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The Wildlife Conservation Board met on Thursday, November 21, 2019 in the 
auditorium of the Natural Resources Building in Sacramento, California. Board Member 
Eric Sklar, President, California Fish and Game Commission, called the meeting to 
order and invited John Donnelly, Executive Director of the Wildlife Conservation Board 
to perform roll call. Mr. Donnelly noted that Chairman Bonham would be arriving around 
11:30 a.m. 

1. Roll Call 

  Wildlife Conservation Board Members 

  Charlton H. Bonham, Chair 

  Director, Department of Fish and Wildlife 

  Alina Bokde, Public Member 

  Chris Lief 

Vice, Keely Bosler, Member 

    Director, Department of Finance 

  Diane Colborn, Public Member 

  Mary Creasman, Public Member 

  Fran Pavley, Public Member 

  Eric Sklar, Member 

  President Fish and Game Commission 

  Joint Legislative Advisory Committee 

  Megan De Sousa 

    Vice, Senator Andrea Borgeas 

  Katharine Moore 

    Vice, Senator Henry Stern 

  Keith Cialino 

    Vice, Assemblymember Eduardo Garcia 

  Executive Director 

  John P. Donnelly 
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Wildlife Conservation Board Staff Present: 

Mary Ahern  
Cara Allen 
Adam Ballard 
Heather Conn 
Don Crocker 
James Croft 
Alexa Dunn 
Chad Fien 
Rebecca Fris 
Chris Garbarini 
Brian Gibson 
Justin Gonzales 
Judah Grossman 
Elizabeth Hubert 
Hardeep Kaur 

Kurt Malchow 
Scott McFarlin 
Heather McIntire 
Colin Mills  
Joe Navari 
Alyssa Persau 
Celestial Reysner 
Sadie Smith 
Eddie Story 
Dan Vasquez 
John Walsh 
Lloyd Warble 
Kurt Weber 
Heidi West 
Jasen Yee 

Others Present: 

Stephanie Davidson, Save the Redwoods 
Anthony Castanos, Save the Redwoods 
Wendy Kataji, Stillwater Sciences 
Julie Horenstein, CDFW 
Brian Shelton, CDFW 
Casey Pancaro, DWR 
Paul Romero, DWR 
Derek Poultney, Ventura Land Trust 
Heather White, State Parks 
Beth Pratt, National Wildlife Federation 
Julie Vance, CDFW 
Louis Moosios, San Joaquin Guide Service 
Steve Burton, CDFW 
Meghan Fought, Ducks Unlimited 
John Shelton, SJRC 
Rebecca Raus, SJRC 
Val Nixon, LCLT 
 

Tom Smythe, Lake Co. Land Trust 
Tom Barnard, AECOM 
Erin Tarr, Bear Yuba Land Trust 
Scott Carrol, CA Tahoe Conservancy 
Maggie Boberg, River Partners 
Anna Halligan, Trout Unlimited 
Angela Laws, Xerces 
Warren Wong, CDFW 
Paul Detjus, CCC 
Karen Dulik, DWR 
Merrit Perry, City of Fortuna 
Brendan Byrd, City of Fortuna 
Amelia Raquel, Ducks Unlimited 
John Ranlett, Ducks Unlimited 
Ward Fansler, Truckee Donner Land Trust 
Dave Encinas, DWR 
Jason Casanova, Council for Watershed Health 
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2. Public Forum for Items not on this Agenda 
An opportunity for the general public to share comments or concerns on topics that 
are not included in this agenda. The Board may not discuss or take action on any 
matter raised during this item, except to decide whether to place the matter on the 
agenda of a future meeting. (Sections 11125, 11125.7(a), Government Code) 

Mr. Donnelly stated that this meeting was being webcast as a trial run. Beginning 
in 2020 at its February Board meeting, WCB will be broadcasting its meetings as 
webcasts via the WCB website. 

Mr. Donnelly also wished to acknowledge the Boardôs work over the last several 
years. WCB was recently honored at the California Association of Resource 
Conservation Districts where they received their Partnership of the Year award. He 
wished to congratulate and thank the staff for all their hard work. 

3. Funding Status 
Informational 
The following funding status depicts total Capital Outlay and Local Assistance 
appropriations by fund source and fund number: 
 
WILDLIFE RESTORATION FUND (0447) $1,000,000.00 

November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: 0.00 
Total Project Development: 0.00 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $1,000,000.00 

HABITAT CONSERVATION FUND (0262) $85,857,093.29 
November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: (8,014,489.00) 
Total Project Development: (10,075,400.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $67,767,204.29 

SAFE NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS, CLEAN WATER,  
CLEAN AIR, AND COASTAL PROTECTION BOND  
FUND (Proposition 12) (0005) $1,264,936.00 

November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: (65,000.00) 
Total Project Development: 0.00 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $1,199,936.00 

CALIFORNIA CLEAN WATER, CLEAN AIR, SAFE  
NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS AND COASTAL PROTECTION  
BOND FUND (Proposition 40) (6029) $8,190,927.17 

November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: (1,949,725.00) 
Total Project Development: (1,298,000.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $4,943,202.17 

WATER SECURITY, CLEAN DRINKING WATER,  
COASTAL AND BEACH PROTECTION FUND OF  
2002 (Proposition 50) (6031) $24,071,800.83 
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November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: 0.00 
Total Project Development: (10,083,129.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $13,988,671.83 

SAFE DRINKING WATER, WATER QUALITY AND  
SUPPLY, FLOOD CONTROL, RIVER AND COASTAL  
PROTECTION FUND OF 2006 (Proposition 84) (6051) $31,043,859.32 

November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: (937,800.00) 
Total Project Development: (14,588,500.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $15,517,559.32 

WATER QUALITY, SUPPLY, AND INFRASTRUCTURE  
IMPROVEMENT FUND (Proposition 1) (6083) $63,367,539.60 

November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: (375,690.00) 
Total Project Development: 0.00 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $62,991,849.60 

THE CALIFORNIA DROUGHT, WATER, PARKS, CLIMATE,  
COASTAL PROTECTION, AND OUTDOOR ACCESS FOR  
ALL ACT OF 2018 (Proposition 68) (6088) $202,160,000.00 

November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: (15,534,750.00) 
Total Project Development:  (15,767,600.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $170,857,650.00 

GENERAL FUND (0001) $12,220,000.00 
November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: (1,745,000.00) 
Total Project Development: 0.00 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $10,475,000.00 

GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION FUND (3228) $15,482,325.00 
November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: (1,431,000.00) 
Total Project Development: (4,346,500.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $9,704,825.00 

TOTAL ï ALL FUNDS $444,658,481.21 
Grand Total - November 2019 Board Meeting Allocation: (30,053,454.00) 
Grand Total - Project Development: (56,159,129.00) 
Grand Total Projected Unallocated Balance: 358,445,898.21 

RECAP OF NATURAL HERITAGE PRESERVATION TAX CREDIT ACT OF 2000  
Chapter 113, Statutes of 2000 and Chapter 715,  
Statutes of 2004 (through 6/30/08) $48,598,734.00 
Chapter 220, Statutes of 2009 (effective 1/1/10) $8,662,500.00 
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Board member Alina Bokde asked if the five percent of Proposition 68 for 
community access programs, should that be delineated separately? 

Mr. Donnelly stated that WCB tracks that internally and it is done consistently with 
the way other departments are doing it. WCB has several other pots within 
Proposition 68, different subsections of funding, that are not outlined here, but 
WCB tracks that internally. He stated that much of that information will be brought 
up during Strategic Plan updates. 

Ms. Bokde stated she would like to see how it is being tracked, and on an annual 
basis would be fine. 

4. Strategic Plan Direction and Reporting 
Mr. Donnelly updated the Board on its progress since August. WCB and the Board 

have met several of the objectives in the Climate Change and Strategic Initiatives 

sections of our Strategic Plan Update. Of those, about nine projects met the 

objectives of hunting, fishing, and other non-compatible access activities. Seven 

projects have helped with the benefits of ecosystem services-type opportunities 

through our Monarch butterfly habitat and pollinator projects that you have all 

approved. In addition, over this last year, and as part of our last Strategic Plan and 

this Plan update, the Board has authorized WCB to use up to $25,000 annually for 

sponsorships during the year at events around the State. WCB has spent about 

$16,500 this year on conferences such as the Fourteenth Biannual State of the 

San Francisco Bay Estuary; Reclaiming the Sierras; Headwater Source Reduction 

through Mercury; the California Association of Resource Conservation Districts 

Conference that was held a couple of weeks ago; the Cal-IPC Symposium held in 

Riverside; and lastly, the Intermountain Conference on Ecology and Transportation 

held in Sacramento which covered wildlife corridors. He felt they were getting the 

word out what WCB is doing. WCB sets up a staffed table at these conferences 

where information is handed out and questions answered. These have been very 

well received.  

In addition, he felt most pleased and happy about WCBôs monitoring program. 

Earlier this year he reported on the monitoring work that occurred the previous 

year, and he wanted to let the Board know that staff has completed all of the work 

they were responsible for on monitoring projects and that was over 200 projects in 

the last two years. This is additional work that staff has incorporated into their 

annual workload. Last year we had two issues that we had to address; they werenôt 

intentional, they were just oversights that we were able to address, and this year 

we had two additional issues that were addressed. These were due to issues 

outside of the Granteeôs control and were not the fault of either the Grantee or the 

landowners.  

The last two years the monitoring has been centered around compliance. Over the 

course of the next few years, we are going to build in habitat monitoring to 

determine how these projects are being successful. Are they doing what they said 
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they would do? Not from a compliance standpoint, but from a habitat and resiliency 

standpoint. He stated he was looking forward to that.  

He then asked to open up a discussion with the Board on these items and the 

Strategic Plan direction. 

Board member Mary Creasman thanked the Board for this agenda item and stated 

she really felt like this is the Boardôs role. WCB does so much in-depth, thoughtful 

work on the projects, and their role as the Board is to think about the strategic 

direction, think about funding gaps, timing, how we are spending money, outreach, 

regional distribution, thatôs really our role as the Board. She stated she had a few 

questions; she was curious what WCB felt was different about this Strategic Plan 

from the last time in terms of direction. How are we shifting or adjusting our focus? 

How are we thinking differently? 

Mr. Donnelly stated for this particular update it actually provides more objectives 

for meeting the initiatives and making sure we are meeting the goals and 

objectives and we are able to report on that. There are actually numbers in there 

that we are looking to meet, there are acreage targets, there are project number 

targets, there are percentages of work that we are going to do. We are working on 

modifying our database to capture that information and incorporate it into the daily 

work that we do. He felt there was more science available now, particularly from a 

climate and resiliency perspective, biodiversity and those kinds of things. We are 

catching up with all that and itôs different from the original plan. 

Ms. Rebecca Fris added that the update gave WCB the opportunity to really 

identify and be more transparent about the strategic initiatives that we are going to 

focus on in the next five years; climate change, biodiversity, and having those 

more measurable objectives is the next step for the Board actually saying óyesô in 

those areas of emphasis weôre actually going to actually do these types of things 

and report on those on a regular basis. It really is upping our game and being more 

transparent and specific about our focus over the next five years and then having 

the data to report out on how we are reaching those goals. 

Ms. Creasman noted we have received some feedback around our measurable 

goals and how we are measuring our outcome against those goal so that is good 

to hear. She then asked, going through 2024, how are we thinking about tracking 

those and tracking some of the lessons learned and sharing those? WCB is such 

an important leader in conservation across the State in terms of the kind of money 

spent and thinking forward, how are we going to share some of that learning both 

in terms of outcomes tracking, but also in terms of more integrated models on the 

climate science side. 

Ms. Fris stated that on the tracking standpoint we have done an annual report 

every year and are in the process of developing that for this last year ï a year in 

review. That will now include a more detailed analysis of the objectives, how we 

are meeting objectives, the number of objectives. That is going to up our game and 
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provide more detailed information on how we are meeting some of those strategic 

initiatives on an annual basis, but we are also tracking things by meeting. Today 

we can say, just from this meeting alone we are going to be supporting protection 

of over 1800 acres of wetlands. To be able to say those types of numbers to folks 

and say, óhey, weôre making a difference in this specific habitat typeô on a regular 

basis and this is good. That gives us that information we can then put into our 

outreach materials when we go to conferences or meeting with partners. Hopefully 

from the communications staffing standpoint; we donôt have a communications 

staff person, but if we had somebody who could just sit and focus on that, we could 

put together all sorts of great outreach materials that show more specifically what 

we are doing on a regular basis. The information we are developing in tracking 

does go into those brochures that we develop and take to the conferences that we 

sponsor and all the meetings we have with partners to continually let folks know 

how we are meeting the objectives in our plan. 

Ms. Creasman then asked a two-part question about staffing and funding. As you 

created this plan and we know the pots of funding we have right now, where do we 

have funding gaps in terms of what we really should be doing as a State around 

conservation and public access but where do we have funding that is covered and 

where do we have funding gaps around what we really need to be doing as an 

agency as well? 

Mr. Donnelly stated that going through this process over the last year for this 

update and seeing what our funding outlook has been, what it currently is, there 

are some key programs within WCB lacking in funding now and they really are on 

the side of the natural and working lands which is very important and has been 

scientifically proven to be very important in climate resiliency and thatôs the Oak 

Woodlands Conservation Program, particularly when you see where the oak 

woodlands are located. They are located in that elevation ring primarily around the 

Central Valley of California. That is the location where you have working ranches, 

working farms that embrace the protection of oak woodlands. Two other programs 

that were very successful early on are the Rangeland, Grazing Land and 

Grassland Protection Program, and the Ecosystem Restoration on Agricultural 

Lands Program that was established through Proposition 84. Prop 84 provided $5 

million dollars to WCB to do that work and it was a very popular program. WCB 

worked with several conservation organizations that are key in that arena: 

Audubon, Defenders of Wildlife, The Nature Conservancy, and the California 

Rangeland Trust. When we developed that program, it wasnôt an Acquisition 

program, but it was to restore ecosystems on land that was compatible with 

ranching and farming activities. Some of the early pollinator projects we did under 

that program were hedgerows on farms. Now we are able to carry that restoration 

work forward through the Monarch Butterfly and Pollinator Rescue Program with a 

startup amount of $3 million dollars. 
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Ms. Fris noted we also had high interest in our Climate Adaptation and Resiliency 

Program and so we are bringing those projects to you at this point but have not 

received additional funding under the climate change investment program. 

Ms. Creasman then asked about staffing. She noted the Board has been pushing 

around marketing, outreach, communications, engaging more areas of the State, 

and that takes staffing. She was curious to know if thatôs a barrier right now. 

Mr. Donnelly noted when he first started with WCB there were about 12 staff 

members and since we have almost tripled that over the last 20 years, but at the 

same time we have increased our staffing based on the success of receiving bond 

funding and as you know bond funding is cyclical. When the bond money is gone, 

what do you do? If you have 30 staff that you cannot pay for, what do you do? You 

have to start laying off. He also looks at the more staff he has, the more projects 

you implement, but then it trickles down. If affects Maryôs work when preparing the 

Board materials, it affects the length of the Board meetings thus affecting Board 

members themselves. We just have to be careful about getting the level of staff 

over and above what we can sustain over the long term, and using bond funds to 

do that, you need to be careful. Fortunately, we have been able to grow three 

times over the past 20 years and he felt they have done that very strategically and 

very calculated and being able to look out 10-15 years to make sure that we will 

have the funding sitting there in order to pay the staff. Thatôs not to say we arenôt 

talking about areas of WCB where we will need new staff and we are having those 

discussions now about what are some key staffing that we should put into place to 

help us implement this plan but then also, not necessarily advance more projects 

but advance more information more monitoring and those types of things to 

communicate the success of meeting the objectives in the plan. 

Ms. Creasman then asked what type of staffing do we have right now for outreach, 

engagement and information sharing? 

Mr. Donnelly stated right now we have no specific staff for communications. 

Fortunately, since WCB is part of CDFW, we do rely upon their Office of 

Communication, Education and Outreach to help us and they do in a big way. 

They were instrumental in helping us design the Strategic Plan Update you have in 

front of you and they help us with press releases. WCB very much appreciates 

their assistance, but recognizes they have a limited number of staff so looking 

forward, if WCB does get additional funding, communications and outreach will be 

one of the areas we will look at to expand. 

Ms. Creasman then questioned the geographic distribution of our programs that 

we struggle to get applications from some of the more southern and inland areas 

of the State which she thinks is so critical in our holistic strategy. How has it been 

partnering with and how are we thinking about engaging and outreach in the more 

inland areas of the State? How do we get on some of these peopleôs radars? 
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Mr. Donnelly stated he is always looking at ways to engage organizations or areas 

of the State where we typically donôt have an opportunity to focus. He works 

closely with the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy folks and the Rivers and 

Mountains Conservancy folks. They work a lot in those inland areas of the Los 

Angeles basin and other areas down south and they do get the word out for WCB. 

WCB does distribute information on our website, we have a Facebook page and 

we are working on developing a workshop next spring in southern California to 

gage and explain our role in urban conservation. 

Ms. Creasman noted she has a lot of partners in the inland areas of the state and 

would be happy to connect WCB with folks who would be interested in sponsoring 

conferences and workshops. She also noted that Assemblyman Garcia has been a 

real champion on these issues specifically for the inland areas of the state. She 

stated she was very happy WCB did this and it was a lot to put together in a very 

short time. 

Mr. Donnelly asked board members, as they see opportunities come up for WCB 

to engage, to call him and he would be more than happy to attend. He noted that 

he does not hear about every event and he doesnôt always know what is going on 

locally, so heôd appreciate a phone call or email if any board member has an event 

they think WCB should attend. 

Ms. Bokde felt as the Board looks at the next five years there is plenty of 

opportunity to even go beyond the objectives stated here. She wanted to make 

sure the Board is getting regular updates on how the implementation is going. We 

really need to think about using data to help with prioritization for certain goals 

whether its climate change or resiliency for example. Where are the key priorities 

for WCB related to conservation, related to the programs, related to the legislative 

intent of the funding. Getting an understanding of how data informs the kinds of 

projects that we are funding to really advance the outcomes. The process matters, 

the process of using data and also data to show where is the distribution of funding 

going? Where are those gap areas? How many partners do we have? How many 

different entities do we fund in a year? Sheôd love some thinking from the staff on 

what are the important data framework pieces that we want to tell the story but 

also increase transparency for the Board. She would love to be a part of that 

conversation.  

She also is committed to look for those opportunities where we can really promote 

public access because itôs not just about transparency and a communication 

strategy but itôs also about protecting wildlife and also about where those 

opportunities exist that the public has access to be able to enjoy these important 

spaces. It can be weaved into some of these workplans to move this work forward 

in terms of working with applicants to look at those opportunities around public 

access appropriate to the project. 
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Ms. Creasman noted she really likes these items at the front of the board meeting 

as she thinks this is where the most of their time and conversation should be spent 

and she feels squeezed at the end of the board meetings. 

She then asked for clarification about issues this year and last year around 

monitoring that were unexpected and not really in our control, and she was curious 

what the nature of those issues were. 

Mr. Donnelly stated it was centered on water and not being able to get water on 

the ground when they needed it. Those where the two main issues WCB dealt 

with. Some of the conservation easements require flood up at certain times of the 

year and they werenôt able to get the water ï at no fault of their own ï they just 

couldnôt get the water. 

Ms. Pavley wished to point out that we do have a section in the Strategic Plan that 

talks about public access and set some very specific numeric goals that the Board 

will be reporting on. 

Mr. Sklar noted that regarding staffing you want to get the most bang for the buck, 

thatôs our job and obligation to the taxpayer. To some extent, smaller projects end 

up costing more for the effect than larger projects and because this is cyclical and 

the nature of bonds, we donôt want to overstaff in a short period of time because 

you pay for that later. To the extent that it makes sense, we should be focused on 

bigger projects in general. That doesnôt mean there arenôt great small projects we 

should do, but small projects by nature may be able to more easily find funding 

somewhere else, and if itôs a matter of capacity, we should be focused on the 

bigger projects. We have large pots of money and that is one thing to keep in 

mind. 

He then noted, in terms of reporting back on the Strategic Plan, perhaps quarterly 

we could have a shorter report that talks about the things that have been 

completed or done really well and also reports on problems and where we might 

not be meeting our goals. We meet almost quarterly so that works well, and then 

annually, a full review of the Strategic Plan. That might be the right mix or not 

adding too much additional work to the staff on a meeting-by-meeting basis but 

allowing us to have the full reporting and discussion that we should. 

Mr. Donnelly wished to clarify, we plan on doing that report every Board meeting, 

so you would like that in a simple write-up to be included in the Board member 

Agenda package and then we can answer questions if we need to. But then, once 

a year we do a more formal presentation to you all? 

Mr. Sklar agreed and stated that since it would be an agenda item, we donôt have 

to talk about it if there is nothing to discuss, but if board members have questions, 

they can be answered right then. 

Mr. Sklar asked if there were further questions; there were none. 

5. Approval of Minutes ï August 28, 2019 
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6. Recovery of Funds 
The following projects previously authorized by the Board are now completed, and 
some have balances of funds that can be recovered and returned to their 
respective funds. It is recommended that the following totals be recovered and that 
the projects be closed. 

Table 1 - Recoveries by Fund 

Fund Name Amount 

Habitat Conservation Fund $293,326.28 

California Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, and Coastal 
Protection Fund $198,094.00 

Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and Beach Protection Fund of 2002 $7,332.00 

Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal 
Protection Fund of 2006 $224,533.12 

Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Fund of 2014 $4,874,148.00 

Total Recoveries for All Funds $5,597,433.40 

Table 2 - Habitat Conservation Fund 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Badger Almond Wetland Enhancement $722,000.00 $699,106.82 $22,893.18 

Battle Creek Wildlife Area, Expansion 4 $715,000.00 $710,138.10 $4,861.90 

Carson River Enhancement $360,000.00 $359,686.59 $313.41 

Coachella Valley Multi-Species Habitat Conservation 
Plan, Clifton-Lamb Property $5,000.00 $3,976.00 $1,024.00 

Denk Mountain $84,200.00 $76,684.00 $7,516.00 

Grasslands and Mendota Wildlife Areas Enhancement $853,000.00 $765,224.07 $87,775.93 

Imperial Wildlife Area Wetland Restoration, Phase II $750,00.00 $701,238.83 $48,761.17 

John Henry Ranch $3,215,000.00 $3,212,851.00 $2,149.00 

Kern National Wildlife Refuge Recirculation Project $1,308,000.00 $1,254,834.24 $53,165.76 

Lower Kern River Panorama Vista Preserve Riparian 
Restoration $900,000.00 $875,869.23 $24,130.77 

Morongo Basin, Exp. 5 (Thomas) $38,100.00 $30,156.00 $7,944.00 

Portal Ridge (Ford) $170,000.00 $160,000.00 $10,000.00 

Portal Ridge, Expansion 1 (Fischer/Ramey) $330,000.00 $324,828.00 $5,172.00 

Santa Cruz Integrated Watershed Restoration $531,000.00 $530,989.84 $10.16 

Western Riverside MSHCP (Chappell) $1,087,000.00 $1,077,000.00 $10,000.00 

Wheeler Ridge, Expansion 9 (Houston) $169,000.00 $161,391.00 $7,609.00 

Total Recoveries to Habitat Conservation Fund $293,326.28 

Table 3 - California Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, and Coastal 
Protection Fund 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Whiskey Hill Conservation Easement $764,000.00 $570,386.00 $193,614.00 

Willow Creek Ranch $610,000.00 $605,520.00 $4,480.00 
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Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Total Recoveries to California Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, 
and Coastal Protection Fund $198,094.00 

Table 4 - Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and Beach Protection Fund of 
2002 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Los Angeles River - Taylor Yard G2 $20,050,000.00 $20,042,668.00 $7,332.00 

Total Recoveries to Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and Beach 
Protection Fund of 2002 $7,332.00 

Table 5 - Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and 
Coastal Protection Fund of 2006 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Barry Point Fire Forest Restoration $2,500,000.00 $2,293,548.99 $206,451.01 

Big Creek Reserve Facility Improvements, Phase II $2,558,270.00 $2,546,940.01 $11,329.99 

Blue Oak Ranch Reserve Facility Improvements $4,252,000.00 $4,251,999.99 $0.01 

East Contra Costa County HCP/NCCP (Olesen/Duke) $110,000.00 $104,402.00 $5,598.00 

Independence Lake Forest Enhancement $410,000.00 $408,845.89 $1,154.11 

Sanhedrin Ranch Restoration $180,000.00 $180,000.00 $0.00 

Total Recoveries to Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, 
River and Coastal Protection Fund of 2006 $224,533.12 

Table 6 - Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Fund of 2014 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Russ Creek Stream Flow Enhancement $4,874,148.00 $0.00 $4,874,148.00 

Total Recoveries to Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Fund 
of 2014 $4,874,148.00 

As one of the consent items heard at the beginning of the meeting, it was moved by 
Board Member Fran Pavley that the Wildlife Conservation Board approve the Recovery of 
Funds. Recovery totals include: $293,326.28 to the Habitat Conservation Fund; 
$198,094.00 to the California Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, and 
Coastal Protection Fund; $224,533.12 to the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and 
Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Fund of 2006; and $4,874,148.00 to 
the Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Fund of 2014. 

Passed unanimously. 
Bokde ï Yes 
Colborn ï Yes 
Lief ï Yes 
Pavley ï Yes 
Sklar ï Yes 
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Consent Items 

7. Recovering and Sustaining Monarch and Pollinator Populations Amendment 
Considered a clarifying amendment to this project that was previously approved at 
the August 28, 2019 Board meeting, for the allocation for a grant to the California 
Association of Resource Conservation Districts (CARCD) for a project to 
administer a block grant to Resource Conservation Districts (RCDs) throughout 
California for the implementation of monarch and pollinator habitat improvements 
located in various counties along Californiaôs coast and the Central Valley. This is 
to clarify that projects will be located on private and public lands. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommended that WCB approve this amendment to allow CARCD to 
provide grants for projects on public lands as well as privately-owned lands; 
authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements necessary to accomplish this 
project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed substantially as planned. 

As one of the consent items heard at the beginning of the meeting, it was moved by 
Board Member Fran Pavley that the Wildlife Conservation Board approve this 
project as proposed; authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements necessary 
to accomplish this project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed substantially 
as planned. 

 Passed unanimously. 
Bokde ï Yes 
Colborn ï Yes 
Lief ï Yes 
Pavley ï Yes 
Sklar ï Yes 
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8. California Monarch Recovery Project  
Various Counties 

$612,270 

This proposal was to consider the allocation for a grant to Xerces Society (Xerces) 
for a cooperative project with California Department of Parks and Recreation 
(CDPR) and Cambria Community Service District that will aid in the recovery and 
sustainability of monarch butterflies and other pollinators by addressing the 
multiple threats that are leading to their decline, in various coastal and central 
Counties. 

LOCATION 
Each fall, western monarchs travel to forested groves along the California coast, 
where they remain through the winter. Coastal development has degraded 
overwintering habitat; in the past few decades, more than 50 overwintering sites 
have either been destroyed or made unsuitable for monarchs. Most overwintering 
sites are made up of aging trees and there is a significant need for active 
management and restoration that considers the needs of monarchs. 

To address this problem, Xerces will evaluate the habitat condition of 27 
overwintering sites and communicate general management and restoration needs 
to their land managers. At seven of these sites, Xerces will partner with site 
managers and other local experts to develop and implement restoration plans. 
These seven sites are: Point Mugu and Leo Carillo in Ventura County, Andrew 
Molera in Monterey County, San Clemente State Beach in Orange County, 
Sonoma Coast State Park in Sonoma County, and Pismo State Beach and 
Fiscalini Ranch Preserve in San Luis Obispo County. In addition, Xerces will host 
two workshops for overwintering site managers to expand the reach of this project. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
This project will occur in various counties throughout California and has three 
major objectives that will work in tandem to best conserve monarchs in California: 
1) Restore and enhance key overwintering sites; 2) Provide technical assistance to 
farmers to restore, enhance and manage key early season nectar plants and 
milkweed and late season nectar plants; and 3) Increase commercial availability of 
early emerging native milkweeds and early- and late-blooming nectar plants. 

Monarch butterflies have declined across their North American range in recent 
decades, the western population has experienced losses that far outpace those of 
the larger, eastern population. Western monarchs have declined by more than 99 
percent in just over three decades and face a high probability of near-term 
extinction. 

Western monarch researchers hypothesize that the drivers of this population 
reduction are likely due to factors including: a shortage of fall, winter, or early 
spring nectar resources, a reduction in both the quality and quantity of California 
overwintering habitat, and a decline in milkweed available in early spring. 
Monitoring of overwintering colonies between Thanksgiving and New Yearôs Day 
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for the past three years revealed losses of 36-49 percent over this roughly six-
week period, presumably due to mortality. Preliminary analyses of monitoring data 
from the 1970s suggest that overwintering survival was considerably higher than it 
is currently. Overwintering sites continue to be destroyed annually, and many are 
dominated by aging, drought-affected, exotic Eucalyptus trees that are frequently 
in poor condition and no longer provide the microclimatic conditions that wintering 
monarchs need. Many site managers lack both technical guidance and resources 
to enhance the condition of even the most important overwintering sites. While 
research is ongoing to better understand the drivers of mortality within the western 
population, there are actions that can be taken to recover monarchs by restoring the most 
important overwintering sites and increasing early- and late-season foraging, egg laying 
and migratory habitat throughout the Central Valley, adjacent foothills of the Sierra 
Nevada, and Coast Range. With dedicated resources to improve the condition of western 
monarchôs fall, overwintering and early spring habitats, the population has a chance at 
recovery. 

In response to the dramatic decline of the western monarch, the Natural 
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) targeted monarch conservation for the 
past two years through its Declining Species Wildlife Habitat Initiative. As a result, 
a growing number of farm and ranch landowners are taking advantage of technical 
and financial assistance from the NRCS to plant or protect milkweed and important 
nectar sources. Technical support for NRCS, Regional Conservation Districts, and 
farm and ranch owners is needed in the key early breeding and overwintering 
areas of western monarchs. To address this need, Xerces will provide direct 
technical assistance to restore or enhance appropriate nectar resources for 
migrating monarchs in the fall and early emerging nectar plants and milkweed for 
breeding monarchs in the early spring. Xerces aims for this expanded work to add 
at least 500 acres of protected and improved monarch habitat. 

To support efforts in restoring nectar forage near overwintering sites and breeding 
habitat for the first generation of monarch to leave these habitats, Xerces and 
partners have documented the need for greater availability of early-emerging 
milkweed species, as well as early- and late-blooming monarch nectar species, 
from the native plant nursery and seed industry. Xerces will build from its long-term 
partnerships with native seed and plant producers to increase the availability of 
early-emerging milkweed species and other important plant materials for 
restoration. 

Beyond monarchs, this project will benefit a broad suite of pollinators. Many of the 
wildflowers and shrubs used in monarch habitat restoration projects will also 
provide valuable resources for a broad range of bees and butterflies as well as 
other pollinators such as hummingbirds. Beyond recovery of monarch butterflies, a 
secondary goal is to ensure that a diversity of pollinators can access resources 
throughout the Central Valley and along the coast. 

Addressing climate change in restoration is also needed. Intense drought 
associated with climate change is already increasing the difficulty in getting plants 
to establish in new pollinator habitat plantings. Xerces selected alternate, drought-
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tolerant plants for restoration, and will field-test new methods for plant 
establishment. 

WCB PROGRAM 
The proposed project will be funded through the Monarch Butterfly and Pollinator 
Rescue Program and meets the programôs goal of recovering and sustaining 
populations of monarch butterflies and other pollinators. 

STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS 
This project is guided by WCBôs Strategic Plan and supports the following outlined 
goals: 

Goal B.1 ï Invest in projects and landscape areas that help provide resilience in 
the face of climate change, enhance water resources for fish and wildlife and 
enhance habitats on working lands: 

¶ Restore pollinator habitat within working lands to increase habitat for pollinators  

¶ Enhance habitats on working lands by restoring habitat on agricultural lands 

In addition, the proposed project addresses the following objectives outlined in the 
2019 WCB Strategic Plan Update: 

Objective SI 2.4 ï Invest in projects that support one or more conservation 
priorities expressed in the SWAP. 

Objective SI 4.2 ï Invest in projects that have a primary purpose of conserving or 
restoring native pollinator habitat in locations that provide a measurable ecosystem 
services benefit. 

MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES AND NEEDS 
Both the overwintering and breeding/migratory habitat restoration project portions 
of this proposal will utilize an adaptive management approach. Xerces staff will 
monitor project progress on an ongoing basis and communicate early and often 
with land managers, so that changes can be made if needed. The implementation 
project is designed within an adaptive management framework, which includes the 
following process: 

1) Assess 27 overwintering sites 
2) Design 7 site restoration and management plans 
3) Implement 7 site restoration and management plans 
4) Monitor implementation sites  
5) Evaluate elements that worked well and those that could be improved so 

that future overwintering site restoration plans can be adjusted and 
implemented most effectively and efficiently; communicate these lessons 
learned to overwintering site managers through two workshops 

All overwintering restoration sites will be revisited at least once following 
implementation of habitat enhancements to report on the status of the treatment. 
The data collected during this site visit will vary by site and will be defined in each 
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site management and restoration plan. For example, if native wildflowers are 
planted at an overwintering site to enhance winter nectar resources for monarchs, 
Xerces staff will evaluate whether the plants survived and note whether they are 
being used by monarchs or other pollinators at the post-implementation site visit. 

For the 36 monarch habitat conservation plans developed for farmers and ranchers 
by the Xerces-NRCS partner biologists, NRCS conservation planners, biologists, 
or Xerces partner biologists will return to restored sites to reevaluate the site and to 
document that the conservation plan was adequately implemented and that the 
quality of the habitat is improved using the monarch habitat evaluation guide. In 
addition, as conservation plans are developed for farmers and ranchers by the 
Xerces-NRCS partner biologists, they are being implemented by landowners. 
Xerces and NRCS staff and are available to provide ongoing technical assistance 
to help with habitat project implementation, decision-making, adaptive 
management, and long-term management. Benefits to monarchs will be 
documented during and beyond the project time period through existing 
community-science programs that Xerces manages and is committed to managing 
into the future. 

From past work with scientists from California and across the United States, 
Xerces knows that when appropriate plant materials designed to provide pollen 
and nectar are established successfully, that pollinator numbers increase. All 
nectar and breeding plants chosen for monarchs are also documented to provide 
significant benefits for other pollinators. By monitoring the successful 
establishment of habitat projects supported by Xerces-NRCS conservation 
planners, Xerces will be documenting that the plants needed by monarchs and 
pollinators are in place and, therefore, that pollinators will be benefiting. 

If at any time during the five-year life of the project, Xerces does not manage and 
maintain the project improvements, the Grant Agreement requires that it refund to 
the State of California an amortized amount of funds based on the number of years 
left on the project life. 

PROJECT FUNDING 
The proposed funding breakdown for the project is as follows: 

Project Task WCB 
Cost 

Share Total Cost 

Site Assessment $61,336 $26,740 $88,076 

Develop Management 
Plans $96,627 

$42,127 
$138,754 

Technical Assistance $46,128 $20,111 $66,239 

Implement Management 
Plans $103,073 

 
$44,937 $148,010 

Restore Key Agricultural 
Landscapes $254,460 $110,937 $365,397 
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Project Task WCB 
Cost 

Share Total Cost 

Ensure Appropriate 
Materials are Available 
for Restoration $50,646 

 

$22,080 $72,726 

TOTAL $612,270 $266,932 $879,202 

Project costs will be for the restoration and enhancement of key monarch 
overwintering sites; providing technical assistance to farmers to restore, enhancing 
and managing key early season nectar plants and milkweed and late season 
nectar plants; and increasing commercial availability of early emerging native 
milkweeds and early- and late-blooming nectar plants. 

FUNDING SOURCE 
The purposes of this project are consistent with the authorized uses of the 
proposed funding source that allows for one or more of the following objectives: 
restore or enhance California prairie and other appropriate breeding habitat for 
monarch butterflies and other pollinators, restore or enhance overwintering 
monarch butterfly habitat, provide technical assistance to grant recipients, provide 
grants for seasonal or temporary habitat improvements, or provide block grants in 
which sub-allocations are made by the grant recipient. [Fish and Game Code 
Section 1374; General Fund, Budget Act of 2018, Chapter 29.] 

CEQA AND CDFW REVIEW/ RECOMMENDATION  
The project has been reviewed pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) and is proposed as exempt under State CEQA Guidelines (California 
Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3) Section 15304, Class 4, as a minor 
alteration to land which does not involve the removal of healthy, mature, scenic 
trees. Subject to approval of this proposal by the WCB, the appropriate Notice of 
Exemption will be filed with the State Clearinghouse. 

The project was evaluated and scored by technical reviews from CDFW and the 
California Department of Food and Agriculture, both of which recommend this 
project for funding by WCB. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommended that WCB approve this project as proposed; allocate $612,270 
from the General Fund, Budget Act of 2018, Chapter 29; authorize staff to enter 
into appropriate agreements necessary to accomplish this project; and authorize 
staff and CDFW to proceed substantially as planned.  

As one of the consent items heard at the beginning of the meeting, it was moved by 
Board Member Fran Pavley that the Wildlife Conservation Board approve this 
project as proposed; authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements necessary 
to accomplish this project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed substantially 
as planned. 
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 Passed unanimously. 
Bokde ï Yes 
Colborn ï Yes 
Lief ï -Yes 
Pavley ï Yes 
Sklar ï Yes 
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9. China Hill, Expansion 4 
Siskiyou County 

$65,000 

This item has been withdrawn from consideration at this time. 
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10. CAL FIRE Forsyth Conservation Easement 
Humboldt County 

$0 

This proposal was to consider the acceptance of a conservation easement 
(Easement) over 49± acres by the California Department of Forestry and Fire 
Protection (CAL FIRE). The Easement is being conveyed as a condition of a grant 
from CAL FIRE to the city of Arcata (City) under the California Forest Legacy 
Program Act of 2007, with funding provided by the California Climate Investment 
Fund. The Easement will protect significant scenic, recreational, timber, riparian, 
fish and wildlife, cultural, carbon sequestration, and environmental values. 

LOCATION AND SURROUNDING USES 
The property (Property) is located near Bayview and East 17th Street in the City, 
Humboldt County. The Property borders Humboldt State University on the west 
and the rest of the Property is surrounded by the Arcata Community Forest. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The Property is within the Jolly Giant Creek watershed and provides critical habitat 
for a variety of special status fish, wildlife, and plant species. The Property will link 
the 2,302-acre Arcata Community Forest to Humboldt State University. The 
Easement will permanently preserve a working redwood forest, contribute to the 
protection of water quality in the Humboldt Bay region, protect the significant 
biological resources of the Property, and expand the recreational and educational 
opportunities for residents and visitors to the area. The Easement provides an 
excellent opportunity to match the guiding principles of the Forest Legacy Program 
with the California Climate Investment Fund. 

The Property is comprised mainly of coast redwood and Sitka spruce. The primary 
groupings of plant species within the forest are the redwood-oxalis, the redwood-
sword fern, and the redwood-salmonberry types. Redwood oxalis generally occurs 
on the lower 1/3 slope position characterized by concave topography and moist 
conditions. In addition to redwood in the over story, this type contains grand fir, 
Douglas fir, and Sitka spruce. The herb and fern layer is dominated by redwood 
sorrel with other common, although less abundant, associates including wild 
ginger, redwood violet, trillium, and lady fern. 

Redwood sword fern occurs on the middle to upper 1/3 slope position where 
conditions are drier and warmer than that of the oxalis sites. Canopy associated 
with redwood include grand fir, Douglas fir, Sitka spruce, and on occasion 
Western hemlock. The shrub layer of this plant grouping consists of evergreen 
huckleberry, salal, and rhododendron. Sword fern is the dominant species in the 
herb layer. 

The forest, creeks, and streams that run through the Property serve as critical 
habitat for a variety of species, many of them rare, threatened, and/or endangered. 
Several state and federally listed endangered or threatened species that may exist 
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or are known to exist on properties adjacent to the Property include steelhead 
trout, coho salmon, tidewater goby, northern spotted owl, and bald eagle. 

The Property also contains high-quality habitat for the following state-listed species 
of special concern: southern torrent salamander, northern red-legged frog, Del 
Norte salamander, foothill yellow-legged frog, coastal cutthroat trout, osprey, 
Cooper's hawk, sharp-shinned hawk, Pacific fisher, red tree vole, and the fully 
protected ring-tailed cat. 

The City will incorporate the Property into the Arcata Community Forest and the 
Cityôs Community Forest Management Plan, which is Forest Stewardship Council 
(FSC) certified for sustainable forestry practices. The Arcata Community Forest 
was dedicated in 1955 and has functioned as a recreational, educational habitat 
and timber resource for the community and its residents. It is the first community 
forest in California and the first municipal forest granted FSC certification in the 
United States. 

WCB AND CAL FIRE PROGRAMS 
The proposed acquisition is being considered under the California Forest Legacy 
Program Act of 2007 (CFLPA). CFLPA (Public Resources Code Section 12200, et 
seq.) allows CAL FIRE to accept lands and interests in lands to protect 
environmentally important forestlands that are threatened by present or future 
conversion to non-forest uses. Priority is to be given to lands that can be effectively 
protected and managed and that have important scenic, recreational, timber, 
riparian, fish and wildlife, threatened and endangered species, and other cultural 
and environmental values. Under the CFLPA, WCB may acquire conservation 
easements on behalf of CAL FIRE (Public Resources Code Section 12240). 

Proposals under the CFLPA are evaluated and recommended for funding by CAL 
FIRE staff based on criteria established under CFLPA. Eligible properties may be 
working forests where forestland is managed for the production of forest products 
and traditional forest uses are maintained. These forest uses include both 
commodity outputs and non-commodity values. The purpose of the Easement is to 
maintain the forest intact and to provide such traditional forest benefits as timber 
production, wildlife habitat, watershed protection, and increased carbon 
sequestration through increased growth and inventory and long-term management 
of the timberlands. 

MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES AND NEEDS 
CAL FIRE will enter into the Easement with the City and monitor the Property for 
compliance with the terms of the Easement. The Easement allows access by CAL 
FIRE or its agents annually for monitoring purposes. 

TERMS 
The City has agreed to grant the Easement to CAL FIRE as a condition of a grant 
for the purchase of the Property. Staff of the WCB will review and approve all title 
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documents, preliminary title reports, the Easement, and instruments of 
conveyance. 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE 
The project has been reviewed for compliance with the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) requirements and is proposed as exempt under CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15313, Class 13, as an acquisition of land for wildlife 
conservation purposes, and Section 15325, Class 25, as a transfer of an 
ownership interest in land to preserve open space and existing natural conditions, 
including plant or animal habitat. Subject to authorization by WCB, a Notice of 
Exemption will be filed with the State Clearinghouse. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommended that WCB approve this project as proposed;, approve the 
acceptance of the Easement over 49± acres on behalf of CAL FIRE under CFLPA; 
authorize staff and CAL FIRE to enter into appropriate agreements necessary to 
accomplish this project; and authorize staff, CAL FIRE, and CDFW to proceed 
substantially as planned. 

As one of the consent items heard at the beginning of the meeting, it was moved by 
Board Member Fran Pavley that the Wildlife Conservation Board approve this 
project as proposed; authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements necessary 
to accomplish this project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed substantially 
as planned. 

 Passed unanimously. 
Bokde ï Yes 
Colborn ï Yes 
Lief ï Yes 
Pavley ï Yes 
Sklar ï Yes 
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11. Dye Creek Low Water Crossing Fish Passage Planning 
Tehama County 

$375,000 

This proposal was to consider the allocation for a grant to Resource Conservation 
District of Tehama County (RCDTC) for a cooperative project with CDFW and the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to complete planning, design, and 
environmental review to remove a fish passage barrier located at the Shasta 
Boulevard Dye Creek Bridge crossing located approximately three miles north of 
Los Molinos in Tehama County.  

LOCATION 
Dye Creek is located in Tehama County on the east side of the Sacramento Valley 
in the Mount Lassen foothills. The project site is located approximately one mile 
east of State Route 99E, 12 miles south of Red Bluff, and three miles north of Los 
Molinos. It is just west and downstream of The Nature Conservancyôs (TNC) Dye 
Creek Preserve (Preserve) and approximately one mile east of the confluence of 
Dye Creek and the Sacramento River.  

The entire Dye Creek watershed upstream of the project is within the 37,540-acre 
Preserve. The conservation area managed by TNC contains the largest 
undeveloped parcel of land within the Dye Creek watershed. The Preserve is 
located within the foothills of Mount Lassen and contains extensive stands of blue 
oak woodlands, foothill grasslands, and volcanic buttes. The landscape is 
dissected by Dye Creek Canyon and other fissures that contain vertical cliffs as 
well as annual and perennial streams with diverse riparian forests. Dye Creek is 
one of a cluster of western Sierra tributaries (including Deer, Mill, Pine and Big 
Chico creeks) that were noted in the 1996 Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project (U.S. 
Forest Service) as having exceptional value for the conservation of aquatic 
species. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
Various plans and studies have documented the value of Dye Creek as rearing 
habitat for salmonids as well as the impediments to fish passage in the watershed. 
Under a State Water Resource Control Board grant in 2010, the RCDTC prepared 
the Tehama East Watershed Assessment. In that document, Dye Creek was one 
of the many intermittent tributaries that was assessed, and the document 
recommended that the impediment to upstream and downstream fish migration at 
the road crossing at Shasta Boulevard be remedied. The National Marine Fisheries 
Service designated approximately one stream mile upstream of the barrier as 
Critical Habitat for Central Valley spring-run Chinook salmon as well as eight 
stream miles upstream as Critical Habitat for Central Valley steelhead. 

In addition to impeding salmonids, the proposed project site also acts as an 
impediment to migration of other native fish species, including Pacific lamprey, 
Sacramento sucker, Sacramento squaw fish, speckled dace, and hardhead. The 
low water crossing over Dye Creek also presents a hazard for other aquatic and 
riparian species, such as western pond turtles and river otters, which must pass 
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over the roadway to move upstream or downstream. Local wildlife species which 
prey on fish, including bald eagle, osprey, belted kingfishers, and river otters would 
benefit from increased fish populations in Dye Creek. 

Currently, during late spring, summer, and early fall, when Dye Creek stream flows 
are low, the two to three-foot head differential and poorly operating culverts within 
the creekôs low-water crossing prevent marginal surface flows from entering Dye 
Creekôs lower watershed below the crossing structure. As a result, this portion of 
the stream channel is often dry, which also limits the amount of riparian vegetation 
that can develop along the stream channel. Consequently, the abundance of 
mammalian, avian, and insect species that may inhabit this portion of the 
watershed is reduced. Once flow passage is improved at the Shasta Boulevard low 
water crossing, it is expected that surface flows will continue for a longer portion of 
the year into the lower watershed between the crossing structure and Dye Creekôs 
mouth with the Sacramento River. As a result, these extended flows will benefit 
riparian vegetation which provides habitat for the Foothill yellow-legged frog, 
yellow-billed cuckoo, bank swallow, valley elderberry longhorn beetle, along with 
various species of listed bats. 

Intermittent tributaries such as Dye Creek play an important role for juvenile 
salmonid survival. Studies show that juvenile salmonids that utilize intermittent 
tributaries for non-natal rearing grow faster and are in better condition than fish 
reared in the Sacramento Riverôs mainstem. Additionally, enhanced tributary 
access is of equal importance to improving salmonid survival as the development 
of side channel and floodplain habitat along the Sacramento Riverôs mainstem, 
based upon the behavior patterns of salmonids. Through the removal of barriers 
between non-natal rearing and spawning habitat, Dye Creek has the potential to 
provide significant additional habitat for Chinook salmon and steelhead. The 
construction of an improved crossing structure will result in unimpeded upstream 
fish passage and eliminate barrier-induced mortality of fish emigrating to the cooler 
Sacramento River and out to ocean habitats. 

RCDTC will work with partners to develop a final engineered project design that 
addresses the fish passage impediment. RCDTC will be responsible for the project 
management, landowner outreach, and coordination among the project partners 
and the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC). TAC consists of DWR, Tehama 
County Public Works, TNC, CDFW, and USFWS. 

The project will also complete hydrological and hydraulic assessments, develop 
alternative designs, and create a preferred alternative for TAC to consider. TAC 
will approve a preferred alternative, and engineering plans and cost estimates 
including 30, 60, and 100 percent designs will be completed. Staff will conduct 
baseline field studies to include botanical, biological, cultural, and jurisdictional 
wetlands/waters. Project work will also include environmental document and permit 
preparation, compliance with CEQA/NEPA, Clean Water Act Sections 404 and 
401, Fish and Game Code Section 1600, Central Valley Flood Board, and federal 
and state endangered species acts.  
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WCB PROGRAM 
The proposed project will be funded through WCBôs Habitat Enhancement and 
Restoration Program and meets the program's goal of providing for native fisheries 
restoration and in-stream restoration projects including removal of fish passage 
barriers and other obstructions. 

STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS 
This project is guided by WCBôs Strategic Plan and supports the following outlined 
goals: 

Goal B.1 ï Invest in projects and landscape areas that help provide resilience in 
the face of climate change, enhance water resources for fish and wildlife and 
enhance habitats on working lands: 

¶ Restore passage conditions on Dye Creek within the Preserve, a protected and 
habitually sensitive preserve that supports numerous endangered, threatened, 
and other rare species. 

¶ Improve sustainable habitat for listed anadromous species and provide 
alternative sites for rearing and spawning. 

In addition, the proposed project addresses the following objectives outlined in the 
2019 WCB Strategic Plan Update: 

Objective SI 1.2 ï Invest in projects that contribute to connectivity as highlighted in 
the California Terrestrial Connectivity Map, or linkages as mapped in regional 
assessments. 

Objective SI 1.3 ï Invest in projects that are in areas identified as habitat for 
vulnerable species or as highly resilient to climate change. 

Objective SI 2.4 ï Invest in projects that support one or more conservation 
priorities expressed in the SWAP. 

PROJECT FUNDING 
The funding breakdown for the project, as proposed, is as follows: 

Project Task WCB 
Cost 

Share Total Cost 

Project Management  $44,415 - $44,415 

Stakeholder Coordination $7,877 $26,000 $33,877 

Alternatives Evaluation 
and Selection $98,907 - $98,907 

Engineering Design $98,907 - $98,907 

Environmental Regulatory 
Compliance $124,894 - $124,894 

TOTAL $375,000 $26,000 $401,000 
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Project costs will be for project management, stakeholder coordination, 
alternatives evaluation and selection, engineering design, and environmental 
regulatory compliance.  

FUNDING SOURCE 
The proposed funding source for this project is California Drought, Water, Parks, 
Climate, Coastal Protection, and Outdoor Access For All Act of 2018 (Proposition 
68), Public Resource Code Section 80132(e)(1), which allows projects to construct, 
repair, modify, or remove transportation or water resources infrastructure to 
improve passage for wildlife or fish. 

CEQA COMPLIANCE 
The project is statutorily exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, 
Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15262), as it involves only feasibility and planning 
studies for possible future actions. Subject to approval of this proposal by WCB, 
the appropriate Notice of Exemption will be filed with the State Clearinghouse.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommended that WCB approve this project as proposed; allocate $375,000 
from the California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and 
Outdoor Access For All Act of 2018 (Proposition 68), Public Resource Code 
Section 80132(e)(1); authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements 
necessary to accomplish this project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed 
substantially as planned. 

As one of the consent items heard at the beginning of the meeting, it was moved by 
Board Member Fran Pavley that the Wildlife Conservation Board approve this 
project as proposed; authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements necessary 
to accomplish this project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed substantially 
as planned. 

 Passed unanimously. 
Bokde ï Yes 
Colborn ï Yes 
Lief ï Yes 
Pavley ï Yes 
Sklar ï Yes 
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12. Big Valley Wetlands, Expansion 1 
Lake County 

$675,000 

This proposal was to consider the allocation for a grant to the Lake County Land 
Trust (LCLT) to acquire in fee 201± acres of land for the protection of shoreline 
freshwater wetland, riparian woodland, and wet meadow habitats that support the 
state threatened Clear Lake hitch along with the western pond turtle, a state 
species of special concern, and to provide the potential for future wildlife-oriented 
public use opportunities. 

LOCATION AND SURROUNDING USES 
The property, known as the Wright property (Property), is located on the 
southwestern shore of Clear Lake in Lake County (County). The County contains 
approximately 1,329± square miles and is situated in a rural and mountainous 
region comprised of the eastern portion of the coastal mountain range with 
elevations that peak at 7,000 feet. It is estimated that 48 percent of the County is 
federally or state protected lands. A few of these lands include the Mendocino 
National Forest, Clear Lake State Park, and the Cache Creek and Clear Lake 
Wildlife Areas. The most prominent feature of the County is Clear Lake, which 
contains 43,785 surface acres with 100 miles of shoreline and is the largest natural 
freshwater lake in California. Due to the large quantity of public recreational 
protected areas and the presence of the stateôs largest freshwater lake, the County 
has evolved into a prime tourist destination and resort area. 

The Property is situated in an unincorporated neighborhood known as Big Valley, 
located just southeast of Lakeport. Lakeport is nestled on the southwestern shore 
of Clear Lake at the foot of nearby mountain ranges with a topography that is 
predominately level and provides favorable development opportunities. Access to 
Lakeport is provided by Highways 29 and 175, which run parallel along the western 
shore of Clear Lake. Lakeport is 2.5 square miles and has a lakeshore frontage of 
2.5 linear miles. Lakeportôs waterfront location and numerous docking facilities 
allow convenient access by water from other towns situated on the shores of Clear 
Lake. The Big Valley Rancheria, a reservation for the federally recognized Pomo 
and Pit River Indians, is located just east of the Property. The Rancheria includes 
the Konocti Vista Casino Resort, Marina and RV Park. The majority of Lakeport is 
improved with large acreage rural residential and agricultural properties with 
several small lot residential developments adjacent to Clear Lakeôs shoreline. 

The Property is identified in CDFWôs Big Valley CAPP. In August 2016, WCB 
provided a grant to LCLT to support the first Big Valley CAPP property acquisition 
of the 34± acre lakefront Melo property, located less than one mile east of the 
Property. Habitats targeted for protection include wetlands and riparian woodlands 
in areas where the shoreline and adjacent creeks are still undeveloped and 
constitute the most significant remaining unprotected natural wetlands and near-
shore riparian areas on Clear Lake. These wildlife habitats provide breeding, 
nesting and foraging grounds for many bird species as well as nursery habitat for 
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the state threatened Clear Lake hitch, a large minnow endemic to the waters of 
Clear Lake. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The Property is irregular in shape with gently sloping to level topography. The 
Property is bounded by 3,000 feet of Clear Lake shoreline to the north, orchards to 
the south and unimproved private lands to the east and west. Improvements on the 
Property include perimeter fencing and a dilapidated barn. For the last 20 years the 
Property has been leased for grazing cattle during the drier summer months of 
May through October. The Property is situated between two seasonal creeks that 
run northerly and drain into Clear Lake. Manning Creek runs along portions of the 
Propertyôs west edge and Thompson Creek runs through neighboring properties to 
the east. Marshy wetlands inhabit the northern end of the Property and contain 
shoreline freshwater wetland, riparian woodland and wet meadow habitat 
characterized by bulrush, water lilies, cattails, tules, cottonwood, valley oak, 
buttonbush, sedges and rushes. The southern section of the Property is mostly 
annual grassland, shrubs and oak woodlands. 

The proposed acquisition will ensure the protection of the Property by eliminating 
any disturbance to the wetlands caused by the potential ongoing pattern of 
agricultural and lakeshore development in the Big Valley area. Further, this 
Property is a high priority within the Big Valley CAPP, supporting the protection of 
near-shore wetlands for the Clear Lake hitch and the western pond turtle. The 
Property also contains suitable habitat for black tailed deer, California quail, gray 
squirrel, wild turkey, wading birds, osprey, and migratory waterfowl and shorebirds.  

WCB PROGRAM 
The proposed grant is being considered under WCBôs Land Acquisition Program. 
The Land Acquisition Program is administered pursuant to the Boardôs original 
enabling legislation, "The Wildlife Conservation Law of 1947" (Fish and Game 
Section 1300, et seq.) authorizing WCB to acquire real property or rights in real 
property on behalf of CDFW, grant funds to other governmental entities or 
nonprofit organizations to acquire real property or rights in real property, and 
accept federal grant funds to facilitate acquisitions or subgrant these federal funds 
to assist with acquisitions of properties. Under the program, WCB provides funds 
to facilitate the acquisition of lands and interests in land that can successfully 
sustain or be restored to support wildlife and, when practicable, provide for suitable 
wildlife-oriented recreation opportunities. These activities are carried out in 
conjunction with CDFW, which evaluates the biological values of property through 
development of a Land Acquisition Evaluation/Conceptual Area Protection Plan 
(LAE/CAPP). The LAE/CAPP is then submitted to the Director of CDFW and, if 
approved, later transmitted to WCB with a recommendation to fund. 

STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS 
This project is guided by WCBôs Strategic Plan and supports the following outlined 
goals: 
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Goal A.2 ï Fund projects and landscape areas that conserve, protect, or enhance 
water resources for fish and wildlife. 

This project will protect the Propertyôs near-shore wetlands which provide habitat 
for the Clear Lake hitch and the western pond turtle. 

Goal A.4 ï Invest in priority conservation projects recommended under CDFWôs 
land acquisition evaluation process or within other conservation plans supported by 
CDFW. 

The project is identified in the CDFW Big Valley CAPP. The CAPP aims to protect 
27,951± acres of natural shoreline, near-shore areas, and tributaries in Lake 
Countyôs Big Valley. 

Goal C.1 ï Support a wide range of recreational activities in conjunction with other 
land uses and without degrading environmental resources. 

Public recreation will be allowed and implemented through CDFWôs Shared Habitat 
for Recreational Enhancement (SHARE) Program. 

Goal E.1 - Maximize expenditures of remaining bond funds and identify 
opportunities to leverage existing funds as effectively as possible. 

LCLT is contributing $100,000 towards the fair market value purchase price of the 
Property. 

In addition, the proposed project addresses the following objectives outlined in the 
2019 WCB Strategic Plan Update: 

Objective SI 1.3 ï Invest in projects that are in areas identified as habitat for 
vulnerable species or as highly resilient to climate change. 

Objective SI 2.1 ï Increase habitat for sensitive species to support biodiversity 
through statewide protection or restoration of oak woodlands, riparian habitat and 
grasslands on conserved lands. 

Objective SI 3.3 ï Invest in projects that provide hunting or fishing opportunities. 

MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES AND NEEDS 
LCLT will own and provide long-term monitoring and management to protect the 
natural conservation values of the Property. LCLT plans to breach existing levees 
to encourage passive restoration of native wetland vegetation, restore valley oak 
woodlands and manage invasive species. Access to fishing and hunting from the 
water side of the Property will be allowed and encouraged. Land-side recreation 
will be managed for limited public access through CDFWôs SHARE Program and 
will include special hunts and potential access for hand-launched boats and 
fishing. 
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TERMS 
The Property has been appraised as having a fair market value of $775,000. The 
appraisal has been reviewed by WCB staff and reviewed and approved by the 
Department of General Services (DGS). The property owner has agreed to sell the 
Property for the approved appraised fair market value of $775,000. The terms and 
conditions of the proposed WCB grant to LCLT provide that staff of WCB must 
review and approve all title documents, preliminary title reports, documents for 
purchase and sale, escrow instructions and instruments of conveyance prior to 
disbursement of funds directly into the escrow account established for the 
acquisition. In the event of a breach of the grant terms, WCB can require the 
grantee to encumber the Property with a conservation easement in favor of the 
state or another entity approved by the state and seek reimbursement of funds.  

PROJECT FUNDING 

Partners Amount 

Wildlife Conservation Board 675,000 

Lake County Land Trust 100,000 

Total Purchase Price 775,000 

Total WCB Allocation $675,000 

WCB FUNDING SOURCE 
The purposes of this project are consistent with the proposed funding source that 
allows for the acquisition, enhancement or restoration of wetlands outside the 
Central Valley. [Habitat Conservation Fund (Proposition 117), Section 2786(d), 
Wetlands Outside the Central Valley.] 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE AND STATE RECOMMENDATION 
The project has been reviewed pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) and is proposed as exempt under CEQA Guidelines Section 15313, 
Class 13, as an acquisition of land for fish and wildlife conservation purposes, and 
Section 15325, Class 25, as a transfer of an ownership interest in land to preserve 
open space and existing natural conditions, including plant or animal habitats. 
Subject to authorization by WCB, a Notice of Exemption will be filed with the State 
Clearinghouse. CDFW has reviewed this proposal and recommends it for approval. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommended that WCB approve this project as proposed; allocate $675,000 
from the Habitat Conservation Fund (Proposition 117) Fish and Game Code 
Section 2786(d) for the grant and to cover internal project-related expenses; 
authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements necessary to accomplish this 
project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed substantially as planned. 

As one of the consent items heard at the beginning of the meeting, it was moved by 
Board Member Fran Pavley that the Wildlife Conservation Board approve this 
project as proposed; authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements necessary 
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to accomplish this project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed substantially 
as planned. 

 Passed unanimously. 
Bokde ï Yes 
Colborn ï Yes 
Lief ï Yes 
Pavley ï Yes 
Sklar ï Yes 

  
































































































































































































































































