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Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT:

1999 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE NATOMAS BASIN CONSERVANCY

LOCATION/ COUNCIL DISTRICT:

North and South Natomas
District 1

RECOMMENDATION: This item is a presentation of the 1999 Annual Report of The Natomas Basin
Conservancy (TNBC), including Appendix M, the City's Annual Report of Urban Development. The item
is for the City Council's information only and no action is requested at this time.
CONTACT PERSON:

Carol Shearly, North Natomas Manager, 264-5893

FOR COUNCIL MEETING OF:

April 25, 2000 ( afternoon)

SUNIMARY: The 1999 Annual Report of TNBC is attached. TNBC is required by the Implementation
Agreement of the NBHCP to provide an annual report accounting for land approved for urban development,
summarizing acres of TNBC habitat land, and describing enhancement and management activities conducted
during the year. The City is also required to provide information detailing the cumulative amount and location
of lands for which urban development permits have been issued and upon which public works project have
commenced. The information shall be submitted to US Fish and Wildlife Service, California Department of
Fish and Game, and TNBC within 60 days of the last day of the calendar year. Some of the challenges of
implementing the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) are also identified in this report.
COMMISSION ACTION: No action has been taken by the Planning Commission on this item.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan: The Natomas Basin HCP was approved by the City Council on
August 7, 1997 (Ord. No. 97-046 and Reso. No. 97-459) and the Implementation Agreement (IA) was executed
on December 31, 1997. The HCP is the conservation plan supporting application for a federal permit under
Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and a state permit under Section 2081 of the
California Fish and Game Code. The HCP applies to the 53,341 acre interior of the Natomas Basin. The
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Basin contains incorporated and unincorporated areas within the jurisdictions of the City of Sacramento,
Sacramento County, and Sutter County. The southern portion of the Basin is urbanized, but most of the Basin
is used for agriculture. The goal of the HCP is to preserve, restore, and enhance habitat values found in the
Natomas Basin while allowing urban development to proceed according to the local land use plans. The HCP
establishes a multi-species conservation program to mitigate the expected loss of habitat values and
incidental take of protected species that would result from urban development, operation of irrigation and
drainage systems, and rice farming.
The Natomas Basin Conservancy: The Conservancy performs an important function for the HCP by
establishing and overseeing a concerted Basin-wide program for acquiring and managing mitigation lands on
behalf of the permittees. Specifically, TNBC is responsible for collecting and managing mitigation fees
required by the City (and, ultimately, the Counties), for using the fees to establish mitigation lands, and for
managing the mitigation lands for the benefit of the covered species. Mitigation lands are established through
fee simple or easement acquisition. As a non-governmental entity, TNBC has no powers of condemnation
and can only purchase land from willing sellers. TNBC also has the power to establish and sign contracts
with appropriate parties to carry out specific activities under the HCP. TNBC recently contracted with
Wildlands, Inc. to complete a Land Management Plan. The draft plan was revealed by Wildlands to TNBC
Board members, City staff, and others during an on-site program at the Silva Dairy habitat tract. Elements
of the Land Management Plan will be debuted in the 2000 Annual Report of the TNBC.
1999 Annual Report: The Conservancy is required by the California Department of Fish and Game and the
US Fish and Wildlife Service pursuant to the Implementation Agreement to submit an Annual Report (see
Exhibit #1). The report identifies:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

the number of acres of land approved for urban development during the previous calendar year for
which fees were collected;
the number of acres of Conservancy land acquired in fee simple;
a description of the management activities, habitat enhancement activities, and scientific research
which the Conservancy conducted during the previous year and proposed for the coming year;
an itemization of individuals of the Covered Species taken during the Conservancy's work;
an assessment of the adequacy of funding projected for the coming year and a recommendation
regarding the Base Mitigation Fee;
maps depicting developed land for which fees have been paid; developed land upon which grading and
grubbing has occurred; and habitat lands; and
an accounting of the long-term endowment account.

The Annual Report includes Appendix M, the City's Annual Report of Urban Development. Appendix M
includes: 1) a transmittal letter from the City to the wildlife agencies and TNBC; 2) a chart of the HCP fee
collected since inception of the fee; and 3) maps of the South and North Natomas areas. The City met the
challenge of preparing the Annual Report of Urban Development within the required timeframe. The
components that the City tracks include: 1) payment of HCP fees; 2) location of development permits; 3)
monitoring biological studies; and 4) monitoring grading or other land disturbance in preparation for
urbanization. City staff has established some procedures to improve our ability to conduct the required
monitoring in the future.
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The TNBC Annual Report also includes several extensive Appendices not included in the Council transmittal.
Please contact Carol Shearly at 264-5893 or John Roberts, Executive Director at TNBC at 566-6544 for
copies of the Appendices, if desired. A map identifying TNBC habitat lands is included as Exhibit #2.
Challenges and Opportunities: At the Council's urging, the Implementation Agreement requires TNBC
proceedings to comply with the Brown Act and Open Records Act. Compliance has led to a very public
mitigation land purchase process which has in turn resulted in mitigation land acquisition difficulties, and
ultimately, increased land costs. TNBC's Board may approach the City with regard to modifying the
requirement to comply with the Brown Act and Open Records Act in such real estate matters.
Other contributing factors to the rising cost of mitigation land include: 1) a substantial amount of land
acquired by the Conservancy this past year in a relatively concentrated area; and 2) a positive economic
environment in the region, including the recent announcement by SYSCO Corp. that it would locate a 250,000
square foot facility in the industrial-commercial reserve area of the Natomas Basin that lies in Sutter County.
The HCP anticipates the need to moderate the influences of a strong economy on land acquisition prices by
allowing the purchase of out-of-Natomas Basin land. Some limitations are included in the HCP regarding the
purchase of out-of-Basin land: 1) out-of-Basin land is limited to a maximum of 20 percent of total mitigation
land, 2) out-of-Basin land is limited to defined areas just outside the Natomas Basin, 3) out-of-Basin land does
not mitigate for loss of habitat for the Swainson's hawk, and 4) out-of-Basin land must meet the acceptance
criteria of in-Basin mitigation land. This action allowing the purchase of out-of-Basin land is seen as a means
of reducing market pressure within the Basin, and subsequently, reducing the cost of establishing reserve
areas in the Basin. TNBC has given notice to the relevant resource agencies of its intent to exercise this outof-Basin land acquisition option (see Exhibit #3 - letter from TNBC to CDFG and USFWS).
Currently, TNBC's Board consists of five representatives from the City of Sacramento. Sacramento and
Sutter Counties are not yet permittees of the HCP. Ultimately, TNBC's Board will be composed of
representatives from the City of Sacramento, Sacramento County, and Sutter County, with each having three
representatives on the Board. Recent interest has been expressed by Sutter County to adopt a Habitat
Conservation Plan. Also, two water agencies are included in the HCP - Reclamation District 1000 and the
Natomas Central Mutual Water Company. Involving appropriate representation of these jurisdictions on
TNBC Board of Directors is presently being considered.
The City would like TNBC to pursue federal, state, and other grant monies as a means to leverage HCP fees
to optimize the success of the HCP. These grant monies could be used for acquiring supplemental land,
enhancing habitat values beyond that which is required in the HCP, and building an endowment fund that
exceeds the base line requirement called for in the HCP.
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS: Developers of undeveloped land in South and North Natomas currently
pay a Habitat Conservation Fee of $3,292 per gross acre prior to developing their site. The Baseline Map
of the Implementation Agreement identifies the lands that are exempt from the habitat fee. All others within
South and North Natomas pay the fee. This fee is used by TNBC to purchase habitat land, to manage the
land, to enhance the value of the land for habitat, and to establish an Endowment Account. Unless the rising
cost of land can be stemmed through options mentioned above, TNBC Board may pursue a fee increase
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through the City in the future. The last fee change, approved by the City Council in August 1999, increased
the fee from $2,656 per gross acre to the current $3,292 per gross acre.
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS: No environmental review has been done for this presentation.
Previous environmental review has been conducted related to the Natomas Basin HCP, including but not limited
to, the 1986 North Natomas Community Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR), the Supplement to the 1986
NNCP EIR prepared for the 1994 North Natomas Community Plan, the North Natomas Comprehensive
Drainage Plan EIR, and the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan EIR.
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS: The 1994 North Natomas Community Plan requires approval of a Habitat
Conservation Plan and the Corps 404 permit for the Sacramento Local Area Project has a condition that
required the establishment of a Habitat Conservation Plan prior to completion of the flood protection
improvements. The Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan was developed to comply with these two
requirements. The Natomas Basin Conservancy was established to carry out the activities required by the
Natomas Basin HCP. With the implementation of the HCP by TNBC, habitat land is being purchased,
managed and enhanced in perpetuity. The acquisition and stewardship of habitat land through TNBC is one
feature of Natomas development the City can be very proud.
ESBD: None at this time.

APPROVED:

ROBERT P. THOMAS
City Manager
Exhibits:
#1 - 1999 Annual Report, including Appendix M
#2 - Map of TNBC Lands

#3 - Letter from TNBC to USFWS and CDFG
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EXHIBIT 1- 1999 ANNUAL REPORT OF TNBC

If you did not receive a copy of Exhibit 1, the 1999 Annual Report of The Natomas Basin Conservancy and Appendix
M, the City's Annual Report of Urban Development, and you wish to receive a copy, please contact the City Clerk's
Office.

s

EXHIBIT 2
THE NATOMAS BASIN CONSERVANCY
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EXHIBIT 3

"1750 CREEKSIDE OAKS DRIVE
SUITE 290

SACRAMENTO, CA 95833
phone: 916.566.6544

ApriT 7, 2000

fax: 916.566.6542

Mr. Wayne White, Field Office Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Sacramento, CA 95825
Mr. Banky E. Curtis, Regional Manager
California Department of Fish and Game
1701 Nimbus Road, Suite A

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

NAT^MAS
BASIN.
C O/t S e• T 11 it JJ C

RE:

Notice of intent to exercise "out-of-Basin" land acquisition option
pursuant to IV.C.1.d of the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan
(NBHCP) and §4.4.1 of the Implementation Agreement

Dear Mssrs. White and Curtis:
The Conservancy's Board of Directors has asked that I advise you of the
Conservancy's intent to acquire mitigation lands outside the Natomas Basin.
The Conservancy believes now is a good time to exercise this option given the
market environment for land in the region, and also, believes it must utilize
all opportunities and strategies available to meet the conservation goals ofthe
NBHCP while demonstrating good stewardship of the funds. entrusted in it.
You are no doubt aware the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan
(NBHCP) and the Implementation Agreement (IA) calls for the Conservancy
to have acquired 800 acres of reserve land within the NBHCP plan area prior
to exercising the out-of-Basin land mitigation option. This goal was achieved
last Spring. The NBHCP and IA contain one other key numerical requirement,
and that is that no more than 20 percent of the Conservancy's mitigation lands
may be acquired out-of-Basin.

OFFICERS AND
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

ANNE RUDIN
President
WILLIAM KRUM
Vice President
BETTINA REDWAY

The purpose of the Conservancy's intention to pursue out-of-Basin mitigation
land acquisitions is to make certain the Conservancy is intelligently and
responsibly acquiring mitigation lands, with the goal, of meeting the long term
conservation goals of the NBHCP. It is anticipated that given the substantial
amount of land the Conservancy has acquired this past year, along with the
positive economic environment in the region, seller expectations as to land
selling prices have been raised.
It is anticipated that the Conservancy can acquire land at considerably lower
cost out-of-Basin. By making such mitigation land acquisitions, the
Conservancy will have demonstrated it is using available strategies to make
certain the overall price it pays for mitigation land is fair and reasonable.

Secretary
RAY TRETHEWAY
Treasurer
MARGIE ESTRADA

Board iLlember

The Conservancy's following this course of action and reasoning is
anticipated in the NBHCP, especially on page IV-20: "The purpose of allowing
out-of-Basin reserves is to potentially reduce the cost of establishing reserve
areas by allowing acquisition of potentially lower-cost land..."

EXECUTIVE OFFICER
JOHN R. ROBERTS
Executive Director
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We are certain those paying HCP fees--both now and in the future--will
positively receive this action. Environmental and conservation interests may
well see the move as an opportunity to extend the benefits of the
Conservancy's work, as well as obtain more total acres, given the expected
lower per-acre land acquisition costs.

t

NATOMAS
-BASIN

Our intention is to stay well within "Area B" as designated in the NBHCP in
Figure 21. In fact, we will make every effort to remain very close to the
Natomas Basin itself, and believe achieving this objective would not be
difficult. As always, we plan to work closely with representatives of your two
agencies as we scope out possible purchases for mitigation.

;.
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While the Conservancy has no obligation to request authorization to use the
out-of-Basin option as spelled out in the NBHCP and IA, it must seek
approval from each of your agency's representatives when acquiring specific
mitigation land. Therefore, in order to continue the good lines of
communications the Conservancy has enjoyed with your two agencies, this
letter is sent in the spirit of providing advance notice of intentions. Should
there be any suggestions, cautions or otherwise a need to amend the
Conservancy's intentions in this regard, we are hopeful you will advise us at
your earliest convenience.

Thank you for your continued support of the Conservancy.
Sincerely,
THE NATO-VIAS BASIN CONSERVANCY

By:

C:

John R. Roberts
Executive Director
Robert Thomas, City Manager, City of Sacramento
vtarol Shearly, Natomas Manager, City of Sacramento
Terry Roscoe, California Department of Fish and Game
Dave Zezulak, California Department of Fish and Game
Anne Rudin, President, The Natomas Basin Conservancy
Larry Combs, Sutter County

Roberta Gerson, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Cay Goude, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Kelly Hornaday, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Implementation Annual Report
The Natomas Basin Conservancy
February 29, 2000

Swainson's hawk
(Buteo swainsoni)

Giant garter snake
(Thamnophis gigas)
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Introduction
This report responds to a requirement of the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation
Plan (Section IV.G.4) and the Implementation Plan (Section 5.2) which calls for an
implementation annual report. The report is due within 60 days after the close of the
calendar year.
This is the first full-year annual report prepared by the Conservancy. A mid-year
update report was filed by the Conservancy in October 1999. As additional
accomplishments of the Conservancy accumulate and responsibilities expand with
the growth of mitigation acreage, more information will be available in future
annual reports.
The Conservancy was staffed for nine and one-half months during 1999. Accordingly,
the first few months of the year are not as complete with data as are the remaining
months. Nonetheless, every effort was made to be as inclusive as possible for the full
12 months of 1999.
The Conservancy is pleased to present this report and to share the many positive
steps it has taken towards successful implementation of the Natomas Basin Habitat
Conservation Plan.
Those wanting further information may contact the Conservancy at:
The Natomas Basin Conservancy
1750 Creekside Oaks Drive, Suite 290
Sacramento, CA 95833

Telephone: 916.566.6544
FAX: 916.566.6542

Cover Photos: The two primary species being protected by the efforts of the Conservancy are the giant
garter snake (Thamnophis gigas; photo courtesy U.S.G.S. BRD) and the Swainson's hawk (Buteo swainsoni).
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Barn owls on Conservancy land. Several barn owls exist on the Conservancy's
Betts and Silva tracts. Though not a species specifically addressed in the Natomas Basin

Habitat Conservation Plan, the presence of these owls is yet another indication of healthy
and diverse wildlife populations on the Conservancy's mitigation lands. Photo: The
Natomas Basin Conservancy.
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1999 Highlights
The Natomas Basin Conservancy

Acquisition
3 The Conservancy acquired seven (7) farms totaling approximately 1, 300 acres of mitigation land.
3 The 1999 mitigation acreage total more than met the required 1999 mitigation of 800 acres.
3 Mitigation land acquisition met the requirement of a minimum of one contiguous 400-acre parcel.
Programmatic
3 By year-end, the Conservancy had begun the process of site-specific land management planning.
3 Steps were taken to remove barriers to giant garter snake migration onto Conservancy lands.
3 The Conservancy worked to protect areas on its mitigation lands where NBHCP species are known
to exist.
3 Fields were managed in such a way as to encourage Swainson's hawk foraging activity.
3 Phase I environmental reports and American Land Title Association (ALTA) land surveys were
completed on each of the Conservancy's mitigation land acquisitions.
3 A Swainson's hawk monitoring report was conducted for the first time by the Conservancy, and
will serve as a base line for future reports.
Organizational
3 All matters with the federal and state taxation and corporation authorities were successfully
resolved.

3 The bylaws of the corporation were revised and updated.
3 The Board of Directors met a total of 19 times and the TAC met at least 9 times.
3 Staff was hired.
3 The Conservancy's first ever audit of financial statements was completed.
Budgeting
3 The long-term finance model used to guide the organization was updated.
3 A budget process was adopted to facilitate improved management, with links to the monthly
financial statements.
Facilitation
3 Staff worked with Sutter County and the Metro Air Park Property Owners' Association to facilitate
entrance into NBHCP process.
3 The Conservancy worked with a number of allied and interested individuals and groups to further
the goals of the Conservancy.
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The Natomas Basin Conservancy
Annual Report 1999'

1.

Implementation Agreement
Section 5.2

1.
The number of acres of land within the Permit Area approved for Urban
Development during the previous calendar year for which fees were collected.
A report from the City of Sacramento's Accounting Department shows a schedule of acres for
the covered period:
Table 1
The Natomas Basin Conservancy
HCP Fee-Paid Acres
Period

HCP fee paid acres

Calendar 1998

1,380.36

January 1-December 31 1999

1,459.60

All years through December 31, 1999

2,975.26

See Appendix A for a full report from the City of Sacramento regarding acres of land for which
fees have been collected. The mitigation acreage is also mapped, and these maps can be found
in Appendix M.
2.
An estimate of the amount of land within the Permit Area actually grubbed or graded
for Urban Development during the previous calendar year.
This City of Sacramento-provided information can be found along with the maps and related
material in Appendix M.
3.
The aggregate number of acres of Conservancy Land acquired in fee simple or
encumbered with Conservation Easements by the Conservancy during the previous calendar
year. The listing shall show the acreage and the proportion of lands which are Managed
Marsh.
An accounting of the aggregate number of acres of Conservancy Land acquired in fee simple
follows in Table 2. All Conservancy land acquired to date has been by fee simple acquisition. At
the end of 1999, the Conservancy had not yet done any managed marsh conversions. The
Conservancy expects to be in full compliance with the December 2002 requirement to have 25
percent of mitigation lands in managed marsh.
Beginning in November 1999, the Conservancy's Board of Directors took formal action to begin
the required site-specific land management planning process. The results of this planning
'Highlighted text (bold or italics) follows the NBHCP and IA reporting requirements or guidelines. One exception is
that illustrations have headers and titles in bold which are not designated in the NBHCP or IA.
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process will also determine the schedule and manner of bringing on-line the managed marsh
acres, and do so in a planned, sensible and effective process.
It remains the anticipation of the Conservancy that its Betts, Silva and Kismat tracts will be the
primary target for management marsh conversion. If all the Betts-Kismat-Silva property could
be converted to managed marsh (realistically, not all acres at this tract are likely to be
converted), this would represent 26 percent of Conservancy lands held as mitigation to date.
The remaining percent of Conservancy propertyz is anticipated to remain mostly as rice land.

Table 2
The Natomas Basin Conservancy
Land Acquisition Tally
Property

DATE

ACRES

ACQUIRED

COST
($)

COST/ACRE

ACRE

ACRES

($)

GOAL**

TOTAL

Silva

1.7.99

160

160

478,500

3,000.00

-640

Betts

4.5.99

138

298

451,265

3,300.00

-502

Kismat

4.16.99

40

338

140,000

3,459.95

-462

Lucich*

5.18.99

599

937

2,390,520

4,000.00

+137

Bennett*

5.17.99

359

1,296

1,292,980

3,600.00

+496

*Total of Bennett is 132.486 acres (south parcel) and 226.675 acres (north parcel). Lucich is 267.986 acres (north
parcel) and 331.209 acres (south parcel); north and south tract acreage figures do not equal 599-acres due to
rounding. Lucich has been reduced 20.68 acres pending negotiations between the seller (Lucich) and SAFCA.
The "Lucich" tract is referred elsewhere in this report as South Sutter Venture Group tract.
**The California Department of Fish and Game and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service notified the City of
Sacramento in December 1998 that 800 acres needed to be acquired by May 1, 1999. This "Acre Goal" column
indicates the number of acres accumulated and whether they are in deficit or surplus from this requirement.

A description of any lands conveyed by the Conservancy to the USFWS, CDFG, any
4.
other governmental entity, and to any other person or entity during the previous year.
The Conservancy did not convey any land to the USFWS, CDFG or any other governmental
entity during 1999.
A summary of the total aggregate number of acres of Conservancy Lands owned in
5.
fee simple or encumbered with Conservation Easements in favor of the Conservancy as of
the end of the previous calendar year. The summary listing shall show the acreage and the
proportion of lands which are Managed Marsh.
See discussion in number three (3) above.

2The remaining 74 percent in this hypothetical example would consist of essentially all of the Bennett North and
Bennett South tracts as well as the South Sutter Ventures Group North and South Sutter Ventures Group South
(otherwise known as "Lucich") tracts.
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A description of the management activities which the Conservancy conducted during
6.
the previous year and the management activities proposed for the coming year.
Following the outline in the NBHCP page IV-40 ("Habitat management activities"), the
following list is presented.
a.

Control of water supply and availability.

The Conservancy has been very active in water issues in three ways. First, it has worked to
control flooding. On the east boundary of the Conservancy's Betts tract, a drainage canal that
runs through the property often clogged up, sending water in inappropriate places.
Conservancy management worked with the Conservancy's caretaker on the property to
develop procedures to keep the drains free and the water flowing. Since the drainage canal
.receives in excess of 600 gallons per minute of drainage water on a constant basis, acting on this
matter was critical.
Most pressing was the complete closure of the drainage canal that passes beneath the access
route running on the southern boundary of the Conservancy's property. The culvert running
beneath the road was jammed with water primrose, causing water to flow over the road,
making access to the Conservancy's property impossible, and flowing out into neighbors' rice
fields (see map at Appendix D, point "D"). Since the incident took place when rice was heading
out and top-heavy, there was concern there would be lodging (plants falling over) and thus the
possibility of damages claimed against the Conservancy. Conservancy management worked
with Reclamation District 1000 (RD 1000) to clear the problem, but soon after, the problem
recurred. After that, the old culvert was dug up and an oversized culvert was inserted in its
place (see photo below). Now, the water passes freely beneath the road, although RD 1000
officials indicate the passage must continue to be watched as the water primrose could
conceivably get big enough to congest even the larger culvert. (See also discussion below
regarding giant garter snake passage.)

"Snake Ally" Extension Into Conservancy Land. A larger
culvert was installed under the Conservancy's main access road
on the Silva tract. The previous smaller culvert was 100 percent
filled with swift-flowing water and clogged frequently with
• aquatic weeds, causing flooding on and over the road. The new
culvert provides slower water flows and water surface area
inside the culvert. It is hoped that slower flows and water
surface area will induce giant garter snakes to move upstream in
the drainage canal onto Conservancy land. September 1999.

Photo: The Natomas Basin Conservancy.

I

The Conservancy's Betts tract was also flooded by rice paddy drainage from the neighboring
Leal (Riego Ranch) farm. Conservancy management worked with RD 1000, the property owner
and the farmer to successfully resolve this problem.
The second water management issue relates to irrigation management. The Conservancy uses
water in the above-referenced drainage canal to irrigate most of the pasture on the Betts and
Kismat tracts. However, a well and pump provides water to the higher elevation pasture on the

The Natomas Basin Conservancy
Implementation Annual Report
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Betts tract. The drainage canal water costs the Conservancy nothing except the labor to direct
and manage it. Operating the well and pump is very expensive, with electric bills running to
$800.00 per month when in use. With more watchful management, the cost has been reduced to
around $500.00 per month.
Additionally, the Conservancy entered into talks with RD 1000 to assess the cost of expanding
the culvert through which the drain water passes, attempting to see if it would be cost-effective
to make this change.
Also with regard to this irrigation water management on the Betts-Kismat-Silva tract, the
Conservancy Board of Directors approved an interim management plan (see Appendix B) that
contains a task to engage the services of an engineer or hydrologist to determine the feasibility
and cost of creating some type of structure on the Betts tract that would allow drainage canal
water to replace well and pumped water. That work will be proceeding in the short term.
Third on the topic of water management is the matter of water supply. The Conservancy's
management is well aware that without adequate water supply, the 25 percent managed marsh
requirement in the NBHCP would be jeopardized. Accordingly, great care has been taken by
the Conservancy with respect to acquiring and assuring full rights to water supplies as it
acquired property.
The Betts-Kismat-Silva tract, while not within the region's water district, has access to drainage
water coming from an adjacent fish farm. The Conservancy made certain the right to this water
was spelled out in the acquisition of the property, and the result was that the right has been
recorded with the property deed.
Likewise on the Bennett and South Sutter Ventures properties in Sutter County that are owned
by the Conservancy, management worked to transfer to the Conservancy stock in the Natomas
Central Mutual Water Company. The Water Company Board of Directors has approved the
Conservancy's request for the transfer of ownership, and the stock certificates were received in
September. The Conservancy staff attended the Water Company's annual meeting and cast
shareholder votes in the Conservancy's interest. It also has explored with Water Company
officials opportunities that might exist for water provision to those tracts the Conservancy owns
which do not hold water rights.3
b.

Suitable agricultural practices (e.g., rice growing for giant garter snakes and production of other
crops for Swainson's hawk foraging).

As part of the acquisition of the Bennett tracts and the South Sutter Venture Group tracts, the
sellers retained the right to complete the 1999 farming year. Rice is planted on all of the acreage
in both tracts. This represents nearly 1,000 acres of rice. All four farms (that is, Bennett North,
Bennett South, South Sutter Venture Group North and South Sutter Venture Group South) are
connected by water conveyances. Across the Natomas Cross Canal levee from the South Sutter
Venture Group North tract, three Swainson's hawk nests were identified during the 1999
season. A portion or all of these properties are within one mile of either the Sacramento River or
the Natomas Cross Canal. At its closest point, the Bennett South tract is approximately 3,000
feet from the Sacramento River and the South Sutter Venture Group North tract is adjacent to
the water in the Natomas Cross Canal.
3 The Conservancy's Betts, Kismat and Silva tracts do not enjoy participation in the Natomas Central Mutual Water
Company. Water to the tracts is provided from other sources, including groundwater pumped at Conservancy
expense and tail water from an adjacent fish farm.
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As to the Betts-Kismat-Silva tracts, Conservancy management has adjusted the agricultural
practices to be more in line with the NBHCP. Activity includes reducing the cattle population
on the property. At purchase, approximately 278 head of cattle grazed the property.
Conservancy management entered into an agreement with the Betts family to have
approximately 100 head of cattle on the Betts and Kismat tracts. At year-end, there were 99 head
of cattle on the property.
Moreover, large portions of the Silva tract has been identified as farmland with a very severe
weed problem, so much so that prominent custom farminf operators in the Basin declined to
discuss with the Conservancy hiring out to farm this tract during recent inquiries.
Given this situation, the Conservancy began a restoration project with the approval of the
Conservancy's Board of Directors and TAC. First, any work on the west 80 acres of the Silva
tract awaited completion of nesting by birds. Early on-site inspection noted numerous
migratory waterfowl nesting sites in the weeds.5 In late summer, the weedy portions of the Silva
tract were bounded by an approximate 40-foot stubble-disced border. Then 40-foot strips were
cut through the weediest parts of the tract (see photo below). As an alternative to intensive
herbicide use for weed control, the area was then seeded with vetch and oat seeds.
Over time, continuing these agronomic practices is expected to control the spread of weeds and
at the same time, continue to provide excellent habitat for wildlife. Concomitantly, the area is
opened up for Swainson's hawk foraging, as the hawk was essentially precluded from the area
due to waist-high, very dense weed populations. (See Appendix C for more details on this
project.)

Silva Tract Weed Control, Restoration
and Enhancement Project. Strips were
stubbled-disced into the densely
weeded portions of the Silva tract. The
area was seeded with vetch and oat
seeds in late-Fall 1999. August 1999.
Photo: The Natomas Basin Conservancy

c.

Grazing programs to eliminate weeds or control vegetation.

'Difficulty with irrigation was also identified as an obstacle to interest in farming this tract.
'Since the Betts-Silva-Kismat tract is surrounded by intensive agricultural, there are few alternatives for nesting in the
area. This was probably why there were many nests in the thick weeds of this portion of the Conservancy property.
This phenomenon also indicates there may be positive results for the Conservancy's habitat development, restoration
and enhancement efforts on this property, at least by ground-nesting birds.
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Referenced above (#2, "Suitable agricultural practices") is a brief discussion of the
Conservancy's efforts to improve management of grazing. If left unchecked, grazing could be
destructive to habitat. Properly managed, it can be helpful to at least one of the covered species
in the NBHCP. It also can be helpful in controlling weeds and vegetation.
Also contained in the Conservancy's interim land management plan is an evaluation of fencing
the north portion of the Betts tract and the Silva tract. If this fencing around this portion of the
Conservancy's land can be made strong enough to contain cattle--and do so at reasonable
expense--the cattle herd now using Conservancy pasture can be extended to the entire
Conservancy holding at this location. This would provide even better weed and vegetation
control for the Conservancy.
Since the Bennett and South Sutter Ventures tract are completely planted to rice, there is no
need or ability to conduct grazing activity on the tracts.
d.

Exotic species control.

Also recognized by the Conservancy is the extraordinary weed control problem on the Silva
tract. The Conservancy has brought to the property representatives of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, the California Department of Fish and Game, pest control advisors and farmers to
inspect the tract and discuss weed control options. The most serious weed threat is an exotic
species of weed, thistle. Bull thistle and western star thistle are the most prominent. A
discussion above (#2 "Suitable agricultural practices") describes efforts to control this exotic
weed control issue.
Moreover, the Conservancy's caretaker on the Betts-Kismat-Silva tract is regularly assigned to
spot weed removal activity. That is, he'is unable to do large-scale weed control, but by
selectively weeding exotic species, some degree of additional control is afforded.
To date no further exotic species control problems or opportunities have surfaced or otherwise
been identified.

e.

Erosion control.

Since Conservancy lands are mostly rice fields, and since the rice fields have been precisionleveled, there are relatively few erosion control needs or opportunities on current Conservancy
land holdings. On the portion of the Conservancy's land that is not in rice production, pasture is
the most prevalent land use. Therefore it too, since being covered with ground cover
throughout, and relatively well developed with agricultural drains, offers little opportunity or
need for erosion control efforts.
f.

Enhancement of native plant communities.

The Conservancy had little opportunity during the reporting period for native plant
enhancement activities. Also, because much of the Conservancy's land holdings are in
productive rice farming operations, there is also little opportunity in this regard. However, the
Conservancy has begun the process of developing site-specific land management plans for each
of its properties. The Conservancy envisions that the issue of native plant community
enhancement will be addressed in this document. In the interim, the Conservancy's
management will continue to look for enhancement opportunities in this aspect of its mission.
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g.

Habitat enhancement activities for the covered species (e.g., construction of artificial burrows for
giant garter snake).

The Conservancy, in its first year of operation, has only begun to conduct enhancement
activities. Nonetheless, some enhancement activity has begun.
One prominent example of enhancement activity lies in the area of facilitating migration of the
giant garter snake. The Conservancy was perplexed by the fact that the drainage canal carrying
runoff from the fish farm located just northeast of the Betts tract contained no giant garter
snakes. However, immediately south of the Conservancy's property, just as the drainage canal
leaves Conservancy property, numerous snakes have been identified (see Appendix D, point
"E"). The Conservancy has asked representatives of the CDFG, USFWS, USGS/BRD and others
for explanations, but no conclusive theory has been advanced as to why the snake has not
migrated onto Conservancy land. However, one issue surfaced repeatedly in these discussions
and consultations. In the former narrow culvert, water flows were such that they filled the
culvert completely so that there was no surface area for snakes to swim on.
Moreover, the flow of water through the culvert was of an extraordinary velocity, making it
difficult for snakes to negotiate. The only logical way for the snake to move upstream into
Conservancy property would be to climb a steep bank to the east-west gravel road traversing
the Conservancy's properties on the property's southern border, then cross the gravel road,
then return to the drainage canal in an equally steep embankment.
With the cooperation of RD 1000, the Conservancy replaced the former 16-inch culvert with a
28-inch culvert. Today, water flows under the road through the culvert at a much lower
velocity, and approximately 50 percent of the culvert is unfilled during normal times, making
for surface area for snakes to use to migrate northward into Conservancy property.

Land enhancement activity. The Conservancy continues to
gather debris around its mitigation lands, including some that
may otherwise present a hazard, and mound it in strategic areas
to serve as habitat. Photo: The Natomas Basin Conservancy.

Another example lies in developing foraging area for the Swainson's hawk. On the Silva tract,
the Conservancy embarked upon the weed control, restoration and enhancement activity as
referenced above in #2, "Suitable agricultural practices." The vision of several hundred acres of
densely packed, waist-high exotic weeds offers little if any foraging area for the Swainson's
hawk. Today, with 40-foot wide. stubble-disced borders and strips in this weeded area,
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Swainson's hawks can forage the area, and raptors of many kinds are commonly seen foraging
there.' Before, this was not seen.
Additionally, the Conservancy has worked to preserve trees for the Swainson's hawk. Some of
the tasks include: 1.) Watering young oak trees on the Betts track, 2.) attempting to end "driftbuffer" aerial application of herbicides and causing severe damage to trees on the Betts track, 3.)
receiving a commitment from RD 1000 that the tall trees just across the Natomas Cross Canal
levee and containing Swainson's hawk nests will be preserved, and 4.) managing livestock in
ways that minimize damage to trees. These are representative of the Conservancy's efforts to
,
provide habitat for Swainson's hawk and other species.
The Conservancy has also marked off an area that probably is home to the largest concentration
of burrowing owls in the Natomas Basin. The burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) prefers the
open, dry grassland habitat that is found in one portion of the Conservancy's Silva tract. This
site contains very unique soil and perching opportunities for the burrowing owl, officially listed
as a species of special concern and included in the NBHCP.
The same is true for the tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor). One CDFG official remarked that
the Conservancy's land contains the largest count of tricolor blackbirds he'd ever seen,
estimating the number on one visit at over 500. The Conservancy has worked to protect this
sensitive portion of the Coriservancy land as well.

Burrowing Owl on Conservancy Land. One of the 14
burrowing owls (Athene cnnicdnria) identified on
Conservancy land. The concentrated area serving as habitat
for the owl has been set aside and will be preserved from
being disturbed. September 1999. Photo: The Natomas Basin
Conservancy.

The Conservancy has also surveyed the property to look for the possibility of additional listed,
candidate and other species addressed in the NBHCP. It is likely a number of the "Vernal Pool
Associated Species"' will be identified on the Conservancy's Betts and Kismat tracts. These have
been noted and will be part of the long-term land management plans discussed above.
h.

Predator control.

The Conservancy Board of Directors adopted a resolution$ which provides for pet restrictions
on the Conservancy's rented property.' Dogs and cats running loose on the property are seen as
6See #2 "Suitable agricultural practices" above and attendant photo, "Silva Tract Weed Control, Restoration and
Enhancement Project."

'See NBHCP p. 1-8
'Resolution #3.99.23 includes "pet restrictions."
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potentially harmful to some of the covered species and therefore the Conservancy has remained
alert to possible predator and related problems. The Conservancy has also contacted
Sacramento County Animal Control to remove stray dogs left on the Conservancy's land and
which roam the area.
i.

Control of pesticide uses on reserve lands.

The Conservancy has 1.) lodged complaints with neighboring farm operations regarding the
drift of herbicides onto Conservancy land,10 2.) conducted the weed management program on
the Silva tract in such a way as to see if the control of weeds can be accomplished without the
use of herbicides," and 3.) drafted its standard agricultural lease so that the Conservancy's
tenants may be unable to utilize agricultural chemicals on Conservancy land if the Conservancy
has identified an agricultural chemical as potentially harmful to covered species in the NBHCP.
Additional protections have been added to these contracts which provide the Conservancy with
multiple protections in the event of the use of such products.
j.

Enhanced ditch and drain management for the covered species on reserve lands.

The Conservancy is especially pleased with the ditch and drain management activity noted
above in #7 ("Habitat enhancement activities"), whereby the strength of water flow in a
significant drainage ditch on Conservancy property was reduced and flow surface area was
added. Conservancy staff has attempted to make certain water primrose does not completely
cover this drainage canal. It also wanted to make certain there were no known impediments to
giant garter snake migration from the populated areas adjacent to the Conservancy's
Sacramento County mitigation lands.
The Conservancy staff also met with senior management of RD 1000 to explore the possibility of
significantly widening one of the two banks of the drainage ditch that flows through the BettsKismat-Silva property. This is for the purpose of providing better habitat for the giant garter
snake. Upon learning RD 1000 is receptive to such a project, Conservancy management has
included it in the specifications for the long-range habitat management plan for consideration.
k.

Coordination of any research conducted within reserves with outside species experts and other
individuals and groups.

The primary cooperative agreements undertaken so far are with the Biological Research
Division, U.S. Geological Survey, Dixon, California, for the purposes of giant garter snake
research. A second agreement was signed with Jim Estep, working with the Swainson's Hawk
Technical Advisory Committee, for the purpose of conducting research on the Swainson's
hawk. In both cases, reports from the research groups will provide monitoring data for the
Conservancy to use in complying with the terms and conditions of the NBHCP and IA.

1.

Management activities proposed for coming year.

'The dogs that live on the Betts tract are owned by the previous land owner but cared for by the Conservancy's
caretaker. Since the house lies near the entrance to the Conservancy's land, the dogs are seen as helpful in alerting the
caretaker to trespassers. Additionally, the dogs remain in a very large fenced area and are extremely well trained to
never go beyond the fenced area. The Conservancy's Executive Director tested the dogs' training in this regard prior
to granting an exception to the policy of no dogs on Conservancy land and was satisfied these two dogs are helpful
rather than harmful to the Conservancy's interests.
"See also #7 and mention of aerial drift of pesticide above for additional elaboration on this.
"See also #2, "Suitable agricultural practices" for additional elaboration on this.
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The Conservancy's plans for management activities for the coming year are best described in
Appendix B, the Conservancy's interim land management plan. In addition to the plans for
activity on the Betts-Kismat-Silva tract, the Conservancy will be working with farmers on the
Sutter County tracts'Z to insure the best possible outcome of the first year of the Conservancy's
participation in rice farming operations in support of the HCP.
The Conservancy also plans to be active in acquiring additional land. At this writing, it appears
certain the Conservancy will be in an acquisition mode in the year 2000. At least 200 acres of
additional land will need to be acquired, either in fee or by easement, in order to satisfy the
requirements of the NBHCP and IA. It is certain the efforts to provide scientific monitoring for
the Swainson's hawk will continue in 2000, much as it was managed for 1999. Supplementing
this report will be a monitoring report for the giant garter snake. Conservancy staff has entered
into discussions with the U.S. Geological Survey's Biological Resources Division about
conducting these monitoring activities for 2000.
In addition, the Conservancy will be exploring other opportunities to acquire funding for
enhancing the efforts of the organization, as well as relationships with other organizations and
interests that may be helpful with the Conservancy's efforts to fulfill its obligations under the
HCP and IA. This includes public education and cooperating in special areas such as
Fisherman's Lake.
The Conservancy anticipates there might be new HCPs approved for the Basin. The County of
Sutter has indicated it is nearly finished with its HCP, and the Metro Air Park Property Owners
Association (MAPPOA) indicates likewise.
The biggest management activity after land acquisition and property management slated for the
coming year is to work with the selected contractor to complete site specific land management
plans for the Conservancy's mitigation lands. A copy of the Conservancy's Request for
Proposals (RFP) used to obtain a qualified contractor to assist with the preparation of the plans
can be found in Appendix L.
A description of the habitat enhancement activities conducted in the previous year
7.
and those proposed for the coming year.
A great deal of the discussion on enhancement activities has been incorporated into item (6)
numbers "a" through "j" immediately above. The most significant enhancement activities have
been the culvert expansion for improved giant garter snake passage onto Conservancy lands
and the enhancement activity on the Silva tract where the property has been overtaken by exotic
weed species (see previous discussions).
A report of any scientific research authorized or conducted in the previous calendar
8.
year on Conservancy Lands other than research conducted directly by USFWS or CDFG, and
a description of any research proposed for the coming year.
See item (6) #k above. Research proposed for the coming year includes the research that will be
indicated by the long-term habitat management plans described in Appendix B. Additionally,
monitoring will be conducted for the Swainson's hawk and giant garter snake as in 1999, and
the Conservancy plans to conduct water quality research on water going through the Betts'ZThis includes the Bennett South, Bennett North, South Sutter Ventures Group South and South Sutter Ventures
Group North tracts.
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Kismat-Silva tracts in order to establish base line data for future needs as well as to identify
conditions that may be conducive to giant garter snake populations.
An itemization, if known, of the number of individuals of the Covered Species taken
9.
by the Conservancy in the course of management, relocation, or scientific study, and the
disposition of those individuals.
The Conservancy did not take any of the covered species and is unaware of any that were taken
by others.
A yearly financial report prepared by a certified public accountant which provides: a
10.
tabulation of all Habitat Acquisition Fees and other Mitigation Fees collected by the
Conservancy; all other sources of income to the Conservancy; all expenses incurred by the
Conservancy during the previous year, including an itemization of all expenses incurred in
land acquisition activities; the amount of funds held in reserve for future acquisitions; and
the value of the endowment fund established from Endowment Fees.
In Appendix E, an audited financial statement for the Fiscal Year ended June 30, 1999 is
presented. Since the Conservancy has taken official action to change its fiscal year to one which
ends December 31,'3 a financial report for the six-month fiscal period ended December 31, 1999
is also presented in Appendix E. At the Annual Report deadline, the Conservancy's Board of
Directors had authorized an audit of the organization's financial statements for the six month
period ended December 31,1999.14
11.
An assessment of the adequacy of funding projected for the coming year and a
recommendation as to the amount that the Base Mitigation Fee should be increased or
decreased as specified in Sections 4.5.7, 4.5.8, or 4.5.9 of this Agreement.
In Appendix F, the Conservancy presents a financial model update it requisitioned during the
reporting period. The model indicated a need for an increase in HCP fees. Accordingly, the
Conservancy adopted a resolutionls requesting that the City of Sacramento increase HCP fees
from $2,656.00 to $3,292.00. The Sacramento City Council on August 17,1999 voted
unanimously on a resolution16 to accept this recommendation and implement it immediately. A
second passage, required by State of California law, was also unanimously adopted" September
14, 1999 that affirmed the emergency fee increase.
12.

Maps depicting items set forth under paragraphs (1), (2), (3), (4), and (5) above.

In Appendix G, the Conservancy provides maps it has constructed to serve as interim maps.
Two other mapping projects, one by the City of Sacramento to comply with the IA (see
Appendix M), and also, by the Conservancy with a professional services firm, will provide
enhanced mapping resources for the Conservancy in 2000. In addition, in November 1999, the
"This fiscal year-end change was done in order to bring the Conservancy's financial accounting period into
conformity with all other reporting period requirements as spelled out in the NBHCP and IA.

"Resolution #12.99.06.
15 Conservancy Board of Directors resolution #6.99.3 adopted by unanimous vote June 2, 1999.
"City of Sacramento City Council resolution no. 99-473, "A Resolution Increasing the Amount of the Habitat
Conservation Fee Established Pursuant to Chapter 84.10 of the City Code, to Take Effect Immediately."
17City of Sacramento resolution no. 99-520, "A Resolution Extending the Interim Authorization Established by
Ordinance No. 99-043 and Resolutions 99-472 and 99-473 For Revised Development Impact Fees, Including Habitat
Conservation Fees and Fees under the Land Acquisition Program, for Development Projects Within the North
Natomas Area."
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Conservancy completed land surveys of all mitigation lands. The surveys conform to American
Land Title Association (ALTA) requirements and are available in the Conservancy's office.

Aerial Photos of
All Conservancy
Lands Are Taken.
The Conservancy
had aerial photos
taken of all of its
land. The photo at
right shows the
Conservancy's
Betts-Kismat-Silva
tracts. September
1999. Photo: Cal
Aero Photo.

Copies of all data collected and reports generated as a result of scientific research
13.
conducted on Conservancy Lands.
Monitoring reports for the Swainson's hawk and giant garter snake are included as Appendix
H. The Conservancy entered into a contract18 for the 1999 Swainson's hawk monitoring report,
which has been successfully completed ( see Appendix H). Similar arrangements are anticipated
for both the Swainson's hawk and giant garter snake for 2000.
14.

An accounting of the long-term endowment account.

An accounting of the Conservancy's Endowment Fund can be found in Appendix E.19
15.

All other information described in Chapter IV, Section G.4 of the NBHCP.

See item number (6) above for a complete list of information listed in the HCP.
Other management activity included meeting with adjacent and neighboring land owners to
introduce them to the Conservancy, allay any concerns and spell out the Conservancy's goals
and objectives. In addition, the Conservancy conducted a number of activities that generally fall
under the category of property management. These include the removal of a swimming pool on
the Silva tract. This was done due to the fact that the Conservancy's insurance agent indicated
this caused significant liability for the Conservancy, and also because the pool was leaking at a
rate of eight inches of water every two days. Estimates for repair were extraordinarily
expensive. Coupled with the pool removal has been safety upgrades to the rental house on the
Silva tract. This includes repair of the fireplace, electrical panels and driveway. The residence
"Conservancy Board resolution #8.99.3
19The Conservancy's Board of Directors discussed at considerable length the matter of "separateness" of the
Endowment Fund. The NBHCP and IA require that the Endowment Fund be "separate." As a "component unit". of
the City of Sacramento, the City's Accounting Department was asked for a written explanation of the separation of
the Conservancy's Endowment Fund from other funds. The response from the City's Accounting Department
Manager was forwarded to the California Department of Fish and Game and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on
August 11, 1999 in an attempt by the Conservancy to obtain concurrence with the City's view that the Endowment
Fund was sufficiently separate.
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now provides the Conservancy with steady income, as a qualified and responsible tenant family
lives there. The family's presence also provides the Conservancy with an additional "pair of
eyes" to alert the Conservancy management if any problems arise on that part of the mitigation
lands.
The Conservancy has also located a map providing historic two-foot contours on the BettsKismat-Silva property. This map supplements the maps that were prepared for the
Conservancy by Wallace•Kuhl Associates, Inc. This firm prepared Phase I environmental
reports for the Conservancy on each of its acquired properties. These can be found in Appendix
K. The Conservancy also located or caused to be developed a number of additional maps and
photographs of help in managing Conservancy property.

Mitigation lands posted. Part of the Conservancy's obligation is
to protect mitigation lands from prohibited activities and to
generally provide for responsible property management. At the
end of 1999 over two thirds of the Conservancy's mitigation
lands had been posted with signs similar to the one at left, and
other protection measures were taken on the balance of the
mitigation lands. Photo: The Natomas Basin Conservancy.
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II. Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan
Section IV.G.3
Accounting for each jurisdiction (City of Sacramento, Sacramento County, and Sutter
County):
1.

Take:
a.
b.
c.

The annual incremental and cumulative area converted to urban development:
In the applicable permit area and entire NBHCP area.
In the Swainson's hawk zone (the area within 1 mile of the Sacramento River).
In vernal pools.
_

The Conservancy provides information from the City in this regard in Appendix M which
follows.
2.

Mitigation: The annual incremental and cumulative area of mitigation lands acquired:
In-Basin:
a.
Lands managed as marsh.
i.
Lands managed as rice, including associated fallow land.
ii.
Lands managed as upland reserves.
iii.
Out-of-Basin in Area "B."
b.
Out-of-Basin in Area "C."
c.
Status of the initial 400 acres (when purchased and what habitat type).
d.
Mitigation for vernal pools, as appropriate.
e.

Please refer to Section I(3) above for a response to "a."
As to "b," no lands have been acquired in Area B.
As to "c," no lands have been acquired in Area C.
As to "d," the initial 400 acres have been acquired. This was achieved on May 18, 1999 with the
acquisition of the South Sutter Ventures Group properties. At present, the habitat type is a mix
of upland reserve for the 338-acre Betts-Kismat-Silva tract with a large percentage of this tract
very likely to be converted (or restored) to managed marsh. For the Bennett and South Sutter
Ventures Group tracts, the habitat type is rice land.
As to "e," there are suspected vernal pools on the Kismat tract, and possibly the Betts and Silva
tracts. The Conservancy plans to aggressively inspect these for more formal vernal pool
identification.
3.

Financial status:
The amount and source of funds collected.
a.
Funds expended or committed for acquisition.
b.
Funds held in reserve.
c.
Summary of expenditures for and revenues from reserve land management.
d.
An accounting of the long-term endowment account.
e.

An entire accounting and response to this section can be found in Appendix E.
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III. Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan
Section IV.G.4

The amount and location of all lands approved for urban development by public
1.
agencies (e.g., public works projects) for which mitigation fees were paid to the NBC in the
preceding year.
Please see the schedule of the amount of all lands for which mitigation fees were paid in
Appendix A. A map showing the location of such land is forthcoming from the City of
Sacramento.
A description of the locations and condition of any mitigation lands acquired in fee
2.
simple or conservation easement in the preceding year.
A record of lands acquired by the Conservancy by size and date of acquisition can be found in
Table 2, page 2, titled, The Natomas Basin Conservancy, Land Acquisition Tally. General
descriptions follow.
Bennett tracts. This property is located approximately 15 miles northwest of the central
business district of the City of Sacramento. The property is divided into two portions of land.
The north tract lies south of the Natomas Cross Canal, north of Sankey Road. The south tract
lies south of Sankey Road, west of Power Line Road. The property is situated approximately
one and one half miles east of the Sacramento River (but approximately 3,000 feet from the
River at its closest point) and two miles west of State Highway 99. The property consists of
approximately 359 gross acres of agricultural land having Sutter County Assessor's Parcel
Numbers 35-140-008, -009, -010, -015, -016, -017, -018, -021, and 35-230-004, -009, -012 and -032.
Both portions of the Bennett tract consist of agricultural land with raised access roads and
irrigation/tailwater ditches. The land use history has been that of continuous planting to rice
for many decades.
South Sutter Ventures (Lucich) tracts. This property is located approximately 15 miles
northwest of the central business district of the City of Sacramento. The subject property is
divided into two portions of land. The North tract lies on the south side of the Cross Canal,
north of Sankey Road. The South tract lies between Sankey and Riego Roads, east of Power Line
Road. The property is situated approximately 4,500 feet east of the Sacramento River (at its
closest point) and 5,500 feet west of State Highway 99 (at its closest point). The property consists
of approximately 599 gross acres of agricultural land having Sutter County Assessor's Parcel
Numbers 35-130-016 and -017; 35-230-010, -011, -025, -027, -029, and -030, and 35-240-002, -029,
and -031.
Both portions of the South Sutter Ventures tract consist of agricultural land with raised access
roads and irrigation/tailwater ditches. The property has been planted almost exclusively to rice
over the years.
Silva tract. This property is located approximately nine miles north of the central business
district of the City of Sacramento, California. The square-shaped property lies within a
predominately agricultural area and is bisected by the Sacramento/Sutter County divisional
boundary. The property consists of approximately 160 gross acres of agricultural land located
on the westerly side of East Levee Road, approximately midway between Riego Road to the
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north and Elverta Road to the south. Sacramento County Assessor's Parcel Number 201-0040002 comprises approximately 156 acres of the property and Sutter County APN 35-280-005
comprises the remaining four acres of the property.
The property consists of an out-of-service dairy and rural residential site. The dairy and a
residence is located on the southerly portion of the property. The remainder (majority) of the
property consists of fallow land that historically supported irrigated pasture and clover for
dairy cattle. An east/west-trending unimproved dirt road is located on the property near its
southerly boundary. The road extends west to the dairy located in the south-central portion of
the property.
Betts tract. This property and adjacent 40 acres (known as the Kismat tract) are located
approximately nine miles north of the central business district of the City of Sacramento. The
irregular-shaped property lies within a predominantly agricultural area and is bisected by the
Sacramento/Sutter County political boundary.
The property consists of approximately 178 gross acres (Kismat and Betts combined) of
agricultural and rural land located on the westerly side of East Levee Road, approximately
midway between Riego Road and Elverta Road to the north and south, respectively.
Sacramento County Assessor's Parcel Numbers 201-0040-003 through -005, 201-0091-001
through -003, and 201-0094-001 through -004 comprise approximately 159 acres of the property;
Sutter County APN 35-280-012 comprises the remaining 17 acres (approximately) of the
property.
The land use consists of cattle grazing and has a rural residence on the site. The building cluster
and corral area is located on the south-central portion of the property. The remainder (majority)
of the property consists of irrigated pasture and volunteer oats for cattle. There are several
fences on the property.
An accounting of the taking of any individual giant garter snakes, Swainson's hawks,
3.
or other covered species, if known, as a result of activities in the City's or Counties' permit
areas in the preceding year, including any specimens taken for scientific purposes.
The Conservancy did not take any species during the reporting year, and is unaware of any
species taken by others.
Plans for the acquisition of reserve lands in fee simple or conservation easement in
4.
the forthcoming year.
The Conservancy plans to continue to acquire properties, either in fee simple form or by
easement in the coming year. At present, it appears that 200 acres will be needed to meet
mitigation requirements in 2000.
The aim of the Conservancy is to continue to attempt to assemble land necessary to meet the
2,500-acre contiguous land requirement, along with smaller parcels in 400-acre blocks.
An outline of habitat management, enhancement, and monitoring activities
5.
conducted in the preceding year and planned activities and goals for the forthcoming year.
Please see 1.6 above for a full discussion of this subject.'
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6.
Pertinent results of biological surveys and monitoring activities conducted in the
preceding year.
Please refer to Appendix H for a complete reporting on this issue.
Pertinent information from RD1000 and NCMWC as described in Section C.1.e above
7.
(Reporting/Revisions).
Reports from RD 1000 and Natomas Mutual Water Company follow in Appendix I.
Any other pertinent information regarding implementation by the permittees of the
8.
terms of the NBHCP and its associated permits or circumstances within the reserve system
specifically or the plan area generally.
During the reporting period, The Conservancy has been busy with start-up and organizational
activity in addition to the activity more directly linked with the NBHCP and IA described in
this report. To provide a flavor for these activities, a copy of the minutes of the Conservancy's
Board of Directors meetings follow in Appendix J. Only the minutes themselves and not their
attachments have been included in the interest of space. However, complete copies of the
minutes with attachments are available upon request from the Conservancy.

t
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IV. Annual Work Plan
Section IV.D.1
The work plan for the Conservancy's Betts-Kismat-Silva tracts can be found in Appendix B.
Section 1.6 of this report contains a subsection titled, "Management activity proposed for the
coming year" which lays out the work plan for the Conservancy for 2000. The bulk of activity
will be contained in the work plans that are part of the three site-specific land management
plans that will be completed by summer 2000.
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Glossary and Abbreviations
Annual Report

The Implementation Annual Report. The Conservancy is required under Section
5.2 of the Implementation Agreement and Section IV.G.4 of the Natomas Basin
Habitat Conservation Plan to produce and deliver an implementation annual
report no later than 60 days after the close of the calendar year. Items to be
included in the report are specifically prescribed.

CDFG

California Department of Fish and Game

Conservancy.

The Natomas Basin Conservancy. A California non-profit public benefit
corporation serving as "plan operator" of the Natomas Basin Habitat
Conservation Plan.

Giant garter snake

(Thamnophis gigas) The giant garter snake is one of the largest garter snakes of the
genus Thamnophis, with a total length up to 4.5 feet or greater. The garter snake
in the Sacramento Valley and Delta regions has a dorsal ground color often dark
brown to olive or nearly black, a complete dorsal strip varying in color from dull
yellow to bright orange, and often orange on the ventral surfaces as well.
Officially listed as a "threatened" species under federal and state authority, it is
one of the two primary species protected under the NBHCP.

IA

The Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan Implementation Agreement. (See
NBHCP)

MAPPOA

Metro Air Park Property Owners Association.

NBHCP

Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan. The NBHCP applies to the 53,341acre interior of the Natomas Basin, located in the northern portion of Sacramento
County and the southern portion of Sutter County. The Basin contains
incorporated and unincorporated areas within the jurisdiction of the City of
Sacramento, Sacramento County and Sutter County. The purpose of the NBHCP
is to promote biological conservation along with economic development and the
continuation of agriculture within the Natomas Basin. The NBHCP establishes a
multi-species conservation program to mitigate the expected loss of habitat
values and incidental take of protected species that would result from urban
development, operation of irrigation and drainage systems, and rice farming.
The goal of the NBHCP is to preserve, restore, and enhance habitat values found
in the Natomas Basin while allowing urban development to proceed according to
local land use plans. The NBHCP is a supporting document for federal Section
10(a)(1)(B) and State Section 2081 permit applications. Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the
federal Endangered Species Act allows incidental take of endangered or
threatened species subject to its permit requirements. Similarly, State Section
2081 of the California Fish and Game Code allows the California Department of
Fish and Game to enter into management agreements that allows activities which
may otherwise result in habitat loss or take of individuals of a state listed species.

RD 1000

Reclamation District 1000.

Swainson's hawk

(Buteo swainsoni) The state-listed threatened Swainson's hawk is a medium sized
buteo (25 to 35 ounces) and is distinguished from other buteos by long, narrow,
pointed wings. Swainson's hawk plumage varies greatly. Light phase birds have
buff white wing linings with darkly barred brown flight feathers; dark phase
birds are dark brown with white undertail coverts, and intermediate reddish
plumage occurs between phases.
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TAC

Technical Advisory Committee. The TAC consists of six members, two each
appointed from the City of Sacramento, the California Department of Fish and
Game and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

USGS/BRD

United States Geolocial Service, Biological Resource Division. The Conservancy
works with the Dixon, California office of USGS/BRD on giant garter snake
matters.

USFWS

United States Fish and Wildlife Service.

Water Company

The Natomas Central Mutual Water Company is the purveyor of water to the
Conservancy's Lucich North, Lucich South, Bennett North and Bennett South
tracts. The Conservancy owns 620 shares (combined Lucich North and Lucich
South) and 358 shares (combined Bennett North and Bennett South tracts) of
stock (total 978 shares) in the Water Company. The shares were officially
conveyed by the Board of Directors'of the Water Company to the Conservancy
on July 13, 1999.
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DEPARTMENT 01?
NEIGHBORHOODS, PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMEENT SERVICES

LlJll
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO
,CALIFORNIA

rHUt

12311 STREET
ROOM 400
SACRAMENTO, CA
95814-2904
NORTH NATOMAS UNIT
916-264-8749

FAX 916-264-7643

February 29, 2000
Mr. Wayne White, Field Supervisor
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
2800 Cottage Way, Room. W-2605
Sacramento, CA 95821
Mr. Banky E. Curtis, Regional Manager
Sacramento Valley- Central Sierra Region
California Department of Fish and Game
1701 Nimbus Road, Suite A

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
Mr. John Roberts, Executive Director
The Natomas Basin Conservancy
1750 Creekside Oaks Drive, Suite 296
Sacramento, CA 95833
Subject; Annual Report of Urban Development
Dear Mr. White, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. Roberts,
Attached are the maps and chart that depict the City of Sacramento's monitoring of the Natomas
Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). These maps and chart constitute the Annual Report of
Urban Development required of the City by the HCP Implementation Agreement, Section 3.1.11.
The chart details the payment of HCP fees from inception of the HCP in annual increments. The
maps depict the property throughout the North and South Natomas Community Plan areas within
the City of Sacramento that paid HCP fees, conducted a biological study, and disturbed the ground,
in preparation for urban development. An overall map of North and South Natomas is provided, as
well as four quadrant maps of North Natomas and an enlarged version of the South Natomas area
in which urban development was commenced.
Per the monitoring information and pursuant to Section IV-G-3 of the HCP, the City of Sacramento
accounts for an annual incremental area converted to urban development in the applicable permit
area of 1,459.59 acres, bringing the cumulative area converted to urban development in the
applicable permit area to 2,975.26 acres. No land was converted to development in the Swainson's
hawk zone or in any vernal pool area.
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The City of Sacramento is proud of the adopted Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan. And,
we look forward to working with the wildlife agencies and TNBC to continue to implement the plan
and monitor the success of the plan in establishing habitat values throughout the Natomas Basin.

Sincerely,

Carol Shearly
North Natomas Manager
r

cc:

Heather Fargo, City Councilmember - District 1
Robert Thomas, City Manager
Jack Crist, Deputy City Manager
William Carnazzo, Senior Assistant Attorney
Terry Moore, City Consultant

Kelly Hornaday, USFWS
David Zezeiak, DFG
Tarry Roscoe, DFG
C:\Carol Shearly\data\wpf\North Natomas\HCP annual report.Itr.wpd
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City of Sacramento
North Natomas Habitat Conservation Programs
Schedule of Subject Acreage and Fees Paid
H:1HCP projectt[IiCPFees Collected with Key Field for map.ds HCP q1

5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16:
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
27
28
28
28
28
28
28
28
28
28
28
29
30
31
28

Donahue Schriber
EPICK Inc.
Citation Homes
Regis Homes
Donahue Schriber
^Totabthro'u' tiicaleridar:`eair199Z^^,o"

Posting
Payment
Notice to
HCP Fee
Date
F Yr Agencies Gross Area
Date
$20,886.00 06/20/96
6
9.32
25,011.84
O6/25/96
'
11.17
3,t151.01
09/06/96
1.72
18 368.00
10/02/96
7
8-20 C
::,-_ t._ r _, r
:, '' S, - '; .^ u.,^`•30'i41!
58,1.16.B5 ' ?

Proj e ct

Owner
1 Buzz Oates Ente rprises II
AKT
2
3 AKT
4 Farm Bureau
;r .4otsPthiou h calendar

Money Store
Natomas Market Place
Natomas Market Place
Farm Bureau Project

Natomas Market Place
Heritag e Place
Shore Bird
BTV Crown Villa e
Natomas Market Place
^^ ,^ ;v

EPICK Inc.
RD-1000
Lennar
Adams Farms Grou p
Lennar Winncrest LLC
Alle ahany Pro perties
City of Sacramento
Gatewa y West LLC
Gatewa y West LLC
Wannin tonRive
Rive rgate Asso
Gateway South LLC
Kaufman Broad/Nelson Trust
Gatewa y West LLC
The Camba y Grou p
City of Sacramento
Gatewa y West LLC
Adams Farms
Del Paso Venture
Lennar Winncrest
Lennar Winncrest
Lennar Winncrest
Lennar Winncrest
Lennar Winncrest
Lennar Winncrest
Lennar Winncrest
Lennar Winncrest
Lennar Winncrest
Lennar Winncrest :
Lennar Winncresl
Marchbrook Buildin g Co.
Sacramento Pro perties Holdin gs
Unity Parkside
Lennar Winncrest

.

105,817.15
04/10/97
89,600.00
09/12/97
11,048.96 09/26/97
35,856.00
10/23/97
19 652.00
10f31 /97
^;
i^<Y: . ..^r261 974.]1'•;;_.--

Heritage Place I 11 & 111
CFD 97-01 Canal Im provements
North point
North Borough
Parkway Plaza
Allegheny Properties
Basin 6A / Allegheny Properties
Gateway Village #1
Gateway Villag e #1
Rive ate
Witter Ranch
Natomas West
Gatewa West
Arena Co rporate Center Bld g 1
Drainage Basin 5
Stockpile Area
Truxel@Rec. Cntr. & Del Paso Fro
Parcels 10 &11 Oates
Northpoint Lot I
Northpoint Lot J
Northpoint Lot K
Northpoint Lot L
Northpoint Lot M
Northpoint Village 17
Northpoint Village 18
Northpoint Villa ge 9
Parkway Plaza
Parkwa y Plaza
Rec. Center Site
Arena Commons
Natomas Crossin Area 1
Unit Parkside Villa e#1
Basin 1 Outfall

16,640.00
478,080.00
725,141.00
441,401.00
311 177:00
488,704.00
. 99,068.80
55 776.00
308,600.64
30,758.48
37,449.80
92,851.10
49,136.00
15,936.00
51,792.00
14,422.08
9,189.76
49,136.00
24,939.84
22 576.00
11,048.96
24 408.64
20,451.20
52,376.32
43 372.48
21,805.76
2,204.48
13,651.84
21,248.00
40 105.60
82,601.60
25,789.76
982.72

04/08/98
05/08/98
06/01/98
06123/98
06/23/98
07/06198
07108/98
07/06198
07/06/98
07/06/98
07/13/98
07/13/98
09/03/98
09/18/98
09/28/98
09/28/98
10/09/98
10/09/98
10/09/98
10/09/98
10/09/98
10/09/98
10/09/98
10/09/98
10/09198
10/09/98
10/09/98
10/09/98
10/09/98
10l09/98
10/09/98
10/09l98
10/09/98

09/12/97
09/22/97
10/21/97

7
8

47.24
40.00
4.16
13.50
0.00 B
^ .. .;, ^ -5:104:90

8
d

^J_; : ,..
05/15/98
. 06/01/98
06/23/98
06/23/98
07/06/98
07/06/98
07/06/98
07/06/98
07/06/98
07/13/98
07/13/98
08/26/98
09/18/98
08/26/98
09/28/98
09/28/98
09/28/98
09/28/98
.09/28/98
.09/28/98
09/28/98
09/28198
09/28198
09/28198
09/28/98
: 09/28/98
09/28/98
09/28/98
09/28/98
09/28/98
09/28/98

8
8
8
8
8
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9
9

7;Curnulativetotafthiough+qecember31;r1999,

YES
YES
YES :
YES
YES
7/1/98
7/1/98
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
8/1/98
YES
YES

^--Ks1 380:36

^ :Cumulative.totalitFrou f"Debemlie'r31 ..1998 "^. °:I SYY^iP
Meyers Homes of CA, LLC
Buzz Oates Ente rprises II
Marchbrook Buildin g Co.
Citation Northern
The Camba y Group
Lennar Winncrest, LLC
Lennar Winncrest LLC
.
Lennar Winncrest, LLC
Citation Northern
Commercial Investments , Inc
BTV Crown E quities , Inc
BlY Crown Equities , Inc
BTV Crown Equities, Inc
Meyers Homes of CA, LLC
Buzz Oates Ente rprises II
Alle ahan Pro p erties
City of Sacramento
Winncrest Natomas LLC
Lennar Wincrest LLC:
OSE Properties, Inc
Kaufman and Broad
Lennarfor AKT
Jon S. Kelle y
Sutter River Plaza LLC
Regis Homes
Kaufman and Broad
Northborough Dentention Basin #1 Prima ry Charm
Northborou h Dentention Basin #1 Stockpile area
J'}`TotaRthrough•caleniiaryeai1999
^,• ,

Date of
Grading,
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

0-00 B
180.00
273.02
166.19
117.16
184.00
YES
37.30
YES
21.00
116.19
11.58
14.10
34.96
18,52
8.00
19.50
5.43
3.46
18.50
9.39
8.50
4.16
9.19
7.70
19.72
16-33
8.21
0.83
5.14
8.00
15.10
31.10
YES
9.71
0.37

Yes

^'; Total throu h oslenda^. .. earA998^ . s. _ i tC

32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
42
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57

Biological
Survey?

,_: :4^ +^,r tt.`u?^^'..°^F'4+01291,1.62:Y iy ,§^;:^!^^`f^?ur3h"^^;vy'wc^4^^X+}'!!+^.^^^r1w515:86

Rivenvalk Unit # 1
Del Paso Co rp Parcel 7
Gateway North
Garden Highway at El Centro
Camba y West
Parkway Plaza
Norlhborou h
North point
Shore Bird 1 & 2
Natomas Gateway Corp. Center
Crown Co rp Center Phase II
Crown Co rp Center Phase III
Crown Co rp Center Phases IA & I
Rivenvalk Unit # 2

59,149.12
23,800.00
138,377.40
82 , 189.92
53 120.00
107 328.96
174 127.36
269 424.64
11,938.72
51 665.57
26,294.00
29 295.68
13 917.44
73,042.65
120 157.44
6,108.00
Natomas Crossin g Shed 8
26 081.92
Truxel Road Ext. North Loo p Road
h
866,652.80
Westboroug
Northborou h II
1,199 184.00
151 232.64
The Crossing
North Natomas Estates
233,728.00
Northpoin; Park Club Center Dr.
6,386.48
Gateway Oaks Drive
19 356.96
Sutter Health 2200 River Plaza Dd
15,966.20
Costa Blanca at Swallows Nest
34 598.92
Drain Basin #2 at North Natomas
19 800.00
Lennar Winncrest LLC
52,672.00
Lennar Winncrest LLC
49 380.00
,; ,_fv , , , ti -p, ,• >; ''$3;914,976.82 `:
t m,o t,

04/05/99
04/08/99
04114/99
05/07/99
05/14/99
05/14/99
05/14/99
05/14/99
05/19/99
05/19/99
06/14/99
06/14/99
06/15/99
08/22/99
06/22/99
07/14/99
07115/99
07/19/99
07/19/99
07/20/99
08/13/99
09/13/99
09/22/99
09/23/99
09/24/99
09/28/99
09/30/99
09/30/99

f:a95^$Z;927,,88844.?.'c

B The amounts received are additional fees paid due to an increase in fee rates.
C Develo per information from Ed Williams,
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9
9
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9
9
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9. ..
9
9
9
9
9
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
id.r 5
.: ^Sbv .
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r
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.
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22.27
.
.8.96
. 52.10

30.95
20.00
40.41
65.56
. 101.44
4-50
19.45
9.90
11.03
5.24
27.50
45.24
2.30
9.82
326,30
451.50
58.94
88.00
1.94
5.88
4.85
10.51
6.01
16.00
15.00
459l59
;2,975:28°

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES
YES
YES
NO
YES

YES
YES

YES
9/30/99
YES
YES
5/28/99
6/15/99
6/15/99
6/15/99
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
9/30/99
8/4/99
YES
9/1/99
911l99
NO
?
9/1/99
YES
?
?
NO
9/1/99
9/1/99

HCP Fee Areas
..... City Boundary
HCP Payments
No Fees Collected
Exempt Area
Paid in 1996
Paid in 1997
fD Paid in 1998
Paid in 1999

I

I

Crown Corperate Center--Z
BN Crown Village
CFD 97-01 Canal Improvements
Unity Parkside Vllage

^ ^ ^ Sutter Health
Farm duteau Project

Rivergate Shorebird • •
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