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OFFICIAL BALLOT 
CONSOLIDATED 

DISTRICTS ELECTION 
COUNTY OF EL DORADO 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1995 

This ballot stub shall be lorn off by precinct board 
member and handed lo the voter. 

DISTRICT 

RESCUE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 

Vote for no 
Director more than Two 
RICHARD "CHARLES" PAINE + Aviation Management 
FRANCIS M. CARPENTER + Retired Fire Chief 
BOB JONES + Incumbent 
WILLIAM C. TEIE + Incumbent 

+ 

+ 

MEASURE SUBMITTED TO VOTE OF VOTERS 

COUNTY 
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT FUNDING 

TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS ALONG 
MISSOURI FLAT ROAD CORRIDOR 

MEASURE B 
ADVISORY VOTE ONLY 1 . .:,:,, B Major traffic improvements are clearly needed along I~~; Missouri Flat Road and at Missouri Flat Road and 

Highway 50. In order to bring about the construction of 1, ;, 

these improvements without raising or imposing new resi- ti\ dential taxes, it has been suggested that new commercial 
development be allowed along the Missouri Flat 
corridor. That development would be solely re- YES + 
sponsible for generating the funds needed to con-
struct the necessary improvements. Would you 

• favor this approach? NO + 

TURN CARD OVER 
AND CONTINUE 

VOTING 

. 
09-109A ►► OVER ►► A 

I HAVE VOTED-HAVE YOU? 

;~ PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROVIDING 
FOR CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER'S 
ANNUAL EVALUATION OF APPOINTED 

C DEPARTMENT HEADS MEASURE I 

I Shall the El Dorado County Charter be 
amended to provide for review and appraisal .. 

of performance of all appointed department heads, 
YES + 

I except County Counsel, on at least an annual basis 
by the Chief Administrative Officer, with the ap-

NO + praisal to be submitted to the Board of Supervisors? 

PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROVIDING 
FOR ANNUAL EVALUATION OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL 

MEASURE J 

J Shall the El Dorado County Charter be 
amended to provide that the Board of Su- YES + 

pervisors shall review the County Counsel's per-
NO + formance at least once each year? 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE EL DORADO COUNTY 
CHARTER ADDING A PROVISION TO GUARANTEE 

A LEVEL OF LIBRARY FUNDING 
MEASURE L 

L Shall a subdivision (d) of Section 210 be added to the 
El Dorado County Charter to read as follows? 

r! 
'(d) The Board, commencing with the fiscal year 1996-

It 
. 1997, shall annually budget and allocate from the County 

General Fund for the operation of the County library system, 

l•i. 
an amount equal to 80% of annually collected assessments 
for those zones receiving a majority voter approval on 

1.; · November 7, 1995. Such amounts shall be in addition to 
the debt service incurred for the Cameron Park Branch 
Library." }I 

· This provision shall be effective only for a period 
of ten (10) years and shall thereafter be repealed YES + 

1, 
without further amendment of this Charter. 

NO + 

PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROVIDING FOR 
DEPUTY SHERIFF'S SALARY DETERMINATION 

MEASURE N 

N Shall the El Dorado County Charter be amended to repeal :;';:: 

Measure A, the Sheriffs Salary Initiative (approved 
by a majority vote on November 7, 1972); and in lieu 
thereof adopt this measure which provides the Board of 
Supervisors shall determine at least annually the existing 
average salaries for the South Lake Tahoe Police Depart-
ment, Amador County Sherill's Department and the Cali-
fornia Highway Patrol using comparable class of positions 
to do so; and on the first day of January of each year 
thereafter adjust and determine the average salary YES + 
for El Dorado County Sherill's Department personnel 
using certain specified positions as guidelines? NO + 

09-102A VOTE BOTH SIDES A 
09-SB406 111111111111111111111111111 
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.DABCO~ 

RESCUE FIRE 
PROTECTION DISTRICT 

(No. to vote for 

RICHARD C PAINE 
FRANCIS M CARPENTER 
BOB JONES 
\IILLIAM C TEIE 

COSUMNES RIVER CSD 
FULL TERM 

(No. to vote for 

PETER F HILLE 
DARRELL L \IILEY 
CHRISTINA M CO\IELL 
MARGARET ROBINSON 

COSUMNES RIVER CSD 
SHORT TERM 

(No. to vote for 

CARL GRONEl,/OLO 
JOHN FRANKLIN 

GRIZZLY FLATS CSO 

(No. to vote for 

JACKIE KNIGHT 
SANDI BUSH 
MARGARET M STONE 
RON MELVIN 

SOUTH TAHOE PUBLIC 

2) 

2) 

1) 

3) 

UTILITY DISTRICT SEAT 3 
(No. to vote for 1) 

JOYCE \IELLS BLACKSTONE 
MARY' LOU MOSBACHER 

CAMERON PARK 
AIRPORT DISTRICT 

(No. to vote for 3) 

WALTER R HELM 
TOM \IRIGHT 
Bill LINDSEY 
NANCY H MARTINO 
JAMES M MARTI NO 

(#/PCT 6) 
(#/RPT 6) 
(X/RP 100.0) 

452 23.9 
469 24.8 
640 33.8 
330 17.4 

(#/PCT 1) 
(#/RPT 1) 
(X/RP 100.0) 

72 23.9 
86 28.5 
82 27.2 
61 20.2 

(#/PCT 1) 
(#/RPT 1) 
(X/RP 100.0) 

83 53.2 
73 46.7 

(#/PCT 1) 
(#/RPT 1) 
(X/RP 100.0) 

75 13.8 
181 33.3 
145 26.7 
142 26. 1 

(#/PCT 19) 
(#/RPT 19) 
(X/RP 100.0) 

1600 45.8 
1889 54. 1 

(#/PCT 1) 
(#/RPT 1) 
(X/RP 100.0) 

84 20.1 
118 28.2 
85 20.3 
71 17.0 
59 14.1 

** COU"IY OF EL DORADO** 
CONSOLIDAIED ELECTIONS HELO ON NOVEMBER 7, 1995 

S U M M A R Y R E P O R T 

MEASURE A (#/PCT 22) MEASURE I 
(#/RPT 22) 

(No. to vote for 1) (X/RP 100.0) (No. to vote for 1) 

RESCUE UNION SCHOOL YES 2520 55.5 CHARTER AMENDMENT YES 
BOND MEASURE NO 2018 44.4 DEPT HEAD EVAL NO 

MEASURE B (#/PCT 69) MEASURE J 
(#/RPT 69) 

(No. to vote for 1) (¾/RP 100.0) (No. to vote for 1) 

COMMUNITY DEVEL YES 7939 54.2 CHARTER AMENDMENT YES 
ADVISORY VOTE NO 6694 45.7 CO COUNSEL EVAL NO 

MEASURE C (#/PCT 1) MEASURE L 
(#/RPT 1) 

(No. to vote for 1) (X/RP 100.0) (No. to vote for 1) 

COSUMNES RIVER CSD YES 84 52.8 CHARTER AMENDMENT YES 
BALLOT MEASURE NO 75 47 .1 LIBRARY FUNDING NO 

MEASURE E (#/PCT 13) MEASURE N 
(#/RPT 13) 

(No. to vote for 1) (¾/RP 100.0) (No. to vote for 1) 

LIBRARY MEASURE YES 1878 64.4 CHARTER AMENDMENT YES 
EL DORADO HILLS NO 1035 35.5 SHERIFF DEPT SALARY NO 

MEASURE F (#/PCT 24) 
(#/RPT 24) 

(No. to vote for 1) (¾/RP 100.0) 

LIBRARY MEASURE YES 2664 72.5 
SOUTH LAKE TAHOE NO 1007 27.4 

MEASURE G (#/PCT 7) 
(#/RPT 7) 

(No. to vote for 1) (¾/RP 100.0) 

LIBRARY MEASURE YES 931 62.3 
GEORGETO\IN DIVIDE NO 563 37.6 

MEASURE H (#/PCT 67) 
(#/RPT 67) 

(No. to vote for 1) (X/RP 100.0) 

LIBRARY MEASURE YES 8663 62.6 
MAIN/POLLOCK PINES NO 5163 37.3 

(#/PCT 135) 
(#/RPT 135) 
(X/RP 100.0) 

20436 78.9 
5443 21.0 

(#/PCT 135) 
(#/RPT 135) 
(X/RP 100.0) 

21345 83.0 
4343 16.9 

(#/PCT 135) 
(#/RPT 135) 
(X/RP 100.0) 

18242 68.9 
8211 31.0 

(#/PCT 135) 
(#/RPT 135) 
(¾/RP 100.0) 

17341 67.9 
8171 32.0 

Date 11/15/95 
lime 14:25:14 
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IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS BY COUNTY COUNSEL 
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT FUNDING 

. TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS 
MEASURE B 

. This ballot measure is an advisory vote only. It is not binding on 
the co1,mty Board of Supervisors. The Elections Code permits advisory 
elections for the 'purpose of allowing voters to express their opinion 
orr substantive issues or to indicate approval or disapproval of a ballot 

pr¥C:r~lotquestion posits the existence of present traffic deficiencies 
along. M. issouri. flat Road and at the intersection of Missouri Flat 
Road and·.state Highway 50. 

. '1t... ''.yes» vote indicates a preference for allowing new commercial 
. · development along the Missouri Flat corridor, if the new development 

··· · be solely responsible for generating the funds needed to con­
. the necessary major traffic improvements. 

The ballot question itself does not specify or limit the funding mecha­
nisms that might be used to pay for the traffic improvements, so long 
as the funding mechanisms do not raise existing or impose new resi­
dential taxes. The potential funding mechanisms that are available to 
the county include redevelopment tax increment financing, impact fees, 
benefit assessments, special taxes through the creation of a Mello-

Community Facilities District, or other similar public financing 
ods. However, notwithstanding the language of the ballot measure, 

California law and the U.S. Constitution forbid imposing financial ex­
actions on new development which are not rationally related to the 
impacts caused by that new development, and which are not "roughly 
proportional" to the impacts caused by that new development, unless 
just compensation is paid by the county to the developer. Therefore 
new commercial development along the Missouri Flat Road corridor 
cannot constitutionally be charged with the costs of improving the 
existing traffic deficiencies but can only be charged with the costs 
of traffic improvements made necessary by the impacts of the new 
development. 

A "no" vote indicates that the approach described above is not 
favored. 

s/ William C. Neasham, II 
El Dorado County Counsel 

09-503 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE B 
A YES VOTE FOR MEASURE B WILL: 
• Provide needed traffic and infrastructure improvements along Mis­

souri Flat Road and at the Missouri Flat Road/Highway 50 interchange. 
• Reduce traffic congestion along Missouri Flat Road and at the 

interchange. 
• Encourage economic development along the Missouri Flat Road 

corridor and within the County. 
• Provide for new construction and retail jobs within the County. 
• MEASURE B WILL NOT INCREASE TAXES. 
Currently, traffic on Missouri Flat Road and at the Missouri Flat 

Road and Highway 50 interchange is severely congested. The cost 
for the improvements to solve the traffic congestion problem is esti­
mated as high as $30 MILLION . 

THE COUNTY DOES NOT HAVE THE FUNDS FOR THE IMPROVE­
MENTS. The County could obtain the necessary funds by increasing 
residential taxes, OR commercial development along the Missouri Flat 
Road corridor can fund the improvements•. 

VOTING FOR MEASURE B supports the use of commercial devel­
opment to fund the necessary improvements. Commercial development 
can fund the improvements through various measures, including de­
velopment impact fees, incremental increases in sales and property 
taxes, and a redevelopment program, all of which would not raise or 
impose any new residential taxes. . 

VOTING FOR MEASURE B will also indicate support additional con­
struction and retail jobs that will result directly from commercial de­
velopment. 

A YES VOTE ON MEASURE B REPRESENTS A TAX FREE IN­
VESTMENT IN EL DORADO COUNTY AND THE MISSOURI FLAT 
CORRIDOR. 

VOTE YES ON MEASURE B. 

s/ Robert L. Edwards 

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE B 
Vote No on Measure B. The argument in favor of Measure B is not 

related to the Ballot Measure. A vote for Measure B will accomplish 
none of the items highlighted in the proponents' argument. The pro­
ponents of this Measure continue their attempt to cloud the issue. 
The reality is: 

1. This Ballot Measure is an attempt by a small group of developers 
and politicians to gain access to public funds. The developers will be 
using public funds, including property and sales tax money to fund 
their projects and improvements. 

2. This small group of developers and politicians must find a way 
to obscure the issues. This Ballot Measure strives to deceive the 
public into believing that the developers will be paying their own way. 
The developers will be using public indebtedness and money to finance 
their projects. 

A NO vote on Measure B will send a clear message to the local 
politicians that subterfuge and half-truths are no longer acceptable 
to the people of El Dorado County. Vote NO on Measure B. 

s/ Keith Johnson 
s/ Susan Emmett 
s/ Dianne Kruger 
s/ Carol A. Patton 
s/ W.B. Mcswain Jr. 

11 IUIIIUIIHIIIIIIIII 
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Measure Y: Control Trattic Congestion Initiative - El Dorado County, CA Page I of I 

El Dorado County, CA November 3, 1998 General 

lnfomation shown below: 

Measure Y 
Control Traffic Congestion Initiative 

County of El Dorado 
General Plan Amendment 

32847 I 61.0% Yes votes ...... 20968 / 38.9% No votes 

See Also: Index of all Measures 

Shall Measure Y ("The Control Traffic Congestion 
Initiative'') he adopted, which would add five 
policies to the El Dorado County General Plan 
related to: (i) maintenance of specified levels of 
service on roads in unincorporated areas of the 
County; (ii) a requirement that new development 
fully fund roadway capacity improvements needed 
to offiet the traffic impacts of new development 
projects; and, (iii) establishment of a requirement 
of voter approval prior to the expenditure of County 
tax revenues to pay for road capacity improvements 
to mitigate impacts of new development? 

Suggest a link related to 
this contest 
Links to sources outside of Smart 
Voter are provided for information 
only and do not imply 
endorsement. 

El Dorado Home Page II Statewide Links II About Smart Voter II Feedback 

Created: February 16, 1999 18:53 
Smart Voter '98 <http://www.smartvoter.org/> 

Copyright© 1998 League of Women Voters of California Education Fund 
The League of Women Voters neither supports nor opposes candidates for public office or political parties. 

http://www.smartvoter.org/1998nov/ca/ed/measN I 6/29/2012 



 
 

 15-0048 3F   5 of 21 

I .. . 

0 --ca m 
CD -C. 
E 

c'1 

SIDE 1 CARD F ----5--10~E-2-----.. 
TOP 

OFFICIAL BALLOT 
CONSOLIDATED 

GENERAL ELECTION 
COUNTY OF EL DORADO 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1998 

This ballot stub shall be removed 
and retained by the voter. 

F 

MEASURES SUBMITTED TO THE VOTERS 

co u NTY / CHART:} f3::g~i:s~u:ns, .ai: G 

G Shall Measure G be adopted, which would 
amend Section 403e of the El Dorado County 

Charter lo remove the office of Public Administrator 
from the currently combined elected office of 
Sheriff/Coroner/Public Administrator, and to ~--+-'--1 
make the office of Public Administrator a YES + 

.. .. 

separate appointed office of the County? 
NO + ;_.· 1--------------'--...1.--1 

AMENDMENT TO EL DORADO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN 
. . 1-v-...,,.Sh,...a.,,.II _M_ea-su-r-eV,..,..,...be_a....,do_p_te--=d-,w-,-h.,...ic,...h w_o_u.,..,ld~-YE-S--..--+--t 

amend the El Dorado County General 1----1-----1 

Plan to add an objective of limiting the total 
county-wide population to 260,000 people? NO + 

EL DORADO COUNTY STREAMS AND RIVERS 
PRESERVATION ACT - MEASURE W 

W Shall Measure W ("El Dorado County Streams 
and Rivers Preservation Act") be adopted, which · , .. ,' 

. . would add Section 5.48.095 to the El Dorado County :-.~_:_._t, .. {_~'._'.·:· 
Ordinance Code to: (1) reduce current levels of . 
commercial rafting operations on the South Fork of '. /? .... 
the American River by imposing an annual limit of , ., .. 
45,820 user days; and, (2) include all ~--1-----1 

institutional and not-for-profit groups within the YES 
definition of commercial rafting operations? 1----+----. 

+ 

NO 
AMENDMENTS TO EL DORADO COUNTY 

GENERAL PLAN 

+ 

·· · · y Shall Measure Y ('The Control Traffic Congestion k/,Ji:(·:' 
·· ··· Initiative') be adopted, which would add five . . _ 

policies to the El Dorado County General Plan related 
.. to: (i) maintenance of specified levels of service on roads 

in unincorporated areas of the County; (ii) a requirement ! ~ '.;{ 

that new development fully fund roadway capacity ,:1•:· 
improvements needed to offset the traffic impacts of [: ',:/} 
new development projects; and, (Iii) establishment of a i:, ... : y•, 
requirement ol voter approval prior to the ---1"----i 

· · expenditure of County tax revenues ·to pay for YES + 
road capacity improvements to mitigate 1----1,---1 
impacts of new development? NO + 

Z Shall Measure Z ('A Measure Implementing The .:_'.;,•.·.·_.:.::·,··'.,;·_.:·'•:·.,:i·:'.··· ... 

Control Traffic Congestion Initiative') be adopted, : . _ 
which would: (i) add language to the El Dorado County 

~:ire~~~ :~~~grg;i:e~:~~eth~ ~~~eb~~t~~1~aWi~ }ft~ 
Congestion Initiative') are to be Interpreted and 
applied if adopted by the voters; and, (ll) amend YES + 
the language of existing Polley 3.2.1.4 relating 1----+----. 
to traffic mitigation requirements? NO + 

09·613F ►► OVER ►► F 

I HAVE VOTED-HAVE YOU? 

DISTRICT 
EL DORADO HILLS COUNTY WATER DISTRICT 

ADVISORY MEASURE I 

ADVISORY VOTE ONLY 

I Do you support the El Dorado Hills Fire 
Department's intention to remain as a 

single-purpose, special district, independent of the 
proposed incorporated city of El Dorado Hills, and its 
opposition to the current incorporation proposal.~---~ 
which requires the dissolution of the fire YES + district? ,__ __ ___, 

{)f 1--------------'--N_O_.a....+--1 

... ~:~ttF' ., ...... 
·:?:.~ 

09·602F VOTE BOTH SIDES F 

1111 11 11111 D 11111 111111 
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AMENDMcNTS TO EL DORADO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN 
{Full Text of Measure Y) 

AN INITIATIVE MEASURE TO AMEND THE EL DORADO 
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN REGARDING TRAFFIC LEVELS OF 

SERVICE AND FUNDING FOR ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS 
The Circulation Element of the current General Plan sets forth goals, 

objectives and policies for a County-wide transportation system. The 
Circulation Element includes a component regarding the regional 
highway system. This initiative would add several policies to the 
Circulation Element relating to the roadway system. 

Goal 3.2 of the Circulation Element is to •provide a regional highway 
system which supports land use policies of the county and cities.• 
Objective 3.2.1 is to "ensure that safe and efficient transportation 
and circulation facilities are provided for concurrently with new 
development.• Objective 3.2.2 is to "distribute the cost for necessary 
transportation improvements equitably among those who will burden 
the system and who will benefit from the improvements.• Funding is 
to be provided through a variety of mechanisms, including imposition 
of traffic impact fees on new development. The initiative would add 
the following policies under Objectives 3.2.1 and 3.2.2: 

Policy 3.2.1.5 would require that before giving approval to a 
residential development project of five or more units or parcels, 
the County must find that the project complies with the policies 
added by the initiative. 

Policy 3.2.2.4 would provide that traffic impact fees paid by 
developers shall fully pay for road capacity improvements necessary 
to mitigate all direct and cumulative traffic impacts from new 
development upon any highways, arterial roads and their 
intersections in unincorporated areas of the county during weekday 
peak-hour periods. 

Policy 3.2.2.5 would provide that County tax revenues shall not 
be used lo fund road improvements to mitigate traffic impacts of 
new development projects unless approved by the voters. 

Goal 3.5 of the Circulation Element establishes acceptable levels 
of service (LOS) for the County roadway system. Traffic operating 
conditions are described by LOS designations •A• through "F", with 
LOS •A• representing the best free-flow condition, progressing toward 
increased congestion to LOS "F". 
Objective 3.5.1 is to maintain LOS •e• or better on all County roads. 

Policy 3.5.1.6 provides that under certain circumstances a LOS below 
those specified in Policy 3.5.1.1 may be acceptable. Policy 3.5.1.6 
identifies 14 segments of County roads and Highway 50 for which a 
lower LOS is acceptable. Tho proposed initiative measure would add 
the following policies under Policy 3.5.1.6: 

Policy 3.5.1.6.1 would provide that traffic from residential 
development projects of five or more units or parcels shall not 
result in, or worsen, LOS "F" traffic conditions during weekday, 
peak-hour periods on any highway, road, interchange or intersection 
in the unincorporated areas of the county. 

Policy 3.5.1.6.2 would provide that the County shall not, except 
with voter approval, add any additional segments of Highway 50, 
or any other road, to the list of roads in Policy 3.5.1.6 for which 
LOS "F" is acceptable. 

The policies added to the Circulation Element would remain in effect 
for a period of ten years, unless extended for an additional ten years 
by the voters, and can be amended only by voter approval. 

The "Control Traffic Congestion• Initiative 
For the purpose of PROTECTING PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 

BY REQUIRING NEW DEVELOPMENT TO FULLY PAY ITS WAY TO 
PREVENT TRAFFIC CONGESTION FROM WORSENING ON OUR 
ROADS, the El Dorado County General Plan is hereby amended by 
adding the following policies as follows: 

County tax revenues shall not be used in any way to pay for building 
road capacity improvements to offset traffic impacts from new 
development projects. Exceptions are allowed if County voters first 
give their approval. (Policy 3.2.2.5) 

Developer-paid traffic impact fees shall fully pay for building all necessary 
road capacity improvements to fully offset and mitigate all direct and 
cumulative traffic impacts from new development upon any highways, 
arterial roads and their intersections during weekday, peak-hour periods 
in unincorporated areas of the county. (Polley 3.2.2.4) 

09-507 

Traffic from residential development projects of 5 or more units or 
parcels of land shall not result in, or worsen, Level of Service "F" 
(gridlock, stop-and-go) traffic congestion during weekday, peak-hour 
periods on any highway, road, interchange or intersection in the 
unincorporated areas of the county. (Policy 3.5.1.6.1) 

The County shall not add any additional segments of Highway 50, 
or any other roads, to the County's list of roads that are allowed to 
operate at level of Service "F" (gridlock) without first getting the 
voter's approval. (Policy 3.5.1.6.2) 

Before giving approval of any kind to a residential development 
project of 5 or more units or parcels of land, the County shall make 
a finding that the project complies with the policies added by this 
initiative. If this finding cannot be made, then the County shall not 
approve the project, or give final approval to a tentative subdivision 
map, until all these policy findings can be made, in order to protect 
the public's health and safety as provided by state law to assure that 
safe and adequate roads are in place as such development occurs. 
(Policy 3.2.1.5) 
Implementation. 

(a) If any portion of this initiative is declared invalid by a court, then 
that portion shall be removed, and the remaining portions of the 
initiative shall remain in full force and effect. 
(b) This initiative may only be amended by a majority of County voters, 
and shall remain in effect for 10 years. Prior to expiration, it shall 
be placed on the ballot again to let the voters decide on a further 
1 O year extension. 

1111111111111111111111111 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE Y 
Vote YES on "Measure Y". 
Measure Y will place the following common sense policies in the County's 

General Plan to protect taxpayers. 
'Measure Y" will: 
• require new development to fully pay for all road improvements needed 

to offset all traffic impacts from their projects. 
• prevent County tax dollars from being used to subsidize building 

roads for new development unless voters give their permission. 
• prevent the approval of large. subdivisions or apartment projects of 

5 or more parcels or units if developers are unable to prevent their 
project from causing gridlock traffic congestion. 

Measure Y is necessary because the Board of Supervisors' current General 
Plan policy is to leave county residents stuck with paying almost 50% of new 
development's road bills, without the residents' knowledge or permission. 

If current residents don't agree to pay their so-called 'fair share• for widening 
existing roads, then county roads will be allowed to deteriorate to gridlock levels. 

The County's logic is that since current residents will be using these newly widened 
roads then they must pay something too. This ignores the fact that our roads 
wouldn't need to be widened if it weren't for new development. Measure Y requires 
new development to pay 100% of its way. 

Almost all the lawsuits and battles over development issues in our County 
center around these issues. Local residents don't want gridlock traffic in their 
neighborhoods, and they don't want to get stuck paying 50% of the bill for new 
development's inadequate road improvements. 

Growth in El Dorado County can easily get out of control if we aren't 
careful. Developer lobbyists have been very successful in getting their way 
in County planning matters. 

Measure Y is an insurance policy for county residents to protect their 
checkbooks, and the quality of life they moved here for. 

Vote YES on "Measure v■ ... before it's too late. 
s/ Sam Bradley 

County Supervisor 
s/ Penny Humphreys 

Supervisor Elect-District IV 
s/ Jon McCabe 

Firefighter/Emergency Medical Technician 
s/ Joan Wolfenden 

School Bus Driver, Buckeye USO (retired) 
s/ Kathi Lishman 

County Transportation Commissioner/City Councilwoman 

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE Y 
Proponents of Measure Y misrepresent our traffic problem. 
They say we do not need to improve our roads and highways if we have 

no new development. That is simply not true. 
The report by the County's transportation consultants makes it clear that 

major improvements to Highway 50, several interchanges, and other key 
roads will be needed with or without new in-county development -- due to 
the effects of tourism, interstate travel, regional growth, existing 
congestion, and safety concerns. 

Such improvements are obviously beyond the scope of individual 
development projects as small as five parcels. They require many 
development projects to contribute through financing plans which may be 
prohibited by Measure Y. 

Under Measure Y. existing residents would be obligated to either pay for 
such improvements or live with increased congestion. 

There is a better way. 
• We need financing programs like the Missouri Flat Master Circulation 

and Funding Plan which will provide $60 million to resolve existing 
congestion at no cost to existing residents or taxpayers, but Measure 
Y may prohibit such financing. 

• We need jobs close to where we live, but Measure Y is a job killer that 
the County's economic consultant says could deprive El Dorado County 
residents of thousands of permanent non-construction jobs for our future. 

• We need improvements to Highway 50, El Dorado Hills Blvd. 
interchange, Green Valley Rd. and others, but Measure Y jeopardizes 
the funding for these planned improvements. 

We need solutions, not simplistic rhetoric. Vote no on Measure Y. 
s/ John E. Upton 

Chairman El Dorado County Board of Supervisors 
s/ F.J. Leslie 
s/ Terry Kanellis 

President, El Dorado County Chamber of Commerce 
s/ Jerry Klovee 

Chairman, Better Roads tor El Dorado/ 
County Transportation Commissioner 

s/ Ellen Day 
President, Taxpayers Association of El Dorado County 

09·509 

ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE V 
The goals of controlling traffic congestion and protecting taxpayers are shared 

by the Board of Supervisors and consistent with County policy. However, in that 
regard, Measure Y may do more harm than good. 

Specifically, the report on Measure Y, presented by County Coumail, 
County staff, and the County's professional traffic and econ 
consultants, reveals that the initiative could do the following: 

• Cancel or delay needed improvements to Highway 50, Missouri 1-1at 
Rd. interchange, El Dorado Hills Blvd. interchange, Green Valley 
Rd., White Rock Rd., Cameron Park Dr., and others. 

• Reduce state and federal funding for highway improvements due to 
a lack of matching funds. 

• Require new taxes for roads and highways or congestion will worsen. 
• Lose 21,000 jobs in the County including 10,000 jobs in El Dorado 

Hills alone. 
• Reduce sales tax revenue and continue to leak sales tax to surrounding 

counties, estimated to exceed $200 million annually. 
This analysis reflects the fact that the policies in Measure Y, taken as a 

whole, can be interpreted to create a legal ·catch 22• in which the very 
funding mechanisms required to meet the initiative's rigid standards may 
be prohibited. Without such funding mechanisms to enable new 
development to cumulatively pay for its impacts, the mitigation required in 
the initiative may be obviously infeasible. For example, a five parcel project 
could be required to build an interchange or add lanes to Highway 50. 

Aside from the obvious economic issues, such a result could also worsen 
our traffic situation. As the staff report points out, significant existin~ traffic 1 

problems may not be remedied and additional improvements, which are 
needed to meet the demands of additional traffic that will occur in any case. 
may not be built -- resulting in more traffic congestion rather than less. 

s/ John E. Upton 
Chairman, El Dorado County Board of Supervisors 

s/ F.J. Leslie 
Director, El Dorado Hills Community Services District 

s/ Jerry Klovee 
Chairman, Better Roads for El Dorado 

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE Y 
Your "YES" vote on Measure Y will accomplish three things. It will: 
1. Require that developers pay 100% of the cost to offset all traffic impacts 

from their projects. 
2. Require voter approval before County tax dollars can ever be used to 

subsidize building roads for new development. 
3. Require developers of large subdivision or apartment projects of 5 or more 

units or parcels of land to find a way to mitigate the traffic from their projects 
to prevent gridlock traffic congestion on our roads, or their projects will not 
receive approval. 

That is what Measure Y, the Control Traffic Congestion Initiative, does. It 
is very simple and straightforward. 

The opponents of the Control Traffic Congestion Initiative are predicting 
disaster if Measure Y passes. Their claims are absurd. 
It's absurd to say that making new development fully paY. its own way for 

road impacts, and refusing large developments if they will cause Level F 
gridlock traffic congestion on our roads, will in any way cost taxpayers 
money or cause worse congestion. The opponents' claim that Measure Y 
will somehow cost the county 21,000 jobs is beyond absurd. 

Measure Y will probably reduce developers' profits, and will definitely 
reduce taxpayers' liability and traffic congestion on our roads. 

The Measure Y opponents are using self-serving reports, hand-tailored 
for their political campaign against Measure Y, making purposely 
misleading claims, trying to frighten voters. Their reports are neither 
independent, nor unbiased. 

Please read Measure Y for yourself, in your Sample Ballot and Voter 
Information Pamphlet for El Dorado County. 

Please vote YES on Measure Y • to protect our quality of life and our 
pocketbooks. 

s/ Kathi Lishman 
County Transportation Commissioner/City Councilwoman 

s/ Jon McCabe 
Firefighter/Emergency Medical Technician 

s/ Penny Humphreys 
County Supervisor Elect-District IV 

s/ Shirley Damato 
Board President for Cameron Park Comm. Serv. Dist. 

s/ Sam Bradley 
County Supervisor 

m IIIIIIUlllllllll 11111 
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Measure Y: Shall the current Meas. Y be amended and extended for ten years? - El Dorad... Page I of 4 

This is an archive of a past election. 
See http://www. smart voter. org/ca/ed/ for current information. 

llin 
• League of Women Voters of California Education Fund 

El Dorado County, CA 

Measure Y 
November 4, 2008 Election 

Shall the current Meas. Y be amended and extended for 
ten years? 

El Dorado County 
Amendment to the 2004 El Dorado County General Plan - Majority Approval 

Required 

6 Pass: 48333 / 71.47% Yes votes ...... 19293 / 28.53% No votes 

See Also: Index of all Measures 

Results as of Nov 5 12:56am, 100.0% of Precincts Reporting (150/150) 
60.7% Voter Turnout (67626/111325) 

Information shown below: Impartial Analysis I Arguments I Full Text 

Shall the voter-enacted Measure Y General Plan policies be 
extended ten years and amended to provide: (1) Traffic from 
major single-family residential subdivisions shall not result 
in, or worsen, Level of Service F (gridlock) traffic 
congestion; (2) No additional county roadways may operate 
at Level of Service F without voter approval or 4/5ths vote of 
County Supervisors; (3) Developer-paid traffic fees, 
combined with any other funding source, shall pay to build 
· necessary road improvements? 

Impartial Analysis from the County Counsel 
This measure, if adopted by a majority vote, would amend the 
original Measure Y policies and, as amended, extend them for 
ten years. The policies cannot be further amended or repealed 
except by a vote of the people. 

In 1998, the voters enacted the "Control Traffic Congestion 
Initiative" (Measure Y), which added five policies to the 1996 
General Plan. They included: (1) a prohibition of residential 
development projects of five or more units causing, or 
worsening, Level of Service (LOS) F traffic congestion during 
weekday, peak-hour periods; (2) a prohibition against adding 
roads to the list of roads allowed to operate at LOS F without 
voter approval; (3) a requirement that developers pay fees to 
mitigate traffic impacts of new development; and, (4) a 
prohibition against county tax revenues being used to mitigate 
such impacts without voter approval. Measure Y stated that the 
policies would remain in effect for ten years. It provided that 
they should be placed on the ballot prior to expiration for the 

http://www.smartvoter.org/2008/11 /04/ca/ ed/meas/Y I 

This election is archived. Any 
links to sources outside of 
Smart Voter may no longer be 
active. No further links will 
be added to this page. 
Links to sources outside of Smart 
Voter are provided for information 
only and do not imply endorsement. 

6/29/2012 
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Measure Y: Shall the current Meas. Y be amended and extended for ten years? - El Dorad... Page 2 of 4 

voters to decide on a IO year extension. 

In 1999, the court invalidated the 1996 General Plan. In 
readopting a general plan in 2004, the Board of Supervisors 
incorporated the Measure Y policies, which were to remain in 
effect until 2008. They included alternative policies to take 
effect upon their expiration. But, it remains unclear whether 
Measure Y itself, including its provision to place it back on the 
ballot, remains legally enforceable. However, the Board of 
Supervisors decided to put the policies on the ballot for an 
extension, with certain modifications. 

The amendments to the Measure Y policies made by this 
measure include: (I) clarification that the prohibition against 
residential projects of five or more units causing or worsening 
LOS F applies only to single-family subdivisions; (2) a 
provision that a road may be added to the list of roadways 
which can operate LOS F by a vote of the people or by a 4/5 
vote of the Board of Supervisors; (3) clarification that non-tax 
sources of revenue such as federal and state grants can be used 
to fund road projects to serve new development; and, (4) 
deletion of the prohibition against using county tax revenues to 
fund road projects to serve new development. The amended 
policies still require that developer fees, together with other 
revenue sources, fully pay to mitigate the traffic impacts of 
new development. 

If this measure fails, the alternative policies will go into effect. 
They could be amended by the Board of Supervisors at their 
discretion. The alternative policies generally follow the 
Measure Y policies, but include: (1) extension of the 
prohibition against causing or worsening LOS F to all 
residential projects (less than five units); (2) clarification that 
non-tax sources of revenue such as federal and state grants can 
be used to fund road projects to serve new development; and, 
(3) a provision that road segments can be added to the list of 
roads allowed to operate at LOS F by a 3/5 vote of the Board. 

Louis B. Green - El Dorado County Counsel 

Arguments For Measure Y 

To control traffic congestion, El Dorado County 
voters approved the original Measure Y in 1998 
with 61% of the vote. Since then, the measure has 
been working to control congestion by requiring 
d.::velopers to pay for the road improvements 
needed to keep traffic flowing. Today's Measure 
Y simply extends the original Measure Y for 

Arguments Against Measure Y 

No Argument Against This Measure Was 
Submitted 

http://www.smartvoter.org/2008/11/04/ca/ed/meas/Y / 6/29/2012 
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Measure Y: Shall the current Meas. Y be amended and extended for ten years? - El Dorad... Page 3 of 4 

another ten years as follows: 

• Prohibits approval of any new single­
family housing subdivision of five or more 
parcels if the development creates or 
worsens traffic congestion (known as 
"Level of Service F" gridlock). 

• Prohibits "Level of Service F" gridlock on 
any additional county roads, unless 
approved by voters or a four-fifths vote of 
our county supervisors. 

• Requires developers to pay for any road 
improvements that are needed to prevent 
new traffic from causing gridlock or 
exceeding acceptable traffic levels. 

Measure Y is endorsed by local business, 
agriculture, slow-growth, taxpayer and 
environmental advocates, along with the El 
Dorado County Republican and Democratic 
Parties, the Chamber of Commerce and the 
League of Women Voters. All agree Measure Y 
will control traffic and protect our rural quality of 
life, while encouraging jobs creation and 
balanced economic growth. Police and 
firefighters support Measure Y because it will 
help prevent gridlock on our county roads during 
emergencies. 

The original Measure Y has been working 
effectively for the past ten years. Your "YES" 
vote on today's Measure Y will keep these 
successful policies working for the next ten years 
to prevent traffic gridlock, protect our rural 
environment and require new development to pay 
its fair share for new roads. 

Vote YES on Measure Y. 

Michael Kobus - President, El Dorado County 
Chamber of Commerce; Jack Sweeney - District 
3 Supervisor -- County of El Dorado; Bill Center 
- Author, Original Measure Y; John Stelzmiller -
Chair, El Dorado County Republican Central 
Committee; Rich Meagher - Chair, El Dorado 
County Democratic Central Committee 

Full Text of Measure Y 

Shall Policy TC-Xa of the 2004 El Dorado County General Plan be amended to read as follows and, as 

http://www.smartvoter.org/2008/11 /04/ca/ed/meas/Y / 6/29/2012 
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Measure Y: Shall the current Meas. Y be amended and extended for ten years? - El Do rad... Page 4 of 4 

amended, be extended for a period of ten years? Policy TC-Xa The following policies shall remain in 
effect until December 31, 2018: 

1. Traffic from single family residential subdivision development projects of five or more 
tmits 01 parcels of land shall not result in, or worsen, Level of Service F (gridlock, stop­
and-go) traffic congestion during weekday, peak-hour periods on any highway, road, 
interchange or intersection in the unincorporated areas of the county. 
2. The County shall not add any additional segments of U.S. Highway 50, or any other 
highways a:mi roads, to the County's list of roads (shoMt in Tttbk TC 2) that are allowed to 
operate at Level of Service F without first getting the voters' approval or by a 4/Sths vote 
of the Board of Supervisors. 
3. Developer-paid traffic impact fees combined with any other available funds shall fully 
pay for building all necessary road capacity improvements to fully offset and mitigate all 
direct and cumulative traffic impacts from new development upon any highways, arterial 
roads and their intersections during weekday, peak-hour periods in unincorporated areas of 
the county. 
4. Comtt, tax: zcvcimcs sh:a:H not be nscd in mr, way to pa, fot building 1oa:d ca:pa:ciey 
hnprovcntcnts to offset traffic intpa:cts iiotn new duelopmcnt projects. Exceptions me 
a:Ho~cd ifcomey votets fit st give thcit apptova:i. 
5. Before gi.ing zrpproval ofmr, kind to a: residential development project of fi.oc 01 ntorc 
mits 01 pm eels of lmtd, the Comity sha:11 nta:kc a finding that the ptojcct complies ~ith the 
policies abo v c. If this fatding cmntot be 1nadc, then the Comtt, sha:H not appto v c the 
project in order to protect the pttblic's health an:d safct, as ptovidcd by sttttc law to assme 
that safe and adcqnatc roads and highways me in place as snch devdopn:tcnt occms. 

If approved by the voters on November 4, 2008, this amended policy TC-Xa shall become effective on 
January 1, 2009, and shall expire in ten years. It may only be amended with voter approval during that 
term. 

El Dorado Home Page II Statewide Links II About Smart Voter II Feedback 

Created: January 24, 2009 10:32 PST 
Smart Voter <http://www.smartvoter.org/> 

Copyright© League of Women Voters of California Education Fund http://www.lwvc.org 
The League of Women Voters neither supports nor opposes candidates for public office or political parties. 

http://www.smartvoter.org/2008/11 /04/ca/ed/meas/Y / 6/29/2012 
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STATE PROPOSITION 4-WAITING PERIOD AND STATE PROPOSITION 10-ALTERNATIVE FUEL 
PARENTAL NOTIFICATION BEFORE TERMINATION OF VEHICLES AND RENEWABLE ENERGY. BONDS. 
MINOR'S PREGNANCY. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL INITIATIVE STATUTE. Authorizes $5 billion in bonds paid 
AMENDMENT. Changes California Constitution, prohibiting from state's General Fund, to help consumers and others 
abortion for unemancipated minor until 48 hours after purchase certain vehicles, and to fund research in renewable 
physician notifies minor's parent, legal guardian, or, in limited energy and alternative fuel vehicles. Fiscal Impact: State cost 
cases, substitute adult relative. Provides an exception for of about $10 billion over 30 years to repay bonds. Increased 
medical emergency or parental waiver. Fiscal Impact: state and local revenues, potentially totaling several tens of 
Potential unknown net state costs of several million dollars millions of dollars through 2019. Potential state administrative 
annually for health and social services programs, court costs up to about $1 O million annually. 
administration, and state health agency administration ,~ YES ,-----. NO 
combined. '--' '--' 

Q YES ONO STATE PROPOSITION 11 • REDISTRICTING. INITIATIVE 
11-------------------; CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. Changes 

STATE PROPOSITION 5 · NONVIOLENT DRUG authority for establishing state office boundaries from elected 
OFFENSES. SENTENCING, PAROLE AND representatives to commission. Establishes multilevel process 
REHABILITATION. INITIATIVE ST A TUTE. Allocates to select commissioners from registered voter pool. 
$460,000,000 annually to improve and expand treatment Commission comprised of Democrats, Republicans, and 
programs. Limits court authority to incarcerate offenders who representatives of neither party. Fiscal Impact: Potential 
commit certain drug crimes, break drug treatment rules or increase in state redistricting costs once every ten years due 
violate parole. Fiscal Impact: Increased state costs potentially to two entities performing redistricting. Any increase in costs 
exceeding $1 billion annually primarily for expansion of probably would not be significant. 
offender treatment programs. State savings potentially 
exceeding $1 billion annually on corrections operations. Net O YES ONO 
one-time state prison capital outlay savings potentially STATE PROPOSITION 12 • VETERANS' BOND ACT OF 
exceeding S2,5 billion. 2008. This act provides for a bond issue of nine hundred en 

ll--=Q=-Y_E_s ________ O __ N_o _____ --; million dollars ($900,000,000) to provide farm and home aid 
STATE PROPOSITION 6. POLICE AND LAW for California veterans. Fiscal Impact: Costs of about $1.8 
ENFORCEMENT FUNDING. CRIMINAL PENAL TIES AND billion to pay off both the principal ($900 million) and interest A4l 
LAWS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Requires minimum of ($856 million) on the bonds; costs paid by pa~icipating .., 
$965,000,000 of state funding each year for police and local veterans. Average payment for principal and .interest of about a 
law enforcement. Makes approximately 30 revisions to $59 million per year for 30 years. · 
California criminal law. Fiscal Impact: Increased net state O YES ONO , 
costs exceeding $500 million annually due to increasing .... 
spending on criminal justice programs to at least $965 million SCHOOL;·: .·' 11 ... 
and for corrections operating costs. Potential one-time state 1-LO_S_R-IO_S_C_O_M_M_U_N-ITY--'C;...O_L;...LE;...G_E_D_IS_TR ___ l""C-T------u 
prison capital outlay costs exceeding $500 million. MEASURE M CD 

O YES ONO "Shall the Los Rios Community College District be authorized 
l1-S-TA_:.;.TE_P_R_O_P_O_S_ITI_O_N_7 ___ R_E_N_EW_A_B_L_E_E_N_ER_G_Y ___ -i to issue $475,000,000 million in bonds at the:lowest available 

interest rates to improve student academic ~orrnance by 
GENERATION. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Requires building classrooms, facilities and labs throughout the district m 
government-owned utilities to generate 20% of their electricity including for teaching green technologies; nursing and health 
from renewable energy by 2010, a standard currently care programs; architecture, engineering and construction • 
applicable to private electrical corporations. Raises management; computer sciences; early childhood 
requirement for all utilities to 40% by 2020 and 50% by 2025. development; and fire and police public safety programs at the 
Fiscal Impact: Increased state administrative costs up to $3.4 American River, Cosumnes River, El Dorado, Folsom, and 
million annually, paid by fees. Unknown impact on state and Sacramento City College campuses?" 
local government costs and revenues due to the measure's O BONDS • YES O BONDS • NO 
uncertain impact on retail electricity rates. 

O YES ONO COUNTY 
STATE PROPOSITION 8 • ELIMINATES RIGHT OF SAME- EL DORADO COUNTY 
SEX COUPLES TO MARRY. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL MEASURE Y 2008 
AMENDMENT. Changes California Constitution to eliminate "Shall the voter-enacted Measure Y General Plan policies be 
the right of same-sex couples to marry. Provides that only extended ten years and amended lo provide: (1) Traffic from 
marriage between a man and a woman is valid or recognized major single-family residential subdivisions shall not resutt in, 
in California. Fiscal Impact: Over next few years, potential or worsen, Level of Service F (gridlock) traffic congestion; (2) 
revenue loss, mainly sales taxes, totaling in the several tens of No additional county roadways may operate at Level of 
millions of dollars, to state and local governments. In the long Service F without voter approval or 4/5ths vote of County 
run, likely little fiscal impact on state and local governments. Supervisors; (3) Developer-paid traffic fees, combined with 

any other funding source, shall pay to build necessary road 
,1,.... ___ 0_Y_E_s _______ O __ N_o _____ --1 improvements?" 

STATE PROPOSITION 9 • CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM. () YES C) NO 
VICTIMS' RIGHTS. PAROLE. INITIATIVE 
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. Requires 
notification to victim and opportunity for input during phases of 
criminal justice process, including bail, pleas, sentencing and 
parole. Establishes victim safety as consideration for bail or 
parole. Fiscal Impact: Potential loss of state savings on 
prison operations and increased county jail costs amounting to 
hundreds of millions of dollars annually. Potential net savings 
in the low tens of millions of dollars annually on parole 
procedures. 

( ; YES (__; NO 

09-5B002 11 IDHI 11111111111111 
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. . 
FULL TEXT OF MEASURE Y 2008 

Shall Policy TC-Xa of the 2004 El Dorado County General Plan be amended to read as follows and, as amended, be extended for a 
period of ten years? 

Policy TC-Xa The following policies shall remain in effect until December 31, 20~8: 

1. Traffic from single family residential subdivision development projects of five or more lff'lit&-eF parcels of land shall not 
result in, or worsen, Level of Service F (gridlock, stop-and-go) traffic congestion during weekday, peak-hour periods 
on any highway, road, interchange or intersection in the unincorporated areas of the county. 

2. The County shall not add any additional segments of U.S. Highway 50, or any other highways aREI roads, to the 
County's list of roads (shewR iR Table TC 2) that are allowed to operate at Level of Service F without first getting the 
voters' approval or by a 4/5ths vote of the Board of Supervisors. 

3. 

4. 

Developer-paid traffic impact fees combined with any other available funds shall fully pay for building all necessary 
road capacity improvements to fully offset and mitigate all direct and cumulative traffic impacts from new development 
upon any highways, arterial roads and their intersections during weekday, peak-hour periods in unincorporated areas 
of the county. 

Ce~1Rty taM F91JeRues shall Rot be useEI iR aRy way ta pay fer builEliRg read capacity impre¥emeRts te offset traffic 
impacts from Re•11 Ele\lelepmeRt projects. EMoeplieRs af8 allaweEI if couRty •,ioters first gio,•e ttleir appfO\lal. 

a. Botero gi'liRg appre•,ial of aRy kiREI to a FesiEleRtial de¥elepmeRt prejeot et fi,,ie er mere uRits or parsers ef laREI, the 
GouRty sllall make a fiREliRg that the projest semplies wilh lhe polisies abo,;e. If this fiREliRg saRRot be made, theR lhe 
CeYRt-y shall Ret appre•Ie the prejest iR eFEler le pretest the pYblis's heallh aREI safely as pro1JideEI by state law ta 
assuf8 ttlat safe aREI aEle{luate reaEls aREI highways are iR plaee as s1:1ch ElevelopmeRt escurs. 

If approved by the voters on November 4, 2008, this amended policy TC-Xa shall become effective on January 1, 2009, and shall expire 
in ten years. It may only be amended with voter approval during that term. 

IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS OF MEASURE Y 2008 
This measure, if adopted by a majority vote, would amend the original Measure Y policies and, as amended, extend them for ten years. 
The policies cannot be further amended or repealed except by a vote of the people. 

In 1998, the voters enacted the "Control Traffic Congestion Initiative" (Measure Y), which added five policies to the 1996 General Plan. 
They included: (1) a prohibition of residential development projects of five or more units causing, or worsening, Level of Service (LOS) F 
traffic congestion during weekday, peak-hour periods; (2) a prohibition against adding roads to the list of roads allowed to operate at 
LOS F without voter approval; (3) a requirement that developers pay fees to mitigate traffic impacts of new development; and, (4) a 
prohibition against county tax revenues being used to mitigate such impacts without voter approval. Measure Y stated that the policies 
would remain in effect for ten years. It provided that they should be placed on the ballot prior to expiration for the voters to decide on a 
10 year extension. 

In 1999, the court invalidated the 1996 General Plan. In readopting a general plan in 2004, the Board of Supervisors incorporated the 
Measure Y policies, which were to remain in effect until 2008. They included alternative policies to take effect upon their expiration. But, 
it remains unclear whether Measure Y itself, including its provision to place it back on the ballot, remains legally enforceable. However, 
the Board of Supervisors decided to put the policies on the ballot for an extension, with certain modifications. 

The amendments to the Measure Y policies made by this measure include: (1) clarification that the prohibition against residential 
projects of five or more units causing or worsening LOS F applies only to single-family subdivisions; (2) a provision that a road may be 
added to the list of roadways which can operate LOS F by a vote of the people or by a 4/5 vote of the Board of Supervisors; (3) 
clarification that ·non-tax sources of revenue such as federal and state grants can be used to fund road projects to serve new 
development; and, (4) deletion of the prohibition against using county tax revenues to fund road projects to serve new development. The 
amended policies still require that developer fees, together with other revenue sources, fully pay to mitigate the traffic impacts of new 
development. 

If this measure fails, the alternative policies will go into effect. They could be amended by the Board of Supervisors at their discretion. 
The alternative policies generally follow the Measure Y policies, but include: (1) extension of the prohibition against causing or 
worsening LOS F to all residential projects (less than five units); (2) clarification that non-tax sources of revenue such as federal and 
state grants can be used to fund road projects to serve new development; and, (3) a provision that road segments can be added to the 
list of roads allowed to operate at LOS F by a 3/5 vote of the Board. 

Louis B. Green - El Dorado County Counsel 

09-537 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE Y 2008 
To control traffic congestion, El Dorado County voters approved the original Measure Yin 1998 with 61% of the vote. Since then. the 
measure has been working to control congestion by requiring developers to pay for the road improvements needed to keep traffic 
flowing. · 

Today's Measure Y simply extends the original Measure Y for another ten years as follows: 

• Prohibits approval of any new single-family housing subdivision of five or more parcels if the development creates or worsens 
traffic congestion (known as "Level of Service F" gridlock). 

• Prohibits "Level of Service F" gridlock on any additional county roads, unless approved by voters or a four-fifths vote of our 
county supervisors. 

• Requires developers to pay for any road improvements that are needed to prevent new traffic from causing gridlock or 
exceeding acceptable traffic levels. 

Measure Y is endorsed by local business, agriculture, slow-growth, taxpayer and environmental advocates, along with the El Dorado 
County Republican and Democratic Parties, the Chamber of Commerce and the league of Women Voters. All agree Measure Y will 
control traffic and protect our rural quality of life, while encouraging jobs creation and balanced economic growth. Police and firefighters 
support Measure Y because ii will help prevent gridlock on our county roads during emergencies. 

The original Measure Y has been working effectively for the past ten years. Your "YES" vote on today's Measure Y will keep these 
successful policies working for the next ten years lo prevent traffic gridlock, protect our rural environment and require new development 
to pay its fair share for new roads. 

Vote YES on Measure Y. 

Michael Kobus - President, El Dorado County Chamber of Commerce 
Jack Sweeney - District 3 Supervisor - County of El Dorado 
Bill Center -Author, Original Measure Y 
John Stelzmiller - Chair, El Dorado County Republican Central Committee 
Rich Meagher - Chair, El Dorado County Democratic Central Committee 

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST THIS MEASURE WAS SUBMITTED 

09-538 II INIIHIIII m111n II 
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RESOLUTION NO. 194-2008 

OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUN'l'Y OF EL DORADO 

WHEREAS, the County of El Dorado is mandated by the State of 

California to maintain an adequate and proper General Plan: and 

WHEREAS, because of that mandate El Dorado County's General Plan 

and the various elements thereof must be continually updated with 

current data, recommendations, and policies; and 

WHEREAS, the Development Services/Planning Services Department and 

the Planning Commission have made recommendations to the Board of 

Supervisors regarding potential amendments to the Transportation and 

Circulation Element of the General Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors has reviewed and held public 

hearings on the recommended amendments to the Transportation and 

Circulation Element; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors finds that the proposed 

amendments to the General Plan are consistent with all elements of 

the General Plan not otherwise amended. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the El Dorado County Board of 

Supervisors hereby approves and accepts the environmental document on 

the attached amendments (see Exhibit A - Proposed Amendments to 

Transportation Element Policies) to the General l?lan, and approves 

and adopts the amendments to Policies TC-Xb, TC-Xe, TC-Xd, TC-Xf, and 

TC-Xh; Tables: TC-2 and TC-3; and Implementation Measures TC-A and 
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Page 2 
Resolution No. 194-2008 

TC-B based on the findings and reasons set forth in the staff report 

and Planning Commission's action, except as may be noted herein. 

This Resolution becomes effective 30 days after adoption but shall 

become operative January 1, 2009 and only if the amendments to TC-Xa 

are approved by the voters on November 4, 2008. 

PASsm 1ltlD llDOP'ft'D by the BQard of Supervisors of the County of El Dorado at a regular meeting 
o! said Board, held the 1st clay of July , 200__[, by the 
following vote of said Board: 

Attest: 
Cindy Keck 
Cleric o! the Board ,, . 

By: 

DA'n:: 

A.yH, Sweeney, Sant iogo, Briggs 

N~s: Dupray, B,.auni~ 
Al>Nnt: J)one-· ,,.--~;~/ /-'5 

rvi.:sors 

irman 
Of TH!: ORIGIIIAL ON nu: IN THIS OH,CE. 

Attest: CINDY KECK, Clerk ot the Board of Supervisors of the County of El Dorado, State of 
California. 

By: 

s:\OlSCR&TlOIIARY\A\2008\AOS-0005\aesolution Option A 2.doe 



 
 

 15-0048 3F   17 of 21 

EXHIBIT A 

Proposed Amendments to Transportation F,lement Policies 

The underlined sections indicate proposed additions and the strikeouts indicate deletions. 

···-- -----·-- ·-··-·-----·- -------- ~------- .. - ·-- . ··- ..... -- ·-·------·-~ 

TABLE TC-2 EL DORADO COUNTY ROADS ALLOWED TO OPERA TE AT LEVEL OF SERVICE F 
I 

(Throu11h OecemberJl,~Jfil!) 
.. ·-----·· .. ------ -- --·-·" ... --- ----- - ----.. - ----- ------ --· ·-- -

Road Segment(,) z 
Mar. VIC ------ -------- --- ---- -·-- . --

Cambridge Road , Country Club Drive to Oxford Road 1.07 
··- ---------·- .. 

Cameron Park Drive · Robin Lane to Coach Lane I.II 
I-'------·- ----- ----------

Missouri Flu Road I U.S. Highway SO to Mother Lode Drive 1.12 

Mother Lode Drive to China Garden Road 1.20 
-------- ·-·--·-----· ------ --- . --

! PleaSllllt Valley Road El Dorado Road to State Route 49 1.28 
---

U.S. Highway 50 I Canal Street to j1111c1ion of State Route 49 (Spring Street) l.2S 

! Junction of State Route 49 (Spring Str«t) to Coloma Street 1.59 

Coloma Street to Bedford Avenue 1.61 --- --
__ Bedford Avenue 10 beginning of freeway 1.73 

Beginning of freeway to Wa.~hington overhead 1.16 

l Ice House Road to Echo Lake 1.16 

State Roule 49 I Pacific/Sacramento Slreel 10 new four-lane section I.JI 

, U.S. Highway 5010 Stale Route 193 132 ··-------
State Route 193 10 county line I.SI ---~-

Notes: 
1 Roads improved to their maximum width given right-of-way and physical limitations • . 
Volume to Capacity ratio. 

Policy TC-Xb To ensure that potential development in the County does not exceed available 
roadway capacity, the County shall: 

A. Every year P J?repare an annual Capital Improvement Program (CJP) 
specifying expenditures for roadway improvements ta be eemt1leted within 
the next 10 yearn~ te ensure eemplianee wilh all ep11lieable level af !ieF¥iee and 
mher stoftd!lffls in 1his plan, identifying improYemenls e11pee1ed 10 he requiFet4 
within !he nell:I W yt!aES. Md speeifying fufttiing seurees sutlieil:lfll 10 devel81' 
1he impre•,•emenl5 identified ift the IQ ye&f' pleni At least every five years 
preJ)are a qp s,ecifying expenditures for roadway improvements within the 
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Rc\<1lu1ion :,;,, 
l·.,h1hi1 ,\ I r.m,p.,rt:111011 El~mcnr Poli,ic~ 

TC-Xh. l"C-Xd, ll' XI. JC"-Xh. lahlc~ IC-1 anti rC-J; 
hnpl.,1111,111.111,rn !\l.'asurc~ re-A .it1d rc-H 

l'agc 1 of 5 

neX! 20 years. E;1ch JlWL sh;i!Lcontai.JL iJenli lkation. of ti111<linu.our1;1.;lt 
:mftj~jcp!.!!Ub;n:top the improvements idcntitic.J~ 

B, At h:ast evcrv live years, prepare a Traffic Impact Mitigation tTlM) Fee 
Program sJ&'Cifyinu. roadwu,y improvements to bs: cornpl,;wd wjthin the m:xt 
20 years to cnsw:e compliance wjth all i!PP!icablc level of ;,s:rvice and other 
standards in this plan; and 

C. 11. ,\nnually monitor traffic volumes on the county"s major roadway 
system Jcpi~'tcd in tht: Circulation Diagram. 

E Review tle~·el0pm(11t jlfflJ'O!iUls 10 e1u;me thet the aevelertnent wottlt:I net 
1,;.:neFt1hi tmfl'.ie.- in .:ioie:;s t1f !hill eente1flple1ed ey the Cepiull lmpF0•,remenl 
Progmm fo,-1l1e-1lC'!tt-l~P.t-et'-eeuse--ieY.ds-of-~~-t»t--tlny alli:leted 
Ft1ndway segments 10 foll ed,~w the le'<'els speeified ifl !his plefl . 

..fhe-fuHowmg-1lt)!teiff--Shall-i~upett-dkt-e1tpiftllien of the Jffilieies ia 
Polie,· TC Xe: 

I. Treffie fren:i Ftr..itlentiel J1welepmefll pl8jeels shell Ael Ft:stilt iA, er 
woPSen, Lc!1.'el ef Seniiee F (g,tdleelt, 11tep entl ge) IMflie eengesfioR 
d1:tr4Ag weektlay, peek hew- perieds en ftfl)' high•Ney. read, iRterehftftge er 
inter.ieetiea in the tmineorpe,eted ltfe!l5 of the eeualy t:Keept es speeitied 
iHTableTC 3. 
3. Atltlitienel segFRenls ef U.S. Migh¼'f:IY SQ anti ether highways end reeds 
nmy he edtled le Tttble TC J enly upeR approval of a mejerity ef the 
Board efSupep,·isers, 
3. Oe'teleper paid treffie itnpaet fees shell pey fer the pettien of reed 
eepeeily ifflflFBVt."fflt!Als, whieh would aot be paid fer thru11gh ether Ceunty 
re~·enue set1rees, neeessary lo oftset and ffliligate the lfaffie impae15 
fe8SOfttlhly-fl1tFibu1able le fttl','•' tleYelepfflent t1pen any h:igh•,r1&ys, llftCAel 
reeds and their interseetiens during weekde)·. peek hour perietls in 
11niAee,pereted areas of the eoualy. 

1. Ce11n1y !Wt re·1enues shell aet ee lfsed ia any ·.1,11y le pay fer bu.ildiag 
reftd eepeeity impF0ve1nen1s te offilel lmffie impeels ffem new 
de•,·eloptAeftt prejeets. E!'!eCf)fiBM e,e allowed if CoYRly voteFS HFSI gi>Je 
their api,re•rel. 
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Nofflt 

Rc:~olution No. 
F.Mibit A - Transportation Element l'olicies 

TC-Xb, TC-Xd. TC-Xf, TC-Xh; Tables TC-2 and TC-J; 
Implementation MeMures TC-A and TC-B 

· Page 3 pf5 

~ lhlillls-impruwd ttHhff-lllltllimum ',\ itlth gi ... tll riglll o~ay-~iee4-lintit1KHH!!r. 
~ 
V.-~Cllp!K'Hrfilf!O, 

Policy TC-Xd Level of Service (LOS) for County-maintained roads and state highways 
within the unincorporated areas of the county shall not be worse than LOS E 
in the Community Regions or LOS D in the Rural Centers and Rural Regions 
except as specified in Table TC-2 er, after Deeeml!er31, 2908, Ta&le TC 3. 
The volume 10 capacity ratio of the roadway segments listed in Tables TC-2 
aad TC 3 a, applicable shall not exceed the ratio specified in that table. Level 
of Service will be as defined in the latest edition of the Highway Capacity 
Manual (Transportation Research Board, National Research Council) and 
calculated using the methodologies contained in that manual. Analysis periods 
shall be based on the professional judgment of the Department of 
Transportation which shall consider periods including, but not limited to, 
Weekday Average Daily Traffic (ADTI. AM Peak Hour, and PM Peak hour 
traffic volumes. 

Policy TC-Xf At the time of ap,proval of a tentatjve map for a single family residential 
subdivision of five or more parcels Prier to oee1:1paney fer deYelopment that 
worsens (defined as a project that triggers Policy TC-Xe [A] or [BJ or (CJ) 
traffic on the County road system, the dez,reloper County shall do one of the 
following: ( 1) condjtjon the prgject to construct all road improvements 
necessary to regieAal and leeal reads needefl te maintain or attain Level of 
Service standards detailed in this Transportation and Circulation Element 
based on existing traffic plus traffic gcnetated fi:om the development plus 
forecasted traffic growth at 10-years from project submittal; or (2) ensure 
ade11.-e funding is identified and awilable the commencement of 
construction of fer the necessary road improvements are included in the 
couoty·s IO year CIP. and 1k0se p,ojeel!I are p,og,MnmeEI. The delefffliAatieR 
of eompliattee w41h !his re1:1uirement shall be based en e1tisting tmffie plus 
!FatJie get1emted from !he Md H'flm ether reasetlllbly feFeseeable pffljeets. 
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Policy TC-Xh 

Re,iolution No. 
Exhibit A·· Transponation Element Policie<1 

TC-Xb, TC-Xd, TC-Xf. TC-Xh; Table<1 TC-2 and TC-3; 
lmplementa1ion Measures TC-A and TC-B 

Page 4 ?f5 

For \!ll.!.!.!.!:!~i:...l,lh~.r.,;.~!o!l.(!f.)'. proji;cts that Wt!IB,;n (Jctinc<l as a project that 
triggers Policy TC-Xe [A) or [BJ or ICJ) traffic on the County road system. 
the County shall do one of the foUowing; CI> condition the project to construct 
all road improvements necessary Jo maintain or attain Level of Service 
standards detailed in this Transpor1ation and Circulation Element: or (2} 
ensure the construction of the necessary road improvements are included in 
the County's 20-year CIP. 

All subdivisions shall be conditioned to pay the traffic impact fees in effect at 
the time a building pennit is issued for any parcel created by the subdivision. 
U111il sueh lim111 11:1 l~fraflie itnpaet-~ltf\HlJ~pu,sttaflHe-lhis 
General Plan. ltflY ,;uhtli·,isiom; will be ret1ttiretl te eiOter (I) t:seeuk!-ltft 
ugre111men1 11greeing 1a fJtlY 1he higher tet::1, ,wen uller mtiltling permits rnwe 
beet1 i~A!uetl or (2) h11w a aelil!e tif Feslril!lion fJlllel:!tl l:lR !he final m11p 
p,ehihiling the i.muenee uf huiltliflg peRnils un1il the 1:1pt:le1etl tfflHie impaet 
lees are atlop!etl. 

IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM 

MEASURE TC-A 

Prepare and adopt a priority list of road and highway improvements for the Capital Improvement 
Program (CIP) based on a horizon of -#we ten years. The Board of Supervisors shall update the 
CIP every lWe yeaB, or more frequently as recommended by the responsible departments. The 
CIP shall prioritize capital maintenance and rehabilitation, reconstruction, capacity, and 
operational and safety improvements. Non-capital maintenance activities need not be included in 
the CIP. The CIP shall be coordinated with the five-year major review of the General Plan and 
shall be included in the annual General Plan review. [Policies TC-lk, TC-Im, and TC-InJ 

Responsibility: Department of Transportation, Planning Oepamnem, and Board of Supervisors 

Time Frame: Within six months of General Plan amendmenc adoption: every one year thereafter. 

IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM 

MEASURE TC-B 

Revise and adopt traffic impact fee program(s) for unincorporated areas of the county and adopt 
additional funding mechanisms necessary to ensure that improvements contained in the fee 
programs are fully funded and capable of being implemented concurrently with new 
development as defined by Policy TC-Xf. The traffic fees should be designed to achieve the 
adopted level of service standards and preserve the integrity of the circulation system. The fee 
program(s) shall be updated annually for changes in project costs. and at least every five years 
with revised growth forecasts. revjsed improvement prqiect analvsis and Hst, and ~ 
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.,, Resolution No. 
Exhibit A - Transportation Element Policies 

TC-Xb. TC-Xd, TC-Xf. TC-Xh: Tables TC-2 and TC-3; 
Implementation Measures TC-A and TC-B 

Page S ofS 

construction cost estimates to ensure the programs continue to meet the requirements contained 
in the policies of this General Plan. [Policies TC-Xa. TC-Xb, and TC-Xg] 

I, Responsibility: Oepanmenl of Transportation and Planning Department ~--~ 

'-1_:!!_lle Fra".'1~--- Fi~l_full flsca~ year following Gen_~!_Plan BdoPfiO!': __________ ~ 
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