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MOTION was made by Matthews, seconded and unanimously carried
(Gillmor and Mahan absent), that the Council conceptuaily
approve the structurs of the Burrowing Owl Mitigation Agreement
with the State of Californis Department of Figh apnd Game and
direct the City Manager to return to the Council for final
approval pending certification of the North Bayshore
Environmental Impact Report. MOTION was then made by
Matthews, seconded and unanimously carried {(Gillmor and Mahan
absent), that the Council approve the forming of a Burrowing Owl
Habitat Committee chaired by Council Member McLemore to develop
a recommendation on the following: 1)} identify potential pocket
habitats within the City:; 2) develop an outreach plan to other
regional cities to coordinate _ efforts wherever possible;

3) develop Best Management Practices *TBM?) for maintenance of
City properties to prevent habitat impacts where possible;
4) include community stakeholders sand provide mnotification to
identified and interested parties fo be included in the process;
5) disseminate information in normal ways and also on the web
site and through other City publications to be developed in
conjunction with staff; and to return to the Council by February

2000 with a recommendation.

MOTION wae made by Parle, seconded and unanimously carried
(Gillmor and Mahan absent), that the Council excuse Council
Member Mahan from attendance at the remainder of this evening’s
meeting. '

The Council recessed at 10:40 p.m. and reconvened at 10:45

D.T.

The Council proceeded to consider the Implementation
Analysis of the City Coungil Goals for 1998-2000. The City
Manager reviewed the recommendations contained in her memo
(8/20/99). A Council discussion followsd. MOTION was made by

Diridon, seconded and unanimously carried (Gillmor and Mahan
absent), that the Council approve the Implementation Analysis
and appeint Council Members Matthews and Parle and Mayor Nadler
to the newly formed Neighborhood Rehabilitation Committee and
direct the City Manager to begin implementation steps with a

progresgs report on the Decamber 7, 1999, Council meeting.
MOTION was made by Diridon, seconded and unanimously carried
{Gillmor and Mahan absent), that the Council refer to the City

Manager for the Implementaticon Analysig Council Member Diridon’s
comments regarding suggestions for increased public access €O
the internet, use of the intermet to streamline ity services
and other areas in the City that need revitalization.

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - August 24, 1999
Page 4
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clarified issues regarding the impacts on the owl habitat in the
area. There being no further public input, MOTION was made Dy
Gillmor, seconded and unanimously carried, that the public
hearing is closed. A Council discussion followed. MOTION was
then made by Gillmor, seconded and unanimously carried, that the
Council pass and adopt Resolution No. 6622 entitled ™A
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL .OF THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA,
CALTFORNIA CERTIFYING THE PROGRAM LEVEL ENVIRONMENTAL TMPACT
REPORT FOR THE BAYSHORE NORTH REDEVELCPMENT - PROJECT, WITH
PROJECT LEVEL REVIEW OF THE NORTHERN RECEIVING STATION, AND
ALDOPTING FINDINGS TO APPROVE THE PROJECT IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
REQUIREMENTS OF THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT AND
RECOMMENDED PROJECT CONDITIONS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION."
MOTION was +then made by Gillmor, seconded and unanimously
carried, that the Council pass and adopt Resolution No. 6623
entitled “A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA
CLARA, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A STATEMENT - OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS FOR THE UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
OF THE BAYSHORE NORTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH
THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT."
MOTION was then made by Gillmor, seconded and unanimously
carried, that the Council pass and adopt Resolution No. 6624
entitled “A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA
CLARA, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS FOR THE UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
OF THE NORTHERN RECEIVING STATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
REQUIREMENTS OF THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.” A
Council discussion followed. MOTION was then made by McLemore,
seconded and unanimously carried, that the Council approve the
policy that the City will provide mitigation for the loss of 103
acres of open space and associated wildlife values. Emphasis
should be placed on grassland habitats. The mitigation will be
at a goal of 1 to 1L ratic, and can occur elther within or
cutside of the city boundaries and will consider environmental
and financial impacts to the City. The 58.5 acres protected in
accordance with the existing agreement with the California
Department of Fish and Game shall count towards the mitigation
acreage.

MOTION was made by Diriden, seconded and unanimocusly
carried (Gillmor absent), that the Council execuse Council Member
Gillmor from attendance at the remainder of this evening’s
meeting.

i
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
City of Santa Clara, Office of the City Attorney

DATE: AUGUST 9, 1999

TO: RONALD E. GARRATT, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER

FROM: GARY M. BAUM, ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

RE: SAN BERNARDINO v. METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT AND THE

AGREEMENT WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

QUESTION PRESENTED

Does the recent case of San Bernardino allev Audubon Society v. Metropolitan Water District
(1999) 71 Cal. App.4th 382, 83 Cal. Rptr. 2d 836 (“San Bemardino case”) affect the City’s
anticipated Mitigation Agreement with the California Department of Fish and Game?

BRIEF ANSWER

No, the San Bernardino case probably does not affect the planned Mitigation Agreement with the
California Department of Fish and Game (“Fish and Game”) for the following reasons:

1. The San Bemardino case concerns the “taking” (killing or destroying) of an endangered
species. Construction of the projects in the Bayshore North Environmental Impact Report
(“E.LR.”) will not result in the taking of a burrowing owl. The burrowing owl is not an
endangered species or a threatened species. It is a species of special concern, a Fish and
Game designation. '

2. The San Bernardino case is based upon failure to prepare an ELR. The City has prepared
an BE.IR. and California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA™) compliance has been
achieved.

3. The City will be using a Statement of Overriding Considerations as one of the factors
supporting passage of the project despite its effects upon the environment. In San
Bemnardine, no attempt was made to balance the environmental impacts with the social,
'economic, legal, technological or other benefits of the project. The Statement of Overriding
Consideration for the Bayshore North E.LR. will list those benefits to balance the
environmental impact. ' - o -

4. The San Bernardino case focused upon the failure to do an E.LR. when creating a mitigation
bank for endangered species. The San Bemardino case concerned the establishiment of an
enormous mitigation bank that would be utilized to offset impacts upon many endangered
species for developments in Southern California. The City is not setting up a mitigation
bank and this development is much smaller. ' 2
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Memoranduzm o Ronald B, Gawmatt August 9, 1999

Re: 3an Bernarding S&eet Upon the Mitigagon Azreercen: With CA Dept. of Fish and Game Page 2 of 2
BACKGROUND

The City is considering entering infto a Mitigation Agreement with Fish and Game as part of the
overall mitigation approach analyzed in the Bayshors North EIR. The Bayshors North EIR.
reviews developments on approximately 110 acres. Thess devslopments will have a significant
environmental impact upon burrowing owls, traffic and air quality. Despite numerous mitigation
measures, it is infeasible to mitigate these impacts below a level of significance. For example, in
the case of burrowing owls, 58.5 contiguous acres of owl habitat do not exist north of Bayshore,
While some areas are still undeveloped, they are unsuitable for owls dus to the presence of trees or

3

use a3 parks with human presence. The San Bernardin case was issued during the nsgotiation
process. Stephen Adams, an attorney with Fish and Game, is of the opinion that the case has no
sifect upon the City’s Mitigation Agreement. The City Attorney’s office was asked to analyze the
issue.

ANALYSIS

The reasons the San Bernardino case is distinguishabie are outlined in Brief Answer above, The
City 1s adopting a Statement of Overriding Considerations as part of the Bayshore North ELR. The
Staternent will review the benefits of the projects io the community in terms of social, econormic, and
recreational improvements. Adoption of the Statement requires the City Council to balance the
environmental impacts with the benefits provided to the City and its citizens. It recognizes the
Impact, but allows for development if substantial justification can be made. Adoption of the
Mitigation Agresment iz part of the oyerall CEGA mitigation package, Thus, the creation of a
mitigation bank without CEQA revisw is not part of the City’s situation, unlike San Rernardino,

CONCLUSION

It 1s likely the San Bemarding case does not apply o the City’s Mitization Agreement with the

Califormia Department of Fish and Game. The facts and circumstances in the San Bemmarding case
are quits different from those with Santa Clara, '
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|1 Lafayette Landfill

Lafayette St. @ Hwy 237
|santa Clara

| PRELIMINARY SITE ANALYSIS
POTENTIAL BURROWING OWL MITIGATION LANDS

o Closed landfill - owned by City.
o Youth bike/BMX activity immediately
adjacent. Concern re: habitat
sustainability.

o Topography may require completely
artlficlal habitat creation.

o Site not currently consldared
burrowing owl habitat.

o Site not currently occupied
by owls.

o Constant perturbation by
bikes may make [t
unattractive to owls.

Prepared by: Asslstant Clty Manager
As of: July 30, 1989

2. Open Space Park

Eick Milt Blvd @ Tasman Dr.
Santa Clara

& Southern portion of the 40 acre park
Is best local for habitat craation.

o Existing trees would have to be
removed effecting some number of
raptors.

o Some leveling of the slte would have
to oCCur.

o Site preparation described above not
conslstent with proposed park plan.
o Site not currently considered
burrowing owl habitat.

o Predation by raptors may be
a problem.

o Don't wani to lose existing
tree raptor nesting habitat.
o Potential conflict with
recraation.

o Slte not currently occupied
by burrowing owls.

No

Yes Yes

3. Airport Radar
Station

TDetaCruz @ Central Expwy
Santa Clara

20

|o Property owned by San Jose Alrport.
o Half of site leased to FAA for radar

array. Can have no restricitions on

access or use.

o Portion of remainder of property

contains runway approach light

arrays. Can have no restrictlon on

access or use.

o SJ Biologist - larger raptors attracted
to antenna would keep owls away.

o Site not currently considered
purrowing ow! habitat.

o Restricted use and access
may be a conflicl.

o Unknown it owls occupy the
site.

o Predation by raptors may be
a concern,

Yes

Yes Yes

Page 1 of 4
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PRELIMINARY SITE ANALYSIS
P@TENTML BUHRG‘A?ENG OWL METIGATION LANDS Prepared by: Assistani City Manager

As of: July 30 16898

5 R i wosieh bt ﬁ ] Lol akstar
. Dewage Plakdao : 54 ¢ City owns 21% of Plant, San Jose 79%lo Ongoing habita 7 Unclear on s Yag
Plavik 0 SC biologlst detarmired that 54 acres | management issues. this issus.
had the possibility to be converted 1o |o No owls surrently occupy
owl habitat, the site.
o San Jose created ow! habitat near this
area a few years ago.
o Treatment Plant operating staff see
numerous operational issues with
establishing owl habi:at.
¢ Use as habitat must receive approval
of San Josa City Couneil,
o tdentifled area not currenily
consldered burrowing owl habitat.
B, Surnyvals Landii [Bayiands Area 50+ |o 8C blologist reviewed Sunnyvale o DF&G has not reviewed this Yes Yas Yag
Sunnyvale Baylands Park and determined the site.
slie Is poor owl habitas. ¢ Mot clear whather awls
o Landfill determined to be a good currenily live on site.
candidate 10 explore imitigation habitat.[o Unsure of long-term habitat
o Enhancement might make marginal management issuas.
habitat into useful mitigation lands.
o Sunnyvale staft concernad about
fong~term lability,

o Site not currently considered
burrowing owl habitat.

Ghoreline Park | Shoreline Bivd, (Baylands) 400 |o Owl habitat potential on approx. 300 |o Habitat management has not Yes Yo Ves
fMouniain View acres of the park. been consistent.
o Mi. View completing n Owt Habitat  {o Owl population has dropped
Management Plan for City Councll pracipitously in recent years.
reviaw this Fall. o Threats from landfill

¢ Staff expressed concem re: accepting | maintenance.
owl mitigation responsibility from
another jurisdiction withoui knowing
consequences of futura possible
liabllities.

tHage Z of 4
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POTENTIAL BURROWING OWL MITIGATION LANDS

PRELIMINARY SITE ANALYSIS

As of July 30, 1999

prepared by: Assistant Gity Manager

|7 ‘East Bay ‘Regional|Coyote Hilis o Coyote Hill was known to contain owls. o No owls occupy this site. Yos Yes
Park ‘Alameda County lo Grazing practices eliminated squirrel o Habitat management Issues. |The Park District has requested a lump sum
populations. o Potantial problem with endowment that will fund habitat creation and
o Estimated that an intenslve program recreation. maintenance in perpetulty from interest
over several years might re-establish earnings. The amount of the endowment could
owl habitat. ba signilicant.
o Site not currently considered
burrowing owl habitat.
8. Byron Property  |Alameda County 140 o Large parcel with 10 palrs of ow!s o Befer to DF&G letter Yes Yes Yes
‘ currently residing. attached to Exhibit G - Only site to date with a known acquisition cost.
4 Fish & Game has an adjacent 150 Byron Site.
acre parcel used as multiple species
habliat.
o Potantial from educational institution
participation in mitigation bank to !
create an intarpretive center on the
site.
o Fish & Game has determined the site
as acceptable for owl mitigation.
9. Altamont Pass Electric Windfarm Site 698 o Owned by City. o Problems with ground No Yes Yes
' Altamont o Outside of distance requirement squirrel control.
established by Fish & Game. o Problems with wind turbines
o Vegetational characteristics nearly on site.
ideal for owls. o No owls currently occupy
o-Ground squirret abatement the slite.
maintained for grazing-would have to |o Monitoring grazing practices
be modiflad. would be mandatory.
o Wind turbines are a dangerto raptors.
o Sita not currently considered
burrowing ow! habitat.
oAl
3
| ]
W
_?
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PRELIMINARY SITE ANALYSIS
PQTENTEAL BURRO\VING OWL MITIGATION LANDS Propared by: Assistent City Manager

As of: July 30, 198

a0

Soaber il

ity. o Unknown if owls ever Yas ' " ves | Yas

mm.:;u:w%l’;mw_

119 Henecis BEO Corridar near 180 o Owned by City Eleciric Ut
Banacia o Guiside of distance requirement hiabitated here. Clty would
established by Fish & Game. o VWhat are the reasons owls acquira from
o Large expanses of suitable vegetation. | are not on tha site? Utility.
o Complete absence of ground 0 Linlikely to ever be sultabie.

squirrels due to grazing control.
o Site at edge of historic owt habitat,
o Site not currently considered
burrowing owl habitat,

Page 4 of 4




HT HARVEY & ASSOCIATES
ECOLOGICAL CONSULTANTS

21 January 1998

Mr. Guastave Gomez

The City of Santa Clara

Cicy Hait

1590 Warburtion Avenue

Sanm Clara, CA 93030 .
chone: (408) 26:1-3211

FAX: 408.985.7935

RE: Burrowing Owl project mitigation for the Bayvshore North EIR area.

Dear Mr. Gomez:

[ would like to feliow up on several items regarding Burrewing Gwl mitigation for the
Bayshore North project area. First, regarding the Great America overfiew parking fee. !
seriously doubt whether a plan can be submitzed te the Califomiz Deparment: of Fish and Game
u.EFG) with sufficient time for their review prior to our | Februery deadlire. Jtwouic e
asking a great deal of CDFG to review such a plan within the time remaining  Additorally, if an
ultimate mitigaticn solution is yet tc be formuiated, it would be worthwhile to consicer tie

passibility of peoling mitizations for all petential prejects into one effort. This approach has
nusierous advanfages.

Biclogieslly, preserve areas that comprise a 3ingle. large. contiguous pzich ars preferted
to many small, scattered, disjeint habitat patches. Tn ome instancas. this principal is true even
when theose scattered palches sum o a greater ared. This is because larger preserves can contzin

a graater number of wildlife species, and a larger pepulation of each species than the sum total
amainzble on the smaller habitar paiches. Larger habitat preserves can acmually serve 2s Vseurce”
populations te supply immig-ants to smaller, remnant habitats.

Large habitat presarves provide advantages spesific 1o Burrewing Owis as well. We
knzw that Burrcwinz Owls are colonially-nesting rapors, and that groups of bresding owls wend
te persist over time better than do solitary bresding pairs.

Vrhen taken in combination, the benefit of 2 single, large preserve ang ths akilin to
support multiple pairs of breading Burrowing Owls should be recegnized by CDFG. The very

p0<smzhw exists that your mitigation requirements for presentiy envisioned projests inay
exceed availabie mitigation land space. Fer this reason, it weuld be adv:sab!e to consicer
pooling mitigations into one concerted effort. The potentiai value of such an unds: raking. evea
oae hat provides less than a 1:1 ratic, may wel] be deemed acczprable due to the poruiation-
leve!l zontribution that such a commitment r cpresents. Additionally. one consolidated mitigatien
plan will make the most efficient use of the CDFG b'olog'sL s time. As vou know. persernel of
CDF G are taskad with large areas of responsibility and recerve many reguests such as this cre.
Any time that project proponenss can sireamline restests for COFG involvernent. the
spocriunity: should be taker.

I suggest that severz! fands currently exist that may prcve useful. The Lafaverts Street
landfiil. 25 we have discussed, is one such potenual mitigation site. Taken zlone. however, it is
insufficicnt to offset irnpacts from all the proposed projects. Howsver, Fairway Glen is situated
nearbv, and retains some cennectivity to the [andhil site via the Guadeiupe River chanrel. This
corridor habitat cauld improve the qualicy of both the landfili and Fairway Glen. by providing
the aforementioned wildlite migration comider,

it E“: Iv[io Oﬁ.ta,_ J Fresno OHice
=;{:2 Sl . ragt » P.C. Sox 1 182 423 West Falibreox, Sea 206
=~ ©8-283-1814 - Fax: £28-263-3823 Frgsno, CA $3711 + 206-449.142] - Tayx: 200-425-3245
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. . : o dlemrpes PR ae dats il
Please phone if vou would liks clasification, or o discuss opticns in greater detail. [

look farward 1o discussing thesa oppormunities Wih you.

David L. Flumpion : .
Witdiife Binlogist - Raptor Specialis:

praj. ao. 139G-072




OPEN SPACE PARK SITE

ALTAMONT SITE

11 August 1998 ~Exd 2T
Mr. Ronald Garxatt .
The City of Sanfa Clara . ‘
City Hall _ @ @ '
1500 Warburton Avenue o : _ 4
Santa Clara, CA 95050 A F F .
phone: (408) 984-3102 : ' ] _
FAX: 408.241.6771 ‘

RE: Report on surveys of potential Burrowing Owl mitigation sites.

Dear Mr, Garratt:

Per your request, T have surveyed three of four sites potentially available for Burrowing Owl
habitst mitigation: the Lafayette Street landsill, Fairway Glen Park, and the city owned property
at Altamont (Beniciz remains unsurveyed; John Schwartz indicated that roads are not yet
passable, and that present road condition precludes access to the site). To facilitate evaluation, F
have considered opportunities and constrainis that could be modified 10 enhance the site for
Burrowing Owls. Advantages and disadvantages were also considered, and comprised attributes
that cannot be remediated or modified, and must be considered fixed. ‘While not all
considerations listed below could be applied to all sites, | Hiave considered potentially the
following variables in evaluating each site:

1) size

2) shape

3) contiguity

41 slope

5) elevation

6) topograpbic diversity .

7) present habitat suitability (range condition, presence of California ground squirrels}
8) distance from original habitat :

9 effests from adjacent Jand use

10) history of site use by Burrowing Owls :

11) proximity to'known Butrowing Owl habitat or potential habitat

12) compatibility of Burrowing Ow} management with ongoing or plaaned land uses
13) benefits to ather desirable species from-management for Burrowing Owls

14) negative impasts to other species of interest from management for Burrowing Owls

Javy it
The site potentially available for Burrowing owl mitigation is from 13 to 20 ncres, dependent
upon alternate uses and their spatial requirements. Temy knowledge, there is ne history of ewl
nesting on the property. In its present cendition, fittlc would be required o restore 2 condition

" conducive to Burrowing Owls..~ = il ET '

Although development gurrounds the Jandfill on all sides; the plateau on top of the landfill is
reasonably well buffered from existing human developments and disturbances, Itis elevated
well above the lﬁ‘&'zi.éfl'afaymez-srreét. Sideslopes are wide, and further isolate the landfiil’s
top from adjzcent fand uses, The site also is bounded on &l sides by less Intensive land uses than

]



are cotimon In many other areas inhabired by Burrowing Owls. These include 2 golf course to
ihe south, 2 flood coatre! cheanel to the =ast, and 2 refention basin t the north. Cfmost concam
is the baﬁmfisry with Lafaystis Birest to the west. However, thers is 8 wide margin betwesn the
top of the landfill and Lafayette Strest, which should adequately insulate the ]andﬁH from
sdverss sffects of traffie. '

The site is not without constraints and disadvantages, however. Linsar arsas (Lo those with
high pc?imaiﬂi‘:area ratio) do not provide as beneficial a rsfuge for wildlife as do square-shaped
refuges. Although owls could be sxpected to forage on linesr areas not contiguous with the

- propesed mitigation ares (. 5., sideslopes adjacent to the BMX track), these spaces are best:
viewsd as contributing to site quality for owls, but not as an additive component of the averall
habitar area.

Use of the BMX track, and its proximity to proposed mitigation areas presents anather
Like any nove] human activity, the use of the BMX track posss an unknown threat to site
occupaney or reproduction by Burrowing Owls. Addidon of R/C aireraft activity similarly
mtroduces human activity and disturbance that may preciude occupaney or rspraduction by
Burrowling Owis. ' :

Landfill management may require that burrows be entirely artificial. This constraint may requirs
completely artificial habitat ereation and waintenance, as opposed to the preferred aggroach;
creating a self-sustaining habitat replete with Califomia ground squirrels {Spermophilus
bezchevi) to provide burrows and vegstation management.

Mitigation sites must be preserved in perpetuity, and must be monitored for adequacy for up to 5
years. Therefare, sites must become self-sustaining (i.e., have self-sustaining populations of all
members of the community, including California ground squirrels). If encouraging or

> - - L] 2 ‘2 A “ 3 . -
atradusing Colifornia grovmd squierels Into the habitt It deemed moon

2 npatibie Wit objectives
ot landfill management, 2 plan will have to be Implemenied for artificial habitar maintenance
annually, and in perpetuity. -

‘The potential ramifications of chronic exposure of Burrawing Owls to landfill surface soils ang
ambient gasas are unknown. This is potentially 2 serious complication, and ene that warrants
further invastigation if this site is to be used for mitigation hahitat. A condition o be avoided is
the creafion of an enological “trap™ (i 2., 2 habitat that atiracts organisms, but which prevents
reproduction, resulting in greater immisration and mortality than births and emigration, and
therefore a population “sink™). Potential salutions exist, bowever, such as constructing shighthy
elevated artificial burrow areas, using imported soil, and over impermeable material to prevent
further burrowing into the landfill cap and direct suposure to ambisnt gasss,

In summary, the site may be of viable size, and is within 2 distagee to existing nesting ow! pairs
to provide a realistic chance for success, When this site is considerad along, 2s may be the case
with full build-out of nearby habitats, it may suppart toe few breeding pairs annually o
contributs realistically to 1 viable local peapulation, I aowever, land il management is deerm:
compatibles with restoration fo 2 ground squirrsl perpetuaied shortgrass habitat, the site |
Zoad chanes to attract and support soma 1 ssting owl pairs if given adequate protection from
undus humen Jisturbance, , g



- EXHISTC
Fairway Glen Park

Presently, Fairway Glen is in poor condition fer Burrowing Owls, and the space _and exact
Jocation potentially available for use in Burrowing Owl mitigation remains unrf:so.lved. .T hf.: site
is Jocated adjacent to the Guadalupe River. Although Burrowing Owls require neither riparian
habitats nor travel corridors when using multiple habitat patches, they will forage along banks of
. channelized rivers, irrigation ditches, and flood cantrel levees. Additionally, these channels are
usually among the last locations in developed arsas to retain California ground squirrels.
Accardingly, they are also.amoag the last locations in developing and urbanized areas to be
inhabited by Burrowing Owls. This reach of the Guadslupe River does support 2 srna‘ll '
population of ground squirrels, and thus could provide & sourcs population to recolonize Fairway
Glen Park, and to create and perpetuate habitat for Burrowing Owls.

Other than the Lafayette Street Landfill, Fairway Glen Park is located closer to extant breeding
owl pairs thap other sites, and would therefore represent among the best opportunities to provide
replacement habitat in clése proximity te the thitigable impact. Colanization by dispersing and
migrating owls already in this area could reasonably be expected to be better than that for more
distant sites. : '

The site has a modest stand of large deciduous frees (primarily Eucalyptus spp.). These trees
would have to be removed prior to creating habitat for Burrowing Owls. A secondary effect of
tree removal would be the likely displacement of other nesting, foraging, and dispersing raptors,
potentially including White-tailed Kites (Elanus caeruleus), Red-shouldered Hawks (Bureo
linearus), Red-tailed Hawks (B. jamaicensis), and American Kestrels (Falco sparverius), This
complication is exacerbated by the impending loss of many large frees and attendant increases in
huinan activity with the redevelopment of the Agnews West Campus nearby.

The site is fully developed on all sides, mostly by high-density residential uses. It is therefore
discontinuous with other potential habitats.

Saveral stockpiles of dirt re_:m:a.in on the site from previous operations. These areas would have .
to be leveled. Optimally, the site would be made as level as possible.

As with the Landfill site, the unknown nature and extent of futurz human uses of Fairway Glen ’
pose an inestimable threat to Burrowing Owl use. Some form of buffer area berween the
mitigation $ite and planned human Jand uses would be required, and may drastically reduce the
area available to mitigate Burrowing Owl habitat loss. '

Altamont ' ' .

The 698-acre sitc has low vegetation species diversity, and low structural and height diversity.
The site is grazed by cattle throughout, and grazing has maintained nearly ideal vegetational
structure. Higher elevations are Jess croppéd, and have a greater average vegetation height,
density, and percent cover, with a modest thatch layer. However, in only 2 few areas were these
_attributes prohibitive to Burrowing Owls, and even then only to 2 minor degree. The site bas
‘gomc large areas dominated by yellow star thistle (Centaurea solstitialis) which detracts from
the site’s suitability for most wildlife. ‘However, the site has no shrub cover, and only medest
tree (mostly Eucalyptus spp.) cover. The vegetational characteristics are nearly ideal in most of
the site. - '



Altarnont is presently managed for wind-powered sleciric generation, Grazing is 1 sacondary

uss of the site, and as mentioned, has greated vegetation conditions which may be suitad to ow)
occupancy, Howaver, an sxtensive ground squirre] abatement orogram has been maintained
{Javier Rios, personal communication), ostensibly for the benefit of the grazing operation. No
California ground squirrels, and no burrows created by squirrels nor any other fossarial mammal
were found anywhere in the site. Therefors. present management has precluded using the site for

Burrowing Owl mitigation habitat,

Additionally, wind-powered electric gencration has proven to bs 2 significant source of mortality
for many raptors {e.g., Golden Eagles [dquila chrysastes] and Red-tailed Hawks}. Becauss
raptors will rarely be found in habitats lacking suitable prey, the introduction of ground squirrels
or other mammalian prey into this site may have the unintended effect of increasing eagle and
futeo uss of the Altament site, thereby inducing mortalities from collisions with spinning
turbines. ‘

In summary, sptions remain highly limited, and no one best choice sxists. Site selection is mare
a matter of defaulting to those sites with the fowest disadvantages than of selzcting among the
best of all viable options. Additionally, implications of sits use beyond those that can be
addressed at this point {e.g, landfill exposure issuss at Lafayette Strest, multiple use
considerations at Falrway Glen) requirs additional information. However, it appears thar
Lafayette Street and Fairway Glen provide the only real eptions. 1f vou would like to aITANZE &
visit to Benicia, or to discuss the information above In greater detail, piease phone.

Sincerely,

David L, Plampton
E_z:aiogist - Raptor Specialist

proj no. 1300402
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10 September 1598
Mr. Ronald Garratt
The City of Santa Clara
City Hall
1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050
phone: (408) 984-3102
FAX: 408.241.6771

RE: Lafayette Street landfill Burrowing Owl mitigation.

Dear Mr. Garrati:

Enclosed is a preliminary plan for enhancing Burrowing Owl habitat on the Lafayette Street
landfill to serve as mitigation for the North of Bayshore projects. Following is a general strategy for
enhancing the physical and biotic setting, but is only one of several possible sirategies. As we have
discussed, landfill operational constraints may influence certain approaches, or obviate them altogether.
For example, the biologically optimal result of this effort is a self-sustaining colony of California ground
squirrels. However, landfill maintenance concerns may require imposing significant limitations on this
objective. I am prepared to adapt this plan based upon feedback from your staif. '

Existing Conditious

The Lafayette Street landfill is located east of Lafayette Street, and south of Highway 237 in
Santa Clara (Fig. 1). Within the landfill, a site of approximately 22 acres is available for mitigation (Fig.
2). Physical conditions at the site may be conducive to creating Burrowing Owl habitat. Although
development surrounds the landfill on all sides, the plateau on top of the landfill is reasonably well
buffered from existing human developments and disturbances. The upper surface is elevated at least

. 12m (40ft) above the level of Lafayette Street. Sideslopes are wide, and further-isolate the landfill’s top
from adjacent land uses. The site also is bounded on all sides by less human-intensive land uses than are
common in many other areas inhabited by Burrowing Owls. These include a golf course to the south, a
flood control chanmel to the east, and a retention basin to the north. Of most concern is the boundary
with Lafayette Street to the west. However, there is a wide margin between the top of the landfill and
Lafayette Street, which should adequately insulate the landfill from adverse effects of traffic.

Vegetation at-the site is similarly suitable. The site has some areas of bare ground, a few
unimproved roads, and elsewhere is vegetated in grasses and weedy forbs. Biota at the site were not
evaluated, but would seem to be characteristic of ruderal sites in this area. A small population of
California ground squirrels (Spermophilus beecheyi) occupies the site. No Burrowing Owls presently
nest on the site, but some recent sightings have been;_documeﬂte_:d (Jan. Hintermeister, pers. commun. ),
and the site is probably used for foraging by owls nesting on and dispersing from nearby habitats in the
North of Bayshore area. N o

The landfill hiclds some poteritial for Burrowing Owls, because it is of larger size than many of
the properties for which it is intended to compensate. ‘Additionally, it is a short distance from important
nesting habitats, se would likely be detected by dispersing ‘and migrating owls. Its location is also
important given that CDFG requires habitat preservation in the vicinity of the impact. Finally, there are
minimal access ¥ quirements -for Iandfill maintenance, so periodic human intrusien should have a

- negligible effect on any owls oceupying the site. ' '

, 1 A;}\';i-s_o-‘Qﬁ'iqe--_.-- T . : [J Fresno Office
906 Elizabeth Street » P.O. Box 1180 - . 1 423 West Falilbrook, Suite 206
Alviso, CA 95002 » 408-263-1814 +. Fax: 408-263:3823 ' Fresno, CA 93711 + 209-449-1423 » Fax: 209-449-8248
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Required enhancements: phvaical environment

Although the physical environment is conducive to mitigating Burrowing Ow? habitat, several
improvements are required. Use of the BMX track, and is proximity to proposed mitigation arsas may
induce disturbance. Like any novel human activity, the uss of the BM3 irack poses an unknown threat
to site oceupancy or reproduction by Burrewing Owls. Several steps can be taken to help protect the
mitigation site from adverse effects from the BMX track. A perimeter fance, either snclosing BMX
activities or enclosing the mitigation site itself, would reduce human intrusion into the mitigation site.
Trash, asphalt, and gravel piles, relict equipmeat, and other debris shouid be removed. Dirt piles can be

spread and lsveled over gravel surfaces that cannot be reclaimed. Obsolete roads and construction

staging areas should be reclaimed fie., regraded, leveled and sesded). Existing rock piles may be left in
place to provide refuge to ground squirrels. Similarly, cement rubble should be collected and distributed
in small piles to also provide refuge habitat for ground squirrels.

Reguired enhancements: biotic environment

Of equal importance are managing vegetation, and encouraging commensal ground squirrels. As
is true for most raptors, vegetalion species composition is less critical to Burrowing Owls than is the
habitat’s ability to support adequate prev populations while retaining the correct vegetational structure io
allow foraging by owls. Thersfore, managing the characteristics of the existing vegetation is more
critica] that encouraging a specific vegetation community. ‘ _

Likewise, owl habitat is created and maintained by California ground squirrels. Ground squirrets
provide burrows, and also control vegetation height. Although it is possible to artificially provide
burrows and vegetation conditions required on a mitigation site, artificial habitat creation and
maintenance has several significant disadvantages. Artificial vegetation maintenance is expensive and
requires constant diligence. Maintenance of vegetation height may be by any of several means,
including mowing, burning, or grazing. From a purely habitat-based perspective, grazing is probably the
best available approach. However, options on the Lafayette Street landfill may be limited to strictly
mowing (Rick Mauck, pers. comrmun.). Mowing, however, is often impractical or impossible at critical
dmes of e year. For example, ensuring short vegetation during spring, to coincide with arrival of
tmimigrant owls, is often difficult in years with heavy spring rains. Similarly, artificial burrows require
renovation annually, particularly in areas lacking ground squirtels. Because mitigation sites must be
preserved i perpefuity, relying sirictly on artificial habitat creation and maintenance is walikely 1o
provide a viable long-term solution.

It is therefore critical that habitats ultimately revert to a self-sustaining California ground
squirrel colony. However, artificial burrows must be used to provide immediate nesting and roosting
habitat if the site is o be cocupied by owls displaced locally. Use of artificial burrows on landfills, liks
encouraging ground squirrel burrowing, may be cause for concern, Artificial burrows can be slevated
above the existing landfill surface by importing fill (Fig. 3), and can be installed above 2 plastic-coared
welded-wire mesh to prevent digging by ground squirrels. However, the City of Santa Clara is
uitimately responsible for compliance with landfill management concerns as well as maintenance of the
mitigation sits. Thersfors, possible contingencies related to squirrel burrowing, and proposed remedial
actions must be clearly articnlated as part of the overall habitat management plan for the landfill sie
Specifically, the sonditions created by ground squirrels that will be considersd a compromiss 9 the
landfill, criteria for this determination, and the proposed action to rectify the problem will be raquired in
any Burrowing Owl habitat Mitigation Agresment.

As with fencing the BMX or mitigation areus, lsaving 2 5m wide sirlp of standing ruderal
vegelation at the isterface of the BMY and mitigation areas would further reduce adgs offecis from the
BMX tmack (Fig. 4). . This will also. provide a habitat “break” which are often used by Buwrowing ov
Artificial burtow groups will dlso be placed as far from the BMY facility

owis froan Hhman disturbande,
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Prey populations, like nesting
Therefore, encouraging adequate prey popul
for Burrowing Owls. Although preserving adequate prey may requ
unsound management or use of chem
mammal populations {e.g, placing sm

provide breeding sites and refuge hab

Burrowing Owls).

I am working up a budget €
_regarding the CDFG budget schedule.
personnel and equipment may be used
I have based mowing cosis upon a quo
City may have the ability to provide
facilities to provide specific tasks more econ

Please phone if you would fike to discuss this further, or if

any way. Thanks very much.

Sincerely,

LT

David L. Plumpton
Senior Ecologist - Raptor Specialist

proj. no. 1300-02
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ical biocides, artificial means may a
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the success of the mitigation site.
ations is an important component in overall site management
ire nothing more than avoiding
iso be used to help bolster small

igation, and will solicit Caitlin’s input
extent to which City of Santa Clara
djusted significantly. For example,

H.T. HARVEY & ASSOCIATES 1 39



SUNNYVALE LANDFILL SITE
S TIIYALE LANDRILL SITE

N\ E.LHARVEY & ASSOCIa. &S
 ECOLOGICAL CONSULTANTS

30 Juns [958
Mr. Ronald Garratt
The City of Santa Clara

Cigy Hall |

1500 Warburton Avenue R E CE Ive
Santa Clara, CA 95050 — «D
phone: {408) 934-3102 UL -9 1995

FAX: 408.241. 5771
| Ql‘!fca: aF Sha Cify Managa,
ity of Sanzg Clarg

RE: Burrowing Owl mitigation opportunities on City of Sunnyvale landflls.
Dear Mr. Garrait:

On Tuesday, 30 June 1998, T met with Michasl Chan, Administrative Services Manager, and Tom Mohr,
Environmental Engineering Coordinator for the City of Sumnyvale. We visited to discuss opportunities to
mitigate City of Santa Clara projeci-telated impacts to Burrowing Owis.

The landfll site appears to be an almost ideal candidate for exploring mitigation opportunities: it has
modest elevation, gentle sideslopes, well mainiained vegetation beighi, and has wide, flat expanses. Alsa,
there are few areas with potentially confliciing ONgoing activities. In addition, the site i3 presently low-
quality Burrowing Owl habitat. The fact that enhancements are needed to encourage and sustain sire uss
by awls in an otherwise margina! habitat makes for a usefi] mitigation effort,

Mr, Chan and Mr. Mohr indicated that the City of Sunnyvale is interestad in investigating possibilities
further, However, several bersonmel] critical to these discussions were unavailable during our meeting,
Therefore, T will convey mitial findings, general Burrowing Owl habitat associations, and area sstimates o
Mer. Chan and Mr, Mohr. They and others with the City of Sumnyvale are in the process of evaluating other
potential site uses, which have varying degrees of compatibility with Burrowing Owl mitigation
Thersfore, an undetermined fime interval will e required for the City of Sunuyvale to evaluate alternate
proposals for available spacs, However, T am optimistic abour Our opportunities on this site, as mitigation
for owls is highly compatible with many ongoing mamienance operaticns at present le.g, mowing
Tequirsments), and is consistent with the desire of the landsn Operators o maintain muitiple-use

If you have any questions or require additional information, please phone, 1 will caleulate 2 spatial

estimate for your use shortly,

Sincersly, _
1A
A _
David 1, Plumpton, Ph.D.
Heologist - Rapior Specialist

EE biichael Chan
Tom Mokr

Yol oo 1 300-07

8L Awviso Difics
908 Zlizabeth Strost - Do 5.

50, DA SEHND . A




N\ H.T. HARVEY & ASSOClfES
) ECOLOGICAL CONSULTANTS EXVLA T .

23 June 1998

Mr. Ronald Garratt

The City of Santa Clara RECEH_-'E >
City Hall

1500 Warburton Avenue i‘JUN 2 6 7998
Santa Clara, CA 95050

Oifice of the Gty Managar

phone: (408) 984-3102 | Gty of Santa Claa
FAX:408.241.6771

RE: Burrowing Owl mitigation opportunities at Baylands Park, Sunnyvale.
Dear Mr. Garratt:

Per our discussion, I did a brief reconnaissance at Baylands Park in Sunnyvale. The purpose of the survey
was to identify the potertial to create or enhance nesting opportunities for Burrowing Owls. Three mounds
of artificial burrows had been installed previously. These areas were not installed as mitigation for project
related impacts, but merely to provide some opportunities for owls. These burrows, however, as well as
meost presently undeveloped areas, are located in a jurisdictional marsh. As such, vegetation control to
properly manage for Burrowing Owls is highly regulated, and seriously constrains the site’s suitability for
owls. At present, the site is poor owl habitat; it has tall, dense vegetation, a heavy thatch layer, few areas
(outside the marsh) of bare ground, and an overall scarcity of ground squirrels and their burrows.

In summary, although adequate space remains that is undeveloped, implicit management constraints

largely make the addition of Burrowing Owl habitat, or the perpetuation of existing habitat infeasible, I
wiil, however, pursue similar options within the landfill area as we discussed.

Sincerely

AL

David L. Plumpton, Ph.D.
Ecologist - Raptor Specialist

proj. no. 1300-02

7 Alviso Office | ‘ [-] Fresno Office
906 Elizabsth Street » P.O. Box 1180 423 West Fallbrook, Suite 206

Alviso, CA 95002 . 408-263-1814 » Fax: 408-263-3823° .. Fresno, CA 93711+ 209-449-1423 - Fax: 209-449-8248
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§ July 1598

Mr. Ronald Garran Rﬁgggygﬁ
The City of Santa Clara : -

City Hall fJUL 10 108
1300 Warburton Avenue _ Offcs of the Cirs Mnoager
Santa Clara, CA 95050 Sty of Sants ars
phone: {408) 984-3102

FAX: 4082416771

RE: Burrowing Owl mitigation at the San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant,
Dear Ron:

Enclosed is a reliable and accurate sstimate of the non-wetland (i.e., non-jurisdictional) areas on
the buffer lands. 1 hope that vou find this useful,

 DagE

bod Alvizo Offics ' L Fresne Office
P Bizabeth Sireet o B0 Bow 180 427 Weat Failbrook, Suils 208
SRR Fid s Fap 408083 a0 Frasno, CA 35711 - 208-449-4428 » Faye 209-443-8248
i
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10 June 1902
Mr. Ronald Garratt

The City of Samta Clara

ity Hall RECEIVED
1300 Warburton Avenne

Santa Clara, CA 95050 JUN 121938
phone: (4033 984-3102 _ ity Mansger
FAX: 408241 6771 O o o Santa Clar

RE: Burrowing Owi mitigation for the Bayshore North ETR area.

Diear Mr. Garrate

On Tuesday 9 fune 1998, T met with Brad Olson and Joe Didonato of East Bay Regional Parks
District (EBRPD), We discussed Opportunities to mitigate impacts to Burrowing Owls cansed by
the North of Bayshore projeets, among others. Briefly, Brad asked that T prepare & plan that will

study of the efficacy of various management strategies to maintain the site in a condition suitable
for Burrowing Owis. Specifically, mowing, grazing, prescribed burning, and other methods of
preserving site suitability for Burrowing Owls were mentioned s candidates for study.

actual study plan may begin.

Brad asked that an endowment be established to fund the project. Specifically, ke indicated that
a lemp-sum would be required, that would be invested by EBRPD. The revenue generated by

that EBRPD wouid have no internal expenses as a result of the proposed mitigation. This
extends to such fasks as meeting attendance, fisld visits, and use of EBRPDY's own fire team for
controlied burns.

1 surveyed EBRPDs Coyote Hilis Regional Park {CHRP), and found that almost no suitable
Burrowing Ow? habitat exists, However, the effort required to create and maintain habitat would
be minimal. Specifically, climinating dense vegstation, creating some arsas of bare ground, and
establishing California ground squirrels are thres primary requirements that must be met. So thar
[ can accurately. budget this work, T have asked Brad to 1dentify any consirainis that EBRPD wil
mposs {e.g, areas within whish W may propose this activity, spatial limitations), When T have
Brad’s constraings, T will Prepare 2 scope and budger. From thers, it wil] be possible for vou o
determins whether gxpected costs and start-up fses seem reasonabie.

9038 Clizabeth 517 PO Boy 11en
Blviso, G4 95002 » 40g 3 ‘
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I would like your input on whether you feel that this provides a useful mitigation outlet.
Specifically, I would like your comments on Brad’s proposed funding mechanism. With your
approval, and with Brad’s spatial constraints, I will plan and budget the mitigation and study,
which will allow us to determine what the lump-sum startup cost may be. I can also solicit input
from another Santa Clara project that may be interested in sharing costs. Please phone if you

would like to discuss these items further.

Dave Plumpton
Ecologist - Raptor Specialist

proj. no. 1300-02

H. T, HARVEY & ASSOCIATES |
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PLANMING DERT.

£ Sied
February 3, 1998 Pravan |
. Jean S
Vica-Presigant
Bevariy Lans
. Traasurer
Mr. Jeff Goodfellow Carar Severn
N s Secrewany
Planning Direcior Jocelyn Cambs
a Ted Azgks
City of Santa Clara Jobr Surter
1500 Warburton Avemus o2t O Brac

General Marager

Santa Clara, CA 95050

Subject: Burrowing Owi Mitigation
REP File 9803

Dear Mr. Goodfellow-

Per our telephone conversation this morning, T am providing you with the following information:
s Copy of January 14, 1998 letter to Mr. Scott Terrill, H.T. Harvey & Associates

° Copy of January 1998 Resource Enhancement Procedures {REP) Brochure

’ Copy of Coyote Hills Regional Shoreline Brochure ‘

As T sugzasted g the telephone, you may wish to contact Scott Terrill of H.T. Harvey or Judy
Bendix of Sycamore Associates to determine if there may be opportunities for the City of Santa
Clara to participate in a burrowing owl management plan proposal for Covote Hills.

Please call me K you have any further quastions on the enclosed materials.

Sincerely,

Brad Olson

Enhancement Manager

SRR dakn Cone 2o moa . mua Vg m e o St AR TR (590 BRI 36 Ty, i e AE0 T am e e e
SO ARE LGl B Foa 5EE Yakiang, O4 348595.0 FG P Taf (510 82501 58 PLETEIO 5350450 Fan (i Bad.a iy
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EAST BAY REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT

January 14, 1998

Mr. Scott Terrill ' | Ms. Judy Bendix
H.T. Harvey & Associates Sycamore Associates
P.O. Box 1180 910 Mountain View Drive
Alviso, CA 95002 Lafzyette, CA 94549
Subject: Proposed Burrowing Owl Mitigation on District Lands

REP File 9801
Dear Scott and Judy:

Thank you for your recent inquiries regarding proposals to mitigate impacts to burrowing owls
using East Bay Regional Park District (“District”) lands. As both of you are aware, the District is
interested in entertaining such proposals when there is a clear benefit to the District and its natural
resources. I have spoken with both Joe DiDonato and Steve Bobzien regarding the varous
inquires that have been made by your respective firms. Based upon my conversation with Joe and
Steve, I offer the following feedback on the feasibility of the varous proposals. -

Oro Loma Marsh

As you are aware, the District recently allowed for the translocation of a pair of owls to Oro
Loma Marsh at Hayward Regional Shoreline. Consistent with an approved habitat enhancement
plan for this marsh, this pair was installed in an artificial nest burrow. Since that time, we have
been monitoring the success of this introduction and have not yet determined if it has been
successful. We would like to perform at least one more years worth of monitoring before
determining if the translocation worked and to determune if introduction of a second pair would be
appropriate. Until such time, we would decline any further proposals for Hayward Regional

Shoreline.

Martin Luther King_ Jr. Regional Shoreline

The Port of Oakland is nearing completion of construction on a new tidal marsh system at Martin
Luther King, Jr. Regional Shoreline in Oakland. This project also provides for the establishment
of burrowxng owl habitat. The District will be assuming responsibility for the long-term
management of this marsh. Given that there are other owls in the area, we would like to first
determine if natural recruitment may occur at this marsh before allowing any translocations from
other areas. It may take one to two years to determine if natural recruitment has occurred before
we might consider other proposals for Martin Luther King, Jr. Regional Shoreline.



Mr. Scott Termil]
Ms. Judy Bendix
January 14, 1998

Page 2

Coyote Hills Regional Sharaline

Historically, Coyote Hills Regional Shoreline was known o contain 4 population of burrowing
owls and other special-status wildlife, including badger. ‘With the elimination of grazing and
suppression of the natural fire regime, it is thought that burrowing owls no longer persist becauss
the colonies of ground squirrels that once provided donor burrows are no longer present in
sutficient numbers. The District has attempted to introduce the natural fire regime, however
getting approval for “burn days” from the Bay Area Air Quality Management District has been
difficult. Other management options could include various types of livestock grazing, focused
herbicide applications for problematic species and more regular burns. This would nesd to be an
ntensive program over potentially several vears before habitats may be suitable for the natural

recruitment of owls or the translocation of owls from another location.

The District currently has insufficient staff and funds to develop and implement such a
management program. I understand that your two firms may potentially have several clients who
need mitigation for impacts to burrowing owls. Perhaps a joint or consolidated proposal for
developing and implementing a management plan finded by your clients would be one possible
opportunity to improve this resource and achieve your mitigation goals. Evidence of consultation
with DFG should be contained in such a proposal. Approval of such a proposal would most likely
require authorization by our Board of Directors,

Conservaiion Banking

The District is currently in the process of developing twa conservation banks, and may be a party
to two other banks. All four of these potential banks appear to contain suitable habitar for
burrowing owls, however, surveys have not yet been done to determine potential usage of these
sites. The proposed banks are located in the vicinity of Antioch, North Livermore (2 locations)
and Pleasanton. Afl of these proposals are confidential at this point, however we anticipate
submutting a proposal for the Antioch conservation bank to DFG and FWS in the next few

months. One of the Narth Livermore bank proposals would probably follow in the fall of 1958
District Policy

As I have previously stated, the actual requiremeants of your mitigation nesds should be negotiatad
diresily with the CEQA Lead Agency and with the appropdate resource agencias. We do not
want to be put in the position of advocacy tor development; instzad we may be able 1o help with
the implemeniation of an approved mitigation agreement between vour clients and the resource

agencies, namely DFG. As staied before, the District would not want o assume any responsibiliry
o

A
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Mr. Scott Terrill , Gxﬁ_% =re
Ms. Judy Bendix

January 14, 1998

Page 3

I have provided a copy of a draft brochure on a new District program entitled “Resource
Enhancement Procedures (REP)”. We will be finalizing this brochure shortly to reflect comments
provided by our Board of Directors. The final brochure should provide adequate information on
the process, timing and costs associated with reviewing your proposal using the new REP.

Please call Joe DiDcnato at (510) 635-0138 extension 2346 or Steve Bobzien at extension 2347
with any specific wildlife biology questions. Any questions regarding the REP or conservation
banking should be referred to me at extension 2622,

Sincerely,

5 il

7 A ton
Brad Olson
Enhancement Manager

Enclosure (Draft REP Brochure)

cC. Joe DiDonato
Steve Bobzien
Carl Wilcox, DFG
Caitlin Bean, DFG
Joanne Karlton, DFG

49



Mr. Scott Termrill
Ms. Fudy Bendix
January 14, 1998
Page 4

bee. Susan Canale
Lioyd Wagstaff
Ken Burger
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CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE
1500 WARBURTON AVE.

~._  SANTA CLARA, CA 85050
T T aom 8152210

FAX (408) 241-6771

BURROWING OWL HABITAT
COMMITTEE "

AGENDA

Monday, November 1, 1999 at 6:30 p.m.
Santa Clara City Hall — Council Conference Room
1500 Warburton Avenue, Santa Clara, CA 95050

A

M.

Vi

Call to Order Chair/Council Member John McLemore

City Council Action Establishing Chair and City Manager
Burrowing Owl Habitat Committee:
Organizational lssues and Policy Directive

Presentation by Stakeholder Groups:!
Discussion Special Interest or Concern
Relating to Burrowing Owl Habitat

Public Presentations

Schedule Next Meeting and Follow-up Assignments

Adjournment at 8:00 p.m.



_ axpretT D
BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE

MINUTES
November 1, 1999
The following were in attendance at the meeting held this date:

Council Member John McLemore, Chair
Council Member Aldyth Parle

Council Member Patricia Mahan

Pat Coulston, Department of Fish and Game
David Plumpton, H.T. Harvey & Associates
Jan Hintermeister, People for Open Space
Craig Breon, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
Aurelia Winsemius, Sierra Club

Art Nance, Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce
Linda O’Malley, Santa Clara citizen

Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager

Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager

Pam Morrison, Senior Staff Aide

L Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Chair Council Member John
MecLemore, at 6:30 p.m. in the City Manager’s Staff Conference Room. Introductions
were made.

L Organizational Issues and Policy Directive: The Chair reviewed the City Councils
goals for 1999-2000 and explained how the work of the committee fit in with those goals.
The handouts were briefly reviewed. There was discussion on what land the committee
will be considering, and the Chair explained that he would like to see the committee
consider four “levels” of land. Level 1 would be City-owned land, Level 2 would be
privately owned land within the City, Level 3 would be land adjacent to the City, and
Level 4 would be land owned by any other local entity. The Council goal is to mitigate
103 acres, including 58.5 already approved under the agreement with the California
Department of Fish and Giame. The committee’s goal will be to identify the remaining
44.5 acres. The committee also discussed the unknowns/difficulties associated with owls

on private development.

Iil. Presentations by Stakeholder Groups: 1) The Chamber of Commerce asked that the
committee evaluate this issue from all perspectives, not just the environmental side. It
was also asked that owners of private non-City owned land be notified when their land is
being discussed, such as Mission College, Our Lady of Peace Church, and the San Jose
Airport Radar Station. 2) The Audubon Society would like to see the City take advantage
of all potential habitat within the City, both on private and City-owned land, including the
1and north of Bayshore. The Chair requested these suggestions to be brought back to the
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committee in written form so that the committee could consider them as part of the
discussion on best management practices. The City Manager reminded the committee
members that Council has already provided direction on how to proceed with the land
north of Bayshore, which was included as part of the approved environmental impact
report (EIR). The City-owned lands covered by the EIR are moving ahead with project
development. 3) The Sierra Club expressed dissatisfaction with the agreement between
the City and the California Department of Fish and Game, and said the City has a “moral
obligation” to provide the entire 103 acres for habitat. 4) People for Open Space also
expressed dissatisfaction with the agreement, and expressed concern about the future of
burrowing owls in Santa Clara. 5) H.T. Harvey and Associates does not consider itself to
be a stakeholder, but rather technical assistance, and will help the committee sort through
the different philosophies and options available. 6) The Department of Fish and Game
reminded the committee of the importance of biology, and that the committee’s actions

need to be real and on track in order to succeed.

IV. Public Presentations: A concerned member of the public wanis o see the City take
action to keep from losing a species, and to keep owls in Santa Clara because of the

interest they add to the City.

V. Schedule for Next Meetings and Follow up Assignments: The proposed meeting
schedule was handed out to committee members. It was agreed that the next meeting,
scheduled for November 15, would begin at 6:00 p.m. Subsequent meetings, to be held on
November 29, December 13, January 10, and January 24, would begin at 6:30 p.m. City
staff will have aerial maps ready for review at the next meeting, and Committee Member
Craig Breon will bring owl historical/census information and his recommendations for
best management practices.

VI  Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at approximately 8:10 pm.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
Pam Morrison nniferSparacino
Senior Staff Aide City Manager

Page 2



THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA

BURROWING OWL HABITAT
COMMITTEE

AGENDA

Monday, November 15, 1999 at 6:00 p.m.
Santa Clara City Hall — Staff Conference Room
1500 Warburton Avenue, Santa Clara, CA 95050

TEXHIZrr B

CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE
1500 WARBURTCN AVE.
SANTA CLARA, CA 95050
{408) 615-2210
FAX (408) 241-6771

O

V.

Call to Order Chair/Council Member John Mcl.emore

Review of City Aerial Maps to Identify Assistant City Manager
Potential Pocket Habitats

Burrowing Owl Historical/Census Committee Member Craig Breon

Information and Suggestions for Best
Management Practices

Public Presentations

Schedule Next Meeting and Follow-up
Assignments

Adjournment at 7:30 p.m.
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BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE
MINUTES
November 15, 1999
The following were in attendance at the meeting held this date:

Council Member John McLemore, Chair

Council Member Aldyth Parle

Council Membesx Patricia Mahan

David Plumpton, I1.T. Harvey & Associates

Jan Hintermeister, People for Open Space

Craig Breon, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
Aurelia Winsemius, Sierra Club

Lorne Smyth, Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce
Lyle Johnson, Northside Residents’ Association
Don Scherer, Santa Clara University

Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager

Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager

Pam Morrison, Senior Staff Aide

I Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Chair Council Member John
McLemore, at 6:00 p.m. in the City Manager’s Staff Conference Room. Introductions
were made. Chair McLemore informed the committee that he would need to leave at 6:43
p.m. for another meeting, and Council Member Parle would chair the remainder of the

meeting.

1L Review of City Aerial Maps to Identify Potential Pocket Habitats: Assistant City
Manager Ron Garratt reviewed the following aerial thaps.

A. Closed Landfill near the Irvine Properties. At least two of the four slopes of the
35.acre landfill could potentially be used as owl habitat. This would need to be
constructed habitat because of the cap on the landfill, and would result in
approximately 15 acres of additional habitat.

B. Closed Landfill/BMX Track. Approximately 17-20 acres are still untouched on
this site, which could be converted to constructed habitat. This area is open to the
Guadalupe and the golf course, both of which are used by owls for foraging.
Provisions would need to be made to keep the BMX riders away from the habitat
area. It is unknown whether revegetation of the slopes would be necessary (and if
so, with what type of vegetation), but a mowing program would need to be
implemented. The area would need to be monitored to ensure that problems do
not develop from ground squirrels burrowing through the landfill cap. A question

WADMIN'mgrdataS\CTYMNGRS'LIAISON COMMITTEES Burrowing Owl Habitat Comrmittee\Minutes 11-15-
$9.doc
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was raised about the chemical management practices of the golf course, and
whether changes could be made that would enhance the area for owl foraging.
Staff will report back on this matter at the next meeting. Committee Member
Craig Breon offered to provide information on the integrated pest management
program at the Granite Bay golf course in Folsom, California. Another question
was raised about whether the natural areas along the roadway could be converted
to habitat, and it was noted that these linear areas do not make good nesting
habitat but could be used by owls for foraging.

Hetch-Hetchy Right-of-Way. There is the potential for owl habitat along two

sections of the Hetch-Hetchy right-of-way, onc area being 2.7 acres and the other

3 5 acres. The City currently has a capital improvement project for the 2.7 acres
starting at Lick Mill Park; permission from Hetch-Fetchy would be needed to do
anything with the other area. A question was raised as to whether any of the land
earmarked for the Northern Receiving Station could be used for owls, and it was

noted by the City Manager that it is not likely. The area needs to be fenced in due 7
to safety issues and gravel will cover the surface area.

Open Space Park. A small section of land (4 ot 5 acres) could possibly be used for
owl habitat. There are concerns about the tall trees on the site, which most likely
harbor predators. Although there are plans for a fire break on this land between
the park and the nearby apartments (which would make it more attractive for
owls), the remaining trees would probably still be too close for owls to do well at

this location.

Mission College/Our Lady of Peace Church. This is privately owned land. There

is a 2-acre gravel area used for overflow parking at the church that has been the

site of nesting owls in the past. It was asked if the City could try and arrange for

some type of parking agreement between the church and neighboring businesses

in order to continue to have this land available for habitat; however, the City does

not have any leverage to do so. Due to the potential long-term restrictions that

could be placed on the owners of this site, and due to the lack of other usable
foraging/nesting area nearby, it is probably not worthwhile to pursue this location. v

FAA Radar Station. City staff has contacted San Jose Planning staff about the
potential for owl habitat on this 20-acre site, and there is no interest whatsoever
on the part of San Jose at this time. Tt is most likely that if San Jose decides to
pursue placing owls on this site, they will do so as part of their own mitigation
plan, not Santa Clara’s.

San Jose/Santa Clara Treatment Plant. Review of this map was deferred to the
November 29, 1999 meeting.

Copies of the maps handed out at the meeting have been placed in Council offices.

Burrowing Owl Historical/Census Information and Suggestions for Best

Page 2
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Management Practices: This item was deferred to the November 29, 1999 meeting.

Public Presentations: Don Scherer, representing Santa Clara University, said the
University’s Environmental Studies Program was interested in possibly assisting the City
by providing faculty expertise and student labor. Trems such as revegetation and providing
habitat could become University projects, which could then lead to grant opportunities.
Representatives from the Environmental Studies Program have already met with the
California Department of Fish and Game about potential University research at the Byron
site.

Schedule Next Meeting and Follow up Assignments: The next meeting is scheduled for
November 29, 1999 at 6:30 pm in the Staff Conference Room. City staff will have the
aerial map of the San Jose/Santa Clara Treatment Plant available for review at the next
meeting. Committee Member Craig Breon will bring owl historical/census information
and his reconmmendations for best management practices. Staff will report on the City’s
chemical usage/management at the City golf course; prior to the next meeting, Mr. Breon
will provide information to staff on the Granite Bay Golf Course integrated pest
management program.

Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at approximately 7:30 pm.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

Pam Morrison mmifef’Sparacino
Senior Staff Aide ) City Manager

Page 3
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CUEY MANAGER'S CFFICE
T : 1500 WARBURTON AVE.
SANTA CLARA, CA 95050
oo
BURROWING OWL HABITAT a
COMMITTEE
AGENDA

Monday, November 29, 1999 at 6:30 p.m.
Santa Clara City Hall - Staff Conference Rooin
1500 Warburton Avenue, Santa Clara, CA 95050

”

Call to Order

Review of Aerial Map of the San
Jose/Santa Clara Treatment Plant

Burrowing Owi Historical/Census
Information and Suggestions for Best
Management Practices

A Chemical Management Practices at
the Santa Clara Golf Course

Public Presentations

Follow-up Assignments for Scheduled
Next Meeting on December 13, 1999

Adjournment at 8.00 p.m.

Chair/Council Member John McLemore

Assistant City Manager

Committee Member Craig Breon

City Manager



BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE
MINUTES

Ty November 29, 1999

The following were in attendance at the meeting held on this date:

Council Member John McLemore, Chair
Council Member Aldyth Parle

Council Member Patricia Mahan

David Plumpton, H.T. Harvey & Associates

Jan Hintermeister, People for Open Space

Craig Breon, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
Aurelia Winsemius, Sierra Club

Lyle Johnson, Northside Residents’ Association
Linda O’Maley, Citizen

Quresh Latif, Citizen

Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager

Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager

Pam Morrison, Senior Staff Aide

- EXHIZLT [~

L Call to Order: The meeting was called to ordér by Chair Council Member John McLemore, at
6:30 p.m. in the City Manager’s Staff Conference Room. Introductions were made. Council
Member McLemore informed the committee of a recent article in the Metro that included

information on the burrowing owl. A request was made that a representative from Mission College

be invited to participate on the committee. Committee members then discussed the minutes of the
" previous meetings. It was clarified that the minutes reflect the discussions held, and that no
decisions have been made about potential habitat thus far. The committee will look at all possible
alternatives in order to determine the most viable habitat options to recommend to Council. It was
requested that a map/diagram of the Northern Receiving Station be brought to the next meeting in
order for the committee to see what specifically is planned for the site. It was also requested that a

review of the minutes be added to future agendas.

IL Review of Aeriai Map of the San Jose/Santa Clara Treatment Plant: Approximately 45 acres
are potentially available for owl habitat. One discussion was held with San Jose approximately 1-

1/2 years ago, but the City has not recently approached San Jose on this matter.

1. Burrowing Owl Historical/Census Information and Suggestions for Best Management
Practices: Committee Member Craig Breon reviewed maps showing the changes in location and
number burrowing owis in this area over the past several years. There are currently about 140
breeding pairs. The long-term plan is to have a “necklace” of sites linked together to encourage

interbreeding among the owls.

BMP suggestions: 1) Discing vs. mowing. The City’s current weed abatemment policy is to mow
cather than disc any lands where owls may be present. It was recommended that the City consider

4
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_ extending that policy to private property OWneIs as well. There would be a cost impact
vy owners because mowing must be done more frequently than discing. 2) Ground squitrel control. [t
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was recommendad that the City consider not using poison to control ground squirrels, but instead

destroy problem buryows and encourage them elsewhere. 3} Chemical usage. The City should
consider minimyizing the use of chemicals that can harm owls and owl prey in foraging and nesting
areas.

It was recommended that staff work with H.T. Harvey and Associates to develop a “guidebook”
on how 1o manage lands in an owl-friendly manner

ar. A Chemical Management Practices at the Santa Clara Golf Course: The City contracts
with American Golf Corporation for golf course mainienance, and they are sensitive to
ﬁwﬁ'mmeﬁtai and owl related issues. The golf course is momitored by the State
Diepartment of Food and Agriculture, chemical usage is reported monthly, and the golf
course superintendent i3 required to be licensed. Fertilizer is applied to the greens, but not
on the roughs. Fertilizer use is low because the golf course uses recycled water, which
contains some nuirients. There is some chemical weed confrol on the fairways. No
insecticides or rodenticides are used on the golf course. There are currently 6 pairs of owls
nesiing on the golf course.

TV.  Pubilic Presentations: ) It was requested that the City consider moving the Soccer Pask to the
Agnew property. 2) A suggestion was made that City consider an experimental owl project cn 100
acres of the land in Benicia purchased by the City's Electric Utility, Silicon Valley Power, using
grant fimds and assistance from Santa Clara University. 3) It was clarified that the commitiee was
not locking to hold up owl relocation plans ar current construction projects approved for
development through the recent EIR and agreement with Department of Fish & Game, but would
look at the feasibility of atiracting owls back to the sites once the construction is complete. 4) It
was requested that staff pursue having a representative from Fish and Game attend the committee
meetings.
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December 13, 1599 at 4:30 pm in the Staff Conference Room. Staif will 1) invite a representative
from Mission College to participate in the committee; 2) bring a map/diagram of the Northern
Receiving Station, 3) discuss with H.7. Harvey & Associates how to develop a “guidsbook” on
managing lands in an owi-friendly manner,; 4) add Review of Mimutes to future agendas; 5 discuss
the posaibility of an experimental owl project on land purchased by Silicon Valley Power in
Benicia; ) bring information to the next meeting about the City’s weed abatement policy; 7)
contact the Department of Fish and Game about atfending the remaining commitiee meetings.

VI  Adjonrnment: The meeting was adjourned af approximately 8:25 pm.
PREPAPED BY: APPROVED BY:
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THE CITY F SANTA CLARA

T EXHNTRTT G
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2 o cgrv MANAGER'S OFFICE
WING OWL HABITAT SANTA GLARA. CA 6505
COMMITTEE FAX (08) 41677
AGENDA

Monday, December 43, 1999 at 6:30 p.m.
Santa Clara City Hall - Staff Conference Room
1500 Warburton Avenue, Santa Clara, CA 95050

—

Call to Order

Review of Minutes from the Novéﬁber
29, 1999 Meeting

Reports from City Manager:

A. Invitation to Mission College fo
Appoint Representative to
Committee

B. Review of Map/Diagram of

Electric Northern Receiving Station
City's Weed Abatement Burrowing Owl
Habitat Policy
Topic items for Future Discussions:

A. Presentation of “Guide Book” on
How fo Manage Lands in an Owl
Friendly Manner

B. Possible Experimental Project on
Benicia Land

Follow-up Assignments for Scheduled
Next Meeting on January 10, 2000

Public Presentations

Adjournment at 8:00 p.m.

Chair/Council Member John MclLemore

Chair

City Manager & Staff

City Manager



BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE .
- EXrTLer 4

MINUTES
December 13, 1999
The following were in attendance at the meeting held on this date:

Council Member Aldyth Parle

Council Member Patricia Mahan

David Plumpton, H.T. Harvey & Associates

Jan Hintermeister, People for Open Space

Craig Breon, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
Aurelia Winsemius, Sierra Club

Lyle Johnson, Northside Residents” Assoctation
Linda O’Maley, Citizen

lan Abell, Mission College

Charlie Arolla, represénting P.AL. T
Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager

Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager

Pam Morrison, Senior Staff Aide

L Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Council Member Aldyth Parle, in Council
Member John Mclemore’s absence, at 6:30 p.m. in the City Manager’s Staff Conference Room.
I Review of Minutes from the November 29, 1999 Meeting: There were no comments on the
minutes.

HIL Reports from the City Manager:

A. Mission College Representative: lan Abell was introduced as Mission College’s
representative to the committee, and he spoke briefly about Mission College’s burrowing

owl habitat mitigation efforts.

It was then agreed that the committee would discuss the Council’s reaffirmation of the Burrowing
Owl Agreement and staff’s December 9, 1999 report on passive relocation efforts. Copies of the
report were handed out to committee members. A question was raised about whether it was known
where the relocated owls would go; although it is most likely they will go to the closest available
habitat (such as the golf course and the landfill), it is not known for sure. Passive relocation will be
accomplished by placing one-way doors on all the available burrows in the area to be cleared; the
doors allow the birds to leave the burrow but not go back in. Dave Plumpton will be doing
constant reconnaissance during the relocation period to ensure that the birds do not remain on any
of the project sites where construction is to occur. It was recommended that the birds be banded so
they can be tracked after relocation; staff will contact CDFG to find out their opinion on the
matter. It was agreed that banding would be done as time allows (if authorized by CDFG), since
relocation efforts need to be completed by February 1%. A question was raised about providing
artificial burrows; it was noted that they need annual maintenance, but they can provide a short-
term solution. The committee raised some additional questions that will need to be addressed by

[ACTYMNGRS\LIAISON COMMITTEES\Burrowing Owl Habitat CommitteeiMinutes 12-13-99.doc
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DF G staff will draft 2 letter to Janine Dewald of CDFG so that she can come prepared (o

espond at the January 10, 2000 meeting. The questions include 1) what is the rationale behind the
t. construction limnit; 2) will CDFG consider a waiver of this limit if owls are attracted back to
ite at a later dats; and 3) what ave the long term ramifications for fiture development of these
sites. It was mentioned that some of the committee members thought that relocation would fake
place as projects come up, rather than all at once. It was clarified that all the sites except for one
have projects, and a proposal for the last site {s anticipated in J anuary 2000, In order fo commence
copstruction this year, all the sites must be cleared by February 1%,
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B Review of Map/Dlagram of the Elecivic Northern Receiving Station: A diagram
showing the layout of the Northern Receiving Station was shown to the commitise
members, [n addition, photos of the Scott Receiving Station were shown to give commitiee
members an idea of how the interior of the facility would most likely be laid out, with a
gravel surface.

V. City’s Weed Abatement Burrowing Owl Habitat Policy: The committee was provided with an
informational memo on the City’s policy for mowing cn City-owned land, and a copy of the Fire
Department’s flier to private property owners on weed abatement (copies provided in Council
Offices). It was requested that the City consider passing an ordinance to ban discing. Staff will
research the pros and cons of the issue and bring a report back to the next meeting.

V. Topic items for Future Discussions:

A Presentation of “Guide Book” on how to manage lands in an owl-friendly manner:
Dave Plumpton handed out a copy of the draft suggested management practices for the
comrnittee’s review. A copy has been placed in Council Offices.

3 i 3 3o - s b ot ] D cmamn e B
B Possible experimental project on Benicia land: No new nformation was Lrougit

forward on this item. A question was raised as to why there is rodent control on the Benicia
land; staff will investigate and report back at the next meeting.

V1. Follow up Assignments for Scheduled Next Meeting: The next meeting is scheduled for January
10, 2000 at 6:30 pm in the Staff Conference Room. Staff will 1) send a letter to CDFG outlining
the committee’s questions; 2) contact CDFG regarding their thoughts on banding of the owls to be
relocated; 3) prepare a report on the pros and cons of passing an ordinance to ban discing; 4) find
out the reasons for rodent control on the Benicia land.

Vil Public Presentations: It was requested the City provide an anrmal count of owls. The commitiee
agreed to place this item on the agenda for discussion af the next meeting. Mission College was
requesied to give an overview of their long-term plans as it relates to burrowing owls, This will
alse be included on the agenda for the next meeting.

B

YIIT Adjsurnment: The meeting was ac

surned af approximately 8:00 om.

i
¥ g




EX T (&

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

City of Santa Clara
DATE: December 10, 1999
TO: Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager
FROM: Pam Morrison, Senior Staff Aide

SUBJECT: Weed Abatement Policy for City-Owned Property

In response to a request from the Burrowing Owl Habitat Committes, the following is an excerpt
from the City’s contract for weed abatement services. This excerpt gives specific instructions to
the contractor on protection for burrowing owls.

“DESCRIPTION OF WORK:

“The work to be done is maintenance type work and consists, in general, of mowing various city
owned lots twice a year. The first mowing is to occur between the months of May and July, the
second mowing will occur between the months of September and November. Sites must be
mowed to within three to four inches of the ground for the first mowing, five to six inches for the
second mowing using a fail type mower. Weeds around trees and other obstacles must also be

lowered using hand equipment if necessary.

“PROTECTED SPECIES:

“Geveral of these parcels are home to burrowing owl populations. Burrowing owls are a species
protected by Section 3503.5 of the Fish and Game Code. Because of this status discing is not
allowed on these properties. Flail mowing has been determined to be beneficial to this species.
However, care must be taken to protect the nests. Therefore, restrictions are placed on activities
around burrowing owl habitat from the months of February through August, as this is the nesting
season. Owl burrows will be marked, by the City, with wood lathe prior to mowing. The
contractor must make all efforts to avoid mowing directly over the top of a marked burrow. The
contractor must preserve all markings throughout the duration of this wor. 7

D hesnien

Pam MoiTison
Senior Staff Aide

[CTYMNGRSIAISGN COMMITTEES \Burrowing Owl Habitat Coimmities'weed abatement memo 12-10-99.doc



CITY OF SANTA CLARA EXHTEsrT H

BURROWING OWL HABITAT
COMMITTEE

AGENDA

Monday, January 10, 2000 at 6:30 p.m.
Santa Clara City Hall — Staff Conference Room
1500 Warburton Avenue, Santa Clara, CA 95050

l. Call to Order Chair/Council Member John MclLemore
I, Review of Minutes from the Decemiber. Chair

13, 1899 Meeting
fll. Reports from City Manager: City Manager & Staff

A. Follow-up from contact with CDFG
outlining the Committee’s Questions
& Thoughts on Banding of the Owls
to be relocated

B. Pros and Cons of Passing an
Ordinance to Ban Discing

C. Rodent Control on Benicia Land

\VA Presentation by Missien College Mission College
Representative RE: Overview of Long- Representative
term Plans Relating to Burrowing Owils

V. Annual Count of Owls
Vi.  Topic items for Discussion:

A. Presentation of “Guide Book” on
How to Manage Lands in an Owl
- Friendly Manner

B. Possible Experimental Project on
Benicia Land

VIL.  Follow-up Assighments for Scheduled
: Next Meeting on January 24, 2600

V. Public Presentations

IX. Adjournment at 8:00 p.m.



BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE _
MINUTES — SEREET H

\ January 10, 2000
The following were in attendance at the meeting held on this date:
Council Member John McLemore , Chair
Council Member Aldyth Parle
Council Member Patricia Mahan
David Plumpton, H.T. Harvey & Associates
Jeannine DeWald, Department of Fish and Game
Jan Hintermeister, People for Open Space
Craig Breon, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
Aurelia Winsetnins, Sierra Club
Lyle Johpson, Northside Residents’ Association
Rich Jensen, Northside Residents’ Association
Lorne Smyth, Chamber of Commerce
Linda O’Maley, Citizen
1an Abeil, Mission College
Georgann Meadows, People for Open Space in Santa Clara
Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager
Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager
Carol McCarthy, Deputy City Manager

L Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Chair Council Member John McLemore at

] 6:30 p.m. in the City Manager’s Staff Conference Roorm. A letter from the Santa Clara Chamber

' of Commerce & ConvcntiomVisitors Bureau dated January 4, 2000, addressed to the Mayor and
Council and copied to the Committee, was distributed. The letter expresses concern about land
use needs and asks the Council not to creale a burrowing owl preserve within the City.

1L Review of Minutes from the 12/13/99 Meeting: There were no comments on the minutes.

[II.  Reports from the City Manager:

A, Follow-up From Contact With CDFG Outlining the Committee’s Questions &
Thoughts on Banding of Owls to be Relocated: A letter from the City to Brian Hunter,
CDEG, was distributed. The fetter asks how the construction timits were derived. CDFG
representative Jeannine DeWald stated that the origin of the limits comes from
recommendations made by the Burrowing Owl Consortium, which were adopted by the
CDFG in 1995. The letter also states that the committee wants to investigate the
possibility of encouraging owls to return to portions of project sites after construction, and
agks if the City could be legally relieved of the construction requirement the event of
future repairs/enhancements. J eanmine indicated that a “safe harbor agreetnent” might be
possible, if the City gave assurances that protection of the owl(s) would be considered and
that the least destructive approach would be taken, without placing undue burdens on the
City. Jeanmine stated that an agreement covering this issue would be the best course of
action. The Assistant City Manager will arrange a conference call with Jearmine and Carl
Wilcox to discuss this matter. Ifa written agreement is not in place prior to the committee
finishing its efforts, Craig Breon suggested that the committee could approve the
agreement in concept for recommendation to Council. The letter to Brian Hunter also asks

FACTYMNGRS\LIAISON COMMITTEES Burrowing Owl Habizat Committee\Minutes 1-10-00.doc
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if fzderal law would superceds any agreement between the City and CDFG for

management of burvowing owl habitat; Jeannine indicated that federal law would iake
precedencs.
B. Pros and Cons of Passing an Ordinance to Ban Disking: This itom was deferred watil

the next meeting.

C. Rodent Control on Benicia Land and Other City Remote Properties: The City
Manager asked the Assistant City Manager to distribute a memo which was prepared on
the subject of squirrsl control on City remote properties. The ACM reviewed the report
that indicates that the rancher using the Lovalton property doss not contrel squirrels;
however, this property is not suitable for burrowing owl habiiat. The rancher using the
Altamont property and the wind turbine company leasing the site engage in a squirrel
control program using chiorophine 2x per year; the squirrel control limits the number of
birds of prey killed or injured in the windmills. The rancher grazing on the Benicia
property does not control squirrels. Discussion ensued on the pessibility of using a portion
of Benicia for a habiial experiment for relocated owls. The City Manager clarified that the
Benicia property was purchased by the City’s Electric Utility for utility purposes; if used
for another purpose, some other entity or the City’s General Fund would have to pay
and/or compensate the utility enterprise for the property. Craig Breon will contact
Napa/Solano County Audubon Society to see if they might be interested in making a
proposal for a habitat experiroent with assurances that the experiment could be
discontinued depending on City property needs. Tn addition, he will check with
Napa/Solano to see if they have performed a Christmas bird count on this property in the
past. He will report back at the next meeting.

Presentation by Mission Coliege re: Overview of Loag-Term Plans Relating to Burrowing

Dywle: Tan Abell from Mission College distributed and reviewsd twe handouts llustrating propesty

uses and planned uses at Mission College. He provided a status of building projects on site and
their funding. The Learning Resource Center is currently under construction; the Science and
Technology building is in design. lan stated that Mission College has an agreement with COFG
{similar to the City) to relocate owls out of the area, to Byron, on 6 and V% acres. They entered into
the agresment in October, 1995, covering mitigation for the Learning Resource Center and the
Science and Technology building. The agrsement was based on the historical bird count and is
based on Mission Cellsge build-out.  The college also has approx. 1 and % acres set aside for
owls between Mission College and the Mercado Shopping Center. There are currenily no
development plans for that site. Two pairs of owls plus two singles are belisvad 1o be currenily on
site, bui those numbers change offen.

Annuai Connt of Owis: arly in the meeting, Dave Plumpton distributed a report dated Tanmary
10, 2000 on the status of North of Bayshore burrowing owls (9 owls at present). The EIR a vesr
and z haif ago had twice that number. The most meamgﬁ'ei count 18 based on the number of
nesting pairs, and should be assessed betwsen mid- Lp*"’; f;‘ﬁ& prvicl-Jud
also provided a verbal 1 oand “3”*: fizd that he i perfor
the old, snused burrow e Wi
Owl relocation sho
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likely the distance is within 250” of the proposed construction area, but perhaps in an area that
would not be impacted by upcoming construction. Dave and the ACM will obtain measurements
and then discuss with Jeannine to see if this owl can be excluded from the relocation requirement.
Craig Breon asked that on the day the owls would be excluded from the burrows if he could
provide voluntesrs to do visual tracking of where the owls go; Dave will work with Craig to
coordinate this. Council Member McLemore stated he would like the committee to recommend
that Council fund future annual owl counts; Council Members Mahan and Parle agreed.

VI.  Topie Items for Discussions: At the December meeting, Dave Plumpton had distributed a “Guide
Book” on how to manage lands in an owl friendly manner. There was no additional discussion.

VIL. Follow Up Assignments for Next Meeting: The next meeting is scheduled for January 24, 2000,
at 6:30pm in the Staff Conference Room. 1) The Assistant City Manager will set up a conference
call with Jeannine DeWald and Car] Wilcox to discuss a potential agreement to address future
repairs/enhancements of sites to be developed if owls are allowed to relocate back to berms or
other portions of the properties (proposed “‘safe harbor agreement”). 2) Craig Breon will contact
Napa/Solano County Audubon Society to see if they would be interested in submitiing a proposal
for a habitat experiment on the Benicia property and if they have performed a bird count on this
property. 3) Craig will work with Dave Plumpton on monitoring owl relocation on City
properties within the next two weeks. 4) The ACM will work with Dave to obtain measurements
on the location of the owl between the golf course holes that are closing and the proposed
construction area and discuss with Jeannine to see if it can be protected and exciuded from
relocation. 5) Jan Hintermeister would like the City to explore the issue of vegetation
management vs. Te-vegetation of areas being considered for relocation (top of landfili, for
example), and to get information on the hydroseeding of Ulistac Natural Area. 6) Council
Member McLermore asked that the City develop a list with more specific acreage and description
location {top vs. slope) on each parcel, so that cost estimates for vegetation management can be
obtained, and recommendations may be made to the City Council. 7) Council Member MclLemore
also asked that a list of all lands (privately owned and public) in the City be created and listed by
levels (level 1 as primary habitat; fevel 2 as secondary, etc.) for commiittee information, with a
notation to be made that the committee has only reviewed level 2 lands.

VIIL. Public Presentations: Aurelia Winsemius mentioned an article on the City and burrowing owls
that recently appeared in the Mefro newspaper. Craig Breon mentioned that he was interviewed
for the article and had told the reporter all that the City of Santa Clara has done for burrowing owis
(“more than any other jurisdiction in the valley™), and it was unfortunate that the reporter did not
mention this in his article. Council Member McLemore also emphasized the positive actions of

Council to the repotter.

Lorme Smyth expressed concern about future problems related to burrowing owls should the
popalation increase. Dave Plumpton mentioned that the burrowing owl population is self-
regulating: the population is re gulated by the available habitable lands.

IX. Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at approximately 8:00 pm.

PREPARED BY: / APPROVED BY:

| Cudd ML /' ' W
~#Carol McCarthy ennifetSparacin

Deputy City Manager City Manager
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM _ Dy neeT |

City of Santa Clara
DATE: January 10, 2000
TO: City Manager
FROM: Assistant City Manager

SUBJECT: Squirrel Controf on City Remote Properties

Benicia (2000 acres): The rancher grazing on Benicia does not control squirrels in any
fashion. They are not a problem to the cattle.

Altamont (700 acres): Both the rancher grazing Altamont and the wind turbine company
leasing the site engage in a squirrel control program. They use chlorophine twice a year.
Squirrel activity in the area is high causing birds of prey to hunt in the area of the
windmills. The squirrel control serves to limit the number of birds killed or injured by the

windmills.

Loyalton (10,000 acres): The rancher grazing on Loyalton does not control squirrels in
any fashion. They are not a problem to cattle.

W B ( nOT s thesTAT)

Ronald E. Garratt
Assistant City Manager Aboue Feririez €nya-

REG:efd o 2A5 HomSom N oF Qarpscy



CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE

1500 WARBURTOM AVE.

SANTA CLARA, CA 95030
(408} 515-2210

January €, 2006 FAX (408) 2416771

Mr. Brian Hunier

tate Department of Fish & Game
P.C. Box 47
Yountville, CA 94599

Dear Mr. Hunter:

In September 1999 the Santa Clara City Council approved the Burrowing Owil
Mitigation Agreement with the Department of Fish and Game (DF&G). This
agreement allows the City to passively relocate owls from 110 acres of
development area in the City’s North Bayshore Area. The City's contract biclogist,
Dr. David Plumpton, H.T. Harvey and Associates, has commenced passive
relocation. We anticipate completing the relocation by mid-January. Additionally,
it is the City's intention to band the relocated owls for future tracking capability. Dr.

Py st T T 4 A ARSI e o e aEfimn of Has CiRo intant
Piumpton has informed Mr. Wilson, in your cffice, of the City's Intention o band

the owls prior to release.

As part of their September actions, the Council created a Burrowing Owl
Subcommittee to return to Council in February 2000 with recommendations in
support of maintaining burrowing owl sustainability in Santa Clara, in the South
Bay Area, and possibly in the Greater Bay Area region. The subcommities is
comprised of City Councilmembers, participanis from local and regional
environmental groups, the Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce, the North Santa
Clara Resident's Association, City staff, the City's contract biclogist and a
rapresantative from DF&G.

The subcommittee has been meeting bi-monthly since Novembar. A number of
questions have arisen over the course of discussion that we pelisve are best
clarified by DF&G:

1. 1t is the City's understanding that between the months of February and
Septermber no construction activity can take place within 250 feat of a nesiing
owl. Between October and January this distance is reduced to 163 feel. How
wers the 250 fooi and 185 foot limits derived? Are they mandated by law and if
30 can you provide a legal cifation?

A DM rngréand CTY MAGRS Corespondence 2000 Burrowing Gwl Leter w Mr. Humter.dot
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Mr. Brian Hunter
January 6, 2000
Page 2

2. The Burrowing Ow! sybcommittee wants o investigate the possibility of
encouraging owls to return to portions of the project sites after construction is
completed. As an example, once the soccer fields are constructed, the slopes
running from Tasman Drive down fo the perimeter of the fields will remain as
possible owl nesting habitat. If owls return to this slope area to nest, can the
City be legally relieved of the requirement not to perform construction within
250/165 feet of a nest?

The City would not want to pay DF&G to relocate owls under the current
Mitigation Agreement, take steps to purposefully encourage owls toreturn fo a
portion of a development, and then 3.5,7 years downsiream, find that a repair
or enhancement project can not take place on the site due to the proximity of
burrowing owls. Is there & legal mechanism o prevent the City from a double
jeopardy position of paying once to relocate owls and then possibly paying
again, years later, if we take steps to encourage owls back to the project
site(s)?

3. tis the City’s understanding if the burrowing owl is declared an endangered
specie at some future time, then federal law would supercede any agreements
between the City and DF&G for the management of burrowing owl! habitat. |
would appreciate a clarification or confirmation of this issue.

In closing, the Councii’s Burrowing Owi Subcommittee is seeking viable
opportunities for sn-fill” burrowing owl habitat throughout the City and in the South
Bay. We appreciate the Department of Fish and Game's cooperation in this effort.
If you have any questions, please call me at (408) 615-2212. '

Sincerely,

Ronald E. Garratt
Assistant City Manager
REG:efd

cc:  Jeanine DeWald, State Department of Fish and Game
Councit Burrowing Owl Subcommittee
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CITY OF SANTA CLARA

BURROWING OWL HABITAT
COMMITTEE

AGENDA

- FYXHTLeT T

Monday, January 24, 2000 at 6:30 p.m.
Santa Clara City Hall — Staff Conference Room
1500 Warburton Avenue, Santa Clara, CA 95050

B

Call to Order

Review of Minutes from the January 10, 2000

Meeting

Reports from City Manager:

A. List of Potential Pocket Habitat Locations
(acreage, description, and level)

B. Letter from Police Activities League (“PAL")
Regarding Expanded Use of Landfill Site

C. Pros and Cons of Passing an Ordinance to
Require Mowing for Weed Abatement

D. Follow-up from contact with CDFG
Regarding Discussion of a Potential “Safe
Harbor Agreement’

E. Monitoring Owl Passive Relocation on City
Properties

F. Vegetation vs. Revegetation of Owl Habitat

Foliow-up from Contact with Napa/Solano
County Audubon Society

A.

Possible Habitat Experiment on Benicia
Property

Performance of Bird Count on Benicia
Property

Follow-up Assignments for Next Meeting

Public Presentations

Adjournment at 8:00 p.m.

Chair/Council Member John
Mclemore

Chair

City Manager & Staff

raig Breon
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BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE
D MINUTES

January 24, 2000

The following were in attendance at the meeting held on this date:
Council Member John McLemore , Chair
Council Member Aldyth Parle
Council Member Patricia Mahan
Jan Hintermeister, People for Open Space
Craig Breon, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
Aurelia Winsemius, Sierra Club
Rich Jensen, Northside Residents’ Association
Lorne Smyth, Chamber of Commerce
Linda O’Maley, Citizen
Georgann Meadows, People for Open Space in Santa Clara
Bill Cooper, Santa Clara Police Activities League (PAL)
Roseann LaCoursiere, Santa Clara Police Activities League (PAL)
Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager '
Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager
Pam Morrison, Senior Staff Aide

L Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Chair Council Member John McLemore at
‘; 6:30 p.m. in the City Manager’s Staff Conference Room.

1L Review of Minutes from the 01/10/00 Meeting: There were 10 comments on the minutes.

I Reports from the City Manager:

A&B. List of Potential Pocket Habitat Locations and Letter from Police Activities I.eague
(“PAL*): A packet was handed out to the commiittee that included a listing of parcels by
level and associated aerial photos (copy placed in Council Offices). It was noted that the
levels used were those established in the November 1, 1999 meeting, rather than those
mentioned in the January 10, 2000 meeting. Also included in the packet was a copy of a
letter from the Police Activities League (PAL) requesting the use of the top of the landfill
adjacent to the BMX rack for BMX event parking.

Closed Landfil/BMX ftrack: There are potentially 16.9 acres available for habitat on this
site. A suggestion was made that rather than using the top of the landfill for additional
BMX parking, the area under Highway 237 may be 2 possibility or existing nearby parking
lots that are unused on the weekends. ‘A concern was raised about the safety of parking on
the landfill due to the proximity of the landfill gas piping. Another concern was keeping
the BMX track users away from ary areas designated as owl habitat. Tt was moved and
seconded that staff look into two possible designs for this area that would include both owl
habitat and parking. The first design would have four acres designated for parking, and the
second would have eight acres designated for parking. Both would include chain link

\\ADMIN\mgrdataS\CTYMNGRS\LIAISON COMMITTEES\Burrowing Owl Habitat CommitteciMinutes 1-24-00.doc



fencing around the owi habifat to minimize unauthorized eptry. Regarding PAT s request
regarding relocation of their radic control arrplane flying club, it was mentionad that the
current Couneil pelicy is that no addifional land will be leased to PAL for this usage. The
PAL representative requested a copy of the letter conveying this policy.

{MNote: only the closed Iand AlVBMI track site was discussed. Discussion of the other sites
deferred to the next mesting ]

C. Pros and Cons of Passing an Ordinance to Reguire Mowing for Weed Abatement:
This item was deferred to the nexi meeting,

1, Follow up from comtact with CDFG Regarding Potential “Safe Harbor Agreement™:
This item was deferred to the next meeting.

F. Monitoring Owl Passive Relocation on City Properties: This item was deferred io the
next meeting.

F. Vegetation vs. Revegetation of Owl Habitat: This ifem was deferred to the next mesfing.

st
et

Follow-up from Contact with Napa/Solano County Andubon Society: This item was deferrad
to the next meeting.

111, Follow Up Assignmenis for Next Meeting: The next two meetings were scheduled: February 14,
2000 and February 28 at 6:30 pm in the Staff Conference Room. One additional meeting will be
scheduled for early March (date still to be determined). The February 14 and F ebruary 28 meetings
will run 1/2 hour longer (until 8:30 pm). 1) Staff will bring information back to the comraiitee on
two options for the closed landfill/BMX track that will allow both owls and additional parking on
the site, and will include fencing to prevent unauthorized entry to ow! habitat,

1V, Public Presentations: Thers were no public presentations.

3. Adjournment: The meeting was adjoumed at approximately 3:00 pm.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

Y/ :
[ P VLA dr
Pam Morrison

Sonior Staff Alde
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SECTION 0800 - REVEGETATION SEEDING

1.0 GENERAL

11 SCOPE

Furnish all labor, equipment and materials necessary for site preparation, seeding,
hydromulch operations, maintenance and other erosion control operations as shown
and specified. To protect against winter rains and potential erosion, seed and mulch
by October 1 all disturbed areas as shown on Drawings. Alternative schedules must
be approved by the Landscape Architect prior to the commencement of grading
operations. The Contractor is responsible for protecting the site and adjacent areas
from any erosion caused by construction activities.

1.2 WORK SPECIFIED UNDER OTHER SECTIONS

Consult all other sections to determine the extent and character of the work specified
elsewhere but related to that included in this section. Work specified herein shall be
properly coordinated with that specified. .

1.3 INTENT

Tt is the intent of the drawings and specifications 1o provide seeding and/or
hydromulching of designated areas with plants in vigorous growth ready for
Owner's use. Any items not specifically shown in the drawings or called for in the

specifications, but normally requiréd™to “sonform with such intent, are to. be
considered part of the work.

1.4 REFERENCE

Frosion control seeding shall conform to Section 20 - Erosion Control and Highway
Planting of the Standard Specifications, State of Califormia Department of

Transportation, latest edition.

1.5 PROTECTION

Contractor shall provide necessary safeguards and shall exercise caufion against
injury or defacement of any existing site improvement and plantings. Contractor
shall be responsible for any damage resulting from his operations and shall repair or
replace such damage at his own expense. No trucks or vehicles of any kind shall be
allowed to pass over sidewalks, curbs, etc. unless adequate protection is provided.

Ulistac Natural Area Phase I Revegetation Seeding ~ Section 0800 —Page 1
City of Santa Clara
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GRADING AND PREPARATION OF AREA

The Contractor shall be responaible for maintaining finish gmdss in all work aresas
and for executing any fine grading as may be necessary or incidental to seeding or
hydromulching or repair of work areas. The following operations shall be carried
out prior to seeding or hydromulching:

Al Make sure all construction requiring access over work areas is complsted
before any final planting preparation is started.

B. Clear ar=a of weedgs and debris over 7 inches in size.

g
|
|
gg

C. Prior to planting, invasive exotic species must to remove. The contracior
shall consult the Landscape Architect/ Eestorsfion Ecologist wath
identification of all weeds to be removed. Woody weeds such as, but not
himited to, twee tobacce (Mcotiona glauca), French broom {Genisio
monspessulana) shall be cut near the base and painied immediately at jeast
twice with 100 percent concentration of Roundup. Herbaceous species
(primarily ncn-native annual grasses and cocklebur) shall be eradicated
with a combination of disking {or other suitable method of tiling) in two
directions at least twice. Following disking, each site should be
thoroughly irrigated to stimulate germination of weed. Weeds shall then
be treated with Roundup herbicide to ldll the germinating weeds before
flowering and seed sef has begun. Preoblem areas such as avea dominated
by broadleaf pepper grass {Lepidium larifolium) should be sprayed with
Rounduup and left alone for 2 weelks to allow the herbicide kills the
J.iliLUi_Liub ya.iUL LU }.A.LBL Lm_ﬂ?.; l.LtU‘NJJ..iE L/aiC LIMDL UC &aﬁ:&u U -ﬁ.WUiu Gx&i}ﬂbﬁ’“
desirable plants to herbicide in the cak savanna restoration area. Timing iz
critical in sile preparation, see timetable on L-8 planting plan for
oreparation schedide.

SRR

roughened by scarifying, @zskmgj nharrowing, chizeling or frack-walking, or
otherwise worked o a depth of Z 1o 4 inches unless 2 roughened condition
already exists. No implement shall be used that will creaie an excessive
amount of downward movement of soil or clods on sloping areas. The
seedbeds may be prepared af the time of completion of earth-moving work,

D. The area to be seeded shall have a firm seadbed that has previcusly been

E. Befors seeding, necsssary drainage conirols such as dikes atf tops of slopes
and swales on siope benches shall be installed o pfevc—;ni runoff fom
eroding slopes bf:mfa grass iz esiablished. Tempor cirad

a1t I 1 5 . :
shall remain in place unil permanent drainage MMU
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2.0 PRODUCTS

2.1 MULCH

Mulch shall be wood cellulose fiber and shall be of such character that it will
uniformly disperse info shury when mixed with water. The slurry, when
hydraulically applied to the ground shall form an absorptive net of mulch uniformiy
impregnated with seed and other ingredients. No materials which inhibit growth or
germination shall be present in the mixture. :

22 WATER
Water shall be of adequate quality to propetly promote plant growth.
2.3 FERTILIZER

16-20-0 slow release fertilizer

24 SEED
A. Levee Bank Erosion Control Seed Mix
Species o Ib./acre Min. % Purity/ Germination
(Grasses 5
Bromus carinatus 12 95/80
Elymus X triticum 60 90/98
Leymus triticoides 4 90/60
Vulpia microstachys 4 90/70
Wild Flowers L :
Eschscholzia california 2 ! 95/75
Lupinus bicolor 2.5 95/75
Trifolium gracilentem 4 - 95/70
Total 88.5
B. Native Grassland Seed Mix
- Species Ib/acre Min. % Purity/ Germination
(Grasses _
Bromus carinatus 6 ' 95/80
Elymus glaucus 10 95/80
Melica californica 4 80/70
Nassella pulchra 6 90/80
Poa secunda 4 80/80 -
Vulpia microstachys 6 90/80
Wild Flowers
Achillea millefolium 0.5 95/70
Castilleja exerta 1.5 50/50
Clarkia purpurea 1 90/60
Ulistac Natural Area Phase 1 _ Revegetation Seeding — Section 0800 — Page 3
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Eschscholzia california 2 95/75
(Fiti ricolor 1.5 SO/MBE
Lasthenio californica i3 &0/60 g
Lupinus bicolor 2.5 95/75 '
Lupirnus succulenius 4 93/85
Sisyrinchium beilum 13 95/60
Trifolium gracilentem 4 5/70
Total 36
C. Qak Savanna Sead Mix
Species h/acrs Min. % Purity/ Germination
{Grasses
Bromus caringius 12 95/80
Leymus #riticoiges 4 80/60
Festuca idahoensis 4 90/569
Yulpia microsiaehys 4 SO/70G
Wild Flowers
Achillea millefolium 0.3 93170 i
Castilleja exerta 1.5 50/5¢
Collinsia heterophylla »2 %
Eschscholzia califormia 2 G5/75 a
Lupinus bicolor 2.5 95/75
QOenothera elata hookeri 1 30/60
Trifolium gracilentem 4 95/70
Total 37

0. Burterfly Garden Sesd Iviis

=4
LAy
B [

Species ib/acre Min. %% Purity/ Germination
Achillea millefolium 0.75 95770
rtemisia dowglasiona 3.0 5/40
Bromus caringtus 8.0 95/8G
Eriogomim niiduan 4.0 507106
Eschscholzia california 2.0 95/75 g
Festuca rubra var. Molate 8.0 SO/ES
Lotus scoparius 3.0 G0/a0
Lupinus albifrons 3.0 97160
Lupiris norus 0.5 SR/TO
Lupinus densifiorus var - 1.5 SE/70
Fd Gedding
Lupinus succulenius L5
Minylus cardinalis 1.5
Nassello puichra 4

Nemophila maculaic

A VU

7 7 LI gy
Planiage inguleris
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Vulpia microstachys 6.0 00/70
Wyethia mollis 3.0 60/60
Total 62.75 ,
E. Gathering Area Seed Mix
Species Ib/acre Min. % Purity/ Germination
Grasses '
' Bromus carinaius 12 95/80

Leymus triticoides 4 20/60
' Festuca idahoensis 4 90/60
Vulpia microstachys 4 80/70
wild Flowers

Achillea millefolivm 0.5 95/70
Castilleja exerta . 1.5 50/50
Collinsia heterophylla 2

Eschscholzia california 2 95/75
Lasthenia californica 1.5 60/60
Lupinus bicolor . 2.5 95/75
Lupinus succulentus 1.5 98/70
Qenothera elata hookert 1 90/60
Trifolium gracilentem 4 ‘ 95/70
Total . 41

2.5 JUTE NETTING

Jute netting shall be plain weave, unbleached undyed single jute; 1.2 pounds per
linear yard by 4-feet; 78 warp ends per width by 41 weft ends per yard. Ludlow,
Ewing or approved equal. Stake all materials into place. Apply as shown on the
drawings.

26  EQUIPMENT

Equipment for the application .shall have a built-in agitation system with an
operating capacity sufficient to agitate, suspend and homogeneously mix a shurry of
fiber, fertilizer, seed and water. The discharge line shall provide even distribution of
the sturry on the slopes to be seeded.

3.0 EXECUTION
3.1 SEEDING METHODS

All areas to receive erosion control seeding as shown on the plan shall be uniformly
seeded in one of two methods at the choice of the contractor: 1) Hydroseeding; or
2) Seed drilling. Seed drilling shall be used in all areas except those steeper than 3:1
run to rise or in areas which have difficult accessibility for seed drilling, as directed

Ulistac Matural Area Phase I - evegetation Seeding — Section 0800 — Page 5
City of Santa Clara



by the Landscape Architect,
3.2 HYDROSEED OPERATIONS
é Mixing:
Mixing shall take place at fhe site of the work., The hydromulching
preparation shall be per manufachirer’s directons. Spraying shall

commence immediately after the tank is full. The operator shall spray the
area with 2 uniform, visible coat by using color of the wood puip as a

=y £
ORI O A%
+

guide,
B Application
i} Prior to application the Contractor shall receive approval of the
hrydromulch area preparation from the Architect,
2) The operator of the hydromulching equipment shall apply the
hydromulch in a sweeping motion to form a uniform mat.
3) Care shall be taken to keep the shurry within the designated work
area.
4 Sluery mixture which has not been applied within two hours of
mixing shall not be used and shall be removed from the site,
3 After application, the Contractor shall not operate any equipment
over the area. :
&} Application Rates:
Seed — see item 2.4 ,
Muich Fiber - 1,800 2,000 pounds/acre
Fertilizer - 200 pounds/acre
4 gallons/ acrs SARVON soil penatrant
brightly colored dyve
3.3 SEEDING BY SEED DRILL
A The seed mix shail be plantsd with an appr

Hower than /4 in

hyich

iz{‘

y
s.“ﬁ

mgi



-

exgreetT oo
Seed - see item 2.4

3.4 CLEAN-UP

Keep all areas of work clean, neat and orderly at all times. Keep all paved areas
clean during planting and maintenance operations. Clean up and remove all
deleterious materials and debris from the entire work area prior to Final Acceptance
to satisfaction of the Landscape Architect. Remove hydromulch overthrown onto
pavement, construction or planting areas not designated to receive hydromulch.

3.5 MAINTENANCE, GUARANTEE AND ACCEPTANCE

Maintenance shall immediately follow, and shall continue for 60 calendar days after
all hydro-seeding is completed and accepted by Landscape Architect. Maintenance
of hydromulching shall consist of treatment of all diseases and insect pests, repair of
erogion and all incidental work necessary to establish surface coverage and
development of root systems adequately, in the opinion of the Landscape Architect,
to stabilize slopes and other surfaces i the work area. Initial maintenance shall be
continuous until uniform coverage is established over 95% of treated soil areas with
no individual bare area in excess of 10 square feet. After germination, any bare
areas shall be reseeded at the direction of the Landscape Architect. Final
determination of acceptance of hydromulching shall rest solely with the Landscape

Architect.

END OF SECFION 0800

Ulistac Natural Area Phase I Revegetation Seeding — Section 0860 —Page 7
City of Santa Clara



City of Santa Clara e TR LT T
INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM EXPEERT
Date: January 21, 2000
To: City Manager
From: Assistant City Manager

Subject: Pros and Cons of a Mowing-Only Ordinance

{isted below are some of the issues 0 consider in a proposed “Mow-Only” (No

Discing) Ordinance:

Pros

-

Maintain bare land in a condition
attractive to owls

o Mowing is cheaper than discing per
occurrence

« Mowing requires surveiliance of the
site prior to mowing to locate and
protect ow! nests.

e Santa Clara would establish a
leadership position in the
environmental maintenance of
certain plant and animal species on
the bare land sites affected.

» The marginal areas being discussed
as possible owl habitat {once
projects have been built) are of such
a size or fopography 1o require hand
mowing or weed whacking.

frﬁctymngrsuﬂemoranda\EGOO\pros and Cons of Mowing Onify Proposal

Cons

Additional requirements imposed on
private property owners. Many
private [and owners with vacant fand
prefer to disc so they don't face
mitigation issues in the future

Mowing is required more often than
discing so the cost differential
hetween mowing and discing is
negligible.

Additional time and cost may be
incurred due to surveillance
requirement.

There is very little bare land left in
Santa Clara. Major areas (Mission
College and the remaining Agnews
land) are under State jurisdiction and
therefore would be exempt from the
proposed ordinance while under
State jurisdiction.

Mitigation agreements with DF&G
for the majority of City-owned bare
iand and State fee transferred bare
iand allow for the passive relocation
of owls. Mowing or discing on these
properties is a moot point vis-a-vis
burrowing owls.



KEY ISSUES IN THE CREATION OF
INFILL OWL HABITAT

s City needs agreement from Department of Fish and Game that City will not
be negatively impacted by agreeing to pocket habitat concept.

= Each project identified in the North Bayshore EIR would require identification
and surveying.

s A metes and bounds description of each property would include the 250 foot
required Department of Fish and Game (DF&G) "no construction activity”
buffer zone.

» Whenever possible, owls nesting in the 250 foot "no construction” butfer
zone will be left in place during construction.

oy g et e e LA _

=  DF&G wouig agree io the passive reiocation o
area felt to be afiected by construction activity.

]3 _ ..

any owi iin the z5G 1001 bulter

s The City's biological consultant and/or DF&G would determine if an owl
required passive relocation,

Frepared by:  Ron Garrait
Assistant City Manager
Date: January 24, QG

Lctymngrsimamorendal 20000 nfill Owl Habitat



CITY OF SANTA CLARA
BURROWING OWL HABITAT EXBIer T -

COMMITTEE

AGENDA

Monday, February 14, 20600 at 6:30 p.m.
Santa Clara City Hall — Staff Conference Room
1500 Warburton Avenue, Santa Clara, CA 95050

S

Call to Order

Review of Minutes from the January 24, 2000
Meeting

fi.

Vi,

Vil.

Reports from City Manager:

A.

D.

E.

List of Potential Pocket Habitat Locations
(acreage, description, and level)

1. Possible options for BMX site

Pros and Cons of Passing an Ordinance to
Require Mowing for Weed Abatement

Follow-up from contact with CDFG
Regarding Discussion of a Potential “Safe
Harbor Agreement’

Monitoring Ow! Passive Relocation on City
Properties

Vegetation vs. Revegetation of Owl Habitat

Follow-up from Contact with Napa/Solano
County Audubon Society

A

B.

Possible Habitat Experiment on Benicia
Property

Performance of Bird Count on Benicia
Property

Follow-up Assignments for Next Meeting

Public Presentations

Adjournment at 8:30 p.m.

Chair/Council Member John
MclLemore

Chair

City Manager & Staff

Craig Breon



N

BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE
extegsr I .

MINUTES

February 14, 2000

The following were in attendance at the meeting held on this date:
Council Member John McLemore , Chair

Council Member Aldyth Parle

Council Member Patricia Mahan

Jan Hintermeister, People for Open Space

Craig Breon, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
Amurelia Winsemius, Sierra Club

Rich Jensen, Northside Residents’ Association

Linda O’Maley, Citizen

Bill Cooper, Santa Clara Police Activities League (PAL)
Jenmifer Sparacino, City Manager

Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager

Pam Morrison, Seniot Staff Aide

L

Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Chair Council Member John McLemore at
6:35 p.m. in the City Managet’s Staff Conference Room.

Review of Minutes from the 01/24/00 Meeting: There were no commerts on the minutes.

Reports from the City Manager:

A.

List of Pote_ntia! Pocket Habitat Locations and Possible Options for BMX site. BMX
Site: Staff reviewed a chart and memo listing two possible options for the BMX site that
would allow additional parking for BMX activities, but still allow portions of the site to be
used for owl habitat (copy placed in Council Offices). The committee requested
information on two additional opiions for the BMX site: one option that leaves the BMX
area as is with 16.9 acres designated as habitat, and a second option that trades the side
slopes leased by PAL for 4 additional acres parking. The committee also requested
information on what restrictions need to be placed on the site for daytime parking. New
golf course holes: The acreage on the chart does not include the roughs, although owls will
probably come there. This site has added value because it extends off the golf course, and
is across from a portion of the BMX site. Centennial/Tasman: The goal faces at the soccer
park will be up against the slopes, which means there will be some intrusion on the slopes
from soccer balls/players. The northeast corner may have a mixed use/retail development
going in. Open Space Park: There is a significant number of raptors at this site, which does
not make it a viable option for habitat. San Jose/Santa Clara Treatment Plant: San Jose is
considering building a police training facility at this site. Further discussion was deferred
until later in the mesting. Our Lady of Peace Church: Tt is unknown if any owls are stiil
present at this site. It was noted that the City is not interested in pursuing a conservation
easement, but will list the site as a potential pocket habitat in case other entities are
interested. [Note: the map of this site will be revised to correctly note the two-acre parcel
under discussion.] It was also requested that Mission College be listed as existing habitat
on the chart. Radar Station: San Jose has indicated they have plans for this site. It was not

\\ADMTN\mgrdataS\CTY'MNGRS\LIAISON COMMITTEES\Burrowing Owi Habitat Commitiee\Minutes 2-14-00.doc
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follow up. Hetch Hetchy Right-of-Way: A conservation easement would be needed in order
o set aside this area as owl habitas, since if is not owned by the City, Tt was noted that
while this site would not be good for owl nesting, it would be suitabls as foraging habitat if
managad in such a way that was atiractive to owls. It was requesiad that list of potential
pocket habitats be modified to reflect sach site’s suitability for nesting and foraging,

clear from available maps whether this parcel is located within the city irmits; staff will

B Pros and Cons of Passing an Ordinance {o Require Mowing for Weed Abatement: A
report was distribuied to the commitice members listing the pros and cons of a2 “mowing
only” ordinance {copy available in Council Offices).

e

Follow up from contact with CDFG Regarding Potential “Safe Harbor Agreement™
Staff reviewed the salient points expected to be included in an agreement with CDFG
{copy available in Council Offices). There are still some issues to be resolved, and
discussions continue with CDFG.

D. Monitering Ow! Passive Relocation on City Properties: This Hem was deferred to the
nexi meeting.

E. Vegetation vs. Revegetation of Owl Habitat: This item was deferred to the nexi meeting,

1V, Follow-up from Contact with Napa/Solano County Audubon Society: This item was deferred
to the next meeting.

V. Follow Up Assignments for Next Meeting: The next meeting is scheduled for February 23, 2000
from 6:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m., with an additional meeting scheduled for March 20, 2000 from 6:30
p.m. to 8:30 pam. 1) Staff will bring information back to the committee on two additional options
for the closed landfifl/BMK track: 2) The list of potential pocket habitat Iocations will be revised
to include Mission College, and to show each location’s suitability for nesting and foraging.

Vi, Public Presentations. The Charr distvibuted copies of the San Jose Burrowing Owl Habitat Plan
{copy placed in Council Offices). It was pointed oul that the plan statsg that Santa Clara has a
to 19% of the treatment plant lands; staff will follow up with a Istter to San Jose reminding them
of the City’s partnership in the treatment plant. It was requested that discussion of San Jose’s plan
be placed on the agenda for the next meeting.

ﬁ

Vi, Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at approximaiely 8:43 pm

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:




CITY OF SANTA CLARA
BURROWING OWL HABITAT
- £
COMMITTEE KETLPT -

AGENDA

Monday, February 28, 2000 at 6:30 p.m.
Santa Clara City Hall — Staff Conference Room
1500 Warburton Avenue, Santa Clara, CA 95050

I Call to Order Chair
fl. Review of Minutes from the February 14, 2000 Chair
Meeting
HI. Reports from City Manager: City Manager & Staff

A. Additional options for BMX site
B. Revised List of Potential Pocket Habitat

Locations
C. Monitoring Owl Passive Relocation on
City Properties
D. Vegetation vs. Revegetation of Owl
Habitat
V. Discussion of San Jose's Burrowing Owl Chair
Habitat Plan
V. Follow-up from Contact with Napa/Solano Craig Breon

County Audubon Society

A. Possible Habitat Experiment on Benicia

Property
B. Performance of Bird Count on Benicia
Property
VI.  Follow-up Assignments for Next Meeting
VIil. Public Presentations

VI, Adjournment at 8:00 p.m.



BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE
MINUTES EXPRLEr ¢

- February 28, 2000
The following were in attendance at the meeting held on this date:
Council Member Aldyth Parle
Jeannine DeWald, Department of Fish and Game
Dave Plumpton, H.T. Harvey and Associates
Jan Hintermeister, People for Open Space
Craig Breon, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
Aurelia Winsemius, Sierra Club
Rich Jensen, Northside Residents’ Association
Lindd O’Maley, Citizen
Bill Cooper, Santa Clara Police Activities League (PAL)
Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager
Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager
Pam Morrison, Senior Staff Aide

| Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Council Member Aldyth Parle (in Chair
Council Member McLemore’s absence) at 6:35 p.m. in the City Manager’s Staff Conierence

Room.

il Review of Minutes from the 02/14/00 Meeting: There were no comments on the minutes.

"I, Reports from the City Manager:

Al Additional Options for BMX site. Staff reviewed a chart and memo listing two additional
potential options for the BMX site: one option that leaves the BMX area as 18 with 16.9
acres designated as habitat, and a second option that trades the side slopes leased by PAL
for 4 additional acres parking. (copy placed in Council offices).

B. Revised List of Potential Pocket Habitat Iocations: A revised report was distributed that
included the suitability of each parcel as nesting and foraging habitat (copy placed in
Council offices).

C. Monitoring Owl Passive Relocation on City Properties: It was noted that there have

been two separate instances of vandalism to the one-way burrow doors, and surveillance of
the area has been increased as a result. Eight owls have been passively relocated, and golf
course personnel have noticed a slight increase in the owl population on the course.
Monitoring will continue throughout the summer. ‘

D. Vegetation vs. Revegetation of Owl Habitat: A commiites menber mentioned that there
might be opportunities for volunteer assistance with revegetation, which would reduce
costs. Some sites may not need revegetation unless dictated by secondary uses;
management of existing vegetation may be sufficient. Vegetation decisions will need to be
made individually on each parcel established as habitat.

DCTYMNGRS LIAISCN COMMITTEES Burrowing Owi Habitat CommittzeMinues 02-28-00.doc
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. Discussisn of 3an Jese’s burrowing Dwl Habitat Plan. San Jose's plan is currently in the form
of an administrative drafi, and 1t may go bafors their cnuncﬂ il ’Maﬁ/ ot june 2000, The plan is
designed so that it will serve ag a conssrvation plan if the owl becomes listed. The plan will
gventually secure 1500 acres for owls, with 350 acres up front. Some of the land may be outside of
the ¢ity, and some of it may be private land. I ?*F"vwiopais may be assessed a $5000 fee to manag
owl lands. A copy of the bandout from San Jose’s public mesting will be made available o
commitice members at the next Burrowing Owli Habitat Comrnittee mesting, and this Hem will be
on the agenda for the next meeting for further discussion.

W, Follow-up from Contact with Mapa/Solans County Andubon Society: Christruas bird counts
show that there are owls at Benlcia. It 18 unknown whether there are any nesting owls, but the land
appears 1o be suitable as owl habitat. Napa/Solano has volunteers willing to improve owl habitat
and monitor the site if habitat were established at Benicia. The City Manager recomrmended
against the approach due {o General Fund costs,

Y. Foliow Up Assignments for Next Meeting: The next meeting is scheduled for March 20, 2000+
from 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. Staff will prepare a fist of potential recornmendations to Council on
burrowing owl habitat.

VIl Public Presentations, A suggestion was made that active relocation of the Mission Coliege owls
be considered as the college reaches final build-out. Clartfication will be needed from CDFG
regarding their position on active relocation.

Vill.  Adjcurnment: The meeting was adjourned at approximately 7.35 pr.
FREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

/_.& L 1) ;
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i

/ Pam Morrison enmifet Sparacine
Senior Staff Awde Cily Manager




EXFLEsT .

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
City of Santa Clara

DATE: February 28, 2000

TO: Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager
Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager

FROM: Pam Motrison, Senior Staff Aide

SUBJECT: Cost Estimates for Establishing Burrowing Owl Habitat at the Closed
' Landfill/BMX Track Site

Attached is a updated breakdown of the estimated costs associated with establishing burrowing
owl habitat at the closed landfil/BMX track site. Four options are presented: the first option is
four additional acres set aside for BMX parking, the second option is 8 additional acres for BMX
parking, the third option is no additional BMX parking. The fourth option reconfigures the 12
acres allowed to PAL in order to maximize both BMX uses and ow] habitat.

All options include fencing to kecp cars away from the landfill gas piping system, thercby
alleviating any safety concerns. The fence will also serve to prevent wnauthorized entry into the
area set aside for habitat. Additional rules or guidelines for parking on the BMX site are
unnecessary, as the lease between PATL and the City clearly specifies all requirements that must
be met in order for the site to be used for parking.

Fencing costs for Options 1 and 2 have been modified from the previous estimates, as the
existing perimeter fencing was not taken into consideration. Option 1 calls for 1600 linear feet
of fencing, and Option 2 requires 1900 linear feet of fencing. Option 3, which calls for no change
to the existing PAL-leased land, requires 1150 linear feet. Option 4 will require the greatest
arnount of additional fencing, 3100 linear feet, in order to reconfigure the PAL-leased land and
allow the southwest slopes to be used for habitat.

L] |
Pam Morrison
Senior Staff Aide

Attachment

[ACTYMNGRS\LIAISON COMMITTEES \Burrowing Owl Habitat Committee’BMX cost analysis narrative update.doc



Cost Estimates for Establishing/Maintaining
Burrowing Owl Habitat near BMX Track
City of Santa Clara

Construction Costs:

Option t
4 acres parking

12.9 acres habitat

Option 2
& acres parking

8.9 acres hahitat

Option 3

No change to BRMX
16.9 acres habitat

Ciption 4
Reconfigure BRMX
16.9 acres habliat

o

FENGing:
Fencing {515 per linear fool) $24,000 $28,500 $17%,250 $46,500
Gates (5600 per pair) $1,200 $1,200 $1,200 31,200
Total Fencing: $25,2060 $24,700 $15,450 $47,700
Fevegetaiion;
Hydroseading ($1500 per acre) $19,350 $13,350 $25,350 $25,350
o Total Revegetation: $19,350 $13,350 $25.350 $28 350
Aytificial burrows:
welded-wire mesh $50 $50 $50 $50
PYC pipe $15 $15 $158 $15
12 polycarbonais valve boxes $207 $207 $207 207
dirt (36 per yard) $240 $240 $240 $240
diei hauling $560 $560 $560 $560
racior work $400 2400 $400 $400
i vagetation management $200 $200 200 $200
instaliation (16 man hours) $1,280 $1,280 $1,280 $1,280
Total artificial burrows: $2,952 $2,952 $2,952 $2,9562
_____________ TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COBTS: 447,502 §46,002 $46,752 $76,002
Annual Malntenance Costs: Option Ogption 2 Option 3 Option 4
Burrow malnienance:
| Burow overhawlmonitoring {36 man hours) $3,420 $3,420 $3.420 $3,420
- Total burrow malntenance: $3,420 $3,420 $3,420 $3,420
Yageiation Managemernt:
Mawing 2x per vear at $20 per acre $2,322 $1,602 $3,042 $3,042
 Total vegetation managemant: $2,322 $1,602 $3,042 §3,042
TOTAL ANMUAL MAINTENANCE COSTS: §5,742 $5,022 $6,462 $6,462




Burrowing Owl Habitat Committee
List of Potential Pocket Habitat Locations

Level 1: City-owned land

Level 2: Privately owned land within the City

Level 3: Land adjacent to the City

Level 4: Land owned by any other local entity

Velg:taﬁw Suitable as Habitat:
Vegetation gmt - :
Parcel' Level | Acreage | Location Description Needed Needed Nesting | Foraging
Closed landfill/BMX 1 16.9 | Top of landfill Yes Yes Yes Yes
New golf course holes 1 6.71 | Bast & south slopes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Centennial/ Tasman ) 1.95 Slopes on four corners of Tasman at Yes Yes Yes Yes
Centennial |
Total Acreage: 25.56

Open Space Park 1 4.8 | South corner Yes Yes No Yes
Benicia Property” 1 100 | Not defined Existing Yes Yes Yes
Our Lady of Peace Church | 2 2 | SW corner Yes Yes Yes Yes
SJ/SC Treatment Plant 3 49 | Ruderal/non-native grassland Existing Yes Yes Yes
Radar station 34 23.7 | Area surrounding radar array Existing Yes Yes Yes
. i i . Y
Hetch-Hetchy ROW 4 77 };i::;[\g/een San Tomas Creek & Lick Mill Existing Yes No €s
Mission College’ ‘ 4 l 1.7 | Southeast corner of campus Existing Yes Yes | Yes

Uparcel list does not include City-purchased owl mitigation lands totaling 56.5 acres

2 Additional costs would be incurred in order to use this property as it was paid for by the City’s Electric Utility

* Existing owl habitat

VADMIN\mgrdataSCTYMNGRS\LIAISON COMMITTERS\Burrowing Owl Habitat Comumittee\Parcel list.doc

S dxgsh*a 7|



CITY OF SANTA CLARA
BURROWING OWL HABITAT
COMMITTEE

AGENDA

Monday, March 27, 2000 at 6:30 p.m.

EXHTLTCTL ~

Santa Clara City Hall — Council Conference Room

1500 Warburtor Avenue, Santa Clara, CA 95050

(.

VL.

Call to Order

Review of Minutes from the February 28, 2000

Meeting

Reports from City Manager:

A. Clarification on CDFG’s Position on
Active Relocation

B. “Safe Harbor" Agreement with CDFG

C. List of Possible Recommendations for
Council Consideration
1. identify Potential Pocket Habitat
2. Develop BMPs for Management
of City property
3. include Stakeholders in Procass

Disseminate Information to the
Public

Discussion of San Jose’s Burrowing Owi
Habitat Plan

Public Presentations

Adjournment at 8:30 p.m.

Chair

Chair

City Manager & Staff

Chair

*PLEASE NOTE: Meeting date and location have been changed
(formerly scheduled for March 20, 2000 in the Staff Conference Room)



)

The following were in attendance at the meeting held on this date:

BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE

MINUTES

March 27, 2000

Council Member John McLemore, Chair

Council Member Aldyth Parle

Dave Plumpton, H.T. Harvey and Associates

Jan Hintermeister, People for Open Space

Craig Breon, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
Rich Jensen, Northside Residents’ Association
Ian Abell, Mission College

Linda O’Maley, Citizen

Bill Cooper, Santa Clara Police Activities League (PAL)
Jennifer Sparacino, City Manager

Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager

Pam Morrison, Senior Staff Aide

Guests:

Jamie O’Conner, Wilcox High School

Harry Pak, Wilcox High School

Luke Eubank, Wilcox High School

Tames Krause, Wilcox High School

Monica Gareia, Wilcox High School

[ T%

— BXHELET L

MATTERS FOR COUNCIL ACTION:

It was moved, seconded, an

d passed unanimously to recommend that the City Council:

» Set the date of May 2, 2000 under Special Order of Business for a presentation to the City Counecil

of the Burrowing Owl Habitat Committee’s recommendations for Council consideration.

.

WADMIN'mgrdam$ CTYMNGRSILIAISON C

Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Chair Council Member McLemore at 6:30

p.m. in the City Manager’s Staff Conference Room. Introductions were m
Council Member Mahan was unable to attend the meeting due to a funeral.

ade. It was noted that

Review of Minuteé from the 02/28/00 Meeting: There were no comments ol the minutes.

Reports from the City Manager:

Al Clarification on CDFG’s Position on Active Relocation: [t was clarified that CDFG .
would consider active relocation of birds under the appropriate circumstances. It is likely

that Mission College would be ailowed to try acti
but would also proceed with approved mitigation. T]
reserved as habitat for seven years. The college does

ve relocation on an experimental basis,
The 1.7 acres at Mission College is
not have any plans to develop the

tand, but that could change in the future. The committee recommended that 1) the

OMMITTEES \Burrowing Owl Habitat CommitteeiMinutes 03-27-00.doc



Missivn College Liaison Committee serve as the forum for updates to the City on
Mission College facility development and owl habitat, and 2) Mission College prw:t{ie
copies of its burrowing owl surveys to the City oz an apnual basis.

“Safe Harbor” Agreement with CDFG: The draft agreement igunder review by the
CDFG attorney in Sacramento, The committee recommended thit the City Manager
continue to work with CDFG to develop a “safe harbor” agreemeni (with the
understanding that that the agreement will not hold if the owl becomes a listed
specie}.

List of Possible Recommendations for Council Copsideration: Staff reviewed the dralt
agenda report and staff recommendations (copy provided in Council offices). 1) The
committee agreed with all of the staff recommendations presented in the report, and
recommended the selection of Option 4 for the closed landfill/BMX site. 2) The
committee recommended that the City use ifs contract biologist to develop
recommendations for burrows and vegetation on each site. 3) The commitiee
recommended that an annual count/survey of burrowing owls be conducted. The
committee requested some of the language in the staff report to be clarified, and requested
changes to Exhibit A for clarification as well. The proposed date to bring all the
committee’s recommendations to the City Council is May 2, 2000.

V. Discussion of San Jose’s burrowing Owl Habitat Plan. There was no further discussion on this
V. Public Presentations. There were no public presentations.

VI, anrnment: The meeting was adjoumned at approximately 9:10 pm.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

?g,}, ) M ’\Mx(éﬂ)’( @jﬂ\mmu,@

Pam Morrison

enmifer ‘Sparacino

Senior Staff Aide City Manager

Page:2
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Council Y}
Ageney [ City of Santa Clara, Califorr
sosa U] - EXHTLTT M
Date: April 28, 2000 "
To: , City Manager for Council Action
From: Assis’zant City Manager

Subject: FINAL REPORT FROM THE COUNCIL APPOINTED
BURROWING OWL HABITAT COMMITTEE

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Overview
The Council established the Burrowing Owl Habitat Committee on August 24, 1999.

Council Members Mahan, McLemore, and Parle were appointed to serve on the
Committee with Vice Mayor McLemore acting as Committee Chair. The Council
expressed their desire o have a broad base of community representation on this

Councii Committee.

The Committee was established under the umbrella of the larger Council discussion
involving the proposed development of 103 acres of City-owned property in the North
Bayshore Redevelopment Area. Council's policy direction to the Committee was fo:

+ Include community stakeholders and provide notification to identified and interested
parties to be included in the process;

_+ Identify potential pocket habitats within the City. This direction was clarified at their

September 14, 1999 meeting where Council directed staff to seek a goal of 103
acres of mitigation habitat within or outside City boundaries, including the proposed
58.5 acres of Byron habitat as part of the 103 acre total;

+ Develop an outreach plan fo other regional cities to coordinate habitat creation and
maintenance efforts wherever possible;

+ Develop Best Management Practices (BMPs) for maintenance of City properties to
prevent habitat impacts where possible;

+ Direct information to be disseminated in normal ways and also on the web site and
through other City publications to be developed in conjunction with staff;

+ Report out to Council with Committee recommendations by February 2000.

I:\C'i'YMNGRSMGENDA REPORTS\ZOOD'LF‘maIReportBurrowinngM—ZT-OD.doc
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Committee Response to Council Direction

The bullet points delineated below deseribe Council direction and the Habitat
Committee’s response to a number of issues, At the culmination of the Committee’s
efforts, certain recommendations were made and are listed below. Many of the
Committee’s recommendations have both Committes and staff concurrence, other
recommendations listed in this report are additional ideas suggested by the Commitiee.

+ Include Community Stakehoiders
Nine Committee mestings were held between early November 1998 and the end of
March 2000. The meetings were open to the public with attendance by interested
citizens and representatives of the following groups or organizations: Loma Prieta
Chapter of the Sierra Club, Mission College, Northside Residents Association,
People for Open Space, Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce, Santa Clara Police
Activities League, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society, Santa Clara University, and
the State Department of Fish and Game (DF&G).

+ ldentify pocket habitats in Santa Clara
On March 14, 2000, Council approved the acquisition of 58.5 acres of mitigation
credits from the State Department of General Services. The property is located in
Byron, approximately 38 miles northeast of Santa Clara. The 58.5 acres were the
only contractual habitat mitigation required for the development of the 103 acres of
City-owned property addressed in the North Bayshore Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). The Committee’s efforts have focused on the remaining 44.5 acres needed {o
meet Council's goal of 103 acres of habitat area. These 44.5 acres are a voluntary
commitment by the City, not a legal requirement.

The Committes reviewed 10 potential sites as possible owi habitat. The sites are
classified in four categories:

1. City-owned iands;

2. Privately owned land within the City;

3. Land adjacent to the Cily;

4. Land owned by another local entity.

Exhibit A provides a summary of the property reviewed.

Staff recommends seeking habitat opportunifies on three sites:

1. The closed Lafayette landfill adjacent to PAL BMX track. There are
approximately 17 acres of potential habitat available in this area. PAL has
requested at least 4 aeres additional parking for the BMX activity. [tis possible to
raconfigure the existing BMX track site to allow for additional parking while
maintaining approximately 17 acres for habitat. Exhibit B is a letter from PAL
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addressing this issue. Exhibit B1 is an aerial view of the existing closed landfil
site, Estimated boundaries have peen drawn to denote the current footprint of
the BMX activity area and the proposed revised footprint. Essentially, the slope
areas of the current BMX Track site would be exchanged for an additional
parking area along the top of the landfili. Total acreage allocated to the BMX
track activity would remain unchanged. Of the four possible habitat configuration
options explored by the Committee, the Committee and staff concur that Option 4
(Exhibit C) has the best potential to meet both the Committee's and PAL's
needs. Cost estimates for creating habitat on the closed landfill are attached

(Exhibit C).

5 The southerly and easterly slopes of the closed landfill used for siting the two
relocated holes of the golf course (Exhibit C1). The south slope faces the
existing golf course while the east slope faces L afayette Street. There are
approximately 7 acres of potential habitat in this area.

3. A portion of the San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Treatment Plant.
Santa Clara is an approximate 50% owner of the Plant. Staff believes that the
remaining 20.5 acres can be found at the plant. The City's consultant biologist
identified an approximate 49-acre portion of the Plant that appeared viable for

owl habitat.

The City of San Jose has previously created owl habitat on the plant property.
Staff has communicated with the City Manager’s Office in San Jose (Exhibit D)
and received a response from San Jose (Exhibit E), encouraging future
discussion on the creation of habitat opportunities on plant property.

Summary of Proposed Habitat Land Opportunities

1. Closed landfill adjacent to PAL-BMX track 47.0 acres (in Santa Clara)

2 Closed landfill slopes for the new golf holes 7.0 acres (in Santa Clara)

3. Portion of the SJ/SC Treatment Plant Property 20.5 acres (adjacent to Santa Clara)

4. Byron Conservation Area 58 5 acres (38 miles from Santa Clara)
Total 103 acres

staff does not recommend exceeding the 103 acres of habitat area requested by
Council.. The other habitat options listed on Exhibit A include the acquisition either in

fee or conservation easement of property owned privately, by other government
agencies, or in the case of Benicia, by a City Charter defined electric utility enterprise
fund. In all cases, itis anticipated that some amount of General Fund payment would

be required for habitat acquisition in these areas.

The Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce has provided a letter to the Council requesting
that no more land beyond the 58.5 acres required by the North Bayshore EIR be
acquired for burrowing owl habitat (Exhibit F).
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¢ Develop an outreach plan to othefregional cities to coordinate efforts
wherever possible.
Staff has been in contact with a number of South Bay cities the past two years
seeking some type of regional approach to the burrowing owl habitat issue. Staff
believes the most viable opportunity fo create habitat in conjunction with another
public agency would be at the San Jose/Santa Clara Treatment Plant. As requested
by the San Jose City Manager (Exhibit E) staff will be meeting with San Jose to
pursue habitat opportunities on Plant property.

¢ Develop Best Management Practices (BMPs) for the maintenance of City
properties o prevent impacts on habitat where possible. -
The City's consuitant biologist, Dr. David Piumpton, has created guidelines for the
maximization of habitaf to the benefit of the burrowing owl. Staff and the Committee
recommends using the BMPs for any property determined by Council o be
converted to owl habitat (Exhibit G).

¢ Direct information to be disseminated in normal ways and also on the web site
and through other City publications in conjunction with staff.
Over the past 2 years, staff has used the City’s web site and the City newspaper to
inform the community of activities involved in the development of the North Bayshore
area. The issue of burrowing owl mitigation has been discussed. In the future, the
web site, City newspaper, Cable Channel 15, and Mission City SCENES, can be
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Clara and the South Bay.

i,

i

In addition to the initial direction provided by Council, the Committee is proposing a
- number of related recommendations:

¢+ That the City perform a survey of burrowing owls annually in the general area of the
golf course and adjacent City-owned property. -

+ That the Council place an annual item on the City/Mission College Liaison
Committee Agenda that would have the college provide an update of campus facility
development and the effect of that development on the campus’ burrowing owi
population. Additionally, the College would be requested fo share iis infermittent
survey of the owl population on campus with the Cily.

+ That thae Council direct staff to work with the Department of Fish and Game 1o
create a Safe Harbor Agreement that would “passively encourage” owls o return to
the slope areas on the four corners of Tasman and Centennial. The concept of the
Agreement would be that the City could receive dispensation from DF&G for the 150
foolt/250 foot "no disturbance” reguirement imposed around nesting owls and,
therefore, continue construction, remodeling or renovation work on any of the
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projects that might be developed at any of the four comer sites. Under this concept
the nests would have to be reasonably protected by hay bales or some other
method that would allow construction to occur. Staff's concerms about this type of
an arrangement are called out in the DISCUSSION section of this report.

ADVANTAGES/DISADVANTAGES

Council direction has been to find a balance between development opportunities on
City-owned property that insure the long-term financial viability of the community and
the desire to assist the long-term maintenance of a specie of special concern—ithe
Western Burrowing Owl. The Burrowing Owl Habitat Committee has worked diligently
to find that balance. Recommendations contained in this report will facilitate this effort.

The primary disadvantage of creating additional ow! habitat beyond DF&G’s EIR
mitigation requirement is that certain development projects could be negatively
impacted by changing State and/or Federal laws or court decisions effecting the area of

species protection.

FISCAL/ECONOMIC IMPACTS

By limiting total habitat acreage to 103 acres, using portions of City-owned property and
jointly owned Treatment Plant property, the City can develop habitat opportunities ata
reasonable cost. Funding for the development of additional burrowing owl habitat is
available in the Redevelopment Agency’s Capital Improvement Project budget. Staff
estimates that habitat development on the 44.5 acres of property listed in this report will
cost approximately $90,000 ($76,000 for the Lafayette Landfill site and an estimated
$14.000 for the Poliution Control Plant and golf course site). By law, Agency funding
can only be used for project construction, not project maintenance. Maintenance of
habitat will become an additional annual operating expense fo the General Fund,
estimated at approximately $10,000 per year.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Staff recommends that Council:

1 Direct the City Manager to seek the development and maintenance of 44.5 acres of
burrowing owl habitat in some combination on the following three sites—the closed
Lafayette landfill adjacent to the PAL/BMX Track, two of the four slopes of the
relocated goif holes and at the San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant;

5 Direct the City Manager to work with the City of San Jose in the identification and
development of burrowing ow! habitat land at the San Jose/Santa Clara Water
Pollution Control Plant;
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Direct the City Manager to adopt arid impiement Best Management Practices for the
long-term maintenance of City-owned designated habitat;

Direct the City Manager to communicate the status of the City's efforts in the area of
burrowing owl habitat management through use of the City's web site, the City
newspaper, the City's Cable Channel 15, and Mission City SCENES.

Direct the City Manager to work with the Police Activities League to create an
amendment o the existing BMX Track lease to redefine the land area inciuded in
the lease with the land area remaining at +12 acres.

Direct the City Manager to use appropriated Radevelopment Agency funds (939-
9011-8030-8048), not fo exceed $90,000, for the development of burrowing owi
habitat on the voluntary 44.5 acres.

The Commitiee concurred with the staff recommendations above and added the
foliowing recommendations:

7.

Ronald E. Gamratt

Direct the City Manager to perform an annual survey of burrowing owls in the
general area of the golf course and adjacent City-owned properties.

Direct the City Manager fo request that the City/Mission College Liaison Committee
place an annual item on their meeting agenda to have the College provide the
Liaison Commitiee with an update of Taciiiiies deveioprment on the campus and the
effect of development on the College’s burrowing ow! popuiation.

Direct the City Manager to negotiate a Safe Harbor Agreement with the State of
California, Department of Fish and Game that would allow owls o retumn to the
slope areas only along Tasman Drive/Centennial Boulevard and not have the City
held to the construction clearance requirements from nesting owls currently
enforced by the Department of Fish and Game.

Approved:

Jennifel Sparacine

Assistant City Manager City Manager

REG/ss

Aftachmeants
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DISCUSSION -

Mowing Only Ordinance

The Committee’s deliberations included the concept of a “Mowing Only" Ordinance in
the City of Santa Clara. This issue was not brought forward as a recommendation of
the Committee or staff, because of the issues outlined below.

The Committee discussed the Council adoption of an ordinance that would require

mowing of any bare land sites to encourage ow! habitat. Discing would be prohibited by

the ordinance. In 1998, the City moved to a “mowing only” policy for alf City owned

lands. For large properties not maintained by the owner, the County of Santa Clara will

first survey for owl nests, mow 250 feet around a nest if one is present, and disc the

~ remainder of the site. Smaller sites are typically mowed. A private property owner who
controls weeds on his/her property can currently select any available method for weed

abatement.

Staff recommends against any change o the current weed control practices. There are
very few large, bare land lots left in Santa Clara. Those owned by the City are already
mowed. Many of the remaining bare land parcels are owned by the State (Agnews and

Mission College) and, therefore, these owners would be exempt from the adoption of a
City ordinance requiring mowing only.

Safe Harbor Agreement
Under the existing Burrowing Owl Mitigation Agreement with the State of California,

Department of Fish and Game, the City has the right to passively relocate owls from the
103 acres of City-owned development property, defined in the North Bayshore EIR, in
perpetuity or until the Agreement is superceded by case law or higher government
authority. Given that the majority of the property contained in the North Bayshore's EIR
is intended for long-term ground leasing with terms typically ranging from 55 to 99
years, it has been the City’s intent to discourage owl habitation in these areas. The
primary method used in discouraging owls to nestin a particular area is o control
ground squirrel populations and resultant squirrel holes.

Under the Safe Harbor Agreement the City would seek to “not discourage” owls from
returning to selected areas of certain development sites, particularly the slope areas in
the four project site area of Tasman Drive and Centennial Boulevard containing the
Soccer Park, proposed hotel site and the proposed mixed use site. if owls return to the
undeveloped portion of these sites (the slope areas along Tasman-Exhibit 1) the
Agreement would theoretically allow the City to protect the nesting area and continue
construction/renovation with a dispensation from the 250 foot clearance rule (February
through September), and the 150 foot clearance rule (October through January).
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Three of the four sites appear prime for fuiure ground leasing to the private
developmeni market. The fourth site isthe City managed youth Soccer Park. While a
Safe Harbor Agreement would not have to be recorded on the title of any of these
properties, the ramifications of the Agreement would definitely have to be disclosed to a
potential lessee. Staff believes that this Agreement will “cloud” the typical property
rignts inherent in a.ground lease and negatively effect the economic retum from the

lease,

Additionally, if the burrowing owl is ever listed as an endangered species, the
Agreement would be superceded by Federal law and existing development and site use

could be negatively impacted.
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Exhibitx,
™~
Burrowing Owl Habitat Committee
List of Potential Pocket Habitat Locations

Level 1: City-owned land

Level 2: Privately owned land within the City

Level 3: Land adjacent to the City

Level 4: Land owned by any other local entity

Vegtn. S“.ltal.ﬂe as Recommended:
) Habitat:
Vegetation | Mgmt
Parcel' Level | Acres | Location Description Needed Needed | Nest | Forage | Committee | Staff
Closed landfill/BMX 1 17 | Top of landfill Yes Yes Yes | Yes Yes Yes
New golf course holes | 7 | East & south slopes Yes Yes Yes | Yes Yes Yes
SJ/SC Treatment Plant 3 20.5 | Ruderal/non-native grassland | Exisling Yes Yes | Yes Yes Yes
Total Acreage:  44.5 4
Mission College” | 4 | 1.7]Southeast comer of campus Existing Yes | Yes | Yes N/A N/A J
Open Space Park 1 4.8 | South corner Yes Yes No | Yes No No
Centennial/Tasman® 1 2 Slopes on four corners of Yes Yes Yes | Yes No No
Tasman at Centennial
Benicia Property” 1 100 | Not defined Existing Yes Yes | Yes No No
Our Lady of Peace Church 2 2| SW comer Yes Yes Yes | Yes No No
Radar station 3.4 23.7 | Area surrounding radar array | Existing Yes Yes | Yes No No
‘ Between San Tomas Creek & e Yes No | Yes No No

Hetch-Hetchy ROW 4 7.7 Lick Mill Blvd. Existing

' Parccl list does not inchide City-purchased owl mitigation lands lotaling 58,5 acres
* Covered under existing owl habitat management plan (7 year sunset)

* 1f “Safe Harbor” agreement approved by Council, it could apply to this parcel
* Additional costs would be incurred in order to use this property as it was paid for by the City’s Electric Ulility

WADMINmgrdataBICTYMNGRS\LIAISON COMMITTEES\Burrowing Owl Habitat Committee\Parcel list.doc

W LT B TR



Exhibit C

/ ’ INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
City of Santa Clara , EX AEa BT M
~ -
DATE: February 28, 2000 -
TO: Jermifer Sparacino, City Manager

Ron Garratt, Assistant City Manager
FROM:  Pam Mormison Senior Staff Aide

SUBJECT: Cost Estimates for Establishing Burrowing Owl Habitat at the Closed
' LandfIVBMX Track Site

Attached is a updated breakdown of the estimated costs associated with establishing burrowing
owl habiiat at the closed landfill/BMX track site. Four options are presented: the first option is
four additional acres set aside for BMX parking, the second option is 8 additional acres for BMX
parking, the third option is no sdditional BMX parking. The fourth option reconfigures the 12
acres allowed to PAL in order to maximize both BMX uses and owl habitat.

All options inciude fencing to kesp cars away from the landfill gas piping system, thereby
alleviating any safety concerns. The fence will also serve to prevent unauthorized entry into the
area set aside for habitat. Additional rules or guidelines for parking on the BMX site are
unmecessary, as the lease between PAL and the City clearly specifies all requirements that must

. be met in order for the site to be used for parking.
/ _

* Fencing costs for Options 1 and 2 have been modified from the previous estimates, as the
existing perimeter fencing was not taken into consideration. Option 1 calls for 1600 linear feet
of fencing, and Option 2 requires 1900 linear feet of fencing. Option 3, which calls for no change
to the existing PAL-leased land, requires 1150 linear feet. Option 4 will require the greatest
amount of additional fencing, 3100 linear feet, in order to reconfigure the PAL-leased land and

allow the southwest slopes 1o be used for habitat.

Pam Morrison

Senior Staff Aide

Aftachment

i
—
INCTYMNGRS\LIAISON COMMITTEES\Burrowing Owt Habitat Cammmities\BMX cost analysis narrative updats.doc



Cost Estimates for Establishing/Maintaining

Burrowing Owl Habitat near BMX Track
City of Santa Clara

EXHEBIT C

Consiruciion Cosis:

Option 1
4 acres parking
12.9 acres habitat

Oplion 2
8 acres parking
5.9 acres habital

Option 3
No change to BMX
16.9 acres hahital

Opfion 4
Reconfigure BMX
16.9 acres habitat

Fencing:
Fencing (515 per Enear fool) $24,000 $28,500 $17,250 $46,500
Gatas {$600 per palr) %$1,200 $1,200 $1,200 $1,200
Total Fencing: $25 200 $29.700 £18,450 47,700
Revegelation:
Mydroseeding (51500 per acre) $19,350 $13,350 $25,350 $25,350
Fotal Revegetation: $19,350 $13,350 $28,350 $25,350
Agrtificial burrows:
welded-wire mash $50 $50 $50 $50
PVC pipe $15 $15 $15 $15
12 polycarbonate valve boxes $207 $207 8207 5207 o
dirt (}6 per yard) $240 $240 $240 $240
dirt hauling $560 $560 F560 560
tracior work $400 $400 $400 $400
vegetation management $200 $200 $200 $200
instafiation {18 man hours) $1,280 51,280 $1,280 1,280
Total artifictal burrows: £2,952 $2,952 $2,952 $2,952
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS: $47,502 $46,002 $46,752 $76,002
Annual Maintenance Gosis: Option 1 Oplion 2 Option 3 Option 4
Burrow maintenance:
Burrow averhaul/monitoring (36 man hours) $3,420 $3,420 $3,420 53,420
Total burrow mainlenance: $3,420 $3,420 $3,420 $3,420
Vegetation Management:
Mowing 2x per year at $90 per acre $2,322 51,602 $3,042 $3,042
Total vegetation management: $2,322 $1,602 $3,042 $3,042
TOTAL ANNUAL MAINTENANCE CDSTS:I $5,742 45,022 $6,462 $6,462
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=% SPARACING . 1500 WARBURTON AVE.
y MAMAGER SANTA CLARA, CA 25330
; (408} 615-2210
FAX (408) 2416771

ar. Del Borgsdorf, City Manager
ity of San Jose
101 North First Street
jan Jose, CA §5110-17C4
Qe .

Sl
Jear Mr. Borgsdorf:

4 member of my City Council has informed me that you will soon be recommending 2 proposed _
) lementation Plan 10 the San Jose City Council.

3urrowing Owl Hebitat Conservation STategy and [mpieme 1o tae & Y -
Santa Clara has been actively reviewing burrowing owl habitat oppoTtumues within both the City and

the region for the past two years.

As part of our review, the City’s purrowing 0wl habitat consuiiant Bas identified what we believe to be

viahle habitat acreage on the Water Pollution Control Plant (WPCP) 1ands. In early 1999, Santa Clara
= . - e A : 2 aneeecsidly
imet with members of your staff to explore possibie habitat opportunities. San J 058 successfully
d development 11 North San

crsated owl habirat o WPCP lands in 1998 &s part of 3 Com’s propose

Jose.

Sanra Clara, as a 19% owner of the plant, would like to actively pursue additional owl habitat
opporfunities on Treatment Plart lands. We would be very willing t© facilitate discussion between OUr
cities in pursuit of this ooal, We believe shese are excellent sites to consider Tor future owl hapitation.

A one fifth / four fifths dedication of selected WPCP facility {and as burrowing owl habitat, would
strongly support recional cooperation o1 this issue and may encourage other cities 10 partner in seeking

habitat opportunities.

1 would be pleased t0 meet with you o1 Yo staff at your convenience in order to pursue the _fur‘mer
408) §15-2210 if you have any questions.

exploration of habitat opportun_ities. Please call me &t {

Sincerely,
vt (p e

(_Jennifer Sparacin0
City Manager

cc: Mayor and CIty Council
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CAPITAL OF SILICON VALLEY CITY MANAGER
» March 9, 2000
RECEIVED
Ms. Jennifer Sg}araéine : WMAR 1 4 2006
City Manager : . Offica of ibe City Manager
City of Santa Clara Ety of Santa Lo
1500 Warburton Avenue

Santa Clarz, California 95050

&
Dear Ms%ggg;asino:

Thank you for your letter of February 29, 2000, regarding burrowing owl habitat opportunities
on San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pothution Control Plant (WPCP) tand.

The City is preparing a Burrowing Owi Habitat Conservation Strategy and Implementation Plan.
“WPCP land and other land within the City is under consideration in the plan.

The WPCP is preparing an update to the WPCP Land Use Policy. The principles guiding this
update mmclude:

Support of NPDES permit compliance.
Support of WPCP operaticns.

Demrride £E ~4ant wrater ,""’.P?f(’?h’
TS Capaiity

Protect sensitive habitat and species.
Provide consistency with other planning efforts; ¢.g., General Plan, Alviso Master Plan,
Watershed Management Initiative, Bay Trail Planning,

LA ..IJA S,s) [T )

Burrowing owl habitat and related habitat issues are complicaied and time consuming; however,
I believe there is opportunity for our cities to explors burrewing owl mitigation issues. I have
asked Carl Mosher, Director of Environmental Services to be the {ead from the City of 5an Jose.
He will be assisted by representatives of our Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
Department. [ ask that you designate appropriate representatives to further this discussion. We
look forward to working together with Santa Clara on this 1ssue.

Sincerely,
N

Del D. Borgsdort
City Manager

§01 ™ Simst 5o Fum. 436 San Jose, CA 93UID  ge (408) 2TT7-5777  Jfax (#08) TTT-3131  web wwWwW C13ATI-1G3E.CALS
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Suggested Management Practices
- for .
: _ Burrowing Owl Habitats and Mitigation Sites
, . -

Much of Burrowing Owl management is passive in nature. Avoiding certain activities such
as invasive alteration,to the landscape, OT US© of herbicides or insecticides, therefore contributes to
good Burrowing Owl management. Any activity that degrades the ecological health of the site,
that affects the abundance of insects and small mammals upon which Burrowing Owls prey, or
that diminishes the quantity of habitat should be avoided. These activities may include disking for
weed conirol, use of insecticides, rodenticides, and pesticides, presence of free running pet and
feral dogs and cats, and excessive human disturbance.

Commensals (Associated Species):

Cazlifornia ground squirrels (Spermophilus beecheyi) create habitat for Burrowing Owls by
from predators, and shelter in the non-nesting

providing burrows used for nesting habitat, escape

season. Also, ground squirrels conirol vegetation height in the short, cropped condition that
Burrowing Owls require. Ground squirrels are thus an essertial part of Burrowing Owl habitat;
or habitats managed for Burrowing Owls should also be managed for the

mitigation sites and othe
preservation of self-sustaining ground squirrel populations. Ground squirrels may be unable to

colonize areas with tall dense vegetation. Mowing may be required initially (and periodically)

until ground squirrels become estzblished.

Vegetation Height:
‘When vegeration height exceeds 5.7 and in areas without livestock or native herbivores, vegetation
“height must be controlled If habitats are to provide benefit to Burrowing Owls. In arsas that lack
herbivores, mowing may be used to control vegetation height to below 3," Disking as a means to
this destroys burrows, and

control vegetation height, or to control wesds must not be used, as
seriously damages the ecological integrity of the habitat. This is because plant succession is
sltered in favor of imvasive, weedy Species; and insect and small mammal communities upon
which Burrowing Owls prey are damaged or disrupted. Grazing by livestock is perfectly
compatible with management for Burrowing Owls, provided that ground squirrels are not

eradicated as part of a grazing program.

Huabitats:
Because high burrow availability is desirabie, burrowing mammals should be gncouraged on

mitigation sites. Although artificial burrows can be used as a research tool, to attract owls to an
area, or in limited instances to provide habitats to sapport owls on a site, the uitimate aim should
be to estzblish self-sustaining population of ground squirrels instead of relying on artificial

burrows.

Plant Associations:
Trees should not be planted or encouraged 0 areas managed for Burrowing Owls, as trees harbor

predators of Burrowing Owls, but provide Lo direct benefit. Sod-forming grasses, as typically

fornd in lawn areas, are also unsuited for use in Burrowing Owl habitats.

) 1



Human Activity:

Burrowing Owls are extremely human tolerant and are behaviorally very plastic i regard to
adapting to a varisty of anthropogenic influences. These owls readily adopt burrows on human

“tered open spaces, such as some Airports, golf courses, and military lands. Burrowing Owls may
.10 occupy arzas-adjacent o unimproved and irnproved roads, and 2 modest volume of vehicle
traffic does not significantly impact behaviors or repFoductive success. In the South San Francisco
Bay region, Burrowing Owls nest and overwinier in highly human-impacted environments, and
can habituate to (become accustomed to) most Types of humen activity if habitats remain in a
suitable condition.

Habituation to hurman activity is more likely when these activities are confined to certain,
predictable areas (e.g., sidewalks or pathways). Occasional visits within Burrowing Owl habitats,
likewise, present short-duration disturbancss, and pese no long-term problem. Repeated intrusion
into Burrowing Owl habitats, however, can cause desertion from the site, abandonment of nests, or
can cause nest inattentiveness that puts nestlings at risk. '

Human Disturbance and Raptor Ecology:

Becduss nesting raptors are generally less tolerant of human disturbance than those in the non-
nesting season, and because failure to nest is an important factor limiting raptor populations,
human activiry in proximity to breeding raptors can have detrimental population-level impacts.
Human disturbance can cause raptors to flush from nests and cease incubation. Disturbance to
raptors brooding newly hatched young can cause nestling mortality from heat stress, and nuissed
feedings can put nestlings ar greater risk of mortality from thermal siress. Disturbed raptors that do
not abandon their nests in response may, however, fledge significantly fewer young, or none at all.
‘Some nesting raptors become sensirized, rather than habituated, to repeated human disturbance,
fesponding at decreased levels of disturbance over time.

Surnmary:
s ground squirrels and livestock grazing should be maintained or encouraged.
s mowing should be used to maintain vegetation at or below 5",

s human activity shouid be minimmized, especially during critical periods (e.g., mid April through
mid July), and confined to limited; predictable areas.

» free-running and feral dogs and cats should be controlied.

s disking, chemicals {e.g., pesticides, imeecticides, rodenticides), and landscape plantings should

be avoided.
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Zssistant City Manager

City of Santa Clare

1500 Warburton Avenue

Santa Clara, California 35050

Dear Mr. Garratt:

Department of Fish and Game persoanal have reviewed your
letter of January 9, QQOO,rQQuesting clarification on several
issues related toc the city's effort to develop & management
strategy for secondary purrowing owl habitat within city limits.
The guestions you raised can be summarized as follows:

1. How were the current standards for evoidance of owl
burrows developed, and what is their legal basis?

-

1
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2. Would the Department be willing tbgprovide

zs
the presence of owls on tneses ‘secondary habit

not impact Ifuture setivities on the sites?

surances t
at areas w

=t

owé.Eééomé*é?Fedéially—listed

3. Should the burrowing
species, will this'affect‘previousvagreements between the
City and the Department? ' o e

The current standards (& puffer of 165 feet from September 1
ocugh January 31, and 250 feet from. February 1 th¥ough :

st 31} were recommended by the Burrowing Owl Consortium, a

up consisting of 1ocal owl experts and agency .staff. These
- 2ndards were adopted by the Depértment in a staff report in
5 providing guidance for making recommendations for measures
o avoid or minimize dimpacts to burrowing owls. These standards
reflect the best availahle scientific informaticn available to
minimize disturbance of burrowing owls, particularly during the
vreeding season. There is no 1aw or regulation specifying these
+andards. However, Fish and Game Code Section 3503.5 prohibits
nwe destruction of nests or €ggs Or take of any birds of prey,
including burrowing owls.
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Although the existing owl habitat in the project ares will
ve developed and its loss mitigated offsite, we recognize the
potential value of maintaining the remaining open space and
suitable habitat in a condition suitable for use by burrowing
owls. We also understand that this is not likely tTo oeccur unless
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che City has some assurancs that future activitiss will not be
subject to mitigation. The Departgent 1is willing to work with
the City on an agrzement which would provide assurance that new
arsas would not be reguired if burrowing owls were to become
established on areas as & result of the City’s management
strategy. It would be bensficial for all parties to havs a set
of guidelines for activities 1n secondary habitat or other areas
within the City which would be enhanced for owls, in order to
2void unnecessary impacts to the owls, bearing in mind that the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Fish and Game Code prohibit
destruction of active nests cor nestlings. We would be happy to
work with you to reach an zgreement that would provide thes
assurance the City reguirss while protecting the owls.

If burrowing owlis were to Dbe Federally-listed as threatened
or endangered, & separats authorization by the U. 8. Fish and
Wildlife Service would be reguirsd. Federsl listing of the
burrowing cwlis would reguire that the U. S. Fish and Wildlife
Service be contacted regarding any activities affecting the owl.
An zgreement betwesen the Department and the City.would not
provide “tzke™ coverzge to the Clty 1f the species werse Federally
-listed.

We aprors e City's efforts to provide for the
ccontinued pre purrowing owls within city limits, and our
stsif is eval work with yvou toward a successful outcome.
If vou have =z icns regarding our COmMmMEnRTE, please contact
Jezannins De cizte Wildlife Biologist, &t {(E31) 429-9Z32;
or Carl Wil onmentzl Program Manager, =t {(707) 944-3525.

Sincerely
2 ,
1ﬁﬂ,5r1“n HQﬁLeL
Regional Manager
Central Ceast Region
cc: Mr. Wayne White, Field Super rviso
7. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Sacramento, Califcrnia
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Commander, addressed the Council on behalf of the VFEW. The
Council then recessed to the entryway of the City Hall Council
Chambers for the unveiling of the plague. [Fila: Planning and
Inspection Department Miscellaneous]

The Council reconvened at 7:29 p.m.

Algso as a Special ‘Order of Business, the Council proceeded
with the presentation by the Sister Cities Association and the
International Exchange Commission on the recent delegation trip
to Coimbra, Portugal. Jim Mathre, Chair of the International
Exchange Commission; introduced Commissioners Beatrice Costa,
Rogita Deluca, Christina Francisco, Stephanie Martin-Young, and
Steve Lee. ~John Figueira and Vonna @issler, representatives of
the Sister €ities- A®sociation, showed overhead. slides of the
delegationg’ visit to Portugal and introduced the students and

chaperones Who-.made up the delegation. They presented gifts of
pottery made in- Coimbra. to.: the -City, 'the Sister Cities
Asgéciation and Wil_cax“High. School. [File: Sister Cities]

Also as a Special Oorder of Business, the Council proceeded
with the review of the recommendations contained in the Final
Report of the Burrowing owl Habitat Committee regarding burrowing
owl habitats within the city. The €ity Manager reviewed the
Assistant - City Manager’s report {4/28/00) and the formation and
purpose of the Committee. The Assistant City Manager showed
overhead slides of the potential pocket habitats within and
outside the City totaling 103 acres. A Councik discussion
followed. The Chief of Police addressed the Council with
concerns regarding the effect of owl habitat at the PAL gite.

.

MOTION was made by McLemore,. seconded and unanimously carried,

that the Council approve the following recommendations: staff
Recommendations: 1)} Direct . -the @ity - Managexr - to seek the
development and maintenance of 44.5 acres of burrowing owl
habitat in some combination on the following three sites: the

closed Lafayette landfill adjacent to the PAl./BMX Track, two of
rhe four slopes of the relocated golf holes and at the San
Jose/Santa Clara Water poliution Ceontrol Plant; 2) Direct the
city Manager EO work with the ~€ity: of =~ San Jose in the
identification and development of burrowing owl habitat land at
the San Jose/Santa Clara Wwater Pollution Control Plant; 3) Direct
the City Manager tc adopt and implement Best Management Practices
for the long-term maintenance of City-owned designated habitat;
4) Direét the City Manager to communicate the status .0f the
City's efforts in the area of burrowing owl habitat management
through use of the City's web site, the City newspaper, the
city’s Cable Channel 15, and Misgion City SCENES; 5) Direct the
Ccity Manager to work with  the Police Activities League to ecreate
an amendment to the existing BMX Track lease to redefine the land
area included in the lease with the land area remaining at #12
acres; 6) Direct the City Manager ~ to use appropriated
Redevelopment Agency funds (939—9011—803(%9048), not to exceed
90,000, for the development of burrowing owl habitat on the

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - Mav 2. 2060
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voluntary 44.5 acrss and added Committee recommendations:
73 Dirvact the City Mapager to perform an annual suyvey of
burrowing owls in the gensral area of the golf courssa and
adjacent Citv-ownad propertiss; 8) Dirsct the Clity Manager Lo
raquest that the City/Mission College Liaison Commitiss nlace an
annual item on their meeting agenda to have the Collegse provids
the Liaison Commpittse with an update of facilitiss devaelopmant on
the campus and the offact of development on the College’'s
burrowing owl population; and %) Direct the City Manager GLo
negotiate a Safe Harbor Agrsement with the Stats of California,
Department of Fiszh and Game that would allow owls to return to
the slope areas only along Tagman Drive/Centennial Boulevard and
not have the City held to the construction clezarancs requirements
from nesting owls currently =nforced by the Department of Fish

and Gams. [Files: Burrowing Owl Habitat Committee Final Raport]

Alsc as a Special Order of Business, the Council proceaded
with the Budget Studyv Ssssion for Review of Sslected Sisnificant
Projects in the City’'s Proposed 2000-81 Capital Iwprovement

Budoet. The City Manager introduced the item and gave a broad
overview of the proposad Capital Improvement Budget totaling
$54.20 million. The Dirsctor of Public Works/City Eaginssy
reviewad and showed overhead slides of the Council Chambers
Remodel Project. The Fire Chief reviewad the Defibrillators at
City Facilities Proijeck. The Director of Planning and Inspection
reviewad the following projects: Sesquicentennial Celebhration
and Berryessa Adobe Restoration. The Director of Ppublic
Works/City Bangineer reviewed the following projects: Jamlson-
Brown House Restoration and the Parking Lot Extensicon ar rhae
Great America Train  Station. The Director of Parks and

Recreation reviewed the Youth Bocoer Park Projeck. The Assistant
City Manager reviewed the Regional Animal Shelter Projechk.
[File: Budget Study Session May 2, 2000]

MOTION was made by Gillmor, seconded and unanimously
carrisd, that, per the Diractor of Water and Sewer Utilities
14725700 and 4/256/60), Director of Blectric Uoilicy {(4/27/7000.
and Assistant Director of Water Utility {(4/25/00). the Council
approve the use of ity fowrees for the installation of facilitias
at 642 Salberg Avenue (BSolar Utility); 2403 Walsh Avenue and 3310
Victor Court (Electric) and 2201 Lafayette Street, 3350-3370
Thomas Road and 500 El Camino Real (Water). [File: Cibty Foroass]

MOTION was mads In Giillmor, gacondad and  unanimously
carriad, that, per the Director of £ Cs  and Automotiliwva
Ssrvices (4/25/04}), the Council set Juns 20, 2000, for s
hearing regarding the adoption of a Rasolubtion amandingy the rabes
chargsd Zfox the c¢pllscition and dispeosal of garbags
residoncial, commercial asnd imstitubional zoned aveas
asthorize the City Clerk to publish ths nobkice of rhe hesred
IPile: Street Department Hissellanesus]

CITY COUNCEH MINUTES - May 2, 2600
Pagse 3







	Appendix 4.1 Comment Attachments
	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page



