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Yolo County AFA Purpose
Maintain and enhance agriculture and the environment in Y olo County in perpetuity.

Farmland Mitigation Principles

Purpose

Thepurmpos of the Yolo AFA Farmland Mitigaion Prinaplesisto provideclear guidance to
policy makers and the puldic on howto effectively reduae impacts on agriculture caused by land
development in Yolo County. Yolo AFA acknowledges tha such impacts will occur given
competing public policy objectives within the County and region. If impactsto agricultura
resources cannotbe avoided in the pursuit of a bdanced and sugainable county (region),
individud project mitigaion should bedesigned and carried outin amanne tha leaves a
stronge, more viable agricultural community than existed before the project was proposd. This
requires protection not only of land and water resources, but aso theinfrastructure and capecity
to adgpt that enables theindudry to remain viable (and thrive) in thelongterm.

Background

Loss of farmland in the Central Valley and the values and benefitsthat it provides to theregionis
well doaumented. Yolo AFA hasidentified three primary threats to agriculture tha can be
addressed effectively at thelocal level: (1) Urban growth, (2) nonfarm related homes sites, (3)
antiquaed subdivisions and (4) habitat. Thefarmland mitigaion prinaples outiined bdow are
crafted to address the mos common shortcomingsfoundin farmland mitigaion programs. In
addition, Y olo AFA recognizes tha impacts to agriculture extend beyondthe physcal footprint
of adevelopment project anditsimpactsto theland. Severa princples are induded as away to
begin to address these additiond impacts and to open adialog on these broader issues.

Principles
Mitigation for convesion of farmland and resources in Y olo County should providefor the
following:

¥ Mitigation should be provided prior to or concurr ent with impact.
o Issueaddresed Oftenmitigation lags behind the impactit isintendedto address. This
principle edablishesa stronger link betweenthe impactof a projectand whatis being
doneto off-setthose impact.

¥ In-lieufeesare theleast acceptable method of mitigation.

o Issueaddresed In-lieufeeshave not provento be successful due primarily to the lack of
willing sellersof conservation easemerts. Thisleawesthe fee unspert while land values
increa®, potertially decreasng the amaunt of mitigation that canultimately be secued
Together, the first two principlesprevert projects from creatng impacts on agiculture
thatarenot addressed at the time of approval.

o In-lieufeesshould only be contemplated whenit canbe clearly demonstratedthatthe
required mitigation shall be accomplishedprior to issuance of the applicalde pemit
(building or gradng). In the evert that mitigation is not accanplishedatthat time, thein-
lieufeesshall be returnedto the applicart and applicart shall etabish anaccepabe
form of fa€Tmland mitigation.
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o Accepabe formsof farmland mitigation include:
I The egabishmert and recording of a farmland conservation eagmert.
I The purchase of credtsin analread/-edalished approvedfarmland mitigation
bark.
I Assistancewith the purchase of analready-in-proces farmland conservation
eagmen with anegalished conservation organizaion (e.g. usedto match other
grant funds and complete a strategc project).

¥ Project desgn should incor porate permanent on-site buffersto minimize impacts on
adjacent agri cultural operations.

o Issueaddressed This principle addressesthe impact of land developmert on adacert
farmland. Developmert adacert to farmland candisrupt agricultural operations and
creat nuisancesfor new reddents. By creating atransition areathat buffers potertially
incompatible land uses the projectminimizesimpact on adacer agicultural
operatons, and could provide refuge for displacedwildlife and creat opportunitiesfor
natural resourcebasedrecreatonal activities It isimportart that farmland mitigation
policiesaddress both the impactsin the immedate areaof a projectaswell asthe overal
loss of productive land thatis convertedto non-agricultural land uses

¥ Permanent farmland mitigation easements must be held by conserv ation organizations with
edablishedreca ds of responsible stewar dship.

o Issueaddresed Conservation orgarnizations must have the technical expertise and the
capacity to perform amual site monitoring of the eagmernt, aswell asthe creaion and
maintenance of apemarent endowmert for legal defense (should it be necessary). These
two functions arecritical to the long-temrm success of agricultural mitigationin Yolo
County.

¥ Crede avariable mitigation ratio based system that encouragesfull mitigation to be located
closeto the impact or in identified priority areas.

o Issueaddresed Creatsincertiveto place mitigation nearimpactwherethreatof future
converson to non-farmland usestends to be greates. In addition to threatof converson,
other factors could determine priority areas(eg. soil quality, proximity to other protected
lands, etc.)

¥ Easement stewar dship endowmentsadequateto monitor and defend per manent easements
must be edablished as part of mitigation requirements.

o Issueaddresed Pamanren easemerts are more thana basc contract they are negotiated
once,and their language is held into perpetuity. The easemert holder must detemrmine the
long-termstewardship and enforcement expensesof each eagment transacion and
secue the dedcatedor operaing fundsto cover current and future experses Monitoring
should be done amually, and in a mamer appropriate to the size and redrictions of each
property, and must include documentation of eachmonitoring actvity.

¥ Inaddition to therequired mitigation, developers should contri buteto a county agri cultural
sustainability fund.

o Issueaddresed Impactsto agiculture extend beyond land and water reources This
fund would be usedto partially address those cumulative impacts to agriculture that
effect the critical mass of lard, farmers and infragructure necessary to maintain a vibran
agricultural industry in Yolo County.
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¥ New homesitesshould not be permitted on far mland miti gation easements.

o Issueaddressed Homesiteson mitigation lands candiminish the agricultural value of
the property by creating nuisanceissues disrupting standardagicultural practices and
disrupting farminfragructure (e.g. irrigation systemg. In addition, the mitigation lands
were set adde specfficdly to address impacts to farmland, while other non-mitigation
lands in the County provide ample opportunity for developmert of farm-serving housing.
In order to qualify asfarmland mitigation, a property can not have a house locatedon it
thatislesthan25 yearsold. Thisisto prevert the construction of anew homeon
farmland with the ownerthenimmedately selling a farmland mitigation eagment on the
sameproperty.

¥ Stacking of farmland mitigation and habitat mitigation should not be per mitted.

o lIssueaddressed The value and utility of farmland mitigation is reducedby the
redrictions on agricultural pracicesrequiredby hakitat mitigation (e g. crop redrictions
required by SwainsonOshawk foraging hatitateasments). An eagmen with multiple
(and often competing) conservation purposeshasinherert conflict between stewardship
ard erforcemert.
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