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S001-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-03.

It was decided that, due to the importance of farmland, the Farmland Consolidation

program should be part of the project. This will ensure that the program is undertaken

and its provisions are implemented. Therefore, there was no longer a need for Mitigation

Measure AG MM #2, as this program is now part of the project.

S001-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-03.

All remnant parcels that were considered to be potentially uneconomic were counted in

the permanent project footprint described in Section 3.14, Agricultural Lands. The

authority purposely used a cautious approach in estimating remnant parcels, so as to

not underestimate farmland impacts. The Authority will take on long-term management

of any lands that are found to be uneconomic to farm, and maintain them.

In April 2013, the Authority reached an agreement with agricultural interests on

mitigation of agricultural land impacts for the Merced to Fresno Section of the HST

System (Authority 2013). Under that agreement, the Authority will acquire agricultural

conservation easements for its impact on Important Farmland (i.e., land classified as

prime farmland, farmland of statewide importance, farmland of local importance, and

unique farmland) at the following ratios:

Important Farmland converted to nonagricultural uses either by direct commitment of

the land to project facilities or by the creation of remnant parcels that cannot be

economically farmed will be mitigated at a ratio of 1:1.

•

Where HST project facilities would create a remnant parcel of 20 acres or less in size,

the acreage of that remnant parcel will be mitigated at a ratio of 1:1.

•

An area 25 feet wide bordering Important Farmland converted to nonagricultural uses

by project facilities (not counting remnant parcels) will be mitigated at a ratio of 0.5:1.

•

S001-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-07.

The Authority has been in contact with the Department of Conservation as well as the

S001-3

counties, and has provided them a detailed document showing Williamson Act and FSZ

contract impacts. The Authority has notified the counties of all contracts that will be

impacted by the HST and the number of acres impacted.

S001-4

The Authority believes that it has addressed all the concerns of the Department of

Conservation (DOC) in the letter dated October 13, 2011. Concerns of the DOC in the

letter included:

Issues with the identification of remnant parcels being included in the project footprint.•

AG-MM#2 giving severed parcels full displacement impacts.•

AG-MM#2 not complying with FPPA requirement of being compatible with local

policies.

•

Having the Authority be the responsible agency for the Consolidation program.•

Having a deadline on the program.•

Right-of-way agents working with landowners and governments to make sure severed

parcels are in local compliance.

•

First the Authority counted all parcels that were considered to be potentially uneconomic
in the permanent project footprint. The Authority purposely used a cautious approach in
estimating remnant parcels, so as not to underestimate farmland impacts. The Authority
will take on long-term management of any islands that are found to be uneconomic to
farm and will maintain them.

Second, the Authority revised AG-MM#2 to become a project design feature. The design
feature designated the Authority as the administrator of the farmland consolidation
program; a timeline of 5 years was established for the program to run; and the program
is stated to help landowners in obtaining a lot line adjustment. These revisions ensure
the implementation and enforceability of the program.

In April 2013, the Authority reached an agreement with agricultural interests on
mitigation of agricultural land impacts for the Merced to Fresno Section of the HST
System (Authority 2013). Under that agreement, the Authority will acquire agricultural
conservation easements for its impact on Important Farmland (i.e., land classified as
prime farmland, farmland of statewide importance, farmland of local importance, and
unique farmland) at the following ratios:

Important Farmland converted to nonagricultural uses either by direct commitment of•
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the land to project facilities or by the creation of remnant parcels that cannot be

economically farmed will be mitigated at a ratio of 1:1.

Where HST project facilities would create a remnant parcel of 20 acres or less in size,

the acreage of that remnant parcel will be mitigated at a ratio of 1:1.

•

An area 25 feet wide bordering Important Farmland converted to nonagricultural uses

by project facilities (not counting remnant parcels) will be mitigated at a ratio of 0.5:1.

•
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