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 CHECKLIST for UNMAPPED Projects Subject to TAC Review  
 
 
Date:   February 8, 2010     Completed by:  Amy Augustine, AICP 
 
Project Title: Tracy 580 Business Park  
 
Index Zone:   Central/Southwest Transition Zone 
 
Project Description:   Tracy 580 Business Park.  746.3± acres located northwest of the 
intersection of Interstate 580 (I-580) and Corral Hollow Road.  Bordered to the northeast by 
the California Aqueduct, to the northwest by the Western Pacific RR and to the southwest by 
I-580 (Figure A).   Offsite improvements (storm water detention basins, water tank, access 
roads, effluent storage) are anticipated on proposed preserve acreage (unmapped) totaling 
22.55± acres (estimated minimum) – Figure B1, Figure B2 and Figure C, and on mapped, 
off-site non-preserve acreage totaling 90± acres (Figure D) as described in the following. 
 
Species:   
SJMSCP Covered Species Status (Fed/State/Other) Comments/Presence/Absence
San Joaquin kit fox 
Vulpes macrotis mutica 

Endangered, Threatened Corridor within BP boundaries 
(Figure K) 
 

Western burrowing owl 
Athene cunicularia hypugaea 
 

--, SSC,  MBTA Noted as present throughout the 
project site; documented within 
proposed detention basin within 
open space (Figure J) 

CA red-legged frog 
(Rana aurora draytonii) 

Threatened, SSC BP within 1.8± mile radius 
(suitable habitat) of breeding 
pond; presence off-site; access 
road may impact off-site (Figure 
G)  

CA tiger salamander 
Abystoma californiense 

Threatened, SSC Habitat outside of BP boundaries, 
but could be impacted with off-
site improvements (Figure H) 

Western spadefoot toad 
Spea hammondii 

--, SSC BP encompasses suitable upland 
habitat for species (Figure I) 

Prairie falcon 
Falco mexicanus 

--, SSC Forages in project vicinity  

Golden eagle 
Aquila chrysaetos 

--, SSC, FPS, BGEPA Forages in project vicinity 

Northwestern pond turtle 
Clemmys marmorata 
marmorata 

--, SSC Present outside of BP boundaries 

BP:  Business Park 
BGEPA:  Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act 
MBTA:  Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
SSC:  State Species of Special Concern 
FPS:  Fully protected species 
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IA.  Business Park Impacted Acreage: 

Assessor’s Parcel 
Number 

Acreage Owner 

251-040-08 78.36 Tsakopoulos, Angelo 
251-050-09 26.85 Tsakopoulos, Angelo 
251-050-07 85.66 Tsakopoulos, Angelo 
251-060-02 129.80 Tsakopoulos, Angelo 
253-020-02 189.63 Tsakopoulos, Angelo 
253-030-08 71.04 Tsakopoulos, Angelo 
253-030-14 /a/ 148.02 Gibson Tsakopoulos LLC, et al. 
253-030-15 16.97 Tracy Parcel Three LLC 

Total/b/ 746.33  
/a/ 27.31 acres of this parcel is outside the Business Park on the southwest side of I-580 –This 

is gross acreage and includes road easements (175.33 gross acres on the parcel). 
/b/  Excludes any adjustments for 200 foot buffer corridor – see below 

 
IB.  Estimated 200 foot buffer area/corridor Open Space Disturbances within 
Business park (Figures E1, E2, E3):   
Excludes pump stations proposed within corridor 
 

Facility Acreage± of 
disturbance 

Comments 

Detention basin 
 

7.35  

Detention basin 2.3  
Storm drain channel 2.22 Identified in report 

as having temp. 
impacts; 20 ft wide 

Open channel 6.3  
Access road 1.4  

Total 19.57  
 
IA & IB Impacted Vegetation types (Figure F):   
W3 (15.3± acres) 
G    (17.7±  acres) 
C4  (701.99± acres) 
B3  (11.34± acres)   
 
Natural Land (G, W3):  33.0± acres 
Ag Habitat Land (C4): 701.99± acres 
Multi-Purpose Open Space Land (B3):  11.34± acres 
 
IA & IB Projected HCP requirements (excluding any adjustments for 200 foot corridor 
area):   
800.99± Preserve acres  
11.34± acres Multi-Purpose Fee  
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II.  Estimated Associated Project Impacts in Proposed Off-site Open Space 
Preserve Area (Figure B1, Figure B2, Figure C): 
Two stormwater detention basins, one water tank, access road to be cut out from Preserve 
Area within Unmapped Project Area.  The following excludes impacts associated with fire 
break maintenance (see footnote /b/). 
 

Acreage 
/a/ 

Facility Vegetation Species Info. 

9.1 Detention basin V11 G (6), W3 (3.1) Burrowing owl 
occurrence, depending on 
final design, possible 
upland CTS habitat and 
RLF habitat 

1.0 Detention basin V12 G, W3 (0.3) Unknown dependent on 
more detailed design 

3.0 Road G Unknown dependent on 
more detailed design 

0.75 Water tank  G Unknown dependent on 
more detailed design 

4.7 3,700 foot Diversion 
channel /c/ 

G, W3 (2.0) RLF habitat 

4.0 Electric substation 
(excludes lines) 

G Unknown dependent on 
more detailed design 

22.55    
/a/  Acreage of proposed detention basin at maximum flood area, road at maximum anticipated impact 
(1.5-3.0 acres) 
/b/  Per Draft Tracy Hills HCP, 132± acres of preserve land will be permanently or temporarily 
impacted as follows:  28.5 acres to be permanently impacted, up to 61± acres temporarily 
impacted for grading for facility construction, and an additional up to 42.5 acres for fire breaks. 
/c/  Width based on proposed channel width of 50-60 feet wide for corridor channel 
 
 
Estimated vegetation conversion: 
5.4±  acres (W3)  
17.15± acres (G) 
Natural Land:  22.55± acres 
 
II. Projected HCP requirements (based on SJMSCP Covered Projects):   
67.65± Preserve acres  
 
  
III. (Mapped) Secondary off-site effluent storage impacts (Figure D): 
Excludes roads, water, and sewer lines between project site and off-site improvements 
 

Location Acreage Vegetation Type(s) Comments 
SW1/4 Section 9, T3S, 
R5E 

90 of 141 
acres 

W3 (1 acre), C2 (45), B3 
(44)? 

To be owned and operated 
by the city on former 
Flintkote Quarry – area 
excludes connection lines 
to project site 
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III. Projected HCP requirements:   
3± Preserve acres  
89± acres Multi-Purpose Fee (pending verification of B3) 
 
 
Total Project Estimated HCP Mitigation (based on SJMSCP Covered Projects):   
871.66± acres Preserve 
100.34± acres Multi-Purpose open space fee
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Findings Not 

Applicable Undetermined No Yes Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” 

 

A.  Unmapped Land Use Projects  Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Yes  

1.  The project meets at least one of 
the following criteria: 

 The project is adjacent to 
existing city limits; or 

 The project is adjacent to 
the boundaries of defined 
communities; or 

 The project is adjacent to 
existing airport facilities; or 

 The project is within an 
area designated as Freeway 
Service Commercial; or 

 The project is an expansion 
of an existing industrial 
area in the unincorporated 
county; or 

 The project is proposed for 
annexation to a jurisdiction 
and is adjacent to existing 
city limits. 

[SJMSCP Section 8.2.1(10)] 

   X Project is adjacent to existing city limits (pursuant to annexation 
occurring after adoption of the SJMSCP). 

B. SJMSCP General Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Yes  

1.  SJMSCP Consistency.  
Coverage for the proposed project is 
consistent with the overall SJMSCP 
biological intent and conservation 

 X*   B1, B2:  Pending determination from Permitting Agencies.   
Total habitat take levels will increase for C4, G and W3 in the 
Central/Southwest Transition Zone; however, those take levels 
will be deducted from the originally permitted take levels of the 
HCP with no overall net increase in take levels under the HCP 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
program.  

2.  Coverage for the proposed 
project does not introduce 
significant new biological 
conditions into the Plan area or 
result in significant new or different 
environmental impacts or--for land 
uses which have impacts—
introduces impacts that are equal to 
or are less than those described in 
the SJMSCP as originally adopted 
[Section 8.8.3(45)]. 

 X*   

or BO (See also C1/C2).   
 
Current take levels already “used” and take limits “remaining” 
for specific species (e.g. burrowing owl, California tiger 
salamander, kit fox, and spadefoot toad) should be determined 
to establish whether additional take acreage remains for these 
species under the Plan (or if adequate take acres for specific 
species is available to meet other Plan obligations).    
 
Adequacy of the proposed 200 foot buffer corridor within the 
project boundaries should be evaluated given associated impacts 
of road crossings and infrastructure improvements proposed 
within the buffer for consistency with HCP provisions requiring 
stepping stone refugia and overall connectivity to the kit fox 
corridor. 
 
Actual project footprints for locations listed in HCP Section 
8.2.2.2 were not analyzed in the HCP or EIR/EIS.   See C1/C2 
for additional information.   

3.  Biological Opinion.  Coverage 
for the proposed project is consistent 
with the SJMSCP Biological 
Opinion. 

 X* 
(minor or major 
amendment per 
BO and 2081) 

  B3:   Expected to require minor or major amendment pending 
determination from Permitting Agencies.   
 
The Biological Opinion did not rely on the incidental take levels 
included in Table 4.2-1 of the HCP (See BO, page19, paragraph 
3).   Therefore, the exclusion of the footprint of the project site 
from the HCP would not necessarily negate the findings of the 
BO. 
 
“The analysis in this Opinion does not use the information 
provided in Table 4.2-1 of the SJMSCP, which quantifies 
incidental take of Covered Species at full build-out based on 
acreage of habitat to be converted for each species.  Section 

 6

DRAFT



 CHECKLIST for UNMAPPED Projects Subject to TAC Review  
 
 

Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
3.3.4 of the SJMSCP describes how the impacts for unmapped 
activities were derived.   Since this information could not be 
displayed in map format with spatial references, the Services’ 
analysis of habitat impact acreage is based solely on the 
SJMSCP GIS data provided for areas within the Planned Land 
Use Map boundaries.” 
 
Further, the BO does not exclude the project footprint per page 
14 of the BO “Activities not Covered by the SJMSCP.”   
 
The BO further states (page 180) that impacts associated with 
other projects, including projects within the footprint of the 
subject project, would fall under the purview of the proposed 
Permit and were considered in the Opinion in the context of 
cumulative impacts: 
    
It is expected that the majority of lawful non-Federal actions 
within San Joaquin County over the next 50 years would fall 
under the purview of the proposed Permit.   Future State, tribal, 
local, or private actions that are reasonably certain to occur in 
the action area considered in this Opinion and which would be 
considered cumulative to the proposed action, include the 
following: 
 
…3) Tracy Hills Habitat Conservation Plan, which is under 
development and has not completed the Section 10(a)(1)(B) 
permitting process. 
 
However, the BO (pg. 116, third paragraph and repeated on 
page 188, first paragraph) states that unmapped activities 
encroaching into the Transition Zone or fragmenting the kit fox 
corridor or impacting known locations of burrowing owl (BO, 
page 145) require a minor or major amendment. 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
 
Unmapped activities that encroach into or fragment the 
Southwest Zone kit fox corridor and the supporting stepping 
stone Preserves of the Transition Zone…will be considered to 
have impacts in excess of those considered in this Opinion and 
will be subject to the provisions of SJMSCP Sections 8.8.4 and 
8.8.5 for minor and major amendments. 

Unmapped activities that impact known locations of the 
burrowing owl in the Transition Zone will be considered 
significant and beyond the scope of impacts analyzed in this 
Opinion.   Unmapped activities that impact known locations of 
burrowing owls will be subject to the provisions of SJMSPC 
Sections 8.8.4 and 8.8.5 for minor and major amendments. 

The BO’s subsequent paragraphs (BO, page 117) modify the 
preceding by establishing criteria under which impacts could be 
found consistent with the BO for projects in the Transition Zone 
affecting the kit fox corridor. 
 
 ….approximately 16,700 acres of agricultural habitat will 

remain after proposed buildout, of which approximately 7,300 
acres would be preserved.  In addition to these preserves, 
“Stepping stone” preserves of 2 to 5 acres in size will be 
established at 0.5 mile intervals along the west site of the 
Delta-Mendota Canal in the Transition Zone.   These 
preserves are expected to provide refuge and dispersal habitat 
immediately along the canal and will also be designed to 
encourage safe dispersal of kit fox across Interstate 580 to the 
main corridor in the Southwest Zone. 

 
Based on the preceding, it appears that consistency with the BO 
may require a minor or major amendment with a determination 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
that project design for stepping stone preserves and dispersal 
habitat fulfill the BO requirements as stated in the preceding 
paragraph. 
 
2081 Consistency:   CDFG’s 2081 Permit specifically excludes 
coverage for Tracy Hills (2081, page 2) and activities detailed in 
SJMSCP Section 8.2.2 (2081, page 3).  Per the SJMSCP, 
Section 8.8.4 and 8.8.5, an amendment to the 2081 Permit 
would require a minor or major amendment.  

4.  Mitigation pursuant to the 
SJMSCP is appropriate for the 
impacts on the Covered Species. 
(SJMSCP 8.2.4) 

 X*   B4:   Subject to implementation of adequate design features to 
minimize or eliminate barriers to dispersal for the kit fox and 
other affected species (culverts, road crossings, detention basin 
design) in addition to standard SJMSCP measures. 

C.  SITE ASSESSMENT 
Environmental Consistency  

Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Yes  

1.  Biological impacts associated 
with the proposed project are within 
the scope of the environmental 
analyses adopted in conjunction with 
the SJMSCP.   

 X*   

2.  Incidental take associated with 
the proposed project is within the 
scope of the environmental analyses 
adopted in conjunction with the 
SJMSCP.  

 X*   

C1/C2:  The types of species and habitats impacted by the 
project were analyzed in the EIR/EIS and HCP although the 
actual project footprint was not analyzed in the EIR/EIS and 
was excluded from overall take estimates for species take and 
habitat conversion under the SJMSCP.    

The following is required prior to determining whether the 
proposed project can be found to be within the scope  of the 
original environmental analyses for the SJMSCP: 

 Clarify that total habitat take levels for C4, G and W3 
in the Central/Southwest Transition Zone shall be 
deducted from the originally permitted take levels of 
the HCP with no overall net increase in take levels 
under the HCP or BO.    This assumes that take acres 
for these habitat types remain available per the 
SJMSCP. 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
 Determine current take levels already “used” and take 

limits “remaining” for specific species (e.g. burrowing 
owl, California tiger salamander, kit fox, and spadefoot 
toad) per the SJMSCP and BO to establish whether 
additional take acreage remains for these species under 
the Plan.    

 Evaluate the adequacy of the proposed 200 foot buffer 
corridor within the project boundaries to serve as 
stepping stone refugia with consideration for road 
crossings and infrastructure improvements proposed 
within the buffer for consistency with HCP.   

 Evaluate the adequacy of dispersal habitat along the 
canal and railroad within the project boundaries and the 
ability of  kit fox to move from these refugia to the SW 
Zone primary kit fox corridor.   

D.  Incidental Take Acreage 
Limits   

Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Yes  

1.  The project acres have been 
analyzed based on habitat type (e.g., 
Natural Land, Agricultural Habitat 
Land or Multi-Purpose Open Space 
Land) and sufficient take acres 
remain for each habitat type to allow 
coverage of the proposed project as 
permitted under the SJMSCP. 

   X  

2.  Natural Lands.   The project 
will not result in exceeding 9,202 
acres of conversion of Natural Lands 
by SJMSCP Permitted Activities 
(this excludes 5,000 acres for vernal 

   X  
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
pool grasslands), or 15% of the total 
acres of open space conversion for 
SJMSCP Permitted Activities within 
any five year period, whichever is 
less.    

3.   Agricultural Habitat Lands.  
The project will not result in 
exceeding 57,635 acres of 
conversion of Agricultural Habitat 
Lands by SJMSCP Permitted 
Activities.  

   X  

4.  Vernal Pool Grasslands.  The 
project would not require coverage 
for take of SJMSCP Covered 
Species associated with conversion 
of vernal pool grasslands. 

   X  

5.  Riparian Brush Rabbit 
Potential Habitat.    The proposed 
project would not cause the 
incidental take limit, 3 total acres of 
potential riparian brush rabbit 
habitat, to be exceeded.  The 
proposed project shall meet all of the 
following criteria: 

 The project is a Permitted 
Activity excluding 
residential, commercial, 
industrial development or 
aggregate mining; and 

 The project impacts less 

   X  
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
than 0.25 acres of habitat 
on a per project basis; and 

 The project results in no 
harm, injury or harassment 
of individual brush rabbits. 

[SJMSCP 5.2.4.23 (C)] 

6.  Riparian Woodrat Potential 
Habitat.    The proposed project 
would not cause the incidental take 
limit,  3 total acres of potential 
riparian woodrat habitat to be 
exceeded.  The proposed project 
shall meet all of the following 
criteria: 

 The project is a Permitted 
Activity excluding 
residential, commercial, 
industrial development or 
aggregate mining; 

 The project impacts less 
than 0.25 acres of habitat 
on a per-project basis; and 

 The project results in no 
harm, injury or harassment 
of individual woodrats. 

[SJMSCP 5.2.4.23 (C)] 

 

   X  
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
E.  Project Coverage Not 

Applicable 
Undetermined No Yes 

1.  The project does not fall within 
one of the following categories of 
projects which are specifically 
exempted from  SJMSCP Coverage 
pursuant to SJMSCP Section 8.2.2, 
unless project coverage is otherwise 
granted by the TAC and the JPA. 

 Ag activities  except as 
provided in SJMSCP 
Section 8.2.1 

 Dredging except as 
provided in SJMSCP 
Section 8.2.1 

 Streambed alteration 
subject to CDFG review 

 Water diversion , water 
conveyance, water releases 
(SJMSCP Section 1.4.9) 

 Activities covered by a 
preexisting biological 
opinion 

 Pesticide use 

 Section 404 activities until 
coverage is obtained 
pursuant to the SJMSCP 

 Tracy Hills 

  X  E1:   The project footprint was not analyzed in the HCP or its 
associated EIR/EIS.   See preceding paragraphs. 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
 American River Water 

Resources Investigation 
Project 

 Folsom South Canal 
Connection of EBMUD 
supplemental water supply 
program 

 South County Surface 
Water Supply Program 

 Private activities federally 
authorized, funded or 
carried out by federal 
agencies and projects on 
federally-owned land 
(SJMSCP Section 2.1) 

F.  Preconstruction Survey 
(Projects with Natural Lands or 
Potential SJMSCP Covered 
Species) 

Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Yes 

 

1.  The project site includes Natural 
Lands or potential habitat for an 
SJMSCP Covered Species and a 
preconstruction survey will be 
conducted.   Or, the project site does 
not include Natural Lands or 
potential habitat for an SJMSCP 
Covered Species and a 
preconstruction survey was not 
required by the JPA. 

   X 
(W3, 
G) 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
2.   For projects requiring a 
preconstruction survey (i.e., with 
Natural Lands or with the potential 
for SJMSCP Covered Species): 

Based on the preconstruction 
surveys conducted for the proposed 
project, direct take of an SJMSCP 
Covered Species will not occur or 
incidental take minimization 
measures can be undertaken in 
compliance with the SJMSCP that 
sufficiently minimize or avoid 
impacts to the species consistent 
with the SJMSCP and Biological 
Opinion as determined by the TAC 

 X*   F2 (Species):   Determination is dependent upon final design 
and location of off-site infrastructure (e.g., detention basins, 
access roads) that have potential to result in direct take of 
burrowing owl and upland habitat for other species (e.g., CTS, 
RLF). 
 
 

G.  Corridors/Species Movement  Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Yes  

1.  San Joaquin kit fox.  The 
project does not disrupt a continuous 
corridor for the San Joaquin kit fox 
as defined in SJMSCP Section 5.5.3.  

 X*   G1:  The project borders the Pacific Western RR and is subject 
to SJMSCP Sections 5.5.3 (c) and 5.5.3 (d) requiring 
development to be situated to allow stepping stone refugia along 
canals and dispersal habitat along RR tracks west of canals and  
to allow linkages from canals and tracks to the SW Zone 
primary kit fox corridor  with maintenance of east-west 
dispersal opportunities for kit fox. 

To assist in determining adequacy of corridor, TAC should 
consider:  

 Adequacy of the proposed 200 foot buffer corridor as 
stepping stone refugia within the project boundaries 
with consideration of associated impacts of road 
crossings and infrastructure improvements proposed 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
for the project within the buffer for consistency with 
HCP.   

 Adequacy of dispersal habitat along the canal and 
railroad within the project boundaries and the ability of 
kit fox to connect from the canal and RR areas to the 
SW Zone primary kit fox corridor.   

2.  The project does not interfere 
with the - San Joaquin River 
Wildlife Corridor which 
encompasses  600 feet from the 
mean high water mark of the San 
Joaquin River, on both sides of the 
river from Stewart Tract to the 
Stanislaus/San Joaquin County line 
except as follows: 

A. For the area west of the 
river bordering Stewart 
Tract, the corridor extends 
west from the river to the 
top of the levee on the 
water side of the levee; and  
excludes Stewart Tract 

B. For the area on the east side 
of the river bordering lands 
in the Lathrop and Manteca 
planned land use areas as 
indicated on the SJMSCP 
Planned Land Use Map, 
setbacks to be determined 
based on surveys for 

   X  
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
riparian brush rabbit. 

(SJMSCP Section 5.5.2.3) 

3.   Giant Garter Snake.   The 
project will not impact land between 
the Mid-Valley GGS recovery unit 
and the San Joaquin Recovery Unit 
nor disrupt connectivity of this 
habitat.  

   X  

4.  The project does not create the 
installation of a linear barrier to 
species dispersal as defined in 
SJMSCP Section 5.5.8 (e.g., median 
barriers along a highway). 

 X*   Determination is dependent upon final design and location of 
infrastructure (e.g., detention basins, access roads, culvert 
design along roads). 
 

H.  Species Specific  Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Yes  

1. Plants.  

A.   The project will not result in the 
loss of individuation plants or 
conversion of occupied habitat for 
the large-flowered fiddleneck, 
succulent owl’s clover, Greene’s 
tuctoria, Delta button celery, 
diamond-petaled California 
poppy, showy madia, slough 
thistle, legenere, Hospital Canyon 
larkspur or Sanford’s arrowhead 
or the provisions of Section 5.5.2.1 
have been implemented and limited 
take has been authorized pursuant to 
that section and the findings 

   X 

 

Determined based on biological surveys conducted in 
conjunction with Draft Tracy Hills HCP. 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
contained in 5.5.2.1 (B) have been 
made by the TAC. 

B.  The project will not result in 
conversion of occupied habitat for 
California hibiscus,  Delta 
mudwort,  Delta tule pea, Mason’s 
lilaeoposis (BO, p. 154), Suisun 
Marsh Aster. 

2. Burrowing Owl.   

A.  The project will not result in 
exceeding 19,533 acres of 
conversion of potential and occupied 
habitat for the burrowing owl unless 
the provisions of Section 5.5.2.4 
have been met.  (SJMSCP Section 
5.5.2.4) 

B.  The project does not encompass 
known locations of burrowing 
owls.  

 X* 

 

  Burrowing owls are found within the project vicinity.  
Depending on final design and location of project infrastructure 
located within the proposed preserve area and off-site; the 
project may or may not directly impact known locations of 
burrowing owls. 

A determination of current take levels already “used” and take 
limits “remaining” for burrowing owls  per the SJMSCP and 
BO is required to establish whether additional take acreage 
remains for the species under the Plan or if cumulative impacts 
to this species may reach a level of significance.    

 

3. Giant Garter Snake.  The project 
will not result in mortality or harm 
of individuals or conversion of 
occupied habitat for the giant garter 
snake unless the provisions of 
Section 5.5.2.2 have been 
implemented and authorized 
pursuant to that Section 5.5.2.2 and 
the findings provided in that Section 
have been made by the TAC.  
Known occupied habitat for the 

   X 

 

Determined based on biological surveys conducted in 
conjunction with Draft Tracy Hills HCP. 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” Yes 

 
giant garter snake is:  that area west 
of I-5 on Terminous Tract, Shin Kee 
Tract, White Slough Wildlife 
Area/Caldoni Marsh and Rio Blanco 
Tract.   Occupied habitat is further 
defined as W2, W3, W4 and D 
habitat surrounding a documented 
finding of GGS by a qualified 
biologist, representative of one of 
the Permitting Agencies, or qualified 
individual approved by the TAC. 

4.  Ring-tailed cat.  The project will 
not result in mortality or direct harm 
to individual ring-tailed cats as 
discussed in  SJMSCP Section 
5.5.2.6. 

   X Determined based on biological surveys conducted in 
conjunction with Draft Tracy Hills HCP. 

Riparian brush rabbit.  The project 
will not result in mortality or direct 
or indirect harm to individual 
riparian brush rabbits or conversion 
of known occupied habitat as 
described in SJMSCP Section 
5.2.4.23 unless the provisions of 
SJMSCP Section 5.5.2.7 have been 
met.  

   X Determined based on biological surveys conducted in 
conjunction with Draft Tracy Hills HCP. 

Riparian woodrat.  The project will 
not result in mortality or direct or 
indirect harm to individual riparian 
woodrats or conversion of known 
occupied habitat as described in 
SJMSCP Section 5.2.4.24 unless the 

   X Determined based on biological surveys conducted in 
conjunction with Draft Tracy Hills HCP. 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Yes Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” 

 
provisions of SJMSCP Section 
5.5.2.7 have been met. 

7.  Conservancy/Longhorn Fairy 
Shrimp.  The project will not result 
in mortality or harm to individual 
conservancy and/or longhorn fairy 
shrimp.  

   X* Determined based on biological surveys conducted in 
conjunction with Draft Tracy Hills HCP. 

8.   Yellow-legged frog.   The 
project does not encompass 
occupied foothill yellow-legged frog 
habitat.  

   X* Determined based on biological surveys conducted in 
conjunction with Draft Tracy Hills HCP. 

9.  Spadefoot toad.  The project 
does not encompass occupied 
spadefoot toad habitat.  

 X*   The project identifies potential habitat for this species 
(including upland habitat within the known project boundaries). 

Depending on final design and location of project infrastructure 
located within the proposed preserve area and off-site; the 
project may or may not have additional impacts on potential 
spadefoot toad habitat. 

A determination of  total acreage conversions affecting this 
species under the HCP is required to establish whether 
additional take acreage remains for the species under the Plan 
consistent with original analyses or if cumulative impacts to this 
species may reach a level of significance.   

10.  Tricolored Blackbird.  The 
project does not increase the 
distance between tricolored 
blackbird nesting colonies and the 
closest suitable foraging habitat.  

   X Determined based on biological surveys conducted in 
conjunction with Draft Tracy Hills HCP. 

11.  Swainson’s hawk.   The project 
does not impact any of the five 

   X Determined based on biological surveys conducted in 
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Findings Not 
Applicable Undetermined No Yes Explanation for “Undetermined,” “No,” and “*” 

 
primary population centers for the 
Swainson’s hawk. 

conjunction with Draft Tracy Hills HCP. 

12.  California tiger salamander.   
The project does not encompass any 
known breeding ponds for the 
California tiger salamander. 

 X*   The project identifies potential habitat for this species outside of 
known project boundaries.  Depending on final design and 
location of project infrastructure located within the proposed 
preserve area and off-site; the project may or may not have 
additional impacts on potential habitat. 

A determination of  total acreage conversions affecting this 
species under the HCP is required to establish whether 
additional take acreage remains for the species under the Plan 
consistent with original analyses or if cumulative impacts to this 
species may reach a level of significance.    

13. Other:   

Project footprint is within 1.8± mile radius (suitable habitat) of breeding pond for red-legged frog.   In addition, access road in proposed preserve area may 
have direct impacts associated with off-site infrastructure. 

The preceding excludes discussion of the necessity for a Section 404 permit or Streambed Alteration Agreement for on-site wetlands. 

 
 
USJMSCP TAC Comments:  
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