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July 26, 2012
Ms. Kim Prillhart
Ventura County Planning Director
800 S. Victoria Avenue
Ventura, CA 93009

RE:

Comments to the Planning Director
Proposed Draft Locally Important Species List
Procedures and Criteria

VC CO LAB appreciates the opportunity to comment on the 2012 proposed draft Locally Important
Species List. Our comments reference a letter by biologist Michael Bumgardner (attached) of July
23, 2012. Mr. Bumgardner has over 20 years of consulting experience with terrestrial vertebrates,
invertebrates, and flora of North, Central, and South America; Asia; Africa; and Western Europe.
Our comments will address the following draft documents posted on the Planning Division website:
1) Procedure for Updating the Locally Important Species List, and 2) Explanation of2011-2012
Review Procedure and the application of criteria to the existing Draft Locally Important Plant and
Animal Lists.
The Procedure for Updating the Locally Important Species List describes procedures for the annual
update of the list proposing the following elements/timeline:
•
•
•
•

Recommendations can be submitted throughout the year for additions/subtractions to the list.
Annual deadline for species additions/subtractions submittal by January 31st
July draft changes circulated to biologists and the public with 30 day review in August
Staff biologist I Planning Division to review and post changes in September

The proposed schedule requires 8 months and does not account for the impact to projects that may
be unnecessarily affected by this process. Most biological assessments require a spring plant survey
which is generally performed in the months of April through July. Under the proposal, findings from
these surveys would not be acted upon for seven to ten months.
We propose that the annual deadline for species to be submitted for additions/subtractions be
changed to August 30th with the 30 day review period in October and the changes posted by the end
of each year.
In addition, we propose a separate process for projects to allow an open timeframe if initiated by a
project applicant when a species on the list is contested due to findings during a project

investigation. The original proposed time schedule would create a road block like the Land
Conservation Act (LCA)- "Williamson" Act process that can delay a project for nearly a year due to
its once-a-year timeframe. This is unnecessary and contrary to the intent of CEQA per Bumgardner
6-23-12, Page 1.
In addition, VC COLAB does not accept the conclusion of the 2011-2012 Review Procedure that
plants on the Draft Locally Important Plant List meet Criteria #1 and are declining throughout their
range. There is no evidence to support this claim with respect to any specific species. The arguments
made by the County are:
•
•

•

No evidence was found to indicate that populations of plants on the draft list are stabilizing or
increasing throughout the extent of their ranges.
Quoted studies from 2000 and 2007 reporting that vegetation in the California Floristic Province,
of which Ventura County is a part, has declined in the past and generally continues to decline
due to human activity.
Another quoted 2007 study reporting conversion of land to urban and suburban use.

In fact, none of these arguments are consistent with the criteria requiring plant taxa to be "declining
(present tense) throughout their range". As discussed by M. Bumgardner in his July 23rd letter (Page
2 Para. 2): "Failure to find evidence that a taxon is not stable or increasing is not evidence that a
taxon is declining". This is not science and we do not believe that this is what the local biologists
intended when they wrote the criteria.
In addition, the outdated 2007 studies were written with a regional view, not a species specific view,
and make an assumption that if habitat is declining then all species must be declining. Again, this is
not scientific and cannot be used to support a claim that any one species is declining throughout its
range. As discussed by M. Bumgardner in his July 23rd letter (Page 2, Para. 3), in a study of breeding
birds, his conclusion was that even though there was an overall trend of declining numbers of birds
in the study, there were still 20% of the species that were showing a positive trend. Therefore, with a
lack of updated findings and/or scientific studies for the specific taxon on the Locally Important
Species (LIS) plant list, it cannot be supported.
We believe the reason why most counties do not maintain a local species list is because it is not
within their budgets to perform the kinds of rigorous species specific studies necessary to meet
reasonable criteria and to update those studies regularly. The number of species on the draft
plant list is unsupportable. Of the 136 proposed taxa, 98 are not on a Federal or State List and
do not have any reported scientific evidence that they meet Criteria #1. We believe that these
98 species should be removed from the list immediately. Continuing to maintain these on the
list will lead to costly court proceedings due to certain future challenges.
The remaining 38 species include 22 that have State or Federal Listings or California Rare Plant
Rankings (CRPR) of 1 or 2 by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS). The other 16 have
CRPRs of 4 which we support remaining on the list. This would make an acceptable and manageable
plant list.
From the perspective of the Draft Locally Important Animal List, we believe the process was more
rigorous, follows the intent of the criteria, and is limited to a small number of manageable species.
However, we believe that the animal data forms miss the key criterion: "Taxa (species or subPage2

species) for which the habitat in Ventura County is crucial for their existence either globally or in
Ventura County." We recommend, based on M. Bumgardner 6-23-12 (Page 3, Para. 4) that the
following language: "native taxa that are generally declining throughout their range or" be removed
from the Locally Important Animal criteria as by itself, it is not evidence that a Ventura County
habitat is crucial for its existence. In addition it is unnecessary in consideration of the other criteria.
In fact, none of the current listings utilized this criterion alone to justify that it should remain on the
list as that would be an unsupportable position. Only the San Diego Mountain Kingsnake used this
as a significant factor and it is already characterized as a species of special concern.
In conclusion, we recommend four important changes to the 2012 Draft Locally Important Species
documents:
1) Change the annual deadline for species submitted for additions/subtractions to August 30th with
the 30 day review period in October and the changes posted by the end of each year.
2) Create a separate process for projects to allow an open timeframe if initiated by a project
applicant when a species on the list is contested due to findings during a project investigation.
3) Remove the 98 plant species that are not listed on the Federal, State or CNPS Lists from the
Locally Important Plant list as there is no reported scientific evidence that they meet Criteria #1 . .
4) Remove the language: "native taxa that are generally declining throughout their range or" from
the Locally Important Animals criteria.
We believe that these four changes will strengthen the value of the lists and remove the taxpayer
liability of costly unnecessary lawsuits in the future.
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.

nn Gray Jensen
Executive Director
Attachment: Letter from Michael Bumgardner to Christina Danko dated 6-23-12
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