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April 10, 2025 

Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors 

County of Sacramento 

700 H Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Urbanization in the Sacramento County portion of the Natomas Basin (Revised) 

Dear Supervisors Serna, Kennedy, Desmond, Rodriguez and Hume: 

This communication is for the purpose of keeping you informed about efforts to 

implement the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (NBHCP). It takes into account 

that the County is actively engaged in entertaining urban development proposals in the 

Sacramento County portion of the Natomas Basin. 

As background, the "Parties" to the NB HCP include the City of Sacramento, the County 

of Sutter, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (USFWS). 1 The Conservancy acts as "Plan Operator" of the NB HCP. It 

also acts as Plan Operator for the Metro Air Park Habitat Conservation Plan (MAPHCP)2 

in the Sacramento County portion of the Basin. The Conservancy holds approximately 

2,500 acres of mitigation land in the Sacramento County portion of the Basin,3 and last 

year paid in excess of $288,000 in property taxes to the County. Property tax receipts 

from Metro Air Park are also significant to this discussion, as the Conservancy has 

assisted in the development of the industrial park through MAPHCP implementation. 

The Conservancy has over 25 years of successful implementation of the HCPs. 

The HCPs have been heavily adjudicated in both State and federal court. The most 

prominent of these cases was the National Wildlife Federation v. Norton case (see more 

detailed references below) that concluded with a June 2005 ruling by the federal court's 

David Levy. We urge County officials to review the highlights of that case because much 

of what the Conservancy asserts in matters of urban development in the Natomas Basin 

stems from it. The decision in that case can be found on the Conservancy's website. 

In the National Wildlife Federation v. Norton decision, the U.S. District Court for the 

Eastern District of California reviewed a legal challenge concerning the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service's (FWS) approval of the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan 

(NBHCP). The case centered on whether the habitat conservation plan and the 

associated incidental take permit (ITP) complied with the federal Endangered Species 

Act (ESA), particularly concerning development impacts within and beyond a 17,500-

acre permit limit in the Natomas Basin. 

The key findings of that decision relevant to this conversation include: 

1 The County of Sacramento was invited and encouraged to be a part of the NB HCP process in the 

late-1990s and again in the early 2000s but declined. Placeholder language remains in most of the 

HCP governing documents for the County of Sacramento. 
2 The Conservancy has worked with Sacramento County on the Metro Air Park project in the past.
3 The Conservancy owns and manages more than 5,300-acre Basin wide.

https://natomasbasin.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/05/nbc080923nwfvnortonlevidecision.pdf







