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January 25, 2010

To:


Susan Bransen




Jennifer Waldon




Rusty Selix

From:


Richard Lyon

Re:


Additional Comments on Proposed RTP Guidelines

Regarding the language proposed for the section Addressing Resource Areas and Farmland, we propose the following changes:

Addressing Resource Areas and Farmland

The SCS is required pursuant to Government Code Section 65080(b)(2)(B)(v) to gather and consider the best practically available scientific information regarding resource areas and farmland in the region (as defined in Government Code Section 65080.01(a) and (b)). The SCS may include a narrative description, map, data, or other resources (or any combination thereof), developed in consultation with the appropriate resource agencies including cities and counties, which identifies regional resource areas and farmland. The SCS could also identify regional priority areas for conservation and mitigation efforts, based upon existing publicly available information and developed in consultation with the appropriate resource agencies including cities and counties. Examples of such priority conservation areas include but certainly are not limited to:

· Areas important for the maintenance of endemic, rare, or imperiled plant and animal species and communities, 
· Areas that provide connectivity between natural habitats, especially in areas with high rates of land use conversion including riparian areas and areas with low levels of fragmentation from human land uses and infrastructure,
· Natural areas adjacent to existing public or privately protected areas that serve to buffer and improve habitat values, 
· Existing farm and ranch land,
· Natural areas important for carbon storage and sequestration including forest land, and
Areas that can serve to buffer developed areas from natural disturbance such as floodplains or natural fire breaks
In place of the deleted language, following the sentence that begins “The SCS may include a narrative …” insert the following:
To assist MPOs in the requirement to gather the best practically available scientific information the following sources and links are recommended:
Regional HCPs:
 www.fws.gov/sacramento/es/hcp_list.htm
East Contra Costa: www.co.contra-costa.ca.us/depart/cd/water/hcp
Kern Water Bank: www.kwb.org/main.htm
Natomas: www.natomasbasin.org
San Bruno Mountain: www.traenviro.com/sanbruno/sbmhcp.htm
San Joaquin County: www.sjcog.org/programs%20&%20projects/habitat_files/habitat-main-page.htm
Regional HCPs Under Development

Butte County; www.buttehcp.com
PG&E: www.pge.com/about/environment/pge/stewardship/habitatconservationplan.shtml
Santa Clara: www.scv-habitatplan.org/www/default.aspx
Solano: www.scwa2.com/conservation.habitat.info.aspx
South Sacramento: www.planning.saccounty.net/sshcp.html
Yolo: www.yoloconservationplan.org
Yuba-Sutter: www.yubasutternccp.org
City and County Zoning ordinances: 
http://ceres.ca.gov/planning/
Farmland Mapping & Williamson Act: 
www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp
www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/pages/index.aspx
Open Space Elements:
www.opr.ca.gov/planning/publications/2010bol.pdf
Additional Comments:

In proposed section 6.29 Adaptation of the Regional Transportation System To Climate Change, we request the following be deleted:
Best practices

the San Francisco Bay Area, the Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) has taken a lead role in adaptation planning for the Bay Area. BCDC prepared a report, Living with a Rising Bay, that provides information on the region’s vulnerability to sea level rise and strategies for adaptation. BCDC has also proposed a series of findings and policies to be amended into the Bay Plan which regulates development within the 100-year floodplain of the Bay. One proposed policy is to develop a regional strategy to identify areas where development should be protected and areas where development should be removed and the Bay should be allowed to migrate inland. 
 
http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/proposed_bay_plan/bp_amend_1-08.shtml
Delete section 5.2:

 

Best Practices:  Voluntarily addressing all of the applicable topics noted above during the preparation of the RTP would be considered as a best practice. As a best practice to comply with the requirements of CA Government Code Section 65080(b)(2)(b) as well as Title 23 CFR Parts 450.322(f)(7), 450.322(g)(1) and (2), MPOs may develop a Regional Open Space and Conservation Area Framework, or “Greenprint” which identifies existing resource areas such as farm and ranchland, parkland, forests and other natural resource areas with high carbon storage or sequestration capacity, designated conservation areas, as well as those targeted for existing or future protection due to presence of sensitive resources, high value aquatic resources, vernal pools, sensitive habitat, wildlife movement corridors, floodplains, etc. This would support the SAFETEA-LU requirements to “include a discussion of types of potential environmental mitigation activities and potential areas to carry out these activities” as well as supporting sustainable, livable communities. 
In the section headed Regional Blueprint Planning Program the last sentence in the second paragraph should be deleted:
The development of the SCS and APS, if applicable, should continue a balanced approach to regional planning to consider transportation, land use and a wide range of environmental issues such as public health and open space issues.

Thank you again, for the opportunity to provide these comments.
