RESOLUTION NO. 128-2017
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF EL DORADO

ADOPTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES POLICIES, OBJECTIVES,
AND IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES IN THE EL DORADO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN

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 periodically updated with current data, recommendations and policies; and

WHEREAS, on July 19, 2004, the Board of Supervisors (Board) adopted a General Plan, which identifies
planned land uses and infrastructure for physical development in the unincorporated areas of the County of
El Dorado; and

WHEREAS, on September 24, 2012, the Board determined that all the related biological resources policies,
objectives, and implementation measures in the General Plan should be reviewed and considered for revisions
to ensure that the goals and objectives of the General Plan can be achieved; and

WHEREAS, the purpose of the General Plan Biological Resources Policy Update (Project) is to revise specific
biological resource objectives, policies, and implementation measures included in the Conservation and Open
Space Element of the County’s 2004 General Plan and to adopt an Oak Resources Management Plan (ORMP)
inclusive of an in-lieu fee payment option for impacts to oak woodland areas and individual oak trees, and
implementing Oak Resources Conservation Ordinance (Ordinance) that replace the 2008 Oak Woodlands
Management Plan (OWMP); and

WHEREAS, on October 7, 2014, the Board determined that a combination mitigation/conservation approach to
redefine the County's program for management of and mitigation for biological resource impacts and
implementation of the Oak Woodland Management Plan (OWMP), specifically related to Option B of General
Plan Policy 7.4.4.4 (oak woodland in-lieu fee option) in place of implementation of the Integrated Natural
Resources Management Plan (INRMP), shall be considered; and

WHEREAS, in 2015, the Board held five (5) workshops (January 26, February 23, March 30, May 18 and June
22) to discuss ten (10) key project decision points that have informed the preparation of draft policy
amendments, revisions to the OWMP and related General Plan Implementation Measures; and

WHEREAS, on June 22, 2015, the Board adopted Resolution of Intention (ROI) No. 108-2015, to set a public
hearing to consider proposed amendments to the General Plan, and revisions to any related General Plan
Implementation Measures as summarized in Table “Summary of Revisions to General Plan Objectives, Policies,
and Implementation Measures™” and authorizing staff to prepare all necessary documentation and environmental
review requirements pursuant to the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and
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WHEREAS, on June 22, 2015, the Board adopted ROI No. 109-2015, to set a public hearing to consider
proposed amendments to the Oak Woodland Management Plan (OWMP) including re-titling to the Oak
Resources Management Plan (ORMP), consistent with General Plan Implementation Measure CO-P; inclusion
of in-lieu fee(s) for impacts to oak woodland areas and individual oak trees; and authorizing staff to prepare all
necessary documentation and environmental review requirements pursuant to CEQA requirements; and

WHEREAS, on July 14, 2015, the Board adopted ROI No. 118-2015 (superseding ROI No. 108-2015), which
was revised to more accurately reflect the proposed amendments to General Plan Chapter 7 — Conservation and
Open Space Element (as discussed on June 22, 2015); and

WHEREAS, on July 17, 2015, the County commenced the environmental review process with issuance of
a CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for a 30-day public review
period ending on August 17, 2015 soliciting written comments regarding the scope and content of the EIR for
the Project; and

WHEREAS, on August 13, 2015, a public scoping meeting was held during the Planning Commission's regular
meeting to receive comments on the scope and content of the Draft EIR; and

WHEREAS, on August 17, 2015, the deadline to submit comments on the NOP released on July 17, 2015
closed at 5:00 p.m.; and

WHEREAS, on September 29, 2015, following consideration of comments on the original NOP and Project,
the Board approved several revisions to the draft ORMP and directed staff to release a revised NOP, along with
the revised draft ORMP; and

WHEREAS, on November 23, 2015, the County released a revised NOP of a Draft EIR and revised draft
ORMP for a 30-day public review period ending on December 23, 2015 soliciting written comments regarding
the scope and content of the EIR (documents revised based on Board direction and comments received during
the initial NOP review period) for the Project; and

WHEREAS, on December 23, 2015, the deadline to submit comments on the revised NOP released on
November 23, 2015 closed at 5:00 p.m.; and

WHEREAS, a Program EIR has been prepared pursuant to CEQA to analyze the potential environmental
impacts of the Project; and

WHEREAS, on June 30, 2016, the County issued a Notice of Availability (NOA) of a Draft Program EIR
(SCH# 20151072031) for the Project for a 45-day public review period ending on August 15, 2016; and

WHEREAS, said NOA contained substantially all of the information required by Public Resources Code
Section 21092 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15087 and was published in a manner required by law, and was
consequently made in full accordance with CEQA, notwithstanding any minor errors, which were not
prejudicial; and

WHEREAS, on August 15,2016, the deadline to submit comments on the Draft EIR closed at 5:00 p.m.; and
WHEREAS, the County received public and agency written and oral comments on the draft environmental

documents including the NOP, revised NOP, and Draft EIR during the public comment periods; including over
500 written comments submitted by 17 agencies/organizations, and 115 individuals; and
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WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA, all comments received on the Draft Program EIR during the public
comment periods were responded to and included in the Final EIR; and

WHEREAS, on March 8, 2017, the Final EIR was filed with the State Clearinghouse and released for public
review; and

WHEREAS, on April 27, 2017, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing, pursuant to
CA Government Code Sections 65090-65096 as applicable, to review and consider and receive testimony on the
Final EIR and the Project; and

WHEREAS, on April 27, 2017, the public hearing held by the Planning Commission on the Final EIR and the
Project was closed; and

WHEREAS, on April 27, 2017, the Planning Commission carefully reviewed and considered the proposed
amendments to the biological resources policies in the General Plan, the ORMP and implementing Ordinance,
Final EIR, all public comments on the Project and the Final EIR; and

WHEREAS, on April 27, 2017, the Planning Commission voted to recommend approval to the Board of staff’s
recommended actions that the Board certify the Final EIR; adopt an amendment to the biological resources
policies, objectives and implementation measures in the E1 Dorado County General Plan; adopt the ORMP; and
adopt the implementing Ordinance, including six additional recommendations identified by the Planning
Commission during the hearing; and

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2017, the Board held a duly noticed public hearing, pursuant to CA Government Code
Sections 65090-65096 as applicable, to review and consider and receive testimony on the Final EIR and the
Project; and

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2017, the public hearing held by the Board on the Final EIR and the Project was
closed; and

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2017, the Board began its deliberations and independently reviewed the Project
documents, including but not limited to, the Final EIR, staff report, written public comments, Planning
Commission’s recommendations, draft CEQA Findings of Fact, draft CEQA Statement of Overriding
Considerations, and draft Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program; and

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2017, the Board’s deliberations were conducted as part of a public meeting held in
accordance with CEQA and the Ralph M. Brown Act; and

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2017, the Board directed staff to incorporate changes as directed on this date and
return to the Board on September 12, 2017 for certification of the Final EIR and consideration of adoption of
the proposed Project; and

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2017, the Board further directed staff to exclude Live Oaks from the definition of
a Heritage Tree, and to revise the Personal Use Exemption to allow removal of 8 trees per dwelling unit per
parcel; and to include these revisions in the final ORMP and implementing Ordinance for adoption; and to
return to the Board on September 12, 2017 incorporating changes as directed on this date, for certification of
the EIR and consideration of adoption of the Project; and

WHEREAS, on September 12, 2017, the Board redirected staff to remove the exclusion of Live Oaks from the

definition of Heritage Tree and modification of the Personal Use Exemption; and directed staff to return to the
Planning Commission on September 28, 2017 with additional modifications to the proposed Ordinance that
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were not considered by the Planning Commission on April 27, 2017, pursuant to CA Government Code Section
65857; and

WHEREAS, on September 28, 2017, the Planning Commission recommended approval to the Board of staff’s
proposed modification to General Plan Measure CO-K and modifications to the proposed Ordinance, with
additional modifications (underlined) to Section 130.39.050(J), Exemption for Personal Use, as follows:
“Removal of a native oak tree, other than a Heritage Tree or individual valley oak trees and valley oak
woodlands...”; and

WHEREAS, on October 24, 2017, the Board held a limited public hearing to receive public comment only on
the proposed modifications to the proposed General Plan Amendment and Ordinance that were considered and
recommended by the Planning Commission on September 28, 2017; and

WHEREAS, on October 24, 2017, the limited public hearing was closed and the Board began deliberations;
and

WHEREAS, on October 24, 2017, the Board’s deliberations were conducted as part of a public meeting held in
accordance with CEQA and the Ralph M. Brown Act; and

WHEREAS, on October 24, 2017, the Board completed its deliberations, and accepted the Planning
Commission’s recommendation on the proposed modifications to the General Plan Amendment and proposed
Ordinance, and adopted Resolution No. 127-2017, Certifying the Final EIR for the Project; Making
Environmental Findings of Fact; Adopting a Statement of Overriding Considerations; and Approving the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program; and

WHEREAS, on October 24, 2017, the Board adopted Resolution No. 129-2017 Adopting an Oak Resources
Management Plan and adopted Ordinance No. 5061 Adopting an Oak Resources Conservation Ordinance to
implement the Oak Resources Management Plan; and

WHEREAS, on October 24, 2017, the Board adopted Resolution No. 130-2017 Establishing an In-Lieu Fee to
Mitigation Impacts to Oak Woodland Areas and Individual Oak Trees; and

WHEREAS, the Project recommends amendments to General Plan objectives, policies, and implementation
measures summarized in Table 3-1 below, which is included in Chapter 3 Project Description in the Final EIR.
The full text of the proposed objectives, policies, and implementation measures (with additions shown in single
underline and deletions shown in strikeout) are included following Table 3-1.

Table 3-1
Proposed General Plan Revisions

General Plan Objective/Policy/
Implementation Measure Changes Made

Objective 7.4.1 Revise to focus on Pine Hill rare plant species

Policy 7.4.1.1 Update reference to County Code Chapter 130.71.

Policy 7.4.1.2 Add “Pine Hill rare plant” before “preserve sites” to clarify which preserves are addressed by this
policy

Policy 7.4.1.3 Add “Pine Hill rare plant’ before “preserve areas” to clarify which preserves are addressed by this
policy

Policy 7.4.1.4 Replace “Proposed rare, threatened, or endangered species preserves” with “The Pine Hill
Preserves” to clarify which preserves are addressed by this policy
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Table 3-1
Proposed General Plan Revisions

General Plan Objective/Policy/

Implementation Measure Changes Made
Policy 7.4.1.5 Delete text
Policy 7.4.1.6 Delete text
Policy 7.4.1.7 Moved to Policy 7.4.2.2
Policy 7.4.2.1 Revise language to address coordinating wildlife and vegetation protection programs with
appropriate federal and state agencies
Policy 7.4.2.2 Delete policy; replace with prior Policy 7.4.1.7 regarding noxious weeds
Policy 7.4.2.4 Revise text to clarify that active management is not required
Policy 7.4.2.6 Delete policy
Policy 7.4.2.7 Delete policy to remove requirement to maintain the Plant and Wildlife Technical Advisory
Committee (PAWTAC), but does not preclude the County from re-convening the PAWTAC when
necessary.
Policy 7.4.2.8 Revise to delete the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and to include:
Requirement for wildlife movement studies for 4-, 6-, and 8-lane roadway projects
Requirement for a biological resources technical report and establishment of mitigation ratios for
special-status biological resources
Identification of criteria for conservation lands
Establish a voluntary database of willing sellers
Biological resources mitigation program
Habitat protection strategy
Policy 7.4.2.8 Revise proposed subsection (C) Biological Resources Assessment to add requirements that species
surveys conform to current CDFW and USFWS recommendations and that biological resources
technical report shall include recommendations for consideration of mitigation requirements related
to nesting birds, roosting bats, entanglement of wildlife, and indirect impacts to adjacent properties.
Policy 7.4.2.8 Add new subsection (F) Mitigation Monitoring. Prior to final approval of an individual development
project, applicants shall submit to the County a Mitigation Monitoring Plan that provides for periodic
monitoring of preserved lands to assess effectiveness of the measures implemented to protect
special-status and native species. The Mitigation Monitoring Plan shall demonstrate that funding is
secured to implement the monitoring strategy in perpetuity.
Policy 7.4.2.9 Revise provisions for lands within the Important Biological Corridor (IBC) overlay to reflect new site-
specific requirements
Objective 7.4.3 Incorporate objective into Policy 7.4.2.1
Objective 7.4.4 Consolidate Objective 7.4.4 and 7.4.5 to address oak woodlands and trees together
Policy 7.4.4.2 Revise to reflect the conservation portion of the mitigation/conservation approach
Policy 7.4.4.3 Revise to encourage retention of contiguous area of forests and oak woodlands
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Table 3-1
Proposed General Plan Revisions

General Plan Objective/Policy/
Implementation Measure Changes Made

Policy 7.4.4.4 Revise to refer to oak woodland and oak tree mitigation requirements in the Oak Resources
Management Plan (ORMP). The Draft ORMP reflects the following revisions to the requirements
previously contained in Policy 7.4.4.4:
Use of ‘oak woodland’ as a measurement
Development of a 2-tiered mitigation approach that incorporates oak woodland mitigation (Policies
7.4.4.4) and oak tree mitigation (including heritage trees (Policy 7.4.5.2). Framework removes
necessity for two oak woodland mitigation options (Option A and B) and removes retention
standards by incorporating an incentive-based approach for oak woodland impact avoidance.
Replace two oak woodland mitigation options (Option A and B) and retention standards with an
incentive-based approach for oak woodland impact avoidance
Identify projects or actions exempt from oak woodland and oak tree mitigation requirements
Add criteria for identifying conservation lands outside of Priority Conservation Areas (PCA)

Policy 7.4.4.5 Delete policy; draft ORMP provides requirements for mitigation.

Objective 7.4.5 Merge Objective 7.4.5 with Objective 7.4.4 to address oak woodlands and individual oak trees
(including Heritage Trees). Remove ‘Vegetation' as non-tree vegetation is addressed in Policy
74.28.

Policy 7.4.5.1 Remove Policy 7.4.5.1 as itis redundant with Policy 7.4.5.2, which has been merged with Policy
7444

Policy 7.4.5.2 Merge Policy 7.4.5.2 with Policy 7.4.4.4 to comprehensively address oak woodlands and oak tree
resources in a two-tier framework as identified in the ORMP

Measure CO-K Remove reference to eliminated Objective 7.4.3

Measure CO-L Revise to reflect changes to Policy 7.4.2.8

Measure CO-M Delete to reflect changes to Policy 7.4.2.8

Measure CO-N Delete to reflect changes to Policy 7.4.2.9

Measure CO-P Revise to reflect changes to Policy 7.4.4.4 and the ORMP

Measure CO-U Delete to reflect changes to Policy 7.4.2.8

LAND USE ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE 7.4.1: RARETHREATENTEDAND-ENDANGEREDPINE HILL RARE PLANT
SPECIES

The County shall protect State-and-Federally-reeegnized-rare;-threatened;—or-endangered-speeiesPine
Hill rare plant species and their habitats consistent with Federal and State laws.

Policy 7.4.1.1 The County shall continue to provide for the permanent protection of the eight sensitive
plant species known as the Pine Hill endemics and their habitat through the establishment
and management of ecological preserves consistent with County Code Chapter 1304%.71
and the USFWS’s Gabbro Soil Plants for the Central Sierra Nevada Foothills Recovery
Plan (USFWS 2002).

Policy 7.4.1.2 Private land for Pine Hill rare plant preserve sites will be purchased only from willing
sellers.
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Policy 7.4.1.3 Limit land uses within established Pine Hill rare plant preserve areas to activities deemed
compatible. Such uses may include passive recreation, research and scientific study, and
education. In conjunction with use as passive recreational areas, develop a rare plant
educational and interpretive program.

Policy 7.4.1.4 Propesed-rare—threatened—or-endansered-species—preservesThe Pine Hill Preserves, as
approved by the County Board of Supervisors, shall be designated- Ecological- Preserve
(-EP) overlay on the General Plan land use map.

Poliey-F4-1.5—Species,—habitat—and —natural —community—preservationlconservation—stratesies—shatl-be
prepared-to-protect-spectal-status-plant-and-animal-speecies-and-natural-communities-and
habitats-when-diseretionary-development-is-propesed-en-tands-ith-such-resourees-unless-it
is-determined-that-these resourees-exdist—and either-are or-can-be-protected: on-publie lands
or-private Matural-Resouree-tands:

Poliey-T4-46——All—development—projects—invelvins—diseretionary—review—shall—be—desisned—to—aveid
distarbanee-or-fragmentation-of important-habitats-te-the-extent-reasenably-feasible—Where
aveidanee-is-not-pessible-the-development-shat-be-required to-fuly miticate-the effeetsof
mportant-habitat-less—and-fracmentation—Mitication-shal-be-defined-in-the-Intesrated
Natural-Resourees-Manacement—Plan-ANRMP)-(see-Potiey-F4.-2:5-and-Implementation

Fhe County-Asriettural- CommissionPlant-and-\Wildlife-Technieal Advisory- Committee;
representatives-of -the-asriettural-community - academia—and-other-stakeholders-shal-be
tvelved-and eonstlted-in-definine-the-impertant-habitats-of the County-and in-the ereation
and implementation-of the INRMP-

Policv 7.4.1.5 Intentionally blank Fhe-Countu-will-eoordinate-wildlife-and-vecctation-proteetion-prostams

Policy 7.4.1.6 Intentionally blank.

Policy 7.4.1.7 Intentionally blank. Fhe—County—shall—eontinue—to—support—the—Noxious—Weed
Management Group-in-its-efforts-to-reduce-and-eliminate-noxious-weed-infestations-to
proteet-native-habitats-and-to-reduee fire-hazards:

OBJECTIVE 7.4.2: IDENTIFY AND PROTECT RESOURCES

Identification and protection, where feasible, of critical fish and wildlife habitat including deer winter,
summer, and fawning ranges; deer migration routes; stream and river riparian habitat; lake shore
habitat; fish spawning areas; wetlands; wildlife corridors; and diverse wildlife habitat.

Peliey-F4-24—TFo-the-extent-feasible-t-light- of-other General- Plan-policies-and-to-the-extent-permitted-by
State-lavw-the-County-of El-Dorade-wil-protect-identified eritieal-fish-andwwildhife habitat
as—tdentified-en—thetmportant-Bielogical Reseourees Map-maintained—at—the-Planning
Depattment—throush-any-of the-foHewins-technigues: —utilization-of -open-space- Natural
Resource-land-use designation, elusterinetarse-lot desisn, setbacks,-ete:

Poliey-F4:2.2—Where—eritical—wildlife —areas—and-—migration—eorridors—are—identified -during—review-of
projeets-the-Counnty-shall-proteet-theresourees-from-degradation-by-requiring-al-portions
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Policy 7.4.2.1

of-the-projeet-site—that-eontain-or—influenee-said-areas-to-be-retained-as-non-disturbed
natural-areas-throush-mandatery-elustered-development-on-suitable-pertions-ef the-prejeet
site-or-other means-sueh-as-density-transfers-H-elusterine-cannot-be-achieved—The setback
distanee-for-desighated-or-protected-migration-eorriders-shall-be-determined-as-part-of-the
projeet’s-environmental-analysis—The-intent-and-emphasis-of-the-Open-Spaece-land-tse
desichation-and-of the-nen-disturbance peliey-is-to-ensure-continned-viabiity-of conticnous
or-tnterdependent-habitat-areas-and-the-preservation-of -al-mevement-corridors-between
related-habitts—Fhe-intent-of-mandatory-elustering-is-to-provide a mechanism-for natural
resetree—proteetion—while —alewins—appropriate—development - of -private—preperty:
Hortietttural-and-crazine-projects-on-asrientrally desicnated-fands-are-exempt-from-the
restrictions—placed—on—disturbanee—of natural-areas—when—utilizing “Best Management
Practices™ B M5} recommended-by-the-County-Acricultural- Commission-and - adepted-by
the Board-of Supervisers-when not subjeet-to-Rotiey- L2 7

The County will coordinate wildlife and vegetation protection programs with appropriate

Policy 7.4.2.2

Policy 7.4.2.3

Policy 7.4.2.4

Policy 7.4.2.5

Federal and State agencies.&tentionallv-blawk:

The Countv shall continue to support the Noxious Weed Management Group in its efforts
to reduce and eliminate noxious weed infestations to protect native habitats and to reduce
fire hazards. frtentionaty-biark:

Consistent with Policy 9.1.3.1 of the Parks and Recreation Element, low impact uses such
as trails and linear parks may be provided within river and stream buffers if all applicable
mitigation measures are incorporated into the design.

EstablishProtect and manasepreserve wildlife habitat corridors within public parks and
natural resource protection areas to allow for wildlife use. Recreational uses within these
areas shall be limited to those activities that do not require grading or vegetation removal.

Setbacks from all rivers, streams, and lakes shall be included in the Zoning Ordinance for
all ministerial and discretionary development projects.

Poliey-F4-2:6—El-Derade-County-Biolosical- Community-Conservation-Rlans-shall-be-required-to-proteet;

to-the-extent-feastblerrare—threatened—and-endangered-plant-speetes-only-when-existing
Federal-or-State-plans for nonjurisdictional-areas-do-net provide adequate protection:

Poliey- 7427 —The-County-shall-form-a-Plant-and-Wildlife- Technieal- Advisory-Committee-to-advise-the

Plannins-Commission—and-Board—of-Supervisors—on—plant-and-—wildlife-issues—and-the
committee-should-be-formed-of -local-experts—inctudingasriewttural—fire-protection—and
forestry—representatives—whe-will-consult-with-ether-experts—with-speetal-expertise-on
various-plant-and-witdlife-issues—ineludine-representatives—of-resulatory—aseneies—The
Committee-shal-formulate-objectives-whieh will-be-reviewed-by-the Plannins-Commission
and Joard-of Supervisers:

Policy 7.4.2.6 Intentionally blank.
Policy 7.4.2.7 Intentionally blank.
Policy 7.4.2.8

Develop-withinfive years-and implement an-Intesrated Natural-Resourees-Manasement
Plan-tINRMP)-that-identifies-Conserve contiguous blocks of important habitat to offset the
effects of increased habitat loss and fragmentation elsewhere in the County and-establishes
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@ procram for-effeetive-habitat preservation and manasement: Fhe BIRMP shall-include
the followving componentss

— A Habitat-tnventory—This-part-of the INRME shall tnventory-and-map-the foeHowina
Hmportant-habitatsthrough a Biological Resource Mitigation Program (Program). The
Program will result in El-Betade-County:the conservation of’

1. Habitats that support special status species;

2. Aquatic environments including streams, rivers, and lakes;
3. Wetland and riparian habitat;

4. Important habitat for migratory deer herds; and

5

Large expanses of native vegetation.

The-County-should-update-the-inventory-every-three-years-to-identify-the-amount-of
tportant-habitat-protected;-by-habitat type; throush-Connty-prosrams-and-the-amount
of-tmportant-habitat-removed-because-of-new-development during that-peried—The
trcentory-and-mapping-effort-shall-be-developed-with-the-assistance-of the-Plant-and
Widlife-Teehnieat-Advisory-Committee; CDFG-and USEWS —The tnventory-shall-be
mathtained-and-updated -by-the-County-Rlannine-Department-and-shall-be-publiely
aceessible:

B—Habitat-Protection-Stratesy—This-compenent-shall-deseribe-a-stratesy- for-protecting
mpertant-habitats —based-on-ecoordinated- land -aequisitions—(see-item-D -below)—and
manacement-of-acquired land—The zoal- of the stratesy- shall be-to-conserve-and restore
contictous-bloeks-of tmportant habitat-to-etfset the-effects-of thereased-habitattoss-and
fracmentation-elsewhere in-the -eounty—The-Habitat Protection-Stratesy-sheuld be
updated-at-least-once-every five-years-based on the-results- of the-habitat-menitering
procram-ftem -E-below)—Consideration-of-widlife-mevement-witt-be-given-by-the
County—on—alt-future-4—and-6-lane-roadway-construction-projects—When-feasible;
natural-undereressines-along-proposed-roadway-alisnments- that-cowld-be-utilized-by
terrestrial-witdbfe-for-movement will-be-preserved-and enhaneed:

E—Mitication-Assistanee—TFhis-part-of the- INRMP-shall-establish-a-procram-te-factlitate
mitization-of-tmpaects-to-biological-resourees-resultine-from-projects-approved-by-the
County-that-are—tnable—te—aveid-trpacts-on-Hnportant-habitats—The-prosram—may
tnelude-development-of mitication-banks-matntenanee-of lists-of potential-mitication
eptions—and-ineentives—for—developers—and—tandowner-participation—in—the-habiat
acquisttion-and-manasement-components-of the-INRME:

DB—HabitatAequisition—Based-on-the-Habitat-Protection-Stratesy-and in-coordination with
the Mitisation\ssistanee-program-the - INRME-shall-inelude-a program-for-tdentifying
habitat- acquisition opportunities- ivobdne willing-seters — Aequisition may-be-by-state
or -federat-tand-manasement-aseneies, private—tand-trasts -or mitigation—banks, the
County;-or-other-publie-or-private-organizations—lands-may-be-aequired-in- fee-or
protected-throuch-acquisttion-of-a conservation-easement-desicned-to-proteet-the-core
habitat -values-of the-land-whie-alewing-other-uses-by-the -fee-ovwner—The prosram
shewld—identify—opportunities—for—partinerships—between—the —County—and —other
orsanizations for - habitat- acquisition-and—management— —n—evaluating - propesed
acquisitions ~eonsideration-with-be-shven-to-site-speeifie-features-fe.o—econdition-and
threats-to-habitat-presence of special-status-speetes)-transaction- related-features-fe.z
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level-of-protection-gained -tirme—frame-for-purehase-completion—relative eostsy-and
recional-considerations-fe:c—eonneetvity-with-adjacent protected-lands and-important
habitat—aechieves-multiple-ageney—and - community —benefis)— Pareels—that-inelude
impertant-habitat-and-are-tocated-generaty-to-the-west-of the Eldorade National-Forest
sheuld-be-given-prierity—for-aequisiion—Priority-will-also-be-siven-to-pareels-that
wotld-preserve-natural—witdlife -meovement-corridors—sueh-as—erossins —under-major
roadways-{e-g-H-S-Hishway-50-and-aeross eanyons)-—Ad-land-aequired shal-be-added
to-the Eeolosical-Preserve-everlay-area:

E—Habitat-Manasement—Each-property-or-easement-acquired-throush-the INRMP sheuld
be—evaluated—te—determine—whether—the—biolesical—resourees—would —benefit—from
restoration-ef—manacement-aetions— Examples—of-the -many—types—ef restoration-of
Hanagement-aetions-that-eould-be-undertaken-to-improve-eurrent-habitat-conditions
inelude—removal-of-non—native—plant-speeies—planting—native—speecies,—repair-and
rehabHitation-of-severely-grazed-riparian-and-upland-habitats; remeval-of enbverts-and
other-struetures-that-impede-movement-by-native-fishes, eonstruction of roadway under
and-evererossing-that-would-facttitate-movement-by-terrestrial-wiltdlife-and-instatation
of erosion-control-meastres-on-land-adjacent to-sensitive-wetland-and-riparian-habitat

E—Moniterinte—The-INRMP-shall-include -a-habitat-menitering-program-that-covers-al
areas-thder-the-Ecelogical-Preserve-overtay-together-with-all-lands-aequired-as-part-of
the-INRMP—Moenitorine—+esults-shaH-be—incorporated-inte-futtre-County-planning
efforts-so-as-te-more-effectivehy-conserve-and-restore-inportant-habitats- Fhe resulis-of
al-speecial-status-speeies—monitoring-shal-be—reperted-to-the-ENDDB—Menitering
results-shall-be—ecompiled—into—an—annual—report—te—be—presented-to—the-Beard—of

G—Publie-Participation-—The-INRMP-shal-be-developed-with-and-inelude-provisiens-for
publie-participation-and-informal-consultation-with-loeal—state—and-federal-aseneies
havinsjurisdietion-over-natural-resourees within the county:

H—Fundine—The-County-shal-develop-a-conservation-fund-to-ensure-adequate-fundinz-of
the-INRMP-ineluding-habitat-matntenanee-and restoration. -Fundings may-be-provided
from-orants-mitication-fees—and-the-County-seneral-fund—The - INRMP annual-report
deseribed-under-itern-f-abeve-shal-include-information-en-current-fundins-tevels-and
shall-projeet-anticipated-funding-needs-and-anticipated-and-potential-fundins-sourees
for-the foltowing-fiveyears:

A. Habitat Protection Strategy. The Program establishes mitication ratios ferto offset
impacts to special-status species habitat and special-status bielesieal—reseurees:

ineludins-vegetation communitiessplants-and-witdlife within the County.
Special-status species include plants and animals in the following categories:

e Species listed or proposed for listing as Threatened or Endangered under the
federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) or the California Endangered Species Act
(CESA):

e Species considered as candidates for listing as Threatened or Endangered under
ESA or CESA:

o Wildlife species identified by California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)
as Species of Special Concern:

o Wildlife species identified by US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) as Species of Concern:
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e Plants listed as Endangered or Rare under the California Native Plant Protection
Act:

e Animals fully protected under the California Fish and Game Code:

e Plants that have a California Native Plant Society (CNPS) California Rare Plant

resumed extirpated in California and either rare or

extinct elsewhere). lants rare. threatened. or endangered in California and

elsewhere). 2A (plants presumed extirpated in California. but more common

elsewhere). or 2B (plants rare. threatened. or endangered in California. but more
common elsewhere). The CNPS CRPRs are used by both CDFW and USFWS in

their consideration of formal species protection under ESA or CESA.

With the exception of oak woodlands. which would be mitigated in accordance with the
ORMP (see General Plan Policy 7.4.4.4). and Pine Hill rare plant species and their

habitat. which would be mitigated in accordance with Countv Code Chapter 130.71
(see General Plan Policy 7.4.1.1). mitigation of impacts to vegetation communities will
be implemented in accordance with the table below. Preservation and creation of the
following vegetation communities will ensure that the current range and distribution of
special-status species within the Countv are maintained.

Habitat Mitieation Summaryv Table

Vegetation Tvpe Preservation Creation Total
Water NA L fls )8
Herbaceous Wetland 1:1 1:1 2:1
Shrub and Tree Wetlands 2:1 1:1 3:1

Upland (non-oak and non- | 1:1

Pine Hill rare plant species
habitat)

£

B. Wildlife Movement for future 4- and 6- and 8-lane roadwav_construction projects.
Consideration of wildlife movement will be given by the County on all future 4-. 6,
and 8-lane roadwav construction and widening projects. Impacts on public safety
and wildlife movement for projects that include new roads of 4 or more lanes or the
widening_of roads to 4 or more lanes will be evaluated during the development

review process (see Section C below). The analysis of wildlife movement impacts
will take into account the conditions of the project site and surrounding property to
determine whether wildlife undercrossings are warranted and. if so. the type. size.
and locations that would best mitigate a project’s impacts on wildlife movement

and associated public safety.

C. Biological Resources Assessment. A site-specific biological resources technical
report will be required to determine the presence of special-status biological
resources that may be affected by a proposed discretionary project. Vegetation

communities and special-status plants shall be mapped and assessed in accordance
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with the CDFG 2009 Protocols for Surveving and Evaluating Impacts to Special

Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities and subsequent updates.
and the List of TVegetation Alliances and Associations (CDFG_ 2010) and

subsequent updates. Any_surveys conducted to evaluate potential presence of
special-status wildlife species shall conform to practices recommended by CDFW
and/or USFWS at the time of the survevs. The report will include an assessment of
direct. indirect and cumulative impacts to biological resources. including

vegetation communities. plant and wildlife species and wildlife movement. The

report shall include recommendations for:

e pre-construction surveys and avoidance/protection measures for nesting birds:

e pre-construction surveys and avoidance/protection measures for roosting bats:

e avoidance and minimization measures to reduce impacts related to entrapment.

entanglement. injury. or poisoning of wildlife: and

e avoidance and minimization measures to reduce indirect impacts to wildlife in
open space adjacent to a project site.
The results of the biological resources technical report shall be used as the basis for

establishing mitigation requirements in conformance with this policy and the Oak
Resources Management Plan (ORMP. see General Plan Policy 7.4.4.4).

D. Habitat Protection. Mitigation for impacts to vegetation communities defined

above in Section A will occur within the County on a minimum contiguous habitat
block of 5 acres. Wetlands mitigation may occur within mitigation banks and/or
outside the County if within the watershed of impact. Mitigation sites will be

prioritized based on the following criteria:
e Location within PCAs and IBCs

e Location within other important ecological areas. as defined in the Updated
INRMP Initial Inventory and Mapping (June 2010):

e Woodland. forest and shrub communities with diverse age structure:

e Woodland and forest communities with large trees and dense canopies:
e  Opportunities for active land management to be used to enhance or restore
natural ecosystem processes:

e Presence of or potential to support special-status species:

e Connectivity with adjacent protected lands:

o Parcels that achieve multiple agency and community benefits:

e Parcels that are located generally to the west of the Eldorado National Forest:

and

o Parcels that would preserve natural wildlife movement corridors such as

crossings under major roadways (e.g.. U.S. Highway 50 and across canvons).

E. Mitigation Assistance. The County will establish and maintain a database of
willing sellers of land for mitigation of biological resource impacts within the

County. The County will manage the database as a voluntary program wherein

12-1203 27C 12 of 50



Resolution 128-2017

Page 13 of 20

Policy 7.4.2.9

landowners must opt-in to be included in the database bv contacting the County.
The database will include the following information:

O Property owner name

e Assessor’s Parcel Number

e Parcel acreage

o (General vegetation communities as mapped in the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection’s Fire and Resource Assessment Program (FRAP)
database

e [ocation within Prieritv—Conservation—Area—{PCA). lmportant—Biolosical
Eerrider£IBC). or important ecological area. as defined in the Updated INRMP

Initial Inventory and Mapping (June 2010).

F. Mitigation Monitoring. Prior to final approval of an individual development
project. applicants shall submit to the Countv_a Mitigation Monitoring Plan that
provides for periodic monitoring of preserved lands to assess effectiveness of the
measures implemented to protect special-status and native species. The Mitigation
Monitoring_Plan_shall demonstrate that funding is secured to implement the
monitoring strategy in perpetuitv.

The Important Biological Corridor (-IBC) overlay shall apply to lands identified as having
high wildlife habitat values because of extent, habitat function, connectivity, and other
factors. Lands located within the overlay district shall be subject to the following
provisions except that where the overlay is applied to lands that are also subject to the
Agricultural District (-A) overlay or that are within the Agricultural Lands (AL)
designation, the land use restrictions associated with the -IBC policies will not apply to the
extent that the agricultural practices do not interfere with the purposes of the -IBC overlay-

+—lnereased minimum-pareel-size:

+—Hicher-canopy-retention-standards-and/or-different-mitication-standards/threshelds

+—Lower threshelds-for-crading permits:

o—Hicher—wetlands/riparian—retention—standards—and/or—mere—strinsent—mitication
reguirementsforwetland/riparian-habitat-toss:

+—lnereased-riparian corridor and-wetland-setbaeks:

»+— Greater-protection-for-rare-plants-fe.c-ne-disturbance-at-all-or-disturbanee-only-as
recommended-by-H.-S-Fish-and-Wildlife-Serviee/California Department-of Fish-and
Gane):

. Standards-for-retention-of-conticuous-areastlarse- expanses-of-other-fnen-eak-o
fneR-sensitive) plant commuities:

+— Buildine-permits-diseretionary-or-some-other-type-of “site-review to-ensure-that
canepy-is-retained:

»—More-stringent-standards-for-lot -eoverase; Hloot-area ratio (FAR)and building
height-and
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»—Neg-hindranees-to-wildhife-movement-fe:o—no-tences-that-would-restriet-wildhdfe

Hevement):

Fhe-standards-listed-above shalt-be-teluded-in-the Zonins Ordinanee:

In order to evaluate project-specific compatibilitv with the -IBC overlav. applicants
for discretionarv projects (and applicants for ministerial projects within the Weber

Creek Ceanvon IBC) shall be required to provide to the Countv a biological
resources technical report (meeting the requirements identified in Section A of
Policy 7.4.2.8 above). The site-specific biological resources technical report will
determine the presence of special-status species or_habitat for such species (as
defined in Section B of Policv 7.4.2.8 above) that mayv be affected by a proposed
project as well as the presence of wildlife corridors particularly those used by large

mammals such as mountain lion. bobcat. mule deer. American black bear. and

coyote. Properties within the -IBC overlay that are found to support wildlife
movement shall provide mitigation to ensure there is no net loss of wildlife
movement function and value for special-status species. as well as large mammals
such as mountain lion. bobcat. mule deer. American black bear. and covote.
Mitigation measures may include land use siting and design tools.

Wildland Fire Safe measures (actions conducted in accordance with an approved
Fire Safe Plan for existing structures or defensible space maintenance for existing
structures consistent with California Public Resources Code Section 4291) are
exempt from this policy, except that Fire Safe measures will be designed insofar as
possible to be consistent with the objectives of the Important Biological Corridor.
Wildland Fire Safe measures for proposed projects are not exempt from this policy.

OBJECTIVE 7.4.3: COORDINATION-WITH-APPROPRIATE AGENCHLSINTENTIONALLY BLANK

Coordination—of —wildlife—and —vegetation—protection—programs—with—appropriate—Federal-and-State

ageneiess

OBJECTIVE 7.4.4: FORESTAND, OAK WOODLAND, AND TREE RESOURCES

Protect and conserve forest-aad, oak woodland, and tree resources for their wildlife habitat, recreation,
water production, domestic livestock grazing, production of a sustainable flow of wood products, and

aesthetic values.

Policy 7.4.4.1

Policy 7.4.4.2

Policy 7.4.4.3

Policy 7.4.4.4

The Natural Resource land use designation shall be used to protect important forest
resources from uses incompatible with timber harvesting.

Through the review of discretionary projects, the County, consistent with any limitations
imposed by State law, shall encourage the conservation. protection, planting, restoration,
and regeneration of native trees in new developments and within existing communities.

YtitizeEncourage the clustering of development to retain the largest contiguous areas of
forests and oak woodlands possible-t#-witeland-fundeveloped)-status.

For all new development projects ¢ret-inetudine-asriettural-enltivation—and-or actions
pursuant-to-an-approved-Fire-Safe-Plan-necessary-to-protect-existing-struettresboth-of
which-are-exempt-from-this-peliey)-that weuldresult in seil-disturbanee-on-pareels-that-(H)
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are-ever-an-aereimpacts to oak woodlands and-have-at-least-+-pereent-total-canopy-cover-of
2)-are-tess-than-an-acre-and-have-at-least-10-percent-total-canopy-cover-by—woodlands
habitats-as-defined-in-this-General-Plan-and-determined- from-base-tine-aerial-photosraphy
[or by-site-strvey-performed-by-a-qualified-biologist-er-licensed-arboristindividual native
oak trees. including Heritage Trees, the County shall require ene-ef-twe-mitigation eptiens:
H—as outlined in the prejeet-applicant—shal—adhere—to—the-tree-eanopy—retention-and
replacement-standards-deseribed-belows-or-{2)-the-project-applicant shall-contribute-to-the
County s-tntesrated-Natural-El Dorado Countv Oak Resources Management Plan (INRMP)
conservation-fund-deseribedORMP). The ORMP functions as the oak resources component
of the County’s biological resources mitigation program. identified in Policy 7.4.2.8.__

Option-A

Fhe-County-shaH-apply-the followine tree-canopy-tetention-standards:

20100 60%-of existing-canopy
6079 70%-ef existing-eanopy
2039 I5%-of existing-canopy
1049 90%-of existing-eanopy
1-9 for-parcels>-J-acre 90%-of existing-canopy

Hnader-Option-Athe-project-appheant-shal-alse-replace-woodland-habitat-remeved-at-+:4
ratto—Impacts-on-woedland-habitat-and-mitication-requirerments-shal-be-addressed-in-a
Bielosical-lkesetrees-Study-and-tmpoertant-Habttat-Mitication-Plan-as-deseribed-in-Peliey
7428 —Woodiand-replacement-shal-be-based-on-a formula-developed-by-the County that
aceothts-for-the rumber of trees-and aerease-affected:

Option-B

Fhe-prejeet-apphicant-shall-provide-sufficient-funding-to-the County's-INRMP-eonservation
fund-desertbed-in—Roliey-74-2.8—to- fully -compensate-for-the-impaet-to-oak-weodland
habitat—Fo—compensate—for—fragmentation—as—wel—as—habiat—less—the—preservation
witieation—ratio—shal—be-2:1-and-based-en-the-tetal-woodland—acrease—onsite—directly
tpacted—by—habitat-loss—and-indirectly—impacted-by—habitat-fracmentation—TFhe-eeosts
associated-with-aequisition; restoration—and-management-of the-habitat-protected-shalt-be
inetuded-in-the-mitication-fee—hmpacts-on-woodland-habitat-and-mitication-reguirements
shall-be-addressed-in-a-Bioloaieal-Resotrees-Study-and-hmportant-Habitat- Mitication-Plan
as-deseribed in-Rotiey-74-2.8:

Poliey 74-4.5— Where-existing-individual-or-a sroup-of -eak-trees-are-lost-within-a stand,a eorridor-of eak

trees-shatl-be-retained-that- maintains—continuity-between-al-portions-of-the-stand—The
retained-eorridershall-have a tree-density-that is-equatto-the density-ef the stand:
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OBJHECHIVE-Z45:-NATIVE- VEGETATION-AND- EANDMARIK FREES

Proteet-and-maintain-native-trees-ineluding eaks-and-landmark-and-heritage-trees.

Poliey-Z4:5:4

A-tree-sHrvey,—preservationand-replacement-plan-shall-be-required-to-be-filed-with-the
County-prior-to-issuance-of a-grading-permit-for-diseretionary-permits-on-aH-hish-density
residential—multifamily—residential—eonmercial;—and-industrial—projects—Fo-ensure-that
propesed-replacement-trees-survivea-mritication-monitorine-plan-should-be-ineorporated
Hite-diseretionary—projects—when-applicable—and-shall- inelude - provisions-for-neeessary
replacement-of trees:

Poliey 7452 —{t-shall-be-the-poliey-of the-County-to-preserve-native-oaks-wherever-feasible—through-the

review-of-all-propesed-development-activities-where-such-trees-are-present-on-either-publie
of-private-property-while-at-the-satne-tirne-recocnizing-individual-richts-to-develop-private
property-i-a-reasonable-manner—To-ensure-that-oak-tree-loss-is-redueed-to-reasenable
aceceptable—levels;—the-Ceunty—shall-develop-and-implement-an—Oak-Tree—Preservation
Ordinanee-that-ineludes-the following compenents:

A—Oak-Free-Remeval-Permit-Proeess—Exeept-under-special-exemptions:a-tree-removal
permit-shal-be-required-by-the County-for-removal-of -any-native-eak tree-with-a- single
matr-tronk-of-at-least-6-inches-diameter-at breast-height-{dbly-or-a multiple-trunte-with
an-aeeregate of at-least-H3-tnehes dbh—Special-exemptions-when-a tree removal-permit
is-not-needed-shal-inctude -remeval-of -trees-less-than-36-inches-dbh-en-H-lands-in
Wiliamsen—Aet-Contracts—Earmland-Seeurity Zone—Prosrams—FimberProduetion
Lenes-Acricuttural Distriets-desicnated-Agrienttural-Land- (A )-and-actions-pursuant
to-a-Fire-Safe-plan:-2)-alt single-family-residential-lots-o f one-acre-or-ess-that-cannot be
farther-subdivided:-3)-when-a-native-oak-tree-is-eut-down-on-the-owner’s-property-for
the—ev=ner’s-persental-user-and-43-when-written-approval-has-been-received-from-the
County—Plannins—Departirent—In—passine-—judement —upon—tree—remeval—permit
applications—the-County-may-thpese-such-reasenable—conditions-ef-appreval-as-are
neeessary-to-protect-the-health-of-existing-eak-trees—the-publie-and-the-surreunding
property-of-sensitive-habitats— Fhe-County-Plannins-Department-fray-condition-any
removat-of-native oaks-upen-thereplacementof-trees—in—kind—The-replacement
requirement-shall-be-ealenlated-based-upen-an-inch-for-inch-replacement -of remoeved
oaks—Fhe-total-of - replacement -trees-shal-have-a-combined- diameter-of -the-treefs)
rerreved—Replacement-trees-tay-be-planted-onsite-or-in-other-areas-to-the-satisfaction
of the-County-Planning Departinent.—The County-may-also-condition-any-tree-remeval
permit-that-weuld-atfeet sensitive-habitat-fe.avalley-eak weodland)-en-preparation-of
a-Biologieal-Resourees—Study—and —an—Iimpertant—Habitat—Mitisation—Pregram—as
deseribed-in—Peliey-F4-1.6—1f-an-application-is—denied;—the-County-shal-provide
written-notification-ineludine-the-reasens for-denial-to-the-appheant

B—Tree-Removal-Associated-with-Diseretionary-Project—Any-person-desiring-to-remeove 4
native—oak—shal—provide—the— Covnty—with—the —foHowing—as—part—of-the-projeet
applieation:

s —A-ywritten-statement-by-the-applicant-er-an-arborist-stating-the justification-for-the
development-activity—identifins-how -trees—in—the—vieinity—of-the—project-or
construction-site-will-be-protected-and-stating - that-al-eonstruction-aetivity —wilt
follow-approved-preservationethods:

»—A-site-map-plan-that-tdentifies-al-native-eaks-on-the projeet siter and
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o—A-report-by-a certified-arborist-that-provides-spectfie- tnformation for-all native-eak
trees-on-the-projeet-site:

C—Commeretal-Firewood-Cuttins—liuel-wood-production-is-considered commeretabwhen

a-party-etts- firewood-for-sale-or-profit—Ari-oak-tree-removal-permit-shall-be-required

for—commerecial-firewood-euttine—of-any-native—oak -tree.—In—reviewing. a-permit

application-the-Rlannins-Department-shal-censider-the foelowins:

+—\W hether the-trees-to-be-removed-would-have-a significant-negative-envirenmentat
tmpact:

o—Whether-the-propesed-remeval-wotld-not-result-th-elear-eutting - but-with-result-in
thinging or-stand-tmproverrent:

«—\ hether replantins would be-neeessary to-ensure adequate-regeneration:

+—\Whether the-removal-woitd-ereate-the petential-for-setl-erosion:

+—Whether-any-other Himitations-or-conditions-should-be-impesed-in-aceordance—with
seund-tree-manasement-practices:-and

+—What-the extent-of the resultins canopy-cover world be:

D Penalties—Eines-will-be-issued-to-any-person—firm,or-corporation-that-s-not-exempt
from-the-erdinance-whe-damages-or-destroys-an-oak-tree witheut first-obtatning an-oak-tree
removal permit— Fines—may—be—as—hish—as—threetimes—the-ecurrent—narket—value-of
replacement-trees-as-well-as-the-cost-of -replacement andlor-replacement -of -up-to-three
times-the-wumber-of trees-required-by-the- ordinance —H-oak-trees-are-remeoved without-a
tree-—-reroval—permit—the- County—Plannine - Departiment—may-cheose—to-deny--or -defer
approval-of any-applieation-for-development-of that-property-for & period-of up-to-3-years:
AH-mrontes—received-for—replacement—of-HHesally—removed—or—damased-trees—shall-be
depesited—in—the—County s—Intecrated—Natural—Resourees—Manasement—Plan—(INRME)
eonservation-thnd:

MEASURE CO-K

Work cooperatively with the State Department of Fish and Game, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and Bureau
of Land Management to implement the gabbro soils rare plant ecological preserve and recovery program and to
develop a long-term preserve strategy. Develop implementation measures to incorporate in County development
standards for ministerial and discretionary projects, which may include:

e I[dentification of compatible land uses within preserve sites, which may include passive recreation,
research and scientific study, and interpretive education; and

e Fuels management and fire protection plans to reduce fire hazards at the interface between rare
plant preserve sites and residential land uses;and.

[Policies 7.4.1.1, 7.4.1.2, and 7.4.1.3-and-Objective-F4-3]

Responsibility:

Planning Department

Time Frame:

Ongoing implementation to continue immediately upon General Plan
adoption. Development standards to be incorporated into updated Zoning
Ordinance and design standards programs.
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MEASURE CO-L

Develop guidelines for the preparation of biological studyresources technical reports. [Policy 7.4.4-62.8]

Responsibility: Planning Department and Department of Transportation

Time Frame: Develop guidelines within five years of General Plan adoption.

MEASURE CO-M

Develop-and-implementan-intesrated Natural-Reseurees-anasement Plan-consistent-with-Petiey-Z42:38:
Intentionallv blank.

Respensibitity: Plannie Pepartment

Fime-Eranre: Dexelep-initial-habitat-pretection-stratesy:-develop-and-implement
mitication—assistance—procram:—and —develop—and —implement
eonservation—fund—within—twe—years—of-General-Plan—adeption:
Bevelop—framewerk—for—aequisition—stratesy—and —menitoring
procram-within-three-years-of General-Rlan-adeption—Besin-actual
acquisition-atter-completion-of-the-initial-inrentery-and-mappins:
develop-rranasement-stratesies-as-preperties-are-acquired:
Adaptive-manasement-of the-entire-prosram-will-be-onzoins:

MEASURE CO-N

Review-and-update-an—Impertant-Biolosical- Corridor - HBE)-Overlay-tand-use-desionation-consistent-with
Poliey74-2.9:
Intentionally blank.

Firne Frame: Within-tweyears-of General-Plan-adeption:

MEASURE CO-O

Prepare and adopt a riparian setback ordinance. The ordinance, which shall be incorporated into the Zoning
Code, should address mitigation standards, including permanent protection mechanisms for protected areas, and
exceptions to the setback requirements. The ordinance shall be applied to riparian areas associated with any
surface water feature (i.e., rivers, streams, lakes, ponds, and wetlands) and should be prepared in coordination
with Measure CO-B. [Policy 7.4.2.5]

Responsibility: Planning Department

Time Frame: Within three years of General Plan adoption.

MEASURE CO-P

Develop and adopt an Oak Resources Management Plan. The plan shall address the following:

e Mitigation standards euthned-tn-Potiey-F4-4-4for oak resources impacts;
»—ThreshetdsDefinitions of siznifieanee for-the-tess-of eakweoediands:

o Reguirementsfor-tree-surveysexempt projects and actions:
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e Technical report requirements:

»—Qak resources mitigation plans-for-diseretionaty-projeets:

e Replantinsoptions and replacement-standards;
o Heritage/landmark-tree-proteetion_Tree mitigation standards; and
o An-Oak-Tree-Preservation-Ordinanee-as—outlined-in—0Oak resources mitigation monitoring and

reporting requirements.

[Policyies 7.4.4.4-and-F4:5:1]
Responsibility: Planning Department
Time Frame: Within-twe-years-of General-Plan-adeption-Concurrent with
biological resources policy update.

MEASURE CO-U

Intentionally blank.
Mitigation-under-RPoliey-7.4.1:6 shall-inelude-providing suffieient funding to-the County’s-eonservation fund 1o
acquire-and protect-tmportant-habitat-at-a wmintmum-2:1-ratto—The cost-asseciated-with-acquisttion,-restoration;
and-management - of the habitat-protected shalt be ineluded-in-the wnitication fee. fFor-larser-development
projeets-fi.e-those-that-exceed-a-total-of-10-actes) - in-addition to-contributing to-the conservation-fund-at-a
iniftm-2i1-ratio-onsite-preservation-andior- restoration of Hmpertant-habitat-shalt be-required-at-a-t:1-ratie:
Inpaets-on-tmportant-habitat-and mitication-requirements-shall-be-addressed-in-a-Biological-Reseurees-Study
and-an-hmpertant-Habitat-Mitication-Program-{deseribed-below):

A——Biolegieal-Resonrees-Study—The-County-shall-adept-biolegieal-resouree-assessment-standards-that
apphe-to-all-diseretionary-projeets-that-weunld-result in-disturbanee-of soil-and-native-vezetation-in-areas
that-ineltude important habitat-as-defined in-the INRMP—The-assessment of the projeet site-must be-ih
the form of an-independent Biolosical Resourees Study -and must-be eompleted by a qualified biolosist:
The evaluation-shel gquantify-the ameunt of inportant habitat. by habitat tvpe, as defined in the General
Plan-and-delineated-on-maps-included- i the INRMP.—The-Bislosieal Reseurees-Stady-shall-alse
address-the-petential—for—the—projeet-to—adversely-atfect-tmportant—habitat—throuch-conversion-or
fracmentation:—This-requirerent- shalt -not apply-to-projects-that-are on -lands that-either-{13-have
already-been the subjeet of a-study and for swhich all mitization requirements are beins implemented or
(2)-have-been-evaluated-by-the County-and found to-not possess any Haportant-habitat resourees:

B—Important-Habitat- Mitication -Program— Fhe-Bislesical-Resouree-Study-shal inelude-an Important
Habitat-Mitication-Prosramn-that-identifies- options-that-would-aveld, minimize, or-compensate for
Hpaets-on-tmportant-habitats-in-comphanee-with-the-standards-of -the-INRMP-and-the-General-Rlan:
AH-mitigation-programs-shall-inelude-a-monitoring-and-reporting -component-reguiring-reports-to-the
County-notless-than-onee-each-year-for-a period-of not-less-than-16 years—Fhe-report-will-inelude a
deseription-of the-tands-ineluded-in-the-mitication program-{ineluding loeation-and sizej; asummary of
the-evaluation-eriteria-established at-the-time-the mitication procram-was approved-an-evaluation-of the
mitication-prosram-based-en-those eriteria-and recommendations for-action-during-the folowing year:
Fhe-County-shall-adept standards for-evaluating mitication-prosrams propesed-as-part-of the Bielegieal
Resourees-Study-deseribed-above—The-standards-shall-ensure-that-the-mitication-reduees-direet-and
cwmulative-mpacts-of -proposed-development-on-important-habitats-to-less- than-signifeant-levels-in
aceordanee with-CEQA-threshelds:
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Resolution 128-2017
Page 20 of 20

Responstbibity Plannins-Deparbment
Firne Erame: Refer to Measures £CO-L-and-£O-M-as-applieable:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of El Dorado
received, reviewed, and considered the entire record, both written and oral, relating to the General Plan
Biological Resources Policy Update, Oak Resources Management Plan, and Oak Resources Conservation
Ordinance and the associated Draft and Final EIRs and hereby adopts the amendments to the County General
Plan Conservation and Open Space Element, attached hereto as Exhibit A.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of El Dorado at a regular meeting of
said Board, held the 24th day of October 2017, by the following vote of said Board:

Ayes: Veerkamp,Ranalli,Hidahl,Frentzen,Novasel

Attest: Noes: None
James S. Mitrisin Absent:None
ClerkV{ the Board of Supervisors 4
. Deputy Clerk )}ié " Chair, Board of Supervisors

Michael Ranalli
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