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PRELIMINARY HTM ZONE MAPPING CRITERIA

BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE

The MSHCP Funding and Implementation Subcommittee is in the process of
evaluating a variety of implementation tools for the MSHCP.  One of those
implementation tools is the Habitat Transaction Method (HTM).  The subcommittee has
determined that, in order to continue to evaluate HTM as an implementation tool, it is
necessary to have a map depicting zones that might ultimately be used to implement the
HTM method within the MSHCP study area.  The map being prepared at this time is
considered to be a “first cut” of the ultimate HTM map and will be used for purposes of
further evaluation of HTM as an MSHCP implementation tool.  As the HTM process
continues to be evaluated, it is anticipated that this preliminary zone map will continue
to be refined.

The purpose of the map prepared as part of the current mapping exercise is to
provide information to the MSHCP Advisory Committee to explain how the basic HTM
incentive program will be formulated.  Preliminary zone mapping is a starting point for
creating incentives for the reserve system.

Information developed by the MSHCP consultant in conjunction with the Wildlife
Agencies and the stakeholders has been used in the development of the preliminary HTM
zones map.  This includes the rough acreage estimates and conceptual conservation
scenario developed as part of the August 9 MSHCP “Draft Proposal,” Wildlife Agencies
comments on the “Draft Proposal,” and the conservation analysis units (CAUs) developed
by the MSHCP consultant during the MSHCP Subarea Working Groups in February and
March 2000.  These efforts form the initial basis of the HTM zones identified on the
preliminary HTM map.  

The County and the MSHCP consultant also worked closely with the Wildlife
Agencies and the County’s HTM consultant in preparation of the preliminary HTM map.
In particular, the HTM consultant assisted in identifying the various HTM tools that may
be used to implement the HTM process and achieve the overall conservation goals of the
MSHCP.  The HTM tools include the HTM zones depicted on the preliminary HTM
zones map as well as a variety of other tools described in the attached Memorandum from
Todd Olson.
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The focus of the zone designations on the preliminary HTM zones map is on the
particular species and habitats for which the zone map designation is the primary HTM
tool for achieving MSHCP conservation goals (e.g., listed species within nodes and
linkages).  On the other hand, the preliminary HTM zones map does not focus as much
on those species and habitats for which other, less spatially explicit, HTM tools may be a
key element in achieving MSHCP conservation goals (e.g., narrow endemics).

It should be noted that the preliminary HTM zones map provides a rough
depiction of areas that may be conserved under the MSHCP.  Once the areas to be
conserved have been identified, along with the proposed methods of conservation, a
conservation analysis will be completed using the generalized approach described in the
November 9, 1999 document distributed to the MSHCP Advisory Committee.

CRITERIA FOR THE PRELIMINARY HTM ZONES MAP

Based on the discussion above, and in consultation with the County’s HTM
consultant, the criteria below were used to develop the preliminary HTM zones map.  As
noted above, the preliminary HTM zones map focuses on those species and habitats for
which the zones are the primary HTM conservation tool.  For other species and habitats,
other HTM tools will be described in more detail as evaluation of the HTM process for the
MSHCP proceeds.

It should be noted that the HTM zones shown on the preliminary HTM zones
map include areas that are anticipated to be conserved under all of the funding sources
available to implement the MSHCP.  This includes federal, state and local funding.  It
should also be noted that the preliminary HTM zones map depicts HTM zones over the
existing developed, disturbed category as depicted on the MSHCP vegetation map.  These
areas would be excluded from the acreage calculations consistent with the August 9, 1999
“Draft Proposal” for the MSHCP.

1. The HTM zones will be defined outside of existing reserves.  Existing reserves will
be shown separately on the preliminary HTM zones map.  It should be noted that
existing conservation banks are not assumed to be included within existing reserves
and are included within HTM zones.
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2. Zones 1, 2 and 3 combined are generally defined by the locations and acreages
described as the conceptual conservation scenario in the August 9, 1999 “Draft
Proposal” for the MSHCP, and incorporating September 9, 1999 comments from
the Wildlife Agencies.  Zones 1 and 2 are generally defined by important nodes and
linkages within the conceptual conservation scenario as described in Items 4, 5, 6
and 7 below.  Zone 3 encompasses those areas within the conceptual conservation
scenario for which it is anticipated that levels of conservation less than 70% may
be sufficient to accomplish MSHCP conservation goals.

While not shown on the preliminary HTM zones map, it is recommended that the
areas included within the water course overlay currently being developed as part of
the General Plan Update, also be included within Zone 3.  Including these areas
within Zone 3 would contribute to conservation of certain unmapped connections
described in the March 9, 1999 Technical Memorandum.

3. Zone 4 is defined in this preliminary HTM zones map as a generalized edge
extending 1,000 feet from the boundaries of Zones 2 and 3.  The criteria and
locations for Zone 4 will likely be refined as the HTM mapping process proceeds.

4. Important nodes and linkages within the locations and acreages described as the
conceptual conservation scenario in the August 9, 1999 “Draft Proposal” are
included within Zones 1 and 2 on the preliminary HTM zones map.  Criteria for
definition of the nodes and linkages are presented in Items 5, 6 and 7 below.

5. Riparian linkages were first defined by those generally described and named in the
August 9, 1999 “Draft Proposal” as desirable for conservation.  The following
general goals were defined for the riparian linkages:

! Conserve riparian habitats and species
! Conserve adjacent upland habitat
! Provide for connectivity for riparian and non-riparian species; including

wildlife movement.

To define the riparian linkage areas desirable for conservation in the August 9, 1999
“Draft Proposal,” the existing MSHCP vegetation mapping, species occurrence data
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and water course mapping were used to identify the general locations of the
riparian areas.  A one kilometer area around the water course was generally
circumscribed to roughly depict the area desirable for conservation.  The one
kilometer distance was chosen to accommodate the needs of species with riparian
and adjacent upland life cycle requirements.  For example, literature and anecdotal
observations indicate that arroyo toads estivate in upland areas up to one kilometer
away from riparian drainages.  For larger drainage courses such as the Santa Ana
River and the San Jacinto River, up to two kilometers were circumscribed around
the water course.  These criteria will need to be refined as the MSHCP planning
process proceeds.

Within the initially circumscribed areas, the developed, disturbed category as
identified on the MSHCP vegetation map were excluded from the riparian linkages,
consistent with the assumptions in the August 9, 1999 “Draft Proposal.”  Likewise,
as described in the August 9 document, it is anticipated that 75% of the agriculture
areas, as defined by the vegetation map, would not be available for conservation
within the riparian linkages.  

For purposes of the preliminary HTM zones map, the process described above was
used to define the combined Zones 1 and 2 area.  The breakout for Zones 1 and 2
was based on the following:

! Extant riparian (floodplain) habitat, with known listed species occurrences,
was included within Zone 1.

! Adjacent upland habitat within the boundary of the circumscribed area was
included within Zone 2.

It is recognized that a wide variety of riparian areas are present in the MSHCP
study area in addition to the riparian linkages shown on the preliminary HTM
zones map.  As described under Item 3 above, it is anticipated that these areas will
be defined in the water course overlay incorporated in the General Plan update.

It should also be noted that refined mapping of riparian areas is being developed by
UCR.  Review of these data will likely result in identification of additional riparian
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linkages within Zone 1.  Zone 1 and Zone 2 breakouts in these areas will continue
to be defined and refined as these data are evaluated.

6. Upland linkages were first defined by those generally described and named in the
August 9, 1999 “Draft Proposal” as desirable for conservation.  The primary goal of
the upland linkages is to provide connectivity, as well as live-in habitat, for animal
and plant populations.

The generalized boundaries of the upland linkages were determined based on the
MSHCP vegetation map, current MSHCP species occurrence data, and coastal sage
scrub habitat quality mapping previously completed by KTU+A/PSBS.  (The
KTU+A/PSBS coastal sage scrub habitat quality mapping was based on the
MSHCP vegetation map currently being used for MSHCP planning.)  Using these
data, patches of high quality, sensitive upland habitat (primarily coastal sage scrub)
were selected, and then contiguous natural habitats were circumscribed to connect
the sensitive habitat patches.  In general, the upland linkages are located within
areas constrained by the presence of existing development or disturbance and the
widths of the linkages were defined by those existing constraints.

For purposes of the preliminary HTM zones map, the process described above was
used to define the combined Zones 1 and 2 area for the upland linkages.  The
breakout for Zones 1 and 2 was based on the following:

! Zone 1 was defined using remaining sensitive habitat patches within the
constrained linkages.

! Zone 2 was defined using the intervening habitat between the identified
habitat patches in the constrained linkages.

7. Nodes were first defined by those generally described and named in the August 9,
1999 “Draft Proposal” as desirable for conservation.  Nodes include the new core
areas identified in the August 9 document as well as other important habitat block
locations.  The primary goal of the nodes is to capture known populations of listed
species that are not already conserved within existing reserves within biologically
robust habitat blocks.  The nodes are not intended to provide for conservation of
narrow endemic species.  Other HTM tools can be used to achieve conservation
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objectives for these species.  The identified nodes were included within Zone 1.
The boundaries of the nodes were defined by the vegetation mapping, species
occurrence data and best current knowledge of the habitat blocks and
configuration necessary for persistence of the particular species under
consideration.

8. Zone 1 boundaries were not defined for narrow endemic animals (fairy shrimp and
Delhi fly) since the current level of mapping makes it difficult to define site-specific
locations for these species.  Generalized habitat boundaries for these species were
included within Zone 2 on the preliminary HTM zones map.  It is anticipated that
other HTM tools can be used to achieve MSHCP conservation objectives for these
species.

9. Conservation of plants, lower-sensitivity species, and wide-ranging species were
primarily considered in the overall conservation scenario that emerged through
definition of Zones 1, 2, 3 and 4.  It was the intent in the definition of these zones
to create an up to 510,000-acre reserve consistent with the parameters described in
the August 9, 1999 “Draft Proposal.”  If the preliminary HTM zones map is
consistent with the overall reserve design described in the August 9 proposal, it
should be effective in capturing the up to 164 species identified in the August 9
document.  The detailed conservation analysis to be undertaken once the MSHCP
alternatives have been more clearly defined is the method that will be used to
document the extent to which the overall reserve design achieves that objective.
















