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7:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 

 
COSUMNES 

COMMUNITY PLANNING 
ADVISORY COUNCIL 

 
Wilton Firehouse, Wilton & Dillard Roads, 

Wilton, CA 95693 
 

http://www.planning.saccounty.net/cpac/cpac.html  
 

 
Note to Parties Listed on the Agenda:  Applicant or appointed representative should be present.
If unable to attend, please contact the Cosumnes CPAC Chair, Frederick Hegge at (W) 539-3372. 
The Planning Department representatives for the Cosumnes CPAC area are Mike Winter, Karen 
Alexandrou, and Tim Kohaya.  To reach them, please call 874-6141.  To contact the County Planning 
Department clerical support, call 874-5454. 

 
  
  
  
  

CALL MEETING TO ORDER 
EXPLANATION OF ROLE OF THE COUNCIL 
ROLL CALL 
INTRODUCTION OF MEMBERS, STAFF, AND COUNTY REPRESENTATIVES 
 

OFFICERS:  FREDERICK HEGGE    CHAIR 
JAMES PERHAM          VICE-CHAIR 
ROBERT LING              SECRETARY 
 

MEMBERS:  ANNE TUDESKO          
WILLIAM KIRKLAND III 
 

 ROBERT HUNTER 
 

 MIKE WINTER, COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
KAREN ALEXANDROU, COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
TIM KOHAYA, COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

    
 EXA – EXCUSED ABSENCE      R – RESIGNED      U - UNEXCUSED 

ABSENCE      TE - TERM EXPIRED      P – PRESENT 
 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

                QUORUM DETERMINATION: 
                COUNTY REPRESENTATIVE:  

            Yes                     No 
            Yes                     No 

 

PRESENTATION:  (15 MINUTES) 

1.   South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan 
Presentation by Rich Radmacher, Senior Planner 
County of Sacramento, Planning and Community Development Department 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.planning.saccounty.net/cpac/cpac.html
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PUBLIC COMMENTS: 

 

 

 

 

 

PLANNING ITEMS FOR REVIEW: 

1. Control No.:  PLNP2008-UPZ-00159 
 

 Assessor’s Parcel No.:  134-0332-004-0000 
 

 Owner: Maryah Angela Pimentel, 9850 Sherman Lane, Wilton, CA  95693 
 

 Applicant:: D.R. Technicians, 509 South Stockton Street, Lodi, CA  95240 
Attention:  Don Klaus 
 

Project Name: PIMENTEL RESIDENTIAL ACCESSORY DWELLING USE PERMIT 
 

 Location: The property is located at 9850 Sherman Lane, on the southwest corner of Gay Road 
and Sherman Lane, in the Cosumnes community.  
(Supervisor District 5: Don Nottoli) 
 

 Request: A Use Permit to allow a residential accessory dwelling on 5± acres in the A-5 zone. 
 

  Investigating Member: 
 

COUNCIL RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Motion by: 
 

Seconded by: 

Vote: 
 

Yes   No   Abstain   Absent   

Action:   
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note:  The Cosumnes CPAC has the right to file an appeal with the  
County of Sacramento Board of Supervisors if the committee, commission or official takes 

an action or determination that is contrary to the CPAC recommendation. 
Motion by: 
 

Seconded by: 
 

Vote: 
 

Yes: No: Abstain: Absent: 

Comments: 
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2. Control No.:  06-GBP-RZB-AHS-SVB-0141 
 

 Assessor’s Parcel No.:  126-0050-083, 084, 085 and 086 
 

 Applicant/ 
Developer/Owner: 

Grantline 2 LLC 
2251 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95825 
 

 Applicant 
Representative: 

Law Offices of George Phillips 
2306 Garfield Avenue, Carmichael, CA  95608 
Attention: Kris Steward 
 

 Planner: Karen Alexandrou, Planner III:  alexandrouk@saccounty.net  
 

 Project Name: MATSUOKA GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT, REZONE, SUBDIVISION 
VESTING MAP, AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING PLAN 
 

 Location: The property is located between Grant Line Road and Sloughhouse Road, south 
of the Folsom South Canal, in the Cosumnes Community.  
(Supervisor District 5:  Don Nottoli) 
 

 Request: 1. A General Plan Amendment for approximately 204 acres from General 
Agricultural to Agricultural-Residential. 

2. A Rezone of approximately 204 acres from AG-80 to AR-2. 

3. A Subdivision Vesting Map to create 77 single-family lots, 1 open space lot 
and 2 landscape corridor lots from approximately 387 acres. 

4. An Exception to Title 22.24.630(2) of the Sacramento County Code to allow 
a subdivision zoned AR-2 to have water supply by private well.   

5. An Affordable Housing Plan consisting of the payment of in-lieu and 
affordability fees – no affordable housing will be built on the project site as 
part of this proposal.   

  Investigating Member: 
 

COUNCIL RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Motion by: 
 

Seconded by: 

Vote: 
 

Yes   No   Abstain   Absent   

Action:   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note:  The Cosumnes CPAC has the right to file an appeal with the  
County of Sacramento Board of Supervisors if the committee, commission or official takes 

an action or determination that is contrary to the CPAC recommendation. 
Motion by: 
 

Seconded by: 
 

mailto:alexandrouk@saccounty.net
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Vote: 
 

Yes: No: Abstain: Absent: 

Comments: 
 
 
 
 
 

  

OTHER BUSINESS: 

1. The next Cosumnes Community Planning Advisory Council meeting is                                       
Wednesday, September 24, 2008. 

 
2. Please welcome Tim Kohaya, Planner III to the Cosumnes Community Planning Advisory 

Council.  Tim will be representing the Planning Department alongside Mike Winter, Senior 
Planner and Karen Alexandrou, Planner III.  Welcome! 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ADJOURNMENT: 

 

CPAC Member forwarding minutes to County Planning:   

 

The meeting facility is accessible to persons with disabilities.  Requests for interpreting services, assistive listening 
devices, or other considerations should be made through the County Department of Planning and Community 
Development at (916) 874-7910 or 874-7647 (TTY), no later than five working days prior to the meeting.  California Relay 
Service (CRS) is a third party interpretation service for deaf, hard-of-hearing, and/or speech-impaired persons.  CRS can 
be reached by dialing 711 or 1-800-735-2929 
 

 



GROW  •  ENHANCE  •  PRESERVE

An Introduction to the Proposed Plan

 City of Elk Grove • City of Galt • City of Rancho Cordova • Sacramento County 
  Sacramento County Water Agency • Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District
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SSHCP Plan Area
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Introduction
Southern Sacramento County gradually slopes eastward from the rich flat agricultural lands of the 
untamed Cosumnes River floodplain towards stretching vernal pool landscapes and rolling blue oak 
woodlands.  The interplay between fertile agricultural lands, open rangelands scattered with thousands 
of vernal pools, and the annual cycle of inundated winters and parched summers provides a key stop for 
millions of migratory birds, and crucial home to an array of threatened and endangered species.  

These features in company with its proximity to the urban capital core and access to the Bay and Ta-
hoe regions have also made the plan area an attractive home for thousands of new residents.  Regional 
estimates predict that by 2050, the area will need to accommodate over 200,000 new housing units.  
This degree of growth has led local jurisdictions to partner with State and Federal regulatory agencies to 
develop the proposed South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) to study how to accom-
modate continued growth while maintaining lasting environmental stewardship.

This brochure outlines some of the key concepts addressed in developing the proposed SSHCP and 
how the SSHCP may help guide development and conservation in the SSHCP plan area.  For further 
information please contact staff listed on the back of or visit the web site at http://www.planning.sac-
county.net/habitat-conservation/overview.html.
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Benefits to:
The Public
A large preserve system will 
help sustain healthy balanced 
communities by protecting 
view sheds, preserving flood-
plains, buffering distinct 
communities, increasing 
recreational opportunities, 
attracting businesses and jobs, 
and protecting our biological 
resources for future genera-
tions.  

Developers
A single regional conservation 
plan greatly reduces the cost 
and complexity of meeting 
regulatory requirements.  It 
also provides predictable miti-
gation costs and constraints 
up-front so that those costs 
can be anticipated at the onset 
of a project. 

Environmentalists
Large-scale conservation 
avoids isolated, postage stamp 
preserves.  HCPs also provide 
for perpetual adaptive man-
agement specific to species 
needs.  They can also create 
opportunities to seek grants to 
augment HCP funds and to 
benefit regional conservation.

Agriculturists
The proposed SSHCP pro-
vides landowners the opportu-
nity to voluntarily sell land or 
conservation easements while 
providing assurances that they 
can continue their own opera-
tions without affecting their 
neighbors.  Landowners and 
agricultural operators are not 
subject to increased regula-
tion.  

The Need 

Currently, individual project proponents must address 
regulatory agencies on an individual basis when seeking 
compliance with wetland and species regulations.  The 
resulting process can be confusing, and potentially inef-
fective.  Years of negotiation can result in not only costly 
expenses and lost time, but also scattered and less than 
desirable habitat preserves.

The Solution
The proposed SSHCP would consolidate wetland and 
endangered species interests to address them in a coordi-
nated and predictable manner.  Project-by-project permit-
ting would be avoided, which would benefit all interests 
involved from the project proponents, State, Federal and 
Local agencies, environmental interests, landowners, 
agricultural production, to the local residents.
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SSHCP Principles 
• Involve all stakeholders 
• Inform the public 
• Build consensus

SSHCP Goals
Aid and enhance the recovery of species.  
Conservation will be guided by science and ex-
pert opinion to link local land use programs.  
Funding will ensure adaptive management of 
the preserve system in perpetuity.

Streamline development in appropriate 
sites. The proposed SSHCP would guide and 
facilitate growth in a consistent and predict-
able manner.  Mitigation fees are collected for 
impacts to natural resources.   

Protect agricultural lands and operations. 
The proposed SSHCP would incorporate 
“safe harbor” agreements to provide assur-
ances to landowners surrounding existing and 
future preserves.  

Fairly consider stakeholder interests.  
Development and implementation of the 
proposed SSHCP would rely heavily on all 
constituents to provide input and comment 
on document content.

Rely on voluntary participation. 
The proposed SSHCP is a willing seller plan.  
Selling land or conservation easements on 
land also not required, but would be an op-
tion to interested landowners.

SSHCP Overview
The SSHCP plan area encompasses 341,270 acres 
of land in south Sacramento County.  The area in-
cludes the Cities of Rancho Cordova, Elk Grove, 
Galt, and the unincorporated County.  The Plan 
is a regional approach to addressing urban devel-
opment, infrastructure improvements, habitat and 
open space conservation, and agricultural protec-
tion.  It provides for ecologically viable conserva-
tion and minimizes regulatory hurdles for develop-
ment by streamlining the permitting process. 

The proposed SSHCP covers 40 species of plants 
and animals including 10 that are state or feder-
ally listed as threatened or endangered.  The Plan 
is an agreement between state and federal wildlife 
and wetland regulators and local jurisdictions. 
The Plan would permit landowners to engage in 
the “incidental take” of listed species in return for 
conservation commitments consistent with the 
Plan goals.

Through the duration of the 30-year plan, the 
SSHCP may permit approximately 45,000 acres 
of habitat loss and will protect approximately 
60,000 acres.  Conservation commitments will be 
fulfilled through take avoidance, paying per-acre 
fees, conservation easement dedications, grants 
and other funding sources.  Fees will be directed 
to public and private mitigation sites that provide 
large-scale habitat preservation and restoration.  
Supplementary grants and other monies will be 
sought to acquire additional preserve lands to sup-
port covered species.

2006

Prepare Administrative Draft HCP - 17 mo.
Prepare Draft IA - 16 mo.

Prepare & Publish       Notice of Preparation (NOP) - 6 mo.
Prepare & Publish       Notice of Intent (NOI) - 6 mo.

SSHCP Timeline

2007 2008

EIR/EIS Consultant Selection -       8 mo.

Federal Register Preparation, Publication &          Comment Period - 6 mo.

Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) 
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)
Implementing Agreement (IA) 

S     O    N     D     J      F    M    A     M     J      J     A     S     O    N     D     J     F     M    A     M    J      J      A     S     O    N     D    J      F    M     A    M     J      J     A     S     O     N    D     J     F    M    A     M     J      J     A     S     O     N    D     J     F
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Definitions
HCP - A Habitat Conservation 
Plan provides regional permitting 
of species impacts through the 
Endangered Species Act.  Potential 
impacts to species are authorized in 
exchange for well-designed pre-
serves.

USB - Sacramento County has 
established an Urban Services 
Boundary. Urban growth is not an-
ticipated beyond the USB, which 
runs roughly west of Scott Rd., 
along the Cosumnes River flood-
plain, and across Kammerer Rd.

SOI - A Sphere of Influence is 
established by a local agency as 
a probable service area. SOIs are 
regulated by the Local Agency For-
mation Commission (LAFCO).

UDA - The Urban Development 
Area is a term introduced in the 
SSHCP.  It encompasses land 
where most development and 
species impacts will occur.  The 
boundary includes the Sacramento 
County USB, the City limits of 
Rancho Cordova and Elk Grove, 
and the City of Galt’s adopted 
SOI.

Plan Development
The SSHCP began in 1992 as a watershed study. 
The regulatory agencies proposed shifting to a 
more comprehensive plan a year later, which 
led to investigating the feasibility of the SSHCP. 
In 1995, the Board of Supervisors approved 
the Steering Committee composed of members 
from State and Federal regulatory agencies, local 
jurisdictions, homebuilders, environmentalists, 
scientists, landowners, agriculturalists, and busi-
ness interests to consolidate often polar interests 
and develop an equitable solution for all parties.

The Committee drafted plan goals, principles, 
and formed the biological and economic subcom-
mittees in September 1996. In February 1997, 
the County hired consulting firms to assist with 
the SSHCP. The consultant, with direction from 
the committees and the County, researched and 
wrote text for the SSHCP. 

After a hiatus, due to a lack of funding and loss 
of key personnel, the County reassessed the fea-
sibility of the SSHCP in 2001. Major alterations 
were made. It was concluded that the County 
would handle all aspects of project management 
and document preparation. Individual experts 
were hired to prepare forty-six specialized docu-
ments that County staff have used to prepare vari-
ous chapters of the SSHCP. Draft HCP chapters 
were reviewed beginning in November 2006 and 
a comprehensive draft is expected in the fall of 
2008.

Prepare Draft EIR/EIS - 15 mo.

Prepare & Publish       Notice of Preparation (NOP) - 6 mo.
Prepare & Publish       Notice of Intent (NOI) - 6 mo.

Prepare Final EIR/EIS - 6 mo.
Prepare & Adopt Final HCP - 6 mo.
Prepare & Adopt Final IA - 6 mo.

Certify Final EIR/EIS & Issue Record of Decision (ROD) - 3 mo.
Federal Register Prepartaion & Publication Period - 4 mo.

Prepare & Review Preliminary Draft HCP - 27 mo.

2009 2010 2011

EIR/EIS Consultant Selection -       8 mo.

Federal Register Preparation, Publication &          Comment Period - 6 mo.

S     O    N     D     J      F    M    A     M     J      J     A     S     O    N     D     J     F     M    A     M    J      J      A     S     O    N     D    J      F    M     A    M     J      J     A     S     O     N    D     J     F    M    A     M     J      J     A     S     O     N    D     J     F
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Wet Acre Density  Index 

Existing Conservation Sites & 
Documented Species Occurences
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Conservation Strategy
The SSHCP plan area is home and wintering 
grounds for an abundance of wildlife, includ-
ing many threatened and endangered species.  
One of which, Sacramento Orcutt grass (Orcut-
tia tenuis), is only found in Sacramento County.

The proposed SSHCP approaches conservation 
on a habitat and landscape scale while consid-
ering the specific ecological needs of each spe-
cies covered by the plan.  The strategy guides 
implementation to preserve important habitat, 
restore degraded habitat, avoid impacts to spe-
cies, minimize impacts and enhance habitat to 
support covered species.

In brief, the proposed SSHCP would preserve 
47,000 acres of vernal pool grasslands, blue 
oak woodlands, agricultural croplands, ripar-
ian woodlands, and wetlands as mitigation, 
and fund preservation of an additional 13,000 
acres.  The Plan would also include 1,488 acres 
of compensatory restoration and 1,500 acres of 
additional restoration.

Adaptive Management
Conventional preserve management often 
lacks mechanisms to alert managers of any 
threats to species in due time to save the 
species. The SSHCP monitoring program 
would evaluate mitigation compliance, 
determines if specific biological goals and 
objectives are being met, and provides feed-
back information to inform a management 
strategy. It also provides safeguards against 
reasonably foreseeable changed circum-
stances. 

Specifically, the proposed SSHCP adaptive 
management strategy would (1) integrate a 
monitoring program that ensures compli-
ance; (2) develop management strategies 
and determines which strategies to imple-
ment; (3) identify uncertainty and how to 
resolve the uncertainty; and (4) incorporate 
feedback loops to inform preserve manage-
ment. In this way, the program will monitor 
the success of conservation strategy and 
help inform changes to the strategy.
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Preserve Linkages
The SSHCP planning area was divided 
into a system of 12 Zones to aid conserva-
tion planning. Some Zones are further 
divided into Subzones.   The proposed 
SSHCP would use these Zones to delineate 
preserve requirements.   In the absence 
of known willing sellers, the proposed 
SSHCP does not delineate boundaries of 
future preserves with hard lines on a map, 
but rather establishes conservation crite-
ria for each Zone and Subzone.  Criteria 
include securing sufficient acreage and 
quality habitat for each preserve. 

The general area for preserves was de-
termined based on resource mapping, 
existing conservation sites and known 
occurrences of covered species within the 
SSHCP plan area (see diagrams).  

Zone 7

Zone 8

Zone 9

Zone 6
Zone 1

Zone 4

Zone 10

Zone 3

Zone 2

Zone 5

Zone 11

Zone 12

6d

3a

1d

6b
1a

1b

3b

1c

6e

3c

1e

6a
6c

Detailed Resources
Mapping &

Conservation Zones

Preserve Design - 8 Guiding Principles
Goal Effect Poor Good Example
Minimize
Fragmentation

Fragmentation disrupts 
movement and lowers species 
diversity.

Roads bisecting preserves can 
prevent movement between 
preserves.

Minimize 
Edge Effects

Non-compatible uses ad-
jacent to preserves lowers 
habitat values and species 
abundance/diversity.

Feral cats from residential 
development dramatically 
reduce song bird populations.

Establish 
Connectivity

Linking preserves allows for 
increased movement amongst 
interacting landscapes.

A corridor between grasslands 
and a lake allows species to 
utilize both habitats.

Establish 
Buffers

Buffers help reduce edge 
effects to protect preserve 
integrity.

A vegetated buffer absorbs 
pollutants to protect water-
ways. 

Maximize 
Heterogeneity

Preserves with greater mix 
of habitats tend to support 
greater biodiversity.

An oak preserve with a 
stream may support greater 
biodiversity than an oak pre-
serve without a stream.

Protect 
Watersheds

Preserving watersheds helps 
maintain hydrologic stability 
and water quality.

Nutrients from landscaping 
upstream flows into the pre-
serve and harms species.

Maximize 
Population

Larger populations are less 
vulnerable to disease and lo-
cal disturbances.

If 10% of a populations is resis-
tant to a disease, 10 individual 
will not persist, but 20 may.

Maintain 
Distribution

Allows species to repopulate 
after disturbances, protects 
metapopulations and genetic 
variation.

Individuals in one preserve 
are able to repopulate anoth-
er after a fire.
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Urban Development 
Area

1a

5

4

3a

3c

3b

2

1e

1b

1c

1d

12
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SSHCP Permitting
In the absence of an HCP, project proponents have to negotiate individually with the federal and state 
agencies to mitigate for species take and habitat loss.  This process has proven expensive and typically 
requires lengthy negotiations.

The proposed SSHCP offers an expedited and predictable endangered species and wetland permitting 
process, controlled by local jurisdictions, at a reduced cost. The proposed SSHCP would allow the 
local jurisdictions to issue permits for up to 43,500 acres inside the urban development area (UDA) in 
exchange for conservation commitments within and outside the UDA.

Participation in the plan would be voluntary.  The regulatory community would benefit from reduced 
project oversight and the protection of sensitive species.

Local Jurisdiction Permit Holders
• City of Elk Grove • City of Galt • City of Rancho 
Cordova • County of Sacramento • Sacramento 
County Water Agency • Sacramento Regional County 
Sanitation District 

Permit Duration
•30-year incidental take permit

Urban Development Area (UDA)
•Covered activities will primarily be permitted inside 
the UDA, conservation zones 1-5 and 12.  These areas 
correspond to locations identified for urban develop-
ment by participating jurisdictions (see diagram). 

Permits
•Endangered Species Act (FESA, CESA) - federal Sec. 
7 & 10, state Sec. 2081.
•Clean Water Act (CWA) - federal 404, state 401.
•California Fish & Game Code - Sec. 1601 agreement.

SSHCP Covered Activities
• Development: Public and private residential, commercial, and industrial construction. 
• Transportation: Planned projects by local jurisdictions.
• Water: Projects in adopted master drainage plans.
• Flood Control: Projects adopted in flood control plans.
• Sanitation: Construction, growth and maintenance of landfill, transfer, and recycling stations. 
• Public Facilities: Construction of public stations/centers, hospitals, & schools.
• Recreation Facilities: Construction of recreation facilities.
• Utility Services: Construction of stations and gas/transmission lines. 
• Mining: Extraction of aggregate resources and construction of roads and facilities. 
• Preserve Management: Habitat restoration, creation and enhancement.
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Implementation
It is anticipated that a joint powers authority (JPA) created from representatives of the local jurisdic-
tion permit holders will ensure project compliance with the SSHCP and conditions of SSHCP per-
mits. The JPA will also oversee the implementing conservancy; a non-profit organization established 
to administer day-to-day preserve operations. The conservancy’s duties include acquiring land or ease-
ments, monitoring and managing preserved lands, and general administration. 

How it Works
Sensitive Species & Streambed Al-
teration: Incidental take permits & 
CDFG streambed alteration agree-
ments will be held by the local ju-
risdictions. Project proponents will 
approach the appropriate jurisdiction 
to identify possible impacts, mitigation 
needs, and requirements to partici-
pate in the SSHCP. Once a project 
is submitted to the local jurisdiction, 
participating projects will undergo 
environmental review and be assessed 
impacts & costs based on the pro-
posed SSHCP tiered fee structure.  Ap-
proved projects will be covered under 
the SSHCP incidental take permits 
in exchange for mitigation funds. The 
mitigation funds will be transferred to 
the SSHCP implementing conservan-
cy for the acquisition of land or con-
servation easements, the restoration 
of degraded habitat, the enhancement 
of existing habitat, and the perpetual 
adaptive management of the preserves.

Wetland Permitting 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) has 
permitting authority pursuant to Section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act.  They are responsible for 
ensuring no net loss to acres and functions of wa-
ters of the U.S. In coordination with the SSHCP 
planning effort, the Corps is developing a gen-
eral functional assessment of aquatic resources 
for the SSHCP plan area. Permit actions must 
comply with the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines, 
which prohibit the Corps from issuing a permit 
for any project that is not the least environmen-
tally damaging practicable alternative. The Corps 
is developing a streamlined permitting strategy 
consistent with the SSHCP conservation strat-
egy. Key elements may include: (1) A Regional 
General Permit (RGP) for less complex activities 
with minimal adverse effects to aquatic resources, 
(2) a Programmatic General Permit (PGP) for 
projects with small to medium range of impacts, 
and/or (3) a Letter of Permission (LOP) process 
for projects with greater impacts that subscribe 
to the terms of the SSHCP. Non-conformance 
with the SSHCP will be a consideration in Corps 
permit decisions.

Covered Species (Bold indicates state or federal threatened or endangered species)

Birds • Total (18): American Peregrine Falcon, Bald Eagle, Cooper’s Hawk, Ferruginous Hawk, Golden 
Eagle, Greater Sandhill Crane, Loggerhead Shrike, Long-Eared Owl, Merlin, Northern Harrier, Sharp-
Shinned Hawk, Short Eared-Owl, Swainson’s Hawk, Tricolored Blackbird, Western Burrowing Owl, White-
Faced Ibis, White-Tailed Kite, & Yellow Breasted Chat.
Invertebrates • Total (5): Mid-Valley Fairy Shrimp, Ricksecker’s Water Scavenger Beetle, Valley Elderberry 
Longhorn Beetle, Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp, & Vernal Pool Tadpole Shrimp.
Plants • Total (8): Ahart’s Dwarf Rush, Boggs Lake Hedge-Hyssop, Dwarf Downingia, Legenere, Pincush-
ion Navarretia, Sacramento Orcutt Grass, Sanford’s Arrowhead & Slender Orcutt Grass.
Mammals • Total (5): American Badger, Pallid Bat, Ringtail, Western Red Bat & Yuma Myotis Bat.
Reptiles & Amphibians • Total (4): California Tiger Salamander, Giant Garter Snake, Western Pond 
Turtle, & Western Spadefoot Toad.
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Land Acquisition  73%

Plan Administration  5%

Monitoring & Management 18%

Restoration & Enhancement  4%

Land Acquisition

Plan Administration

Monitoring & Management

Restoration & Enhancement

Above & Beyond Conservation

Mitigation Fees

25%75%

65%35%

24%76%

27%73%
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Costs
The cost of implementing the SSHCP over the 30-year life of the plan is estimated at 
$1.6 billion.  This includes land & easement acquisition, habitat restoration & en-
hancements, perpetual management, and administration.  The chart below depicts the 
relative proportion of those costs.

Funding
The SSHCP seeks funding from a variety of sources.  Mitigation fees from private 
development projects and public infrastructure projects will provide the majority of the 
funds.  The adopted SSHCP is also eligible for state and federal grants, which will sup-
port the “above-and-beyond” conservation goals of the proposed SSHCP.
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Partnerships
The SSHCP has been developed with assistance 
and input from countless individuals and orga-
nizations.  They have provided expert opinions, 
time, and resources.  Likewise, implementation 
and realization of the goals set forth within the 
SSHCP will necessitate continued involvement.

The SSHCP implementing conservancy will 
work cooperatively with other conservancies and 
organizations, such as The Nature Conservancy, 
The Center for Natural Lands Management, 
and Sacramento Valley Conservancy, to better 
their management practices through shared 
knowledge.  They will also work cooperatively to 
help realize the preserve linkage system outlined 
in the SSHCP.  Doing so can better ensure bio-
logically rich preserves are established for future 
residents to enjoy and appreciate.

Participants
Steering Committee
The SSHCP is overseen by a Steering Committee comprised of representatives from the development, 
environmental, agricultural, landowner, and regulatory communities.  The Steering Committee was 
formed at the request of the Board of Supervisors, but members do not have the authority to act on be-
half of elected officials.  The Committee’s primary responsibility is to review work products and provide 
advice to local jurisdictions who are crafting the Plan document.     

Biological Subcommittee
The Biological Subcommittee was formed to provide rigorous scientific review of documents. The Com-
mittee is made up of members of the Steering Committee, but includes experts in various fields. 

Economic Subcommittee
Much like the Biological Subcommittee, the Economic Subcommittee was formed to address complex 
economic issues and help guide the Plan to make economic sense.  
Technical Advisory Committee    
The Technical Advisory Committee was formed early on to evaluate and establish species lists, habitat 
cover-types and biological goals and objectives.  The members included professional scientists from 
relevant disciplines and Agency representatives.

Science Advisors      
The SSHCP recognized early on the importance of independent scientific review of plan documents.  
The County chose to utilize local experts on a case by case basis as they were needed.  This method 
proved useful as it enabled consultants and planners to seek answers to specific questions.      

Public Review
The County of Sacramento strives to ensure 
that the public is afforded every opportunity 
to be part of the planning process and to 
provide comments and feedback as the Plan 
is developed.  To ensure public participa-
tion every planning meeting was open to the 
public.  The County maintains an e-mail list 
of interested individuals and posted draft 
materials on a SSHCP Web site.  The County 
has held a number of outreach meetings for 
the public, has made many presentations to 
organizations, and met with many landown-
ers in the plan area. Additional public out-
reach workshops and presentations to organi-
zations will be conducted including outreach 
for preparation of the EIS/EIR as required 
under CEQA and NEPA.  Extensive outreach 
will continue in the fall of 2008.



The following individuals contributed to the development of the SSHCP 
as participants in the SSHCP Steering Committee:

Rick Balazs  Sacramento County Economic Development 
Eva Butler  California Native Plant Society 
Curt Campion City of Galt
Kathleen Dadey U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Mike Eaton  The Nature Conservancy
Christine Crawford City of Elk Grove
Dan Gifford  California Department of Fish & Game
John Hodgson The Hodgson Company
John Hopkins Institute for Ecological Health
Paul Jones  U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Paul Junker   City of Rancho Cordova
Vincent King  Sacramento County, Planning & Community Development
John Lane  Teichert Construction
Charlotte Mitchell Sacramento County Farm Bureau
Leighann Moffitt Sacramento County, Planning & Community Development
Steve Norris  Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District
Richard Radmacher Sacramento County, Planning & Community Development
Bob Shattuck  Lennar Homes
Robert Sherry Sacramento County, Planning & Community Development
Alta Tura  Audubon Society
Eleni Tsakopoulos AKT Development
Stan Van Vleck California Cattlemen’s Association
Jesse Wild  U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Ardie Zahedani Building Industry Association

• COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT
• HABITAT PRESERVATION 
• ECONOMIC VITALITY

Sacramento County Staff: Rich Radmacher (radmacherr@saccounty.net) & 
Vince King (kingv@saccounty.net)
Phone (916) 874-6141, Fax (916) 974-6400
827 7th Street, Rm. 230, Sacramento CA 95814
vAll photos taken in Sacramento County

The South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan
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