RERSPEGHIVE ON IMPACTS AND
VHTIGATION = CEQA AND OTHER
STATE LAWS




Project Impacts

oject Siting and Design

bine Design and
erational

1pensation — Actions to “offset” any
1aining impacts: Typically habitat

- protection, enhancement or restoration
= Monitoring to Ensure Goals are Met.



ies utilizing site and vicinity

nce of any listed species or other special
S species.

itude of bird use at site

= Guidelines should discuss assessment methods
- and protocols and recommend a standardized
approach



vs Relating to Wildlife
Protection

eh and Game Code § 3503.5
d Strigiformes

. an ne Code § 3511
y Protected Birds |

rnia Fish and Game Code § 3513

@ California Fish and Game Code § 3800
Non-Game Birds



IHly-Protected Birds
- (F&G Code §3511)

Golden eagle
Greater sandhill crane
Light-footed clapper rail

Southern bald eagle
1ia clapper rail Trumpeter swan
A condor White-tailed kite

~ California least tern Yuma clapper



s Relating to Wildlife
rotection

rered Species Act (FESA)
Act (MTBA)

“agle Protection Act



sensatory Mitigation

rate significant impacts to a level
1ificant”

\ - Achieve “full mitigation standard”

bliance with State Wildlife Laws -

“ompensate or “offset” impacts that remain
after avoidance and minimization to achieve
“no net loss”



Role - CEQA

h lead agencies on projects as

mend mitigation measures
esources with its

public comment and testimony during
QA Process

ible Agency if additional CDFG
approvals are required



G Role - CESA

ing Agency for “Incidental Take”
species

" gf,fects must be “Minimized and Fully

A Compliance for Permit Issuance -
= Responsible Agency
= State Lead Agency



Other Wildlife Laws

for Fish, Wildlife and Their Habitats

ducation, Scientific Expertise

yoperatively with Project Proponents to reduce
and/or offset project effects

= Enforce Violations of State Law



’roject Monitoring

Monitoring is Essential to:
nfirm Impact Estimates
Avoidance and Minimization

ide Feedback to Oper

ational Planning

oring of Compensatory Mitigation also
red to Evaluate Success



;'Guidelines

ramework of State Law to be

ations for Site Assessment
e- and Post-Project

ity the Types of Impacts that Should be
ssed and Provide a Decision Framework
or Tools for Performing the Assessments

= Identify Potential Options for Compensatory
- Mitigation that Ensure Bird and Bat Protections
and a Decision Framework for Application



MPACTS TO
PROJECT






econdary Impacts

hat are reasonably foreseeable
project but occur at a different

_ isturbance
at Displacement
.voidance

pion to Migratory Patterns



Cumulative Impacts

= Those which refel;\wo or more individual
effects which whén considered together, are
considerable or Wthh compound or increase or
decrease other environmental impacts

- ~m-.Anassessmentof a project’s incremental |
effects combined with the effects of other
projects




ting and review or analysis of other wind
ration projects, as well as other projects

ay result in the loss of habitat or collision
~ fatalities



ative Impacts

lon of the extent of habitat that
combined projects

luation of the t that the cumulative
1ight have on local or regional species
lons or population as a whole
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1pensatory Mitigation

igate significant impacts to a
an significant”

{SA - Achieve “full mitigation standard”

pliance with State Wildlife Laws -

- Compensate or “offset” impacts that remain
after avoidance and minimization to
achieve “no net loss”



on Biology Principles

rger, Contiguous Habitat
yecies Focus

ore Habitat Connectivity

serve and Maintain Associated
ogical Systems

serve Population Structures and
tics



on of Compensation
Jquirements



ion of Compensation
Requirements

1s — Replace lost individuals into

e other critical habitat areas
ve or control other population stressors






1tion Approaches

on of Essential Habitat

' 'htering or Roost Are
raging Habitat
igratory Rest Areas
Habitat Linkages



ion Mechanisms

onservation Mechanisms



reement on Succes
ent Monitoring Requirements



ion Mechanisms

Increase carrying capacity

t Enhancements

Species Removal



ion - Other Ideas

bitat Bank” Consortium

hes involving Research

" Allowance

‘ Decommissioning of Orphaned Facilities



Considerations

rvation in Perpetuity

1ent funding for

hird-party Land Managers



idelines

ilon Framework For
itigation Decisions

tify Potential Op ions for
ensatory Mitigation that Ensure
and Bat Protections

@ Recommend Mitigation Monitoring
Scenarios



