides planning for areas that
should remain undeveloped and those that are appropriate for development. Government Code
65560 outlines the legal requirements for identifying open space resources; its definition of open
space includes lands or waters that provide value related to recreation, health, habitat,
biodiversity, wildlife conservation, aesthetics, economy, climate change mitigation and
adaptation, flood risk reduction, managed natural resources production, agricultural production,
and protection from hazardous conditions. The 1994 General Plan Policy document provided
the foundation for the Program and after development of the Placer Legacy Open Space and
Agricultural Conservation Program Implementation Report (June 2000), the Board directed staff
to begin implementation of the Program.
Placer Legacy Program Goals and Objectives
The Program includes work program elements to address regulatory requirements associated
with biological resources (i.e., state and federal endangered species acts and federal wetland
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regulatory laws) and the non-regulatory conservation objectives of the Placer County General
Plan. The regulatory elements of the Program provide an overall objective to obtain regulatory
compliance through a comprehensive planning and permitting program in the form of a Natural
Communities Conservation Plan (NCCP) and a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). This element
is accomplished through the implementation of the Board-adopted Placer County Conservation
Program (2020). The non-regulatory elements of the work program are derived from community
and social values in Placer County. The Program contains a great deal of discretion to
determine how conservation of open space resources, identified in the Placer County General
Plan, can be accomplished. Resource protection measures are carried out by the policies
outlined in the Program. The non-regulatory elements of the Program address the following
objectives:
1. Agriculture Resources: Maintain a viable agricultural segment of the
economy. Preservation of agricultural land plays a key role in maintaining the viability of
agricultural land uses and production. Agriculture provides productive open space, community
identity, and access to fresh, high-quality foods. It is also an important contributor to the
County’s local economy with minimal demands for public services. Since the Program’s
inception, the Program has partnered with willing sellers to permanently conserve over 1,000
acres of agricultural lands.
2. Recreation Resources: Conserve natural features necessary for access to a variety of
outdoor recreation opportunities. The Program enhances recreational opportunities in the
County by acquiring and maintaining properties for the purpose of public parks and trails. The
recreational resources established through the Program are typically region wide and are linked
to land conservation. To date, the Program has improved and expanded over 8,000 acres of
public trail access, through the acquisition of land and public access easements to improve
connectivity with public land networks.
3. Scenic Resources/Urban Separators: Retain scenic locations and corridors and separate
urban areas into distinct communities. The Program satisfies the General Plan
implementation measure requiring the identification and formal designation and adoption of a
system of scenic corridors and vista points. The Program protects open space areas throughout
the County to provide community edges and a transition area between urban and rural settings.
4. Cultural Resources: Retain historic and cultural areas. The Program facilitates protection
and conservation of historical and cultural resources by providing funding to identify, evaluate,
acquire (where appropriate) and maintain historical resources (e.g., Native American
archaeological resources, European and Gold Rush history or paleontological
resources). Cultural resources can be identified for protection as a standalone feature (e.g., a
historical building) or as a part of the larger open space acquisition (e.g., the Hidden Falls
Regional Park site is rich with Native American cultural resources).
5. Public Safety: Protection from floodplains, high fire hazard areas and avalanche
zones. The Program catalogs lands with public safety constraints and uses this information
when screening and ranking lands for biological or other resource acquisition. In some areas of
significant fire, flood, or avalanche risk, the Program may acquire parcels on which development
would pose an undue risk to the public and a burden on public safety services. Typically, public
safety is one of many benefits associated with an acquisition and is factored in the ranking of a
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parcel when priorities are being reviewed for acquisition.
6. Biological Resources: Preserve the diversity of plant and animal communities and
protect endangered and other special status plant and animal species. The Program seeks
to conserve the diversity of biological resources through various non-regulatory efforts which are
largely focused on land acquisition and habitat restoration.
Placer Legacy Historical Implementation Activities
Over the past two decades, the Program has become a program built on success. The activity
that garners the most attention is the protection of open space properties through fee
acquisitions, conservation easements, public access/trail easements, agricultural conservation
easements, and flood control easements (Attachments 2 and 3). The County typically leads
acquisition initiatives and has completed 4,012 acres of open space conservation through fee
title or easement acquisitions and 9,331 acres of open space conservation through acquisition
partnerships with organizations such as Placer Land Trust, Truckee Donner Land Trust, Trust
for Public Land, Nevada Irrigation District, and the Flood Control District, as well as other
conservation partners (Attachments 4 and 5).
The Program evaluates and prioritizes open space conservation acquisitions based upon
multiple open space benefits (e.g., recreational lands can provide other values like the
protection of agricultural land, cultural resources, scenic resources, and habitat). “High value”
open space is determined by established prioritization criteria (Attachment 6) that was
developed with stakeholder input and is also based upon the utilization of the County’s GIS
database and a site assessment. The Program only works with property owners who clearly
state that they are willing sellers. Attachment 2 depicts the total land acquisitions, development,
and restoration activities that have been completed since 2000.
Other Program implementation items include Natural Resource Management activities which is
largely comprised of conducting planning activities such as watershed planning, stream and
creek restoration projects (e.g., fish passage projects), and streamlining the regulatory
permitting process (accomplished through the PCCP). Public outreach activities which were
once a more prominent part of the Program, consisted of attending community events and
forums to engage the public, distributing newsletters and brochures to promote open space, as
well as supporting marketing initiatives such as the PlacerGrown program.
Different Boards have had different perspectives of the Program over the years and have
provided direction as it relates to focus for the Program, including the development and adoption
of a NCCP/HCP as well as direction to enhance regional recreational opportunities. From 2012
to 2020 the Program has focused on land acquisitions, development/restoration activities and
planning projects. A summary by geographic regions of these efforts is provided in Attachment
3.
Placer Legacy and the Placer County Conservation Program
From the beginning the Program included work program elements to address regulatory
requirements associated with biological resources (i.e., state and federal endangered species
acts and federal wetland regulatory laws). The Legacy Program envisioned that an HCP/NCCP
could help implement the biological conservation goals expressed in the County’s General Plan
and the Legacy Program objectives. Completion of a scientifically sound and adequately funded
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HCP/NCCP and issuance of applicable permits by federal and state agencies provides the
potential to enhance the protection of Placer County's biological resources.
On September 2, 2020, the Placer County Conservation Program (PCCP) - Western Placer
County HCP/NCCP was adopted, which advanced the regulatory element of the Legacy
Program. However, it is important to distinguish the Program from the PCCP. The two are linked
because they share policy objectives including the protection of environmental values (open
space) and the conservation of multi-beneficial resources and restoration of biological
resources. However, they are two distinct programs: the PCCP is a regulatory
permitting/mitigation program for land use development projects in Western Placer County
(Attachment 7), while the Program is a Countywide open space and habitat conservation
program.
The PCCP is a program developed under the umbrella policies of the Legacy Program. Moving
forward the two programs will have direct synergies for conserving biological resources in the
western portion of the County. This will include continued grant matching opportunities (not just
for county acquisitions, but also for partners), as well as opportunities to leverage conservation
funding between the two programs. An example of this occurred when the County, through a
partnership with the Placer Land Trust acquired an agricultural conservation easement over a
portion of the Oest Ranch (~314 acres). The easement acquisition met multiple Legacy
Program objectives by protecting in perpetuity the property's historic values, including current
and future livestock grazing, oak woodland habitat, and scenic open space values. Additionally,
a proportional share of the acquisition costs were used to meet PCCP conservation goals.
Placer Legacy Recent Implementation Activities
Presently, the predominant Program activities throughout the County include implementation of
existing plans and land acquisitions. The following is a summary of the various efforts broken
down by larger geographic regions.
West Placer (West of Highway 65) to Sierra Nevada Foothills (West of Highway 49)







Efforts were largely focused on adoption of the PCCP, including pursuing several
research projects tied to protected species with local partners (William Jessup University
and Placer Land Trust).
Existing and potential future land acquisitions in the West Placer area include vernal
pool grassland and riverine/riparian areas. Conservation of these landscapes serve to
meet multiple Program and PCCP objectives and can be incorporated into the PCCP’s
Reserve System. Specifically, properties with potential for landscape scale conservation
of sensitive species and their habitats including wetlands and streams, as well as
agricultural values, further program objectives for comprehensive habitat protection.
Evaluation of conservation opportunities in the Raccoon Creek Watershed Assessment,
which identifies co-beneficial projects that protect agricultural land, the riverine/riparian
corridor, and provide flood water detention. Projects identified in the Assessment would
meet Program objectives for conservation of agriculture, habitat, and public safety.
Existing and potential future land acquisitions in West Placer foothill area include oak
woodlands, riparian areas and grasslands. Conservation of these landscapes serves to
meet multiple Program and PCCP objectives and can be incorporated into the PCCP’s
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Reserve System. Specifically, grasslands in the Sheridan area will help meet the habitat
conservation objectives of the PCCP and the open space and agricultural objectives
of the Program.
Development of the Reduced Hidden Falls Regional Park Trails Expansion Project. In
2013, the approximately 1,200-acre Hidden Falls Regional Park opened to the public
with 30 miles of natural surface trails. The Reduced Trails Expansion Project will
increase public access to over 3,965 acres of open space with a 60-mile connected trail
network.
Evaluation of conservation opportunities within the Auburn Ravine Watershed.
Implementation of the Dry Creek Greenway Plan, an effort led by Placer County
Planning in collaboration with incorporated cities.

Sierra Nevada Foothills/West Slope (East of Highway 49 to Western slope of Sierra Nevada)




Agricultural conservation easements for farms in the Sierra Nevada Foothills. These
include acquisitions done directly with Placer County or in partnership with the local land
trusts.
Support for multiple conservation easements along the Interstate 80 corridor, led by
Placer Land Trust, including lands that protect the American River Canyon.
Development of the Memorial Overland Emigrant Trail to include conservation of
historical cultural, and scenic resources as well as recreational opportunities.

East Slope (Eastern slope of Sierra Nevada)



Ongoing initiatives to restore Squaw Creek such as historic channel and meadow
restoration.
Implementation of the Truckee River Corridor Access and Restoration Plan.

Placer Legacy Operations
The Program operates with leadership from the Community Development Resource Agency and
Planning Division but has always been comprised of a multi-disciplinary team from the County
Executive Office, Agriculture Department, Department of Parks and Open Space, and Facilities
Management. Each Division’s expertise and time provide subject-matter guidance. The Program
was initially developed assuming there would be an annual revenue stream derived from a
proposed quarter cent sales tax. However, the sales tax measure failed in 2000 and in 2001, the
County established the Open Space Trust Fund. Between 2001 and 2021 the Program’s ~$86M
plus expenditure has been created through a combination of General Fund dollars, mitigation
fees, project-related extractions (e.g., development agreements), State/Federal/private grants,
and individual/business donors.
Program Expenses
The Program’s largest expenditures have been acquiring land and conservation easements.
Funding for acquisitions has come from several sources, but the majority has come from
State/Federal/private grants and County contributions. The County’s total contribution for all
acquisitions affiliated with the Program is approximately $28M which has been leveraged to
attract $58M in additional outside funding. The graph below depicts the breakdown between
County contributions and outside funding that the Program was able to secure for land and
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conservation easement acquisitions.

Of the 34 acquisition projects that the Program has advanced, the County has been the lead for
22 properties (4,012 acres) and supported 11 acquisitions (9,331 acres) led by organizations
including Placer Land Trust, Truckee Donner Land Trust, and Trust for Public Land. The level of
the County’s financial contribution to each project has varied from project to project based on
available funding. In some cases, the County funded 100% of the acquisition (e.g., Grey Farm).
In other cases, grant funds have paid 100% of the costs (e.g., Lakeview Farms). Funding detail
per project is identified in Attachments 4 and 5.
Open Space Trust Fund
The Open Space Trust Fund was created to support open space conservation in Placer County
to promote economic viability and further the natural resource goals of the General Plan. The
revenue sources for the Open Space Trust Fund include donations and grants, General Fund
allocations, contributions from the United Auburn Indian Casino, and State/Federal funding.
General Fund allocations to the Open Space Trust Fund total $13,749,626 and include a range
of $600K to $1.4M per year from 2001-2009, no contributions from 2009 through 2014, and $1M
contributions from 2015 to 2019. The following graph depicts the General Fund contributions
between 2001-2021.
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Open Space Trust Funds in combination with other funding sources have supported the
activities of the Legacy Program. Acquisition of agricultural conservation easements such as the
Scilacci Farm (rice), Side Hill Citrus farm (mandarins and other citrus), and Natural Trading
Company (vegetables), as well as the acquisition of six properties in West Placer and the Sierra
Nevada region have made the Program successful in accomplishing open space protection.
More recently, the Program worked to acquire open space properties prior to PCCP adoption
that will provide the PCCP a head start for reserve area land acquisition. This includes the
Bradley property ($5.2M) which provides 400 acres of grazing under a long-term grazing lease
across an expansive marsh complex, extensive vernal pools, and seasonal wetlands. In
addition, a portion of the Yankee Slough watershed and the Markham property ($2.4M), was
also acquired and provides mitigation credits for vernal pool type wetlands, riverine/riparian, and
species habitat credit, which counts toward the goals and objectives of the PCCP.
The County has been competitive when it seeks grant funds; however, grant funding works in
cycles and a scarcity of new bond funds shift over time and may not be a reliable source of
long-term funding. It is also important to note that although the Legacy Program and PCCP will
have future opportunities for joint conservation in West Placer, most of the PCCP funding will be
providing for regulatory mitigation and will be focused primarily on the acquisition and
management of streams, wetlands, oak woodlands, and related biological resources and not
strictly open space, recreation, historic, or scenic resources.
DISCUSSION
Absent the identification of new funding sources and based upon past Board interests, staff
would conclude that existing fund balances will continue to support some, but not all Program
activities. As such, staff proposes two courses of action for the Board to consider.
Program Option 1: Conduct low-cost activities to advance the Program goals and make ad hoc
funding requests for acquiring land and conservation easements or other projects.
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Program Option 2: Create a strategic work program to identify new priorities, including an
update of the prioritization criteria to rank and pursue land acquisitions and projects.
Low-cost Implementation Activities
The Program will continue low-cost activities, such as production of the annual newsletter,
easement monitoring, and preliminary property owner consultation. Funding for these activities
would continue to be provided by the various departments that implement the Program via their
annual budgets. Pursuit of land acquisitions and projects requires a significant amount of staff
time, including coordination with landowners and funding partners, grant writing, and real estate
transactional costs and processes. Activities that involve land or easement acquisitions,
recreation development, cultural and historic conservation, and work outside the PCCP will
require contributions to the Open Space Trust Fund, various habitat mitigation funds, and
outside funding (grants and gifts). Under this alternative, staff would make ad hoc requests to
the Board if no other funds were available when projects are identified.
Create Strategic Work Program
The Legacy Program contains criteria and procedures to guide acquisition (Attachment 6). Staff
still utilizes these criteria to rank and score open space properties; however, the weight for
ranking has changed over the past several years. The ranking weight has changed based on
the need to help start PCCP and other funding trends (e.g., climate adaptation, wildfire). With all
the changes, including the PCCP adoption, staff is recommending the Program perform a
Program review of some components, primarily to update the prioritization criteria to rank open
space types and potential acquisitions. This effort would include creating an open space
inventory of existing lands, description and identification of coordinated efforts with PCCP,
description and identification of overlapping efforts with Placer County Sustainability Plan,
revised scoring of priority matrix including analysis of open space resource type by trend,
ownership, rarity, protection through other programs, achievement of multiple objectives
(develop further in collaboration with key stakeholders and consulting services), and evaluation
of competitive funding sources. This option could be considered a precursor to a General Plan
Update (which requires an Open Space Element and Conservation Element) and would be
supportive of that future effort.
Current Funding Need
Considerable activity remains in the Program even during budget and grant cycles when there is
limited County discretionary dollars and public/private sector grant funds. Staff from the multidisciplinary team continue to meet routinely to discuss Program projects and assess potential
acquisitions. Variability in the cost of acquisitions is based upon land value estimates versus
appraised value, the availability or lack of grant funds, and the ongoing refinement of costs. As
such, the ongoing implementation of the Program may be challenging without identified funding
sources for the Program.
Currently Program activities includes the continued negotiation with a willing seller on a property
acquisition that meets both the Program and PCCP objective. The Redwing Property acquisition
includes a Federal Section 6 grant that has been awarded for $5.2M and will require a local
minimum match of $520,000 to complete this project. Conservation easement acquisition
activities also include working with the Placer Land Trust, one of our partner organizations, to
provide potential grant funding matches. The Placer Land Trust has applied for the Department
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of Conservation’s SALC program for one to two potential acquisitions, up to $4M each. The
County could consider (if grants are awarded) to provide a smaller contribution range between
$100,000-$250,000 to help provide some of the grant match requirement. Staff has also been
working with William Jessup University to pursue several research projects tied to protected
species in the county. These research studies evaluate Salmonid environmental DNA
(deoxyribonucleic acid), or eDNA, ($66,000) and Burrowing Owl habitat in partnership with
Placer Land Trust ($10,000). Additional potential projects include agricultural conservation
easements for farms in the Sierra Nevada Foothills and easements in the Donner Summit area
that support the Memorial Overland Emigrant Trail, historic and scenic resources. The Program
will also continue ongoing initiatives such as the Squaw Creek restoration as well as the
implementation of the Truckee River Corridor Access and Restoration Plan.
Estimated Program Costs
Program Activity
Property Acquisition (grant match for Redwing)
Easement Acquisition (grant match for partner
organizations)
Research studies
Strategic Work Program Update
Total

Estimated Cost/Amount
$ 520,000
$ 250,000
$ 76,000
$ 75,000
$ 921,000

Continued County funding and robust efforts focused on public and private grants is
recommended by staff in order to continue to implement the Program in a manner consistent
with the last 22 years of effort. As such, staff recommends Option 2 to establish strategic
direction, identify potential funding sources, optimize efficiencies between programs such as the
PCCP and PCSP, and remain competitive in current grant cycles. The Program has been very
successful at partnering with outside organizations to leverage matching funds (67% of
acquisition funding from outside sources), and County funding is critical to the Program’s ability
to leverage outside dollars. Regardless of the Option chosen by the Board, consideration could
be given to near term Program funding. Funding options for discussion include the following:
Funding Option 1: staff would bring forward ad hoc supplemental funding requests as needed to
support specific projects once identified; or
Funding Option 2: The Board may consider a $1M General Fund contribution to the Open
Space Trust Fund that would allow staff to pursue some of the current Program activities
discussed above.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the Board provide direction to move forward with Program Option 2, to
complete a strategic work program update and consider Funding Option 2, to provide funding to
pursue current Program activities.
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FISCAL IMPACT
Program Option 1 to continue low-cost activities with ad-hoc funding request would have no fiscal
impacts. Program Option 2, which would develop a strategic work program and an update of the
prioritization criteria combined with ad-hoc funding request would have an approximate $75,000
fiscal impact. Program Option 2 combined with Funding Option 2 would allow staff to create a
strategic work program plus pursue one acquisition in FY 21-22, support match funding
opportunities with local land trusts, conduct research with academic partners, and pursue other
acquisition and restoration initiatives in East Placer (outside of the PCCP area) and would have
a $1M fiscal impact.
ATTACHMENTS
Attachment 1: Countywide Open Space Inventory
Attachment 2: Placer Legacy Completed Projects
Attachment 3: Land Acquisitions, Development, Restoration: 2012-2020
Attachment 4: Completed Acquisitions (Fee or Easement)
Attachment 5: Legacy Acquisition Partnerships
Attachment 6: Prioritization Criteria
Attachment 7: Placer County Conservation Program Boundary
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ATTACHMENT 3
LAND ACQUISITIONS, DEVELOPMENT, RESTORATION BY STUDY AREA
The following is a summary of Placer Legacy-related activities since the last Board update in
2012. The following is a summary of the various efforts broken down by West, Mid, and East
Placer geographic regions. Attachment 2 captures the general location of the various activities
referenced below.
West Placer (West of Highway 65) to Sierra Nevada Foothills (West of Highway 49)
Acquisitions/restoration
● Scilacci Farm
● Swainson’s Preserve
● Bradley Property (PCCP)
● Auburn Ravine NID Gauging Station salmonid fish passage project construction
● Side Hill Citrus
● Outman Preserve
● Beard Ranch
● Hidden Falls Regional Park – Garden Bar Connector, Twilight Ride
● Raccoon Creek Connectivity Trail: Haddad, Campbell, and Loudon properties
● Campbell Conservation Easement
● Auburn Ravine NID Hemphill Canal salmonid fish passage project design
Planning activities
● Pleasant Grove/Curry Creek Ecosystem Restoration Plan
● Spenceville Conceptual Area Protection Plan
● Grant funding for the development of Hidden Falls Regional Park
● Grant funding for connectivity study – Hidden Falls Regional Park to Harvego Bear River
Preserve
● Auburn Ravine/Raccoon Creek Ecosystem Restoration Plan
● Oak Woodland Guideline Implementation
Sierra Nevada Foothills/West Slope (East of Highway 49 to Western slope of Sierra Nevada)
Acquisitions/restoration
• Oest Ranch
Planning activiies
●

Oak Woodland Guideline Implementation

East Slope (Eastern slope of Sierra Nevada)
Acquisitions/restoration
• N/A
Planning activities
● Truckee River Corridor Access and Restoration Plan
● Squaw Creek Restoration Project
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ATTACHMENT 4
COMPLETED ACQUISITIONS (FEE or EASEMENT) – Amended Jan 15, 2021

Legacy Goal

Property

Multi Purpose
•

Biological
Resources

•

Recreational
Resources

•

Scenic
Resources

Multi Purpose
•

Biological
Resources

•

Scenic
Resources

Recreational
Resources

Public Safety

County
Contribution
to Purchase

Purchase
Price

Acres

Type*

Year

Cisco Grove Gould

16

Fee

2006

$

150,000

$

52,422

Hidden Falls –
Didion

221

Fee

2004

$

767,000

$

767,000

Hidden Falls –
Spears

979

Fee

2003

$

3,500,000

Hidden Falls Garden Bar
Connector

40

Fee

2016

$

375,000

$

375,000

Tahoe Heritage
Plaza

0.8

Fee

2004

$

1,319,000

$

339,000

Towle Green
Valley Trail

234

CE &
PAE

2003

$

314,000

$

16,000

Twilight Ride

50

Fee

2018

$

1,120,000

Blue Oak Ranch

500

CE

2004

$

-

$

-

Campbell

5.4

CE

2013

$

36,685

$

36,685

Kirk Ranch

281

CE

2007

$

1,900,000

$

635,000

Linda Creek
Crossing (Dry
Creek Greenway)

0.6

Fee

2005

$

70,000

$

70,000

Racoon Creek
Trail - Haddad

11

Fee

2013

$

165,600

$

165,600

Racoon Creek
Trail - Campbell

6.5

Fee

2013

$

125,000

$

125,000

Racoon Creek
Trail - Loudon

0.2

PAE

2013

$

Sundance
Lakeview Farms

137

CE

2005

$

$ 2,220,934

$ 1,120,000

$

325,000

$

-

978

Agricultural
Resources

Biological Resources

TOTAL

Aitken Ranch

320

ACE

2000

$

399,000

$

399,000

Lyndell Grey Farm

18

ACE

2003

$

65,000

$

65,000

Natural Trading
Company

40

ACE

2010

$

665,000

$

327,500

Side Hill Citrus
Farm

48

ACE

2014

$

285,000

$

50,000

Scilacci Farm

406

ACE

2017

$

1,475,000

$

485,000

Bradley Property
(PCCP)

400

Fee

2018

$

5,296,025

$ 5,296,025

$ 20,707,021

$ 14,899,877

4,012

* Key: CE = conservation easements, PAE = public access/trail easements, ACE = agricultural
conservation easement,
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ATTACHMENT 5
LEGACY ACQUISITION PARTNERSHIPS – Amended Jan 15, 2021

Legacy Goal

Multi Purpose

Property

Harvego Bear River Placer Land
Preserve (Doty
Trust
Ravine Preserve*)

•

Biological
Resources

•

Recreational Liberty Ranch
Resources

•

Scenic
Resources

Agricultural
Resources

Placer Land
Trust

Acres

Total
Purchase
Price

County
Contribution
to Purchase

1,778
(426)

$9,517,250

$5,000,000

313

$1,300,000

$315,000

$12,500,000

$300,000

$3,154,985

$150,000

$4,700,000

$300,000

$2,240,000

$285,000

Royal Gorge

Truckee Donner
Land Trust, The
Trust for Public
Land

Schallenberger
Ridge

California
Department of
Parks and
Recreation

Tahoe City Open
Space Study Area

Tahoe City
Public Utility
District

Taylor Ranch

Placer Land
Trust, Trust for
Public Lands

The Outman Big
Hill Preserve

Placer Land
Trust

80

$475,000

$125,000

Kotomyan Big Hill
Preserve

Placer Land
Trust

160

$1,050,000

$-

Waddle Ranch

Truckee Donner
Land Trust

1,461

$23,500,000

$6,741,192

Beard Ranch

Placer Land
Trust

$1,366,600

$205,000

Oest Ranch*

TOTAL

Owner(s)

Placer Land
Trust

3000

1923

45

321

137
113

9,331

$112,000

$59,915,835

$112,000

$ 13,533,192
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ATTACHMENT 6

Appendix M
SETTING ACQUISITION PRIORITIES
This document outlines the criteria and procedures that have been developed to guide Placer
Legacy acquisitions in the initial implementation stages of the Program. Placer Legacy
acquisition efforts will first be focused on high priority resource types, as indicated in Table 3-5,
Prioritization of Resource Types, which may be modified as the Program develops. Lower
priority resource types will be conserved on a case-by-case basis, as opportunities arise, and may
be protected as secondary conservation objectives in land acquisitions for other purposes. The
preliminary acreage targets established in Chapter III, Section C (explained in detail in Appendix
J), represent alternative acquisition scenarios at various levels of investment, and are based
primarily on the conservation of these priority resources. The targets represent order-ofmagnitude conservation scenarios, rather than upper or lower limits on acquisition. Inasmuch as
the success of the Placer Legacy Program is ultimately determined by its funding level, the
acquisition targets represent hypothetical distributions of land management under various
funding scenarios.
Figure 1 outlines a general decision-making framework for land acquisition and easement
purchases, indicating the key decision-making points, as well as staff-level activities for
prioritizing and pursuing land acquisitions. In general, two types of easements and acquisitions
will be pursued⎯those that are landowner initiated and those that are initiated by the Placer
Legacy Program, based on objective resource criteria. The relative importance of each of these
acquisition routes will be determined, in part, by the level of funding available.
The analysis of resource values represents a two-tiered approach, involving a “coarse-filter”
analysis of available GIS data, followed by a “fine-filter” analysis of site-level information, once
acquisition/easement opportunities have been identified. The coarse-filter GIS analysis will be
applied to high priority agricultural and biological resources, for which County-wide
inventories exist. Existing recreational, cultural/historic, scenic, urban separator and public
safety resources (to the extent they are represented by GIS data) will be treated as ancillary
resource values in this analysis (see Table 1). Analyses will be guided by input from scientific
experts and agency staff, as well as public feedback regarding resource priorities.
Other acquisition priorities for recreational, cultural, scenic, and urban separator resources
will be identified largely from adopted goals of the Placer County General Plan, existing
community plan or city general plan policies and programs, and the expertise of staff, other
agencies and consultants. GIS datasets will aid this process by providing spatial visualization
and analysis of opportunities, but will not be relied upon to generate priorities, until such time as
more comprehensive datasets are available. In the future, efforts to comprehensively inventory
and map existing recreational trails, as well as historic and archeological sites, may result in new
opportunities for GIS analysis.
Coarse-filter analyses will result in a set of priority resource areas, which must then be
evaluated with respect to cost and landowner interest to determine where opportunities for
acquisition of fee title or conservation easements exist. Real estate multiple listings will be used
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to identify for-sale properties, which, of the priority resource areas emerging from the coarsefilter analysis, will be investigated first. Properties offered by landowners independently of this
process, provided they meet the minimum size criteria (to be established) and contain potentially
valuable open space resources (as determined by cursory air photo evaluation), will be added to
the pool of potential properties for acquisition. As funding becomes available, acquisition
opportunities will be assessed individually, using the criteria outlined in Table 2.
These candidate properties for acquisition will be presented by staff to the Placer Legacy Open
Space Advisory Commission for review at regular intervals (frequency to be determined). For
each property, the advisory commission, with staff input, will make a determination of public
benefit and reject, approve or postpone the initiation of negotiations with the landowner for a
conservation easement or acquisition of fee title. Once a property has been approved, acquisition
activities will proceed according to the guidelines provided in Appendix H. The final
expenditure of public funds will require approval by the Advisory Commission and Governing
Board of the Placer Legacy Program.
As willing sellers come forward, many types of resources will be protected on a largely
opportunistic basis. This applies primarily to cultural/historic and scenic resources, which are
not well inventoried, as well as recreational resources, which have specific management and
facilities requirements. In most cases, the Placer Legacy Program will partner with other
agencies and jurisdictions to conserve land specifically for these objectives (e.g., various park
departments and special districts for recreational resources, and County Department of Museums
for cultural resources).
With respect to biological resources, small-patch ecosystems (e.g., native grasslands and
ephemeral aquatic habitats) will also need to be conserved on a largely opportunistic basis, as
they are discovered and mapped. Many of these ecosystems may be identified in the site-level
evaluation of properties brought forward by willing sellers, emphasizing the need to rely on
landowner-identified resource values, not just those derived by methodical GIS analyses. Future
biological research efforts (described in greater detail in Appendix E), developed as part of
comprehensive regulatory permitting for endangered species (HCP/NCCP), will improve the
knowledge and understanding of small patch ecosystems.
To the extent that sensitive species habitat requirements can be defined and mapped, biological
resource acquisitions will emphasize the incorporation of areas with the necessary habitat
characteristics for sensitive species, especially those species for which significant impacts are
anticipated under the HCP/NCCP. The configuration of habitat, as it relates to the preservation
of metapopulation dynamics and species' range requirements, will also be considered to the
extent possible under a system of voluntary landowner participation.
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Geographic Information System (GIS) Analysis of Acquisition Priorities
For each of the high priority resource types, two additional factors will be considered: the
scale(s) of the required conservation effort (site, watershed or landscape/regional) and the type(s)
of conservation action required (preservation, enhancement or creation of new resources). The
scale of conservation determines the scale of analysis. Site-scale resources will be evaluated
only according to the conditions at the particular locations in which the resources occur. For
watershed-scale resources, upstream and upslope (i.e., watershed) conditions will also be
evaluated. Landscape- and regional-scale resources will be evaluated across the appropriate
ecoregion, into other counties if necessary. For each resource type, priorities for preservation,
enhancement and creation will be determined separately (if applicable).
Terms are defined as follows:
•

Site-scale conservation is most appropriate for resources that are patchily distributed and
restricted to small areas, and for which local conservation opportunities are largely
independent of conditions in the surrounding watershed, landscape or region. One example
is cultural and historic resources, with fixed locations and primarily local values. With
respect to biological resources, small, unique habitats, such as native grasslands and
ephemeral aquatic habitats, are examples of resources with site-scale conservation needs.

•

Watershed-scale conservation is important for creek, river and lake resources, which are
affected by upstream conditions, as well as upland land uses within the watershed.
Downstream conditions are also important for fish passage. This scale of
analysis/conservation is only relevant for biological resources and public safety resources
(floodplains).

•

Landscape-scale conservation is important for most terrestrial biological resources,
especially where landscape linkages are required for wildlife migration, dispersal and other
movements, or wildlife inhabitants have large range requirements. Resources for which
landscape connectivity is vital include vernal pool and other valley grasslands, foothill oak
woodlands, and Sierra Nevada conifers. Landscape-scale conservation is also important for
intensive agriculture and timber activities, because large connected areas are important for
economic viability, and these activities are largely incompatible with certain urban land uses.

•

Regional-scale conservation is important in instances where Placer County lands are
important to the overall regional integrity and persistence of a resource, e.g., migratory
waterfowl or carnivore habitat. In such cases, large, multi-county areas are needed, and
inter-county cooperation is important.

•

Preservation applies to resources that can/should be preserved as-is, and managed to
maintain existing conditions, with minor improvements/alterations in some cases. Most
agricultural resources fall into this category, as do most biological resources.

•

Enhancement applies to several resources, including biological resources that have been
severely degraded and may be enhanced by physical manipulation, including creeks, riparian
corridors, wetlands and vernal pool grasslands. Recreational resources may also be
enhanced, by clearing, marking and linking trails and other recreational facilities. Cultural
and historic structures in need of repair are also candidates for enhancement.
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•

Creation is relevant where significant construction of new habitat or facilities are proposed,
primarily with respect to biological resources (e.g., wetlands and vernal pool grasslands) and
recreational resources (e.g., new parks, trails and trailheads).

Each priority resource type will be evaluated and mapped, at the appropriate scale, according to
the criteria listed in Table 1. A parcel-level analysis will then be conducted to determine the
locations of priority resource areas.
Each parcel will be evaluated according to four general sets of criteria:
• Primary resource value (rank with respect to resource in question, see Table 1)
• Secondary resource value (rank with respect to scenic, urban separator, public safety,
historic/cultural and recreation resources, see Table 1)
• Combined vegetation/landcover score (based on priorities in Table 3-5)
• Acquisition/easement suitability, consisting of the following factors:
♦ Parcel size
♦ Adjacency to existing protected areas
♦ Subdivision potential
♦ Development pressures (e.g., proximity to new highways)
♦ Development status (improved or not)
♦ Roadedness
♦ Land value/cost
♦ Market status (i.e., higher priority given to for-sale properties)
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Figure 1. Diagram of Placer Legacy Property Acquisition Procedure
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Table 1. GIS Criteria for Setting Biological and Agricultural Acquisition Priorities
Open Space
Resource Types

Action ***

Conservation
Scale

Primary Resource Criteria

Compatible Secondary
Resources **

Agriculture
Intensive agriculture Preservation / Landscape
(rice, row crops,
Programs
(Valley,
orchards)
Foothills)

• Soil capability class
• Potential water availability
• Compatibility of surrounding
land uses (agricultural or rural
residential)
• Current productivity *

•
•
•
•

Floodplains
Riparian/aquatic
Wetlands
Historic sites

•
•
•
•
•

Floodplains
Vernal pools
Oak woodlands
Riparian/aquatic
Historic sites

Rangelands

Preservation / Landscape
Programs
(Valley,
Foothills)

N/A (Secondary Resource)

Western Sierra
timber

Programs

Landscape
(Sierra
Nevada)

N/A

Small patch
ecosystems

Preservation

Site

See site criteria for biological
resources

Mehrten vernal
pools

Preservation/ Site
Enhancement

See site criteria for biological
resources

Hardpan vernal
pools

Preservation / Landscape
Enhancement (Valley)

•
•
•
•
•

Size of vernal pool complex
Pool size and depth diversity *
Pool density *
Position in watershed *
Proximity to other vernal pool
complexes
• Natural condition / extent of
disturbance
• Landuse compatibility within
surrounding area (more
natural, less urban)

• Urban-agriculture
buffers
• Community separators
• Rangelands
• Outdoor
recreation/education
• Historic sites

Valley grasslands
(non vernal pool)

Preservation / Landscape
Enhancement (Valley)

• Area of interconnected habitat
/ level of fragmentation
• Natural condition / extent of
disturbance *
• Landuse compatibility within
surrounding area (more
natural, less urban)

• Urban-agriculture
buffers
• Community separators
• Rangelands
• Outdoor
recreation/education
• Historic sites

Biological
Variable
• Urban-agriculture
buffers
• Community separators
• Rangelands
• Outdoor
recreation/education
• Historic sites
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Open Space
Resource Types

Action **

Conservation
Scale

Valley
riparian/aquatic

Enhancement Watershed

• Presence of reoccurring
anadromous fish populations
• Natural (non-urban) condition
of surrounding sub-watershed
• Natural (non-cultivated and
non-urban) conditions within
100-200ft of centerline
• Gap in canopy connectivity
(no woody or emergent
vegetation)

Preservation

• Area and structural complexity See previous
of riparian vegetation
• Urban encroachment potential

Foothill
riparian/aquatic

Valley
riparian/aquatic

Watershed

Foothill
riparian/aquatic
Valley wetlands

Enhancement Landscape
/ Creation
(Valley)

Valley wetlands

Preservation

Oak woodland
(Blue Oak / Live
Oak)

Preservation / Landscape
Programs
(Foothills)

Chaparral
Preservation
&
Montane hardwoods
(Black Oak / Live
Oak)
&
West slope conifers

Site

Landscape
(Sierra
Nevada)

Primary Resource Criteria

• Hydric soils
• Proximity to other wetlands,
flooded agriculture

See site criteria for biological
resources
• Area of interconnected habitat
/ level of fragmentation
• Age structure
• Presence of riparian corridor
• Level of human disturbance *
• Road density
• Landuse and parcel sizes
within surrounding area

Compatible Secondary
Resources
• Urban-agriculture
buffers
• Community separators
• Rangelands
• Intensive Agriculture
• Floodplains
• Historic sites
• Outdoor
recreation/education

• Urban-agriculture
buffers
• Community separators
• Rangelands
• Intensive Agriculture
• Floodplains
See previous
• Urban-agriculture
buffers
• Community separators
• Rangelands
• Outdoor
recreation/education
• High fire risk areas

• Area of interconnected habitat • Historic resources
/ level of fragmentation *
• High fire risk areas
• Age structure
• Outdoor
• Level of human disturbance *
recreation/education
• Road density
• Landuse and parcel sizes
within surrounding area
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Open Space
Resource Types

Action **

Conservation
Scale

Primary Resource Criteria

Compatible Secondary
Resources

Major rivers

Preservation / Watershed
Enhancement

• Natural (non-urban) condition • Historic resources
of surrounding sub-watershed • Outdoor
• Upstream position
recreation/education

Sagebrush / east
slope conifers

Preservation

Landscape

• Area of interconnected habitat
/ level of fragmentation
• Extent of human disturbance *
• Road density
• Landuse and parcel sizes
within surrounding area

Montane riparian

Preservation

Watershed

• Area and structural complexity • Outdoor
of riparian vegetation
recreation/education
• Natural (non-urban) condition
of surrounding sub-watershed
• Presence of reoccurring
anadromous fish populations *

Wet meadow

Preservation

Site

See site criteria for biological
resources

• Outdoor
recreation/education

Creation

Site

See site criteria for outdoor
recreation

• All biological
resources

• Historic resources
• Outdoor
recreation/education
• High fire risk areas
• Community separators

Outdoor
Recreation
Environmental
education

Passive recreation in Creation
valley/foothill region
(hiking, biking,
horseback riding)

Landscape

• Proximity to urban population
*
• Accessibility *
• Topographic diversity
• Scenic quality *

• Urban-agriculture
buffers
• Community separators
• Valley/foothill riparian
• Grasslands
• Floodplains

Back-country
passive recreation

Creation

Landscape

• Gaps in existing trail network
or trail segments without
formal public access *
• Access points without
developed trailheads *

• High fire hazard areas
• Sage brush / east slope
conifers
• West slope conifers
• Montane riparian
• Wet meadows
• Historic sites

River and lake
recreation (boating,
rafting, swimming)

Programs

Watershed

N/A

Preservation

Site

See site criteria for cultural
resources

Native American
Preservation
artifacts, petroglyphs
and paleontological
sites

Site

See site criteria for cultural
resources

Cultural Resources
Historic landmarks,
buildings and roads
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Open Space
Resource Types

Action **

Conservation
Scale

Primary Resource Criteria

Scenic transportation Preservation
corridors

Site

N/A (Secondary Resource)

Scenic vista points

Preservation

Site

N/A (Secondary Resource)

Community
separators /
greenbelts

Preservation

Landscape

N/A (Secondary Resource)

Buffers between
agricultural and
urban activities

Preservation

Landscape

N/A (Secondary Resource)

Floodplains

Preservation

Watershed

N/A (Secondary Resource)

High fire hazard
areas

Preservation

Landscape

N/A (Secondary Resource)

Avalanche zones

Preservation

Site

N/A (Secondary Resource)

Compatible Secondary
Resources

Scenic Resources /
Urban Separators

Public Safety

*** Preservation, Enhancement and Creation are acquisition/easement-oriented. Programs indicate nonacquisition-oriented conservation strategies.
** Scenic resources are generally compatible with all other resource types
* Data not currently available
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Table 2. Site-specific Criteria by Resource Element*
Site must possess at least one of the
following primary resource criteria:
Biological resources
• Field-verified high priority resource
values, as determined by GIS analysis
(see Table 1)
• Known populations of special status
species present
• High quality habitat for special status
species present (as determined by
biological experts)
• Particularly high species diversity (as
determined by biological experts)
• Presence of unique and/or undisturbed
vegetation communities (e.g., native
grasslands, old growth tree stands)
• Presence of unique and/or undisturbed
geophysical characteristics (e.g.,
serpentine soils)
• Presence of unique and/or undisturbed
aquatic habitats (wetlands, seeps,
springs, ephemeral creeks)
Agricultural Resources
• Field-verified high priority resource
values, as determined by GIS analysis
(see Table 1)
• Irrigation water available on-site
• Particularly deep or fertile soil
conditions (as determined by
agricultural experts)
• Particularly high productivity /
economic value
• High value waterfowl habitat (rice
fields)
Recreational Resources:
• Opportunity to connect existing trails,
thereby providing recreational greater
recreational access
• Presence of existing informal trails
• Presence of unique scenic vistas

…or two of the following
secondary resource criteria:

…and must meet all of the
following constraints:

•

Presence of historical
structures/artifacts
High scenic value
Presence of recreational
trails (or potential to
develop)
Part of property in
agricultural production
Within floodplain, high fire
hazard or avalanche zone
Imminent threat to resources

•

Presence of historical
structures/artifacts
Particularly high scenic
value
Imminent threat to resources
High biological resource
values (see primary
biological resources criteria)

•

Particularly high scenic
value
Presence of recreational
trails (or potential to
develop)
Part of property in
agricultural production

•

•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

•
•
•

•

•

•

•
•

Compatible surrounding
land uses
Not already protected in
perpetuity

Compatible surrounding
land uses
Not already protected in
perpetuity

Compatible surrounding
land uses
No other
agencies/organizations with
available resources to
develop
No particularly sensitive
habitats/species present, or
ability to avoid impacts
Publicly accessible with
potential available parking
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Site must possess at least one of the
following primary resource criteria:
Cultural Resources:
• Presence of historical structures or
landmarks (especially State, Federal or
County listed sites)
• Presence of Native American artifacts
• Presence of petroglyphs

…or two of the following
secondary resource criteria:

…and must meet all of the
following constraints:

•
•

Imminent threat to resources
Resources in a state of
disrepair (with potential to
restore)
Particularly high scenic
value
Presence of recreational
trails (or potential to
develop)
Part of property in
agricultural production
High biological resource
values (see primary
biological resources criteria)

•

Presence of recreational
trails (or potential to
develop)
Part of property in
agricultural production
Imminent threat to resources
High public accessibility
(via roads or trails)
High biological resource
values (see primary
biological resources criteria)

•

Particularly high scenic
value
Presence of recreational
trails (or potential to
develop)
Part of property in
agricultural production
High biological resource
values (see primary
biological resources criteria)

•

•
•
•
•

Scenic Resources / Urban Separators:
• Unique scenic vista
• Unique scenic transportation corridor
• High conflict between agricultural and
urban landuse

•
•
•
•
•

Public Safety Resources:
• Extreme public safety hazard

•
•
•
•

•

•

Existing protection limited
or lacking
No other
agencies/organizations with
available resources to
protect

Not already protected in
perpetuity
No other
agencies/organizations with
available resources to
protect

No other
agencies/organizations with
available resources to
protect

* Table does not include geographic criteria, which are analyzed at an earlier phase of property evaluation. The
criteria listed will be evaluated in conjunction with the cost of the property’s encumbrance, and the terms of the
easements, if applicable.
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Open Space Resource History /Condition
Types

Trend

Private

Rarity

Multiple

Potential

Potential

Priority

Average

(1=Increasing,

Ownership

(4=0-1%,

other Programs

Sensitive

Objectives

Multiple

Multiple

(Sum of

Priority

2=Stable,

(1=0-25%,

3=1-5%,

(1=High/Effective,

Species

Score

Objectives

Objectives

3=Decreasing,

2=25-50%,

2=5-10%,

2=High/Ineffective,

(1=Low,

(1=Low,

(Biological)

(Other)

4=Decreasing

3=50-75%,

1=10+%)

3=Some, 4=None)

4=High)

4=High)

Rapidly)

4=75-100%)

4

4

4

3

2

2

B4, B5

D1, E1, E3, F1

19

3.2

2

4

4

3

1

2

B6

D1, E1, E2, E3

16

2.7

4

4

2

3

3

4

B1, B3, B4, B5

C2, C3, D1, D2,

20

3.3

17

2.8

Protection through Number of

columns 4- (divided by 6
10)

for Ag/Bio, 5
for rest)

Agriculture
A1

A2

Valley intensive

Reduced in extent,

agriculture (rice, row

constrained by water

crops, orchards)

cost and availability

Foothill intensive

Highly reduced in

agriculture (orchards,

extent, small parcels

specialty crops)
A3

Valley rangelands

Reduced in extent,

E1,E2, E3, E4,

affected by urban

F1

activities
A4

Foothill rangelands

Reduced in extent,

2

4

2

3

2

4

B6, B7, B8

E1,E2, E3, E4,

affected by urban

F2

activities
A5

Western Sierra timber

Stabilized, yet

operations

economic

C2, C3, D1, D2,

2

2

1

3

3

2

B12, B13

C3, D1, D2, F2

13

2.2

4

4

3

2

4

4

B3, B4, B5

A3, C1, C2, D2,

21

3.5

21

3.5

19

3.2

20

3.3

20

3.3

fluctuations affect
income
Biological
B1

Hardpan vernal pool

Fragmented, reduced

grasslands

in extent, often

D3, E1, E3, E4

disced or disturbed
B2

B3

Mehrten vernal pool

Fragmented, highly

grasslands

reduced in extent

Valley grasslands

Fragmented, native

(non vernal pool)

species replaced by

4

4

4

2

4

3

B3, B4

A3, C1, C2, D2,
E1, E3, E4

4

4

2

3

2

4

B1, B2, B4, B5,

A3, C1, C2, D2,

B6, B7

D1, E1, E3, E4

B1, B2, B3, B5

A1, A3, C1, C2,

non-native annual
grasses
B4

Valley riparian/aquatic

Highly reduced in

3

4

3

2

4

4

D2, E3, F1

extent, quality;
sedimentation,
increased flows
B5

Valley wetlands

Highly reduced in
extent

3-38

4

4

4

2

3

3

B1, B3, B4

A1, A3, C1, C2,
F1, D2
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Table 3-5, Prioritization of Resource Types

Open Space Resource History /Condition
Types

B6

Foothill

Reduced in extent,

riparian/aquatic

modified hydrology,

Trend

Private

Rarity

Multiple

Potential

Potential

Priority

Average

(1=Increasing,

Ownership

(4=0-1%,

other Programs

Sensitive

Objectives

Multiple

Multiple

(Sum of

Priority

2=Stable,

(1=0-25%,

3=1-5%,

(1=High/Effective,

Species

Score

Objectives

Objectives

3=Decreasing,

2=25-50%,

2=5-10%,

2=High/Ineffective,

(1=Low,

(1=Low,

(Biological)

(Other)

4=Decreasing

3=50-75%,

1=10+%)

3=Some, 4=None)

4=High)

4=High)

Rapidly)

4=75-100%)

2

4

3

2

4

4

Protection through Number of

columns 4- (divided by 6
10)

for Ag/Bio, 5
for rest)

B7, B8, B9,

A2, A4, C1, C2,

B10, B11

D2, F1

B7, B8, B9,

A4, C1, C2, D1,

B10, B11

D2, E1, E2, F2

B7, B9, B10,

A4, C1, C2, D2,

B11

E1, E2, F2

B7, B8, B10,

C1, C2, D2, E1,

B11

E2, F2

B7, B8, B9,

A5, C3, D2, E1,

B11, B12

E2 F2

19

3.2

19

3.2

16

2.7

16

2.7

19

3.2

14

2.3

15

2.5

21

3.5

increased surface
runoff
B7

Blue oak woodland /

Fragmented in areas,

savannah

second growth, low

3

4

2

4

2

4

recruitment
B8

Interior/canyon live oak Somewhat

2

2

2

4

2

4

fragmented
B9
B10

Chamise chaparral
Black oak

Fairly intact
Old-growth reduced

2
3

2
3

3
3

4
3

2
3

3
4

in extent by logging
B11

B12

Major rivers (Bear and

Dammed along lower

American)

reaches

West slope conifers

Old-growth reduced in

2

1

4

3

2

2

D2, E2, F1
2

2

1

3

3

4

extent by logging
B13
B14
B15

Sagebrush / east

Encroached upon by

slope conifers

development

Montane

Impacted by logging

riparian/aquatic

activities

Montane wet

Impacted by logging

meadows

activities,

C3, C4, A4, D1,

B10, B12, B14, A5, C3, D2, E1,
B17, B18

3
3

4
2

4
4

4
2

3
4

3
2

E2, F2, F3

B12, B14, B15, C3, D2, E1, E2,
B16

E3, F2

B12, B13, B15,

C3, D2, F1

17

2.8

C3, D2, E2, F1

18

3.0

C3, C4, D1, D2,

15

2.5

14

2.8

18

3.6

B16
2

3

4

2

4

3

B12, B13, B15,
B16

encroached upon by
development
B16

Lake Tahoe

Continued

3

1

4

2

2

3

eutrophication

E1, E2, F1, F3

Outdoor Recreation
C1
C2

Environmental

Current opportunities

education

few but increasing

Passive recreation in

Space decreasing

valley/foothill region

while demand

(hiking, biking,

increasing

1
3

2
4

4
4

3
3

N/A
N/A

4
4

B1, B2, B3, B4, C2, D1, D2, E3,
B5, B6, B7

E4, F1

B1, B2, B3, B4,

C1, D1, D2, E1,

B5, B6, B7, B8,

E2, E3, E4

B9, B10, B11

horseback riding)
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Open Space Resource History /Condition
Types

C3

Back-country passive

Demand increasing

Trend

Private

Rarity

Multiple

Potential

Potential

Priority

Average

(1=Increasing,

Ownership

(4=0-1%,

other Programs

Sensitive

Objectives

Multiple

Multiple

(Sum of

Priority

2=Stable,

(1=0-25%,

3=1-5%,

(1=High/Effective,

Species

Score

Objectives

Objectives

3=Decreasing,

2=25-50%,

2=5-10%,

2=High/Ineffective,

(1=Low,

(1=Low,

(Biological)

(Other)

4=Decreasing

3=50-75%,

1=10+%)

3=Some, 4=None)

4=High)

4=High)

Rapidly)

4=75-100%)

3

2

2

2

N/A

3

Protection through Number of

recreation
C4

columns 4- (divided by 6
10)

for Ag/Bio, 5
for rest)

B11, B12, B13,

D1, D2, E2, F2

12

2.4

B14, B15, B16
Demand increasing

3

1

2

2

N/A

2

B11, B16

D1, D2, E2, F1

10

2.0

Historic landmarks,

Replaced by new

3

3

4

3

N/A

4

B3, B7, B11,

A1, A2, A3, A4,

17

3.4

buildings and roads

development,

B16

A5, C1, C2, C3,

15

3.0

16

3.2

17

3.4

20

4.0

19

3.8

River and lake
recreation (boating,
rafting, swimming)
Cultural Resources

D1

C4, E1, E3, E4,

suffering from lack of

F1, F2

maintenance
D2

Native American

Not well known

3

2

4

2

N/A

4

All

C1, C2, C3, C4,
F1

artifacts, petroglyphs
and paleontological
sites
Scenic Resources /
Urban Separators
E1

Scenic transportation

Encroached upon by

corridors

development

4

2

2

4

N/A

4

All

A1, A2, A3, A4,
A5, C1, C4, D1,
D2, E1, E3, E4,
F2, F3

E2

Scenic vista points

Encroached upon by

3

2

4

4

N/A

4

Most

development

A1, A2, A3, A4,
A5, C1, C2, C3,
D1, D2, E1, E3,
E4, F2

E3

Community separators

Disappearing quickly

4

4

4

4

N/A

4

/ greenbelts

Valley/Foothill

A1, A2, A3, A4,

Regions

C1, C2, D1, D2,
E1, E2, F1

E4

Buffers between
agricultural and urban
activities

Disappearing quickly

4

4

4

3

N/A

4

Valley/Foothill

A1, A2, A3, A4,

Regions

C1, C2, D1, D2,
E1, E2

Public Safety
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F1

Floodplains

Encroached upon,

Trend

Private

Rarity

Multiple

Potential

Potential

Priority

Average

(1=Increasing,

Ownership

(4=0-1%,

other Programs

Sensitive

Objectives

Multiple

Multiple

(Sum of

Priority

2=Stable,

(1=0-25%,

3=1-5%,

(1=High/Effective,

Species

Score

Objectives

Objectives

3=Decreasing,

2=25-50%,

2=5-10%,

2=High/Ineffective,

(1=Low,

(1=Low,

(Biological)

(Other)

4=Decreasing

3=50-75%,

1=10+%)

3=Some, 4=None)

4=High)

4=High)

Rapidly)

4=75-100%)

3

2

N/A

1

3

3

Protection through Number of

columns 4- (divided by 6
10)

for Ag/Bio, 5
for rest)

B4, B5, B6

A1, A3, C1, C2,

12

2.4

A4, A5, C3, C4

12

2.4

E2, F2

7

1.4

D1, D2, E3

though technically
protected
F2

High fire hazard areas

Increased interface

3

2

N/A

2

2

3

B7, B8, B9,
B10, B12, B13

with rural residential
development
F3

Avalanche zones

Increased interface

2

2

N/A

1

1

1

B12

with resort
development
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