
 
 

August 24, 2009 
 
Marisa Rice, Senior Hydrologist  
Pima County Regional Flood Control District  
97 E. Congress, 2nd Floor  
Tucson, AZ  85701 
 
RE:  Final Draft of the Regulated Riparian Habitat Mitigation Standards and 

Implementation Guidelines 
 
Dear Ms. Rice: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Regulated Riparian Habitat 
Mitigation Standards and Implementation Guidelines. The Coalition for Sonoran Desert 
Protection has been involved with the revision of these guidelines for the past two years 
as a member of the Mitigation Working Group and we appreciate your willingness to 
consider our comments on this important implementation document.  
 
When compared to the guidelines currently used by the Regional Flood Control 
District, the revised guidelines are a significant improvement. We value the increased 
clarity and level of detail throughout the document and believe this will assist both the 
property owner and Pima County in the protection of crucial riparian habitat in our 
region. 
 
With that said, the Coalition has substantial concerns regarding the inclusion of an 
“Alternative Riparian Habitat Mitigation Plan” (ARHMP) option for large 
developments. The Coalition believes this option is too vague as written.  For instance, 
there are no indications of when the use of an ARHMP would be appropriate.  The 
intentions of the ARHMP are not stated anywhere in the document, and exactly who the 
ARHMP would be an option for lacks specificity.  The Coalition fears that such an 
amorphous description would create a loophole for large developments when it comes 
to mitigating impacts on our riparian habitats. It is puzzling why the County would go 
to such considerable lengths to outline in detail what is required of large and small 
property owners to mitigate for impacts to riparian habitat, only to then include this 
“alternative” for large developments without sufficient explanation. Lastly, this option 
was never explicitly discussed with the Mitigation Working Group prior to its inclusion 
in the guidelines.  
 
The Coalition offers two options to rectify this issue: 
 
1) Expand the current section describing the Alternative Riparian Habitat 
Mitigation Plan to include significantly more detail on what will be required and  
 



under what circumstances this type of plan would be appropriate. For instance, if the 
ARHMP is intended for use when off-site mitigation is the best strategy, state this explicitly in 
the guidelines. Once this section is expanded, ask for review by the stakeholders represented on 
the Mitigation Working Group. 
 
2) Make the option for use of an Alternative Riparian Habitat Mitigation Plan available 
only to single-family residential developments, as they will have fewer impacts on riparian 
habitat than large-scale subdivisions and commercial developments. The Mitigation 
Guidelines themselves distinguish between single-family residential areas and larger 
subdivisions and commercial developments when outlining mitigation plan requirements for 
each area, as seen, for instance, on page 38.  Creating an ARHMP option for single-family 
residential development is more logical than offering the option to large developments since 
large developments will impact more acreage of riparian habitat and fragment the landscape on a 
much larger scale than single-family residential development.  
 
The Coalition is very impressed with the changes and additions made to the guidelines thus far.  
We appreciate the willingness of the County to listen to our concerns and suggestions.  However, 
we cannot support the approval of this document by the Board of Supervisors with the current 
version of the Alternative Riparian Habitat Mitigation Plan section included.  
 
We welcome further discussion about this matter with County staff as you proceed with your 
final revisions of these guidelines. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact 
me. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Carolyn Campbell 
Executive Director 
 
cc:  Carla Danforth, Pima County Regional Flood Control District 
 
 
 
 
 
 


