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Implementing Connect SoCal’s 
Conservation Strategies



Connect SoCal: 
2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
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Connect SoCal Main Conservation Goal



Conservation is Embedded in Several Connect SoCal Goals



Recommended Conservation Policies and Strategies



Recommended Conservation Policies and Strategies



Conservation Next Steps
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SCAG Regional Advance Mitigation Program (RAMP)



‐

Potential SCAG RAMP Activities



Potential RAMP Partner Agencies



Questions?
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Poll Questions



Breakout Groups with Sharebacks
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Next Steps 



Thank You
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Connect SoCal & COVID-19
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Connect SoCal & COVID-19
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Connect SoCal & COVID-19
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Opportunities for Engagement



SoCal Greenprint Update



What is a Greenprint?



Why do we need a Greenprint?
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What is the SoCal Greenprint?
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What could the SoCal Greenprint do?



SoCal Greenprint Goal Statement
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Key Users 



Project Timeline
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Advisory Committee Meeting 5/20
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Ideas we have heard are important 
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Questions to Consider



Q & A



Antelope Valley RCIS Overview
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Antelope Valley RCIS Background

 Planning process began in Spring 2016

 Funded by Bechtel Foundation

 Managed by Conservation Strategy Group

 Steering Committee

 Desert and Mountains Conservation Authority (lead)

 California Energy Commission

 Caltrans

 LA Metro

 Transitions Habitat Conservancy

 The Nature Conservancy

 Conservation Strategy Group 

 Active Advisory Committee

 (30+ members)
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27 Focal Species in the AV RCIS

Plants (5) Reptiles (4) Birds (13) Mammals (5)

Alkali mariposa-lily Coast horned lizard Burrowing owl American badger

Joshua tree Desert horned lizard California condor Desert kit fox

California juniper Desert tortoise Golden eagle Mohave ground squirrel

Spreading navarretia Western pond turtle Le Conte’s thrasher Tehachapi pocket mouse

Short-joint beavertail cactus Least Bell’s vireo Mountain Lion

Loggerhead shrike

Mountain plover

Northern harrier

Prairie falcon

Willow flycatcher

Swainson’s hawk

Tricolored blackbird

Long-billed curlew



Process to Determine 
Conservation Priorities

Species Grouped by General Habitat

1. Desert species

2. Grassland/Agriculture species

3. Foothill/Riparian species

 Conservation Value Areas identified for 

each group



Determining the Conservation Targets
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How much habitat?

How much is high value?

and in cores/linkages?

How much is protected?

How much is not?

Set conservation target based

on sensitivity and risk.

In protected areas create

mitigation credit by

restoration, enhancement,

and management/monitoring.

In unprotected areas create

Mitigation credit by

acquisition or easement

and management/monitoring.

Future impacts to habitat

create need for mitigation



6

Conservation Values Map to Guide Priority Conservation Areas

Biological Values

Terrestrial Intactness 

+
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Using the RCIS:

Finding Mitigation 
for Focal Species 
(locating MCAs)

Example:
Joshua Tree
(Yucca brevifolia)



Recommended Conservation Actions to Create MCAs
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Acquire

Restore

Manage

Monitor

Using the RCIS:

Finding Mitigation 
for Focal Species 
(locating MCAs)

Example:
Joshua Tree
(Yucca brevifolia)



Criteria for Locating MCAs in the AV RCIS

Mitigation Credit Agreements should be:

 On land with:

–Willing landowners

–Presence of high conservation value and/or conservation potential

–Without foreseeable future urbanization pressure 

 In conservation priority areas

 Meet the mitigation needs and interests of the entities using the RCIS

–e.g., which focal species, and which conservation actions

 Able to support intended conservation actions for the duration of the MCA
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Potential Users of the Antelope Valley RCIS

Conservation Investments

 Desert and Mountains Conservation Authority

 Transitions Habitat Conservancy

 The Nature Conservancy

 Other conservation organizations and agencies

 Infrastructure Mitigation (through Mitigation Credit Agreement)

 Los Angeles County Public Works/Planning/Parks

 California Energy Commission/Solar Developers

 SoCal Edison

 LA Metro

 Caltrans

 Others
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Schedule to Finalize the Antelope Valley RCIS

 October 2019: Submitted to CDFW for Completeness Review

 November 2019: CDFW Letter determined RCIS is complete 

 December 13, 2019: Public Review initiated (60-day review period)

 December 23, 2019: Local jurisdictions notified in writing

–At least 60 days prior to submitting final RCIS

–Allowed minimum of 30 days to comment

 February 10, 2020: End of Public Review period

 Summer 2020: Receive CDFW adequacy comments

 Summer 2020: Address public, local jurisdiction, and CDFW comments

 Fall 2020:  Final RCIS Submitted to CDFW
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