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TO:        James L. App, City Manager 

FROM:     Ed Gallagher, Community Development Director 

SUBJECT:    Re-Authorization to Partner on Preparing a Habitat Conservation Plan  

DATE:       September 18, 2012

Needs: For the City Council to re-authorize partnering with the County of San Luis Obispo 
(County) to prepare a multiple species North County Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) 
and direct staff to prepare an updated “Planning Agreement” between the County and 
the City. 

Facts:   1. The northeastern area of the County, including Paso Robles, is host to several 
endangered and protected species. 

2. Property owners and developers are challenged with multi-agency review 
processes and mitigation requirements when trying to develop property. 

3. The review process with State and Federal agencies is lengthy and expensive. 

4. For these reasons, the City and County initiated preparation of a HCP to 
address sensitive species mitigation with the objective of streamlining project 
review processes. 

5. One of the City’s target outcomes is to be a partner in holding an “incidental 
take permit”.  A “take permit” allows for unintended or “incidental” impacts 
from development on protected species without violating the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) and subsequent penalties. 

6. Local development projects could be designed in accordance with the HCP 
strategies to take advantage of the benefits of being covered under a “take 
permit”, thereby avoiding potential legal consequences with the ESA.  Or 
they may take an independent approach and risk conflicts with the ESA and 
legal challenges from their activities. 

7. The conventional State and Federal agency environmental review and 
mitigation process, which is long and arduous, would be streamlined with an 
adopted HCP in place. 

8. The City and County first started work towards preparation of an HCP in 2008. 
On August 21, re-authorization was required to re-start the cooperative effort. 

9. At the request of a County resident, the re-authorization request was pulled 
from the Consent Agenda.  The Council requested it be placed on a future 
agenda to allow for additional consideration. 
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  10. Staff met with the County resident (Hank Hohenstein) referenced above.  His 
concerns center around potential implications on property values, infringement 
of property rights, and costs associated with implementation.  (Please see 
attached letter – Exhibit 1.) These issues are analyzed below. 

  11. In order to re-start this project a new Planning Agreement between the County 
and the City needs to be approved and executed. A draft Planning Agreement 
is included for consideration (Exhibit 2). 

Analysis and 
Conclusion  As noted in the prior staff report (Exhibit 3), the City began partnering with the County 

on this project in 2008.  Although funding for preparation of the Plan is from Federal 
resources through the US Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS), the State Department of Fish 
and Game (DFG) is responsible for coordinating and managing HCP program funding 
with local agencies.  There were staffing disruptions at the State level, thus this project 
was delayed in 2010.  

The County recently received additional grant funding, which was approved by the 
County Board of Supervisors, with support from District 1 Supervisor Frank Mecham.  
State coordination has been remedied and there are no barriers to continue this project. 
However, part of the administrative requirements for City participation is to formally 
re-authorize participation in the project by approving a Planning Agreement. 

As a refresher, participation in the HCP by property owners will be voluntary.  Property 
owners may opt in or out of the Plan at will.  For development purposes, one of the 
benefits of participating in an HCP is that it will provide for a streamlined 
environmental review process with greater predictability on mitigation measures for 
properties that have protected species and/or habitat.  The Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), which requires protection of certain species and/or mitigation if they impacted, 
will continue to apply to property whether or not it is covered under an HCP.   

One of the objectives for the City and the County of preparing this Plan is to get an 
approved “Incidental Take” permit from the FWS and DFG agencies.  A “take” permit
is required if protected species are harmed. “Take” permits are typically granted in 
exchange for conservation benefits anticipated from implementation of strategies and 
measures included in the Plan.  The City and County are collaborating with the 
agencies to ensure that the strategies included in the plan are structured so that a “take” 
permit will be issued upon adoption of the plan. 

Concerns expressed by Hank Hohenstein relate to potential consequences of adopting 
an HCP.  He cites concern that implementation of an HCP could impact the ability of 
property owners to live in a rural setting.  This is unfounded since living in the country 
does not require a discretionary permit.  The Plan would not change what people could 
do with their land as it will not change zoning or existing development rights.  Mr. 
Hohenstein notes concern with property values and the opportunity of home ownership.
Again, since this program would not alter existing use of property and participation in 
the program is voluntary, it would have no impact on the ability for people to own 
homes. 
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Should property owners seek discretionary permits for projects such as a new 
subdivision or wine production facility, there may be a benefit to property values if 
properties are covered under an HCP, since there would be clear information on 
mitigation requirements (no negotiation required) and a shorter review process with the 
FWS and DFG agencies.  If properties are not covered under an HCP and a project 
(that requires discretionary review) would impact protected species, the property owner 
would be required to stop their review process and prepare their own HCP, which is 
costly and time consuming. 

The funds for this project have already been awarded from FWS.  The project is not 
funded by the City or the County.  Land conservation banks, if/when required, would 
be established voluntarily by those property owners interested in saving property taxes 
in exchange for implementing conservation strategies in the plan.  Development 
mitigation fees would fund the land banks. While a few properties might benefit from 
reduced tax rates through establishment of mitigation land banks, the majority of 
conservation will be achieved through voluntary compliance with land stewardship 
measures in the Plan.  Therefore, it is not anticipated that a significant amount of land 
will be placed in land banks and/or that local government would experience significant 
revenue loss. 

Potential environmental impacts that may result from implementation of the HCP will 
be evaluated in an environmental impact report to be prepared prior to adoption of the 
Plan. 

The Draft Planning Agreement includes a list of project-related definitions, however 
additional definitions for commonly used terms related to the status of species are 
provided in Exhibit 4.

Policy 
Reference: 2003 General Plan Update, 2006 Economic Strategy  

  
Fiscal Impact: None.   

Options: a) For the City Council to re-authorize participation in this project, and direct staff 
to prepare and execute a Planning Agreement with the County of San Luis 
Obispo to develop a North County Habitat Conservation Plan. 

b) Amend, modify, or reject the forgoing options. 

Exhibits: 

1. Letter from Hank Hohenstein 
2. City Council Staff Report, August 21, 2012
3. Draft Planning Agreement 
4. HCP Terminology  
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TO:        James L. App, City Manager 

FROM:     Ed Gallagher, Community Development Director 

SUBJECT:    Re-Authorization to Partner on Preparing a Habitat Conservation Plan  

DATE:       August 21, 2012 

Needs: For the City Council to re-authorize partnering with the County of San Luis Obispo 
(County) to prepare a multiple species North County Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) 
and direct staff to prepare an updated  “Planning Agreement” between the County and 
the City. 

Facts:   1. In September 2008, the City Council authorized City participation with the 
County to prepare a regional HCP for protection of endangered biological 
species. 

   2. The City and County began work on this project in 2009, including establishment 
of a project “stakeholders” committee and conducted a few public workshops.  
Unfortunately, funding disruptions at the State and Federal levels put the project 
“on hold” in 2010.

   3. Additional funding has been secured through the US Fish and Wildlife Service 
(FWS) to complete a draft HCP. 

   4. In order to re-start this project a new Planning Agreement between the County 
and the City needs to be approved and executed.  The County Board of 
Supervisors will be considering approval of a new Planning Agreement in 
September 2012. 

 5. A draft Planning Agreement for consideration is included in Exhibit 1. 

Analysis 
and
Conclusion  Implementing an HCP is a common method to comply with the federal and state 

Endangered Species Acts (FESA or CESA) to address development impacts to 
endangered species, and is the preferred method of Responsible Agencies (e.g., California 
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) and US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)). 

 As noted in 2009, the County is moving forward with this plan, and it would be 
advantageous for the City to participate in the preparation of this plan since it will result in 
benefits for development process streamlining, and it may affect environmental 
compliance on development in the future.  The project is fully funded by the FWS, 
including costs for special independent scientific input.  This input is similar to a peer 
review process and is intended to review the methods and criteria used in formulating this 
Plan. 

 While this project is funded by the FWS, both CDFG & FWS are involved with the 
project since some of the protected species are included on the federal list of endangered 
species, on the state’s list, or both.  A project that would impact species on either of these 
lists would need to obtain permit approval from the respective agency.  Permit approval is 
only granted if there is an adopted HCP in place.  If there are species that are anticipated 
to be added to the list of protected species during the course of preparing the HCP, the 
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HCP can be designed to recognize this and include species that are foreseeably going to be 
listed as endangered, and extend coverage to these species without having to update or 
amend the plan in the future.   

 An exhibit of the draft planning area boundary is provided in Exhibit A of the draft 
Planning Agreement.  The planning area is roughly the same area as the San Joaquin Kit 
Fox range, which is constrained by topographic criteria and hosts multiple endangered 
species in the same area.  A preliminary draft list of species to include in the Plan has also 
been prepared.  This is provided in Exhibit B of the Agreement. 

 Brief “Frequently Asked Questions” (FAQs Sheets) have been prepared by the project 
consultants in collaboration with SLO County and the City to answer common questions 
about the usefulness of this type of plan and how it may affect activities covered in the 
plan.  The FAQ sheets are included in Exhibit 2.  They are also available for review on the 
City’s website. 

 The Steering Committee, composed of SLO County and City staff, selected a 
“Stakeholders” committee of individuals and/or entities that might be directly affected by 
the project to provide input on the Plan, such as helping to identify the species they think 
are important to cover in the Plan, and the activities that should be included.  Preparation 
of a formal draft list of activities to cover in the Plan is the next step in the planning 
process.  If it appears that there are activities that would be appropriate to cover in the 
Plan but that need to go forward prior to its adoption, the HCP could build those 
“interim” activities into the Plan so that the proposed project need not prepare a “project 
specific” HCP concurrently. 

 The Draft Planning Agreement includes a list of project-related definitions, however 
additional definitions for commonly used terms related to the status of species are 
provided in Exhibit 3.

Policy
Reference: 2003 General Plan Update, 2006 Economic Strategy  
   
Fiscal Impact: None.        

Options: a) For the City Council to re-authorize participation in this project, and direct staff to 
prepare and execute a Planning Agreement with the County of San Luis Obispo to 
develop a North County Habitat Conservation Plan. 

 b) Amend, modify, or reject the forgoing options. 

Exhibits:

1. Draft Planning Agreement 
2. Project “FAQs” 
3. Definitions – Species Status Terms 
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Planning Agreement 

by and among 

County of San Luis Obispo, City of Paso Robles, the 
California Department of Fish and Game, and the United 

States Fish and Wildlife Service  

regarding the 

North San Luis Obispo County 
Habitat Conservation Plan and  

Natural Community Conservation Plan 

Draft 
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North San Luis Obispo County HCP/NCCP 
Planning Agreement 

This agreement regarding the planning and preparation of the North San Luis Obispo 
County Habitat Conservation Plan and Natural Community Conservation Plan 
(“Planning Agreement”) is entered into as of the Effective Date by and among the 
County of San Luis Obispo (the “County”), the City of Paso Robles (the “City”), the 
California Department of Fish and Game (“DFG”), and the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service (“USFWS”). These entities are referred to collectively as “Parties” and 
each individually as a “Party.”  The DFG and USFWS are referred to collectively as 
“Wildlife Agencies.” 

1. Definitions 

Terms that are defined in Fish and Game Code section 2805 have the same meaning 
when used in this Planning Agreement.  In addition, the following terms used in this 
Planning Agreement will have the meanings set forth below.   

1.1 “Anti-Deficiency Act” means title 31 of the United States Code section
1341.

1.2 “Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act” means the act prohibiting the 
taking or possession of and commerce in bald and golden eagles, title 16 of the 
United States Code section 668-668d. 

1.3 “Biological Assessment” or “BA” means the information prepared by or 
under the direction of a Federal Action Agency for the purpose of identifying the 
potential effects of the agency action within the Planning Area on species which 
are listed or proposed to be listed and critical habitat which has been designated 
or proposed, and submitted to the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
(“USFWS”) pursuant to section 7(c)(1) of FESA. 

1.4 “CEQA” means the California Environmental Quality Act, Public 
Resources Code, section 21000, et seq.

1.5 “CESA” means the California Endangered Species Act, California Fish 
and Game Code, section 2050, et seq.

1.6 “City” means the governments of the City of Paso Robles 

1.7 “Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund” means the funding 
available through the USFWS from the Endangered Species Act, AKA Section 6 
Non-traditional grants program. 

1.8 “Corps” means the United States Army Corps of Engineers.

1.9 “County” means the government of the County of San Luis Obispo 
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1.10 “Covered Activities” means the activities that will be addressed in the Plan 
and for which the Local Agencies will seek an NCCP permit pursuant to 
California Fish and Game Code, section 2835 and an incidental take permit 
pursuant to section 10 of FESA. 

1.11 “Covered Species” means those species, both listed and non-listed, 
conserved and managed under an approved Plan that may be authorized for 
take under state and/or federal law. 

1.12 “DFG” means the California Department of Fish and Game, a state 
agency formed pursuant to California Fish and Game Code section 700. 

1.13 “Effective Date” means the date on which this Planning Agreement is fully 
executed by DFG, USFWS and the Local Agencies. 

1.14 “Federal Action Agency” means a federal agency that authorizes, funds, or 
carries out actions that may require consultation with USFWS pursuant to FESA 
section 7(a)(2). 

1.15 “FESA” means the federal Endangered Species Act, 16 United States 
Code Section 1530, et seq.

1.16 “Habitat Conservation Plan” or “HCP” means a conservation plan 
prepared pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(B) of FESA.  

1.17 “HCP/NCCP” means the joint North San Luis Obispo County habitat 
conservation plan and natural community conservation plan also referred to as 
the “Plan.”

1.18 “Implementing Agreement” or “IA” means the agreement required 
pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 2820, subdivision (b) and authorized 
under title 14 of the United States Code section 1539 (a)(2)(B) which defines the 
terms for implementing the Plan. 

1.19 “Independent Science Advisors” or “ISA” means a body consisting of 
scientists convened by the Local Agencies to provide independent scientific input 
and analysis to assist in the preparation of the Plan. 

1.20 “Listed Species” means those species designated as candidate, 
threatened or endangered pursuant to CESA and/or listed as threatened or 
endangered under FESA.  

1.21 “Local Agencies” and “Local Agency” mean, individually or collectively, the 
County of San Luis Obispo and the City of Paso Robles. 

1.22 “Natural Community Conservation Plan” or “NCCP” means a conservation 
plan created to meet the requirements of Fish and Game Code, Section 2801, et
seq.
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1.23 “Natural Community Conservation Planning Act” or “NCCPA” means Fish 
and Game Code, section 2801, et seq.

1.24 “NEPA” means the National Environmental Policy Act, title 42 of the 
United States Code section 4321, et seq.

1.25 “Planning Area” means the geographic area proposed to be addressed in
the Plan as described in Exhibit A. 

1.26 “Reportable Interim Project” means (1) general plan amendments, specific 
plans or community plans, annexations, and rezoning actions that allow 
development and construction activities or other projects or activities that require 
discretionary approvals from the Local Agencies that (2) are proposed prior to 
adoption of the Plan, and that (3) have the potential to adversely impact the 
proposed Covered Species and natural communities within the Planning Area.  
“Reportable Interim Project” does not include any of these activities for which an 
application has been approved or deemed complete by a Local Agency prior to 
the Effective Date of this Agreement. 

1.27 “Stakeholder Committee” means a committee assembled by the Steering 
Committee that will be comprised of representatives of HCP/NCCP stakeholder 
interests and is intended to represent a diverse cross-section of the interests and 
views of the community, including representatives of landowners, growers, 
ranchers, developers and conservationists. 

1.28 “Steering Committee” means a committee comprised of representatives 
from Local Agencies receiving permits from Wildlife Agencies upon completion of 
an approved HCP/NCCP which serves in an administrative capacity on behalf of 
the Local Agencies and is responsible for the preparation of the Plan. 

1.29 “Take” or “Taking” refers to those terms as defined in the ESA and CESA.

1.30 “Technical Subcommittee” means a subcommittee established, as 
needed, by the Steering Committee to focus on development of specific aspects 
of the HCP/NCCP. 

1.31 “USFWS” means the United States Fish and Wildlife Service, a federal 
agency of the United States Department of the Interior. 

1.32 “Wildlife Agencies” means, collectively, the California Department of Fish 
and Game and the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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2. Background 

2.1 Natural Community Conservation Planning Act 
The NCCPA was enacted to encourage broad-based planning to provide for 
effective protection and conservation of the state’s wildlife resources while 
continuing to allow appropriate development and growth.  The purpose of natural 
community conservation planning is to provide for the conservation of biological 
diversity by protecting biological communities at the ecosystem and landscape 
scale.  Conservation of biological diversity includes protecting sensitive and more 
common species, natural communities, and the ecological processes necessary 
to sustain the ecosystem over time.  An NCCP identifies and provides for the 
measures necessary to conserve and manage natural biological diversity within 
the Planning Area, while allowing compatible and appropriate economic 
development, growth, and other human uses. 

2.2 Purposes of NCCP Planning Agreements 
The purposes of NCCP Planning Agreements are to: 

Define the Parties’ goals and commitments with regard to development of 
the North San Luis Obispo County HCP/NCCP; 

 Define the initial geographic scope of the Planning Area; 
 Identify a preliminary list of natural communities and species known or 

reasonably expected to be found in those communities that are intended 
to be the initial focus of the North San Luis Obispo County HCP/NCCP; 

 Identify preliminary conservation objectives for the Planning Area; 
 Establish a process for the inclusion of independent scientific input into the 

planning process; 
 Ensure coordination among the Wildlife Agencies, particularly with respect 

to FESA; 
 Establish a process to review Reportable Interim Projects within the 

Planning Area that will help achieve the preliminary conservation 
objectives and maintain viable conservation opportunities and alternatives 
for the Plan; and 

 Ensure public participation and outreach throughout the planning process. 

2.3 Compliance with CESA and FESA   
The Planning Area contains valuable biological resources, including native 
species of wildlife and their habitat.  Among the species within the Planning Area 
are certain species that are protected, or may be protected in the future, under 
CESA and/or FESA.  The Parties intend for the Plan to satisfy the requirements 
for an HCP under section 10(a)(1)(B) of FESA, and an NCCP under the NCCPA, 
and to serve as the basis for take authorizations under both Acts. 

Section 2835 of the Fish and Game Code provides that after the approval of an 
NCCP, DFG may permit the taking of any covered species, listed or non-listed, 
whose conservation and management is provided for in the NCCP.  Take of 
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state-listed species may be authorized pursuant to CESA during development of 
the Plan. 

FESA provides that after the approval of an HCP, USFWS may permit the taking 
of wildlife species covered in the HCP if the HCP and permit application meet the 
requirements of section 10(a)(2)(A) and (B) of FESA.  Take authorization for 
federally listed wildlife species covered in the HCP shall generally be effective 
upon approval of the HCP and issuance of an incidental take permit.  Take 
authorization for non-listed wildlife species covered in the HCP becomes 
effective if and when the species is listed pursuant to FESA.  Take authorization 
during plan preparation for wildlife species listed pursuant to FESA may be 
provided pursuant to individual permits issued pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(B), or 
consultations under section 7 of FESA.   

The Parties also intend that the Plan will serve as a Biological Assessment that 
provides the basis for consultations between the Corps and the USFWS under 
section 7(a)(2) of FESA to support the issuance of take authorizations for 
Covered Activities.  The Parties acknowledge that the Plan may be used to 
address compliance with other applicable federal and State statutes.   

For actions authorized, funded or carried out by a Federal Action Agency, take of 
listed species may be authorized under section 7 of FESA based on a biological 
opinion prepared by the USFWS.   

2.4 Section 7 of FESA 
To the extent allowed under law, the Parties intend that the mitigation and 
minimization measures included in the Plan, approved by the USFWS and 
included as a condition of federal incidental take permits to the Local Agencies, 
will be incorporated into future Section 7 consultations between the USFWS and 
the United States Army Corps of Engineers, the United States Bureau of Land
Management, or other applicable federal agencies regarding Covered Activities 
that may adversely affect Covered Species or their habitat. 

2.5 Other Fish and Wildlife Protection Laws.   
Based on the Plan, the Local Agencies may seek approval or authorization under 
other State and federal fish and wildlife protection laws, including, but not 
necessarily limited to, the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, the Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act, and various provisions of the California Water Code and Fish and 
Game Code.  The Parties agree to collaborate to explore the feasibility of 
developing the Plan to serve as the means by which Covered Activities may 
comply with these additional laws.  

2.6 Concurrent Planning for Wetlands and Waters of the United States 
The Local Agencies intend to address impacts to wetlands and waters of the 
United States and changes to the bed, bank or channel of rivers, streams and 
lakes resulting from Covered Activities in the Planning Area.  Based on the Plan, 
the Local Agencies may seek future programmatic permits or authorizations 

9-18-12 CC Agenda Item 15  Page 16 of 35



DRAFT 

yyyyyyyy A-6

under the Clean Water Act and section 1601 (or section 1603) of the Fish and 
Game Code as necessary for Covered Activities.  The Parties agree to work 
together to explore the feasibility of undertaking concurrent but separate planning 
regarding these permits. However, such programmatic permits or authorizations 
are not necessary for approval of the Plan or for issuances of take permits. 

2.7 Assurances 

2.7.1 Regulatory Assurances Under FESA 
Upon approval of the Plan and issuance of incidental take permits for Covered 
Activities, USFWS will provide assurances that neither the USFWS will require 
the commitment of additional land, water, or financial compensation or additional 
restrictions on the use of land, water, or other natural resources beyond the level 
otherwise agreed upon for Covered Species, without the consent of the affected 
Local Agencies, in accordance with 50 C.F.R. section 17.22(b)(5), section 
17.32(b)(5), and section 222.307(g).   

2.7.2 Regulatory Assurances Under NCCPA 
The Parties anticipate that if the Plan meets the criteria for an NCCP permit 
under section 2835 of the Fish and Game Code, DFG will provide assurances 
consistent with its statutory authority upon approval of the Plan and issuance of 
NCCP permits to the Local Agencies. Under section 2820 subdivision (f) of the 
Fish and Game Code, DFG may provide assurances for plan participants 
commensurate with the level of long-term conservation and associated 
implementation measures provided in the Plan.  In order to ensure that state 
regulatory assurances are legally binding, such provisions will be included in an 
Implementing Agreement. 

3. Planning Goals
The planning goals include the following: 

 Provide for the conservation and management of Covered Species within 
the Plan Area; 

 Preserve aquatic and terrestrial resources through conservation 
partnerships with the Local Agencies; 

 Allow for appropriate and compatible growth and development that is 
consistent with applicable laws; 

 Balance open space, habitat, agriculture and urban development;  
 Protect the rights of property owners; 
 Provide a means to implement Covered Activities in a manner that 

complies with applicable State and Federal fish and wildlife protection 
laws, including CESA and FESA, and other environmental laws, including 
CEQA and NEPA; 

 Provide a basis for permits necessary to lawfully take Covered Species; 
 Provide a comprehensive means to coordinate and standardize mitigation 

and compensation requirements of FESA, CEQA, NEPA, and NCCPA 
within the Planning Area;  
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 Provide a less costly, equitable, more efficient project review process 
which results in greater conservation values than project-by-project, 
species-by-species review; and  

 Comply with the FESA. 

The Plan’s goal to “provide for the conservation and management of Covered 
Species” means that the Plan will ensure the implementation of measures that will 
contribute to the recovery of Covered Species, taking into consideration the scope of 
the Planning Area in relation to the geographic range of the Covered Species, and the 
effect of Covered Activities on these species in relation to other activities not addressed 
by the Plan.  The Parties acknowledge that this planning goal is intended to reflect the 
constraints inherent to the Plan that may limit its capacity to ensure the recovery of 
Covered Species. 

The Parties further recognize that, until conservation strategies are developed for 
the Covered Species and their habitats, and conservation partnerships formed, the cost 
and feasibility of achieving these goals will not be known.  During the development of 
the Plan, the Plan’s goals, preliminary conservation objectives, Covered Species,
Covered Activities, and Planning Area may be modified to ensure that implementation of 
the Plan will be practicable.  The Parties recognize that, regardless of any such 
modifications, the Plan must meet applicable State and federal regulatory requirements 
to support the issuance of permits or authorizations for Covered Activities. 

4. Planning Area and Plan Participants 

4.1 Planning Area  
The geographic area to be addressed in the Plan covers approximately 850,000
acres in northeastern San Luis Obispo County as depicted in Exhibit A.  The
Planning Area includes the valley and foothill areas of inland San Luis Obispo 
County.  The eastern, southern, and portions of the northern boundaries of the 
plan area are formed by the San Luis Obispo County line.  The eastern boundary 
of the Planning Area is formed by the City of Paso Robles boundary in the north 
and extends along the eastern foothills of the La Panza Mountain Range, which 
encompasses the grasslands and transitional oak woodland, chaparral, and 
scrub communities of the inland San Luis Obispo County valley region. The
Planning Area includes the Soda Lake and associated resources of the Carrizo 
Plain and portions of the Cuyama River, Salinas River, Estrella River, and San 
Juan Creek. The Planning Area encompasses the City of Paso Robles. 

4.2 Local Agencies
The Local Agencies are the local sponsors of the Plan.  As part of this planning 
process, the Local Agencies have committed to undertake a collaborative, 
systematic approach to protecting the Planning Area’s ecologically significant 
resources, including candidate, threatened and endangered species and their 
habitats, open space, and working landscapes, and to ensure that the Covered 
Activities comply with applicable federal and state laws.  The Local Agencies will 
manage and coordinate funding for the development of the HCP/NCCP for 
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submission to their respective governing boards ultimately to the USFWS and 
DFG.   

4.3 California Department of Fish and Game 
DFG is the agency of the State of California authorized to act as trustee for 
wildlife (as defined in Fish and Game Code section 1802) for the State on behalf 
of its residents. DFG is authorized to approve NCCPs pursuant to the NCCPA, 
administer and enforce CESA and other provisions of the Fish and Game Code 
and regulations adopted pursuant to the Fish and Game Code, and enter into 
agreements with federal and local governments and other entities for the 
conservation of species and habitats pursuant to CESA and the NCCPA. 

4.4 United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
The USFWS is an agency of the United States Department of the Interior 
authorized by Congress to administer and enforce FESA with respect to 
terrestrial wildlife, certain fish species, insects and plants, and to enter into 
agreements with states, local governments, and other entities to conserve 
threatened, endangered, and other species of concern. The NCCPA and this 
Planning Agreement require coordination with USFWS with respect to FESA. 

5. Preliminary Conservation Objectives 
The preliminary conservation objectives intended to be achieved through the Plan are 
to:  

 Provide for the protection of Covered Species and associated natural 
communities, and ecosystems that occur within the Planning Area; 

 Preserve the diversity of fish, wildlife, plant and animal communities within 
the Planning Area; 

 Minimize and mitigate, as appropriate, the take or loss of proposed 
Covered Species;  

 Identify and designate biologically sensitive habitat areas; 
 Preserve habitat and contribute to the recovery of Covered Species; 
 Reduce the need to list additional species; 
 Set forth species specific goals and objectives; 
 Set forth specific habitat-based goals and objectives expressed in terms of 

amount, quality, and connectivity of habitat; and 
 Implement an adaptive management and monitoring program to respond 

to changing ecological conditions. 

5.1 Conservation Elements 

5.1.1 Ecosystems, Natural Communities, and Species List 
The Plan will employ a strategy that focuses on the conservation of ecosystems, 
natural communities, and ecological processes in the Planning Area.  In addition, 
the Plan will employ species-specific take minimization, mitigation, conservation 
and management measures where appropriate. 
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A narrative description of natural communities and a preliminary list of the 
endangered, threatened, candidate, or other sensitive species known, or 
reasonably expected to be found in the Planning Area, that are intended to be 
the initial focus of the Plan is attached as Exhibit B.1 This list identifies the 
species that the Parties will evaluate for inclusion in the Plan.  Exhibit B is not 
necessarily the Plan’s final Covered Species list. The Parties anticipate that 
species may be added or removed from the list once more is learned about the 
nature of the Covered Activities and the impact of Covered Activities on native 
species within the Planning Area.  The Parties acknowledge that inclusion of a 
particular species as a Covered Species in the Plan will require an individual 
determination by the applicable Wildlife Agency that the Plan adequately 
provides for conservation of the species in accordance with State and/or Federal 
permit issuance requirements. 

5.1.2 Conservation Areas and Viable Habitat Linkages 
The Plan will protect, enhance, or restore habitat throughout the Planning Area 
and provide or enhance habitat linkages, where appropriate within the Planning 
Area.  It will also identify where linkages between the conservation areas and 
important habitat areas outside the Planning Area should occur.  The Plan’s 
conservation strategy will address a range of environmental gradients and 
ecological functions, and will address appropriate principles of ecosystem 
management, ecosystem restoration and population biology. 

5.1.3 Project Design 
The Plan will ensure that Covered Activities will be appropriately designed to 
avoid and/or minimize and mitigate on-site and off-site impacts to resources. 

6. Preparing the Plan 
The Parties intend that this Planning Agreement will fulfill the NCCPA requirements 
pertaining to planning agreements and will establish a mutually agreeable process for 
preparing the Plan that fulfills the requirements of the NCCPA and FESA. The process 
used to develop the Plan will incorporate independent scientific input and analysis, and 
include extensive public participation with ample opportunity for comment from the 
general public as well as advice solicited by the Local Agencies from key groups of 
stakeholders as described below.  

6.1 Best Available Scientific Information 
The Plan will be based on the best available scientific information, including, but
not limited to: 
 principles of conservation biology, community ecology, landscape ecology, 

individual species’ ecology, and other scientific data and information;
 thorough information about all natural communities and proposed Covered 

Species on lands throughout the Planning Area; and 
 advice from well-qualified, independent scientists. 

                                           
1 Alternatively, we can add the species list in this section and not attach an exhibit. 
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6.2 Data Collection 
The Parties agree that information regarding the subjects briefly described below 
in Section 6.2.1. is important for preparation of the Plan.  The Parties therefore 
agree that data collection for preparation of the Plan should be prioritized to 
develop more complete information on these subjects. Preference should be 
given to collecting data essential to address conservation requirements of natural 
communities and proposed Covered Species.  The science advisory process and 
analysis of existing information may reveal data gaps currently not known that 
are necessary for the full and accurate development of the Plan.  Data needed 
for preparation of the Plan may not be known at this time nor identified herein.  
Therefore, the Parties anticipate that data collection priorities may be adjusted 
from time to time during the planning process.  All data collected for the 
preparation and implementation of the Plan will be made available to the Wildlife 
Agencies and the Local Agencies in hard and digital formats, as requested. 

6.2.1 Types of Data 
Data will be gathered to establish baseline conditions, evaluate impacts of 
Covered Activities on Covered Species, and develop conservation strategies and 
measures for Covered Species.  Data needed to accomplish these tasks may 
include, but will not necessarily be limited to: species life histories, species 
occurrence, population abundance and distribution, population trends, population 
genetics, habitat locations and conditions, hydrologic regime, water quality, 
habitat connectivity, ecological threats and stressors. 

6.3 Independent Scientific Input 
The Local Agencies and DFG intend to include independent scientific input and 
analysis to assist in the preparation of the Plan.  For that purpose, a list of 
potential Independent Science Advisors is being developed by the Steering 
Committee.  The Science Advisors will at a minimum, provide recommendations, 
advice and guidance on: 
 scientifically sound conservation strategies for species and natural 

communities proposed to be covered by the Plan;  
 reserve design principles that address the needs of species, landscapes, 

ecosystems, and ecological processes in the planning area proposed to 
be addressed by the Plan;  

 management principles and conservation goals that can be used in 
developing a framework for the monitoring and adaptive management 
component of the plan; and  

 data gaps and uncertainties so that risk factors can be evaluated.   

The ISA will consist of scientists assembled by the Steering Committee, in 
consultation with the Wildlife Agencies, to provide technical expertise on the 
affected taxonomic groups, larger scale ecological processes, principles of 
conservation biology, and conservation and land use planning in practice.  The 
ISA may be asked to provide additional feedback on key issues during 
preparation of the Plan, and may prepare reports regarding specific scientific 
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issues throughout the process, as deemed necessary by the Local Agencies and 
DFG.  

Design and implementation of the science advisory process must be done in a 
coordinated fashion and with the mutual agreement of the Local Agencies and 
DFG. The Local Agencies and DFG will establish a funding source and payment 
procedures.  The independent science advisory process will include the 
development of a detailed scope of work, selection of the ISA chair, gathering of 
input from the selected scientific experts, and production of a report by the 
scientists. In addition, the Local Agencies and DFG will make the report available 
for use by all participants and the public during the planning process. 

6.4 Public Participation 
The Local Agencies will prepare the Plan in an open and transparent process 
with an emphasis on obtaining input from a balanced variety of public and private 
interests including state and local governments, landowners, conservation 
organizations, agricultural commissioners, agricultural organizations, and the 
general public.  The planning process will provide for thorough public review and 
comment, and include a stakeholder group that will review the Plan at every 
stage of development. To assist in the development of the Plan, the Local 
Agencies will form the following ad hoc groups: a Steering Committee and a
Stakeholder Committee.  If determined necessary during the planning process, 
the Steering Committee may form one or more ad hoc Technical Subcommittees.  
The Stakeholder Committee will be open to public participation as set forth below 
in Section 6.4.2. 

6.4.1 Steering Committee 
The Steering Committee will act in an administrative capacity and will be 
responsible for the preparation of the Plan.  Responsibilities of the Steering 
Committee include but are not limited to:

 managing the consultants and working with the consultants to establish 
timelines, work products and outreach processes; 

 reviewing key HCP/NCCP elements (e.g., covered species, Plan Area, 
covered activities, conservation strategy, effects analysis);   

 providing guidance as requested by Technical Subcommittees (see 
below); 

 monitoring HCP/NCCP development budgets; 
 securing grant funding for Plan preparation; 
 providing oversight of HCP/NCCP development; 
 communicating HCP/NCCP progress and issues to the Local Agencies 

and Stakeholder Committee; 
 providing for public participation and outreach; 
 reviewing and formulating responses to recommendations for HCP/NCCP 

development made by DFG, USFWS, NMFS, the ISA and the Stakeholder 
Committee; and
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 reviewing HCP/NCCP scopes of work, budgets, and scope modifications 
of the Consultants. 

Staff from the Wildlife Agencies will work with the Steering Committee to provide 
technical expertise and share information for the development of the Plan.  All 
such meetings shall be open to the public and provide opportunity for public 
comment. 

6.4.2 Stakeholder Committee 
The Stakeholder Committee is responsible for reviewing draft sections of the 
HCP/NCCP (e.g., covered species, Plan Area, covered activities, conservation 
strategy, effects analysis) and providing recommendations for HCP/NCCP 
development to the Steering Committee.  The role of the Committee’s members 
includes representing the interests of their organizations at meetings and 
regularly reporting on development of the Plan to the members of their 
organizations.  The Stakeholder Committee will meet approximately quarterly.  
All such meetings shall be open to the public and provide opportunity for public 
comment. 

The NCCP Act section 2801(j) states that”…[t]he process should encourage the 
active participation and support of landowners and others in the conservation and 
stewardship of natural resources in the plan area during plan development using 
appropriate measures, including incentives.”

6.4.3 Technical Subcommittees 
The Steering Committee may establish one or more technical subcommittees, as 
needed, to focus on development of specific aspects of the HCP/NCCP. 

6.4.4 Outreach 
The Local Agencies, in concert with the Steering Committee, will provide access 
to information for persons interested in the Plan. The Parties expect and intend 
that public outreach regarding preparation of the Plan will be conducted largely 
by and through the Stakeholder Committee meetings. In addition, the governing 
bodies of the Local Agencies will hold public meetings whenever key decisions 
are being considered regarding the preparation of the Plan to allow for public 
comment and questions.  Other outreach efforts will include maintenance of a 
project website, invited presentations to interested organizations and occasional 
public workshops. 

6.4.5 Availability of Public Review Drafts 
The Local Agencies will designate and make available for public review in a 
reasonable and timely manner “public review drafts” of pertinent planning 
documents including, but not limited to, plans, memoranda of understanding, 
maps, conservation guidelines, and species coverage lists. Such documents will 
be made available for review by the Local Agencies at least ten working days 
prior to any public hearing addressing these documents.  In addition, the Local 
Agencies will make available for review all reports and formal memoranda 
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prepared by the Steering Committee. To the extent allowed by State and Federal 
law, this obligation will not apply to all documents drafted during preparation of 
the Plan. However, the Local Agencies will periodically designate various 
pertinent documents drafted during preparation of the Plan as “public review 
drafts”, and will make these documents available for review to the public.  The 
Parties agree that such documents will be available for public review on the 
internet.  Hard copies may be obtained upon payment of a reasonable copying 
charge.   

6.4.6 Public Hearings 
Public hearings regarding development of the Plan will be planned and 
conducted in a manner by each Local Agency, as may be appropriate, that
satisfies the requirements of CEQA, NEPA, and any other applicable state or 
federal laws.  

6.4.7 Public Review and Comment Period Prior to Adoption 
The Local Agencies will make the proposed draft Plan and Implementing 
Agreement available for public review and comment for a minimum of 60 days 
before adoption.  The Local Agencies expect to fulfill this obligation by 
distributing the draft Plan and Implementing Agreement with the draft 
environmental impact report prepared for the Plan pursuant to CEQA and/or the 
draft environmental impact statement prepared for the Plan pursuant to NEPA. 

6.5 Covered Activities 
The Plan will identify and address the Covered Activities carried out by the Local 
Agencies that may result in take of Covered Species within the Planning Area.  
Covered Activities may include: those existing, planned and proposed land uses 
over which the Local Agencies have land use authority; certain agricultural 
activities over which the Local Agencies exercise control for purposes of the 
Plan; habitat restoration and conservation actions; and adaptive habitat 
management and monitoring activities in the Planning Area. The Parties intend 
that the Plan will allow Covered Activities in the Planning Area to be carried out in 
compliance with NCCPA, CESA and FESA.  

6.6 Interim Project Processing 
The Parties recognize that before the Wildlife Agencies approve the Plan, certain 
projects and activities may be proposed within the Planning Area.  The Parties 
agree to the following interim project process to: (1) help ensure that Reportable 
Interim Projects approved or initiated in the Planning Area before completion of 
the Plan are consistent with the preliminary conservation objectives (Section 5) 
and do not compromise successful completion and implementation of the Plan; 
(2) facilitate CEQA, CESA, and FESA compliance for interim projects that require 
such compliance; and (3) ensure that the processing of interim projects is not 
unduly delayed during preparation of the Plan.  DFG and Plan Participants shall 
consider information developed by the ISA when reviewing such projects and 
activities.   
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6.6.1 Reportable Interim Projects 
The Local Agencies proposing to undertake or approve an interim project will 
notify the Wildlife Agencies pursuant to section 6.6.2 about Reportable Interim 
Projects that have the potential to adversely impact proposed Covered Species 
and natural communities within the Planning Area. 

6.6.2 Notification Process 
The Local Agency proposing to undertake or approve a Reportable Interim 
Project will notify the Wildlife Agencies of the project prior to the time, or as soon 
as possible after, the project application is deemed complete. The Local Agency 
will notify the particular individuals designated by the Wildlife Agencies to be 
notified of Reportable Interim Projects, and will provide these designated 
individuals with (1) a depiction of the project location on a USGS 7.5 minute 
quadrangle map with the quadrangle name and section, township, and range 
identified; (2) a description of the project along with the land cover types present 
on the project site using the most current land cover data available to the Local 
Agency; and (3) any other biological information available to the Local Agency 
about the project area.

6.6.3 Wildlife Agency Review 
The Wildlife Agencies will review Reportable Interim Projects in a timely manner, 
and will use reasonable efforts to provide any comments on the projects to the 
referring Local Agency within the legally prescribed comment periods.  The 
Wildlife Agencies will recommend mitigation measures or project alternatives that 
would help achieve the preliminary conservation objectives and will not preclude 
important conservation planning options or connectivity between areas of high 
habitat values. Any take of listed or candidate species arising out of a Reportable 
Interim Project must be authorized pursuant to applicable federal and/or state 
law.  In providing any such authorizations, the Wildlife Agencies acknowledge 
that they may not impose mitigation measures or project alternatives that result in 
regulatory obligations that exceed the requirements of applicable State and 
federal laws. 

6.6.4 Coordinating Interim Process with Plan Preparation 
Representatives of the Parties will meet as needed to discuss Reportable Interim 
Projects and to coordinate with development of the Plan.  Independent scientific 
input will be considered by the Parties during interim project review.  Individual 
project compliance with state and federal laws will continue to be the 
responsibility of the Local Agency responsible for approval of the Reportable 
Interim Project. 

6.7 Protection of Habitat Land During Planning Process 

6.7.1 Conservation Lands Acquired/Protected 
The Parties may elect to preserve, enhance or restore, either by acquisition or 
other means (e.g., conservation easements; designated setbacks), lands in the 
Planning Area that contain native species of wildlife or natural communities prior 

9-18-12 CC Agenda Item 15  Page 25 of 35



DRAFT 

yyyyyyyy A-15

to approval of the Plan.  The Local Agencies will confer with the Wildlife Agencies 
regarding potential lands to be protected. The Wildlife Agencies agree to credit 
such lands toward the land acquisition or habitat protection requirements of the 
Plan as appropriate, provided the lands are permanently conserved, restored, or 
enhanced, and managed and contribute to the Plan’s conservation strategy.

6.7.2 Mitigation Lands 
Lands, or portions of lands, acquired or otherwise protected solely to mitigate the 
impacts of specific projects, actions, or activities approved prior to Plan approval 
will only be considered as mitigation for those projects, actions or activities. Such 
lands will be considered during the Plan analysis, but will not count toward future 
mitigation obligations of the Plan.   

6.8 Implementing Agreement
The NCCPA requires that any NCCP approved by DFG include an Implementing 
Agreement that contains provisions for:  
 conditions of species coverage;  
 the long-term protection of habitat reserves and/or other conservation 

measures;  
 implementation of mitigation and conservation measures;  
 terms for suspension or revocation of the take permit;  

procedures for amendment of the Plan and IA and take authorizations;  
 implementation of monitoring and adaptive management;  
 oversight of Plan effectiveness and funding; and  
 periodic reporting.  

While the Plan is being developed, the Parties will negotiate a draft Implementing 
Agreement that will satisfy the requirements of the NCCPA and FESA, and 
include specific provisions and procedures for the implementation, monitoring 
and funding of the Plan.  A draft of the Implementing Agreement will be made 
available for public review and comment with the final public review draft of the 
Plan.  

7. Commitment of Resources 

7.1 Funding 
The Parties agree that they will work together to bring available funding to the 
planning effort.  Up to this point, subject to staffing and funding constraints, San 
Luis Obispo County has assumed the primarily responsibility for funding the 
preparation of the Plan. 

7.1.1 Local Funding 
The Local Agencies recognize that, as prospective applicants for state and 
federal permits, they have the primary responsibility for developing a plan that 
meets applicable legal requirements. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Parties 
recognize that the costs and mechanisms for funding the implementation of the 
Plan shall be determined in the future through the planning process.  The Parties 
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further agree that in no event shall the general fund of either Local Agency be 
relied upon to fund the development and implementation of the Plan. 

7.1.2 DFG Assistance with Funding and DFG Costs 
DFG agrees to cooperate with the other Parties in identifying and securing, 
where appropriate and available, federal and state funds earmarked for natural 
community conservation planning.  The Parties agree that the Local Agencies 
shall not be required to provide reimbursement to DFG for its participation in the 
planning phase of the Plan as provided in Fish and Game Code, Section 2810, 
except as provided in Section 8.7.1 of this Planning Agreement.  DFG’s 
commitments and obligations under this Planning Agreement are subject to the 
availability of appropriated funds and the written commitment of funds by an 
authorized DFG representative. 

7.1.3 USFWS Assistance with Funding 
The USFWS agrees to cooperate with the other Parties in identifying and 
securing, where appropriate, federal and state funds earmarked for habitat 
conservation planning purposes.  Potential federal funding sources may include: 
the USFWS’ Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund, Land and 
Water Conservation Fund, and land acquisition grants or loans through other 
federal agencies such as the Environmental Protection Agency, the Army Corps 
of Engineers, or the Departments of Agriculture or Transportation. The
commitments of the USFWS under this Planning Agreement are subject to the 
requirements of the federal Anti-Deficiency Act (31 U.S.C. section 1341) and the 
availability of appropriated funds.  The Parties acknowledge that this Planning 
Agreement does not require any federal agency to expend its appropriated funds 
unless and until an authorized officer of that agency provides for such 
expenditures in writing. 

7.2 Expertise of Wildlife Agencies 
Subject to funding and staffing constraints, the Wildlife Agencies agree to provide 
technical and scientific information, analyses and advice to assist the Local 
Agencies with the timely and efficient development of the Plan. The Parties 
further agree that the Local Agencies will share with the Wildlife Agencies 
information obtained through the development of the Plan. 

8. Miscellaneous Provisions 

8.1 Public Officials Not to Benefit 
No member of or delegate to Congress will be entitled to any share or part of this 
Planning Agreement, or to any benefit that may arise from it.   

8.2 Statutory Authority 
The Parties will not construe this Planning Agreement to require any Party to act 
beyond, or in a manner inconsistent with, its statutory authority. 

8.3 Multiple Originals 
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This Planning Agreement may be countersigned by the Parties in multiple 
originals, each of which will be deemed to be an official original copy. 

8.4 Effective Date 
The Effective Date of this Planning Agreement will be the date on which it is fully 
executed by DFG and the Local Agencies. This Planning Agreement is effective 
as to each of the other Parties at the time that Party signs the Planning 
Agreement. 

8.5 Duration 
This Planning Agreement will be in effect until the Plan is approved and permitted 
by the Wildlife Agencies, but shall not be in effect for more than five years 
following the Effective Date, unless extended in writing by amendment. The 
Parties intend that the Plan be adopted and permits issued prior to the end of 
calendar year 2014. This Planning Agreement may be terminated pursuant to 
section 8.7 below.  

8.6 Amendments 
This Planning Agreement can be amended only by written agreement of all 
Parties. 

8.7 Termination and Withdrawal 
Subject to the requirement in Section 8.7.1 of the Planning Agreement, any party 
may withdraw from this Planning Agreement upon 30 days’ written notice to the 
other Parties.  The Planning Agreement will remain in effect as to all non-
withdrawing Parties unless the remaining Parties determine that the withdrawal 
requires termination of the Planning Agreement.  This Planning Agreement can 
be terminated only by written agreement of all Parties. 

8.7.1 Funding 
In the event that federal or State funds have been provided to assist with Plan 
preparation or implementation, any Party withdrawing from this Planning 
Agreement shall return to the granting agency unspent funds awarded to that 
Party prior to withdrawal.  A withdrawing Party shall also provide the remaining 
Parties with a complete accounting of the use of any federal or State funds it 
received regardless of whether unspent funds remain at the time of withdrawal.  
In the event of termination of this Planning Agreement, all Parties who received 
funds shall return any unspent funds to the grantor prior to termination. 

8.8 Notices 

All notices given in connection with this Agreement shall be in writing and shall 
be deemed duly given upon delivery if served personally or 3 days after mailing if 
mailed by certified United States mail, return receipt requested.  A party may 
send notice using other means (including facsimile transmission or overnight 
courier), but no such communication shall be deemed to have been duly given 
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unless and until it is actually received by the intended recipient.  Notices shall be 
directed to the parties at their respective addresses set forth below or  

If to County:__________________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________ 

Attn:_______________________________ 
Phone:_____________________________ 
Fax:_______________________________ 
Email:______________________________ 

With a copy to:________________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________ 

Attn:  County Counsel________________ 
Phone:____________________________ 
Fax:______________________________ 
Email:_____________________________ 

If to City:______________________________________________________________ 

1000 Spring Street 
Paso Robles, CA  93446 
Attn:______________________________ 
Phone:____________________________ 
Fax:______________________________ 
Email:_____________________________ 

With a copy to: Iris P. Yang 
Best Best & Krieger, LLP 
500 Capital Mall, Suite 1700 
Sacramento, CA  95814
Phone:  (916) 551-2826
Fax: (916) 325-4010
Email:  iris.yang@bbklaw.com

If to DFG: 

Attn:_______________________________ 
Phone:_____________________________ 
Fax:_______________________________ 
Email:______________________________ 

With a copy to:________________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________ 
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Attn: _____________________________
Phone:____________________________ 
Fax:______________________________ 
Email:_____________________________ 

If to USFWS: 

Attn:_______________________________ 
Phone:_____________________________ 
Fax:_______________________________ 
Email:______________________________ 

With a copy to:________________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________ 

Attn: _____________________________
Phone:____________________________ 
Fax:______________________________ 
Email:_____________________________ 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be 
executed by their respective officers being duly authorized, on the date first written. 

SIGNATURES: 

Dated:  _____________, 20__
County of San Luis Obispo

By:

Title: 

Dated:  _____________, 20__
City of Paso Robles

By:

Title: 

Dated:  _____________, 20__ CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND 
GAME

By:
[insert name and title]

Dated:  _____________, 20__ US FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

By:
[insert name and title]
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EXHIBIT A 

Planning Area Boundaries 
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EXHIBIT B 

Natural Communities and Species List 
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Specie Protection Status Terms 
 

Protected Species 
 

General term that references species protected under the ESA and 
CESA 

Endangered Species Species listed as 
endangered under FESA 
and CESA 

Significant risk of extinction in the near 
future throughout all or significant 
portion of their range 

Threatened Species Species listed as 
endangered under FESA 
and CESA 

Any species which is likely to become 
an endangered species within the 
foreseeable future throughout all or 
significant of its range. 

Sensitive Species No statutory protection 
under ESA 

Those species which rely on specific 
habitat conditions that are limited in 
abundance, restricted in distribution 
or are particularly sensitive to 
development 

Candidate Species No statutory protection 
under ESA 

Species that the FWS has sufficient 
information on biological vulnerability 
and threats to support proposals to list 
as Endangered or Threatened under 
ESA.   

Species of Special Concern No statutory protection 
under ESA 

Applies to animals not listed under the 
ESA, but which are rare and declining 
at a rate that could result in listing, or 
historically occurred in low numbers 
and known threats to their persistence 
currently exist. 

Species of Concern or Species at 
Risk 

No statutory protection 
under ESA 

Considered as terms-of-art that 
describe the entire realm of taxa 
whose conservation status may be of 
concern to the FWS but neither term 
has official status. 
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Exhibit 4
HCP Terminology
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