
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 EI 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 detennined 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 OW.MP 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 ofstafrs 
recommended actions that the Board certify the Final EIR; adopt an amendment to the biological resources 
policies, objectives and implementation measures in the El 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 130.39.0SO(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 sftes" 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 

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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General Plan Objective/Policy/ 
Implementation Measure 

Policy 7.4.1.5 
Policy 7.4. 1. 6 
Policy 7.4 .1.7 
Policy 7.4 .2.1 

Policy 7.4.2.2 
Policy 7.4.2.4 
Policy 7.4.2.6 
Policy 7.4.2.7 

Policy 7.4.2.8 

Policy 7.4.2.8 

Policy 7.4 .2.8 

Policy 7.4.2.9 

I Objective 7.4.3 
Objective 7.4 .4 
Policy 7.4.4.2 
Policy 7.4.4.3 

Table 3*1 
Proposed General Plan Revisions 

Changes Made 
Delete text 
Delete text 
Moved to Policy 7.4.2.2 
Revise language to address coordinating wildlife and vegetation protection programs with 
appropriate federal and state agencies 
Delete policy; replace with prior Policy 7.4. 1. 7 regarding noxious weeds 
Revise text to clarify that active management is not required 
Delete policy 
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. 
Revise to delete the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP} and lo 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 

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. 
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. 
Revise provisions for lands within the Important Biological Corridor (IBC) overlay to reflect new site-
specific requirements 
Incorporate objective into Policy 7.4.2.1 
Consolidate Objective 7.4.4 and 7.4.5 to address oak woodlands and trees together 
Revise to reflect the conservation portion of the mitigation/conservation approach 
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-liered 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 ObjecUve 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 Poficy 
7.4.2.8. 

Policy 7.4.5.1 Remove Policy 7.4.5.1 as it is redundant with Policy 7.4.5.2, which has been merged with Policy 
7.4.4.4 

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 reHect changes to Policy 7.4.2.8 

LAND USE ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE 7.4.1: IV·.RE, +HREATENTED, -AND--ENDANGERKDPINE HILL RARE PLANT 
SPECIES 

The County shall protect State 11Rd-Fedef'lll1rreeogRized---l'tlfll,-UiFeateRed,er-eedaegeretl--speeiesPine 
Hill rare plant species and their habitats- consistent with Federal and State laws. 

Policy 7.4.1.1 

I Policy 7.4.1.2 

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 130+.+.7 l 
and the USFWS's Gabbro Soil Plants for the Central Sierra Nevada Foothills Recovery 
Plan (USFWS 2002). 

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 

I Policy 7.4.1.4 

Pettey +.'I.I.§ 

Policy +:l.+:6 

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. 

Proposed rare, threatened, or endangered species preseF¥esThe 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. 

Speeies, habitat, and f'lf!:ffiffit eommunity-~servation/conservation--strategies-ShatJ.--Se 

ftt'e13aretl-to-{*otect-5j3ecial status-pfa.Ht-attd--iffiit:Ral-speete&-aOO-Hatt!ml communiti€s-aft4 
fl.a.aitats-vrften-Giseretfe.nary de·«elopment is proposed-eft-1-a+*is-witR-~ resources i:*nless-it 
-i5-E!etermif!ee-tl-lat-#iese--fe50H!'Ses·e:tist, and eith~-01'-caa..ee-f*otected, ~-f*thlie·taf!El5 
ot'~e ~atural Resource la11ds. 

All development projects involving discretio1~ar;:~-ew-sflatl-&e desig1~ed to avoie 
e.isturbance of-ffagmefltat.ieR-ef important habitats-to tl~e extent rea5eflae~Me,....Wkere 
tweierurne is net possible, the Elevelopment-shaH-5e required te..ffi.lt:rmitigate-tfle.-effects of 
important habitat loss and fi·agmentation. Mitigation shall-00-defined ifl-tfie !Ategrated 
Natt!tttl Resources-MaF1agement PlaR-fl-N-R:MP3-fsee Policy -=7.4.-a.& and- Implementation 
Measure CO M). 

--------1-A·e-Gel:ffity A gri culffifa-1.. Com rn iss i ett,PlaAt a Ad Wi ld!i fe-+eelffi.ieal-Ad¥if;sry Committee; 
representatives ef tJ:\e-agri€-H!t1:1ml-BotfHtH1+Hty,.a€aelem+a,-afld.-etlter stake ho hiers4atl--9e 
i 1wo I ved-and· £ of!su lted ..ffi-4effiting-t'h~rtant habitats ef the~-aRd-tA-ihe-ereatfeA. 
att&~ementation of the INRMP.,. 

Policv 7.4. l .5 

Policv 7.4.1.6 

Policy 7.4.1.7 

Intentional Iv blank. 

Intentionally blank.+h~ty-5-ha-H~atinuc to s1:1pport the- Noxious Wee8: 
Mtutagcmcnt Grnup..ffi...ff.s efforts to-~ and climmate flOXious weed-iflfesffitiem;-to 
preteet-n-a#ve-...ftaffitilts-a-f!tl-te reduce-fi-re-fl.flz;affl£, 

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. 

~-+A-..;b+--..... T ..... o,.tfle extent feasihle..ffi-l-ight·of.e!:fler-GaTeml-.JllM-~eies-aREi-t-&4ke extent-j3€i'ffitHe.d~ 
&ate.+aw;-tk~tinty of el 9oFade-will pretect identified criticaH'fsfl,-aR9--wi+d+i-fe-kahHat, 
as-teai@ee-en the Importan+-B-telegiffil Resourees Map maintainee-at-tRt!-lllallfli.ng 
9epaftrnt!At;-ffiffll:!gk-af!T-eHk:e- fol lo•n·i ng-tetJ:\~~-t.ttHkatton-ef.. open space, Natural 
R:esettFCe-tafld-HSe designation,illustering,ffirge-+ot.eesign, setbacl<s,etc. 

Where critical wildlife areas and ffiigrattoA-€(3ffi005-ai:e-tdentified--ffiirittg-re-Wew-ef 
projects, the County shall protect the-resolffiIBs-fron'l degradation by rettttiflHg-ttli-170ffi.a+ts 

12-1203 27C 7 of 50 



Resolution 128-2017 
Page 8 of20 

Policv 7.4.2. I 

Policy 7.4.2.2 

Policy 7 .4.2.3 

I Policy 7.4.2.4 

Policy 7.4.2.5 

ef:-tfle project site-#tat-oofttaffi or influence said-ai:eas-te be retained-as--fl-Ofl- disturbed 
ttatural areas-titl:e-1:1gh mandate Fj'-eltJ&t.ered deve l opme+tt-oo~+e--peffiefls-~ e project 
site or otheF-fl'loeaM-sttefi-as-defl:Stty transfe~tJ&t.efiRg-€iffinet...fre-affii~. The setbacli: 
Gistattee-fer El es i gnated or prete€te<!--migi:atfe+:t co rF i El oFS--Stta!t-be-eetel'ffiiflee-as-'f*i!'t·ef:.t!te 
project's environff!efital-analysis. The-i-ntettl:-afl4.-emphasis of #ie-GpeB Space lana use 
eesigAatie-A-an4&f.t.l:ie.oon Elisturbance po+iey--i5·ffi.eft51:1ra.t-entinued-¥iahlltt~R~ 
er-i-Atet'depe114em-habitat areas and-tfl~ervation of al-l-movemettt-eemoofS between 
related hab itats....-.+ke..ffiteflt--e.f..mandatozy elt!Stering is to ~-a.-metflan-isffi.fer natural 
resource protection wl:H+e-a.Jfowing appropriate development of pTivate-fWO~ 
He~M:!:H:rRti-gra'ah=1g-prejects on agriculturally designate4.+aRds-are-e;..:~e 
resffi€tiefis-pfaced on-Gi-stl:lfbance of natural areas when utilfir:i.flg "Best MaRageffleffi 
Pfaetices4QMPs) recomnrnnded by the-Ge1:1Rt;'·Agrkultura!-Gemmission an4-adopted by 
tke--Beaffi-e~f'¥isers-w.JtefHtot-sttbjeet-ts-Pe+iey-+.-+:-2.,+.. 

The Countv will coordinate wildlife and vegetation protection programs with appropriate 
Federal and State agencies • .ffrl.e.R#&Halfr b!-tt-nk.-

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. /ntentione/.l:y-hJ.aRk:· 

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 managepreserve 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. 

f!e+iey-+:44.:ti6---1E::-1l--Gerado Coooty-Btt:HogicaM;em.mi:tfltt:r-Gefl-Servation PlaflS--sfial.J...&e..fOEtHtre&-to-proteef; 
to--#ie-etttent feasible,ntre;-threatened, an4-ettdafige~am..s-peeies only whett-~ttg 
.r;:eeeral or State plans fur non jurisdictional areas do not pro"44e-ae~Hatei3feteatel'h 

Policy 7.4.2.6 

Policv 7.4.2.7 

Policy 7.4.2.8 

The-Gettnty-5hal.J-feFm-u-..p..jant and Wildlife Technical -Ad-vi5efj'-Committee-to advise the 
P.lanffing Comffiissiefl. and Boar<l4-£.Hpe~-$~lant and wi+d+i-f.e-i55ues, and tl~e 

eetttffiittee shoula-.&e funned of local ~, including agricultural, fo=e protection, and 
forestry representatives, who-w+lf...oofl51:1.J.t-with-et.Jte~rts-with-sfH~etal-e1if1e~itse-efl 

various plaflH!nti-wiWl:ife issues, including represent:atWes-ef regulatofj'-agenetes~ 
Gootmtttee4ali...fe.fffiltl~etti¥eS-whlclt-wtlt-be-re¥iewed-ay.#ie-Piantt-ing Cornmisstatl 
an4--Beard-Bf Supervisorso 

lntentionallv blank. 

!11tentio11allv blank. 

Devel op within five .yeaf5-&114-impleme1*&11 I ntegrated-Natural-R-esoHrees-Management 
.fllatt-HNRMPtthat-identifies-Conserve contiguous blocks of important habitat to offset the 
effects of increased habitat loss and fragmentation elsewhere in the County and establts.Jtes 
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a program fur effective habitat ~wiiliffiH\flf:i.·maHagement. The INR-M.P..&H:aJ+.ffichifle 
#ie-fultewitlg-compo ne nts+ 

::::::=::=::=::::::::::::::::n. Habitat ttwefltofj'. This -J*ift·eftfle..+NRMP-sffitlf.ffiv.efltoi:y.and map-the followiAg 
±mpeftaflt.flab+tat:sthroue:h a Biological Resource Mitigation Program (Pro!!ram). The 
Program will result in El-9erat!e.-GeHl'ltnthe conservation of: 

I. 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. 

+ke-.Geltflty-5J:leuld update-.tfie-ffiv.entory evefj' tlu:ee--years to identif;:-tl=le-amooRf...ef 
+mpertant haeitat protected, ey habitat-ty-pe~gh-Geunty i*Sgmms m~d the amet!ffi 
of-i-fflf1el'Hl:nt-habitat removed because of new development dur+ng-that;>efied,.-+he 
ffi¥ef!-tof]-an4-mappffig-eff:eft..5hall be developed with the assistance-ef the Plal'lt-aflf:i. 
W-i-141.f.fe..+eelmical Adviso~ffiffltHee, GDFG, aR&YS.f.WS.~IW·etttEH'J-shal+-00 
maintained and updated ey the CottRty-..p.jaiu1ing Departrnent-am:i-&hall be publ~ 
accessible~ 

B. Habitat Protection Strategy. This component-s+tal+.4escfibe--a-5trat-egrfor protecting 
tffii1efffiflt- habitats eased -a.n coo rd i natetl-+arid acq u is itions-fsee-ttem--G-~-attd 
maruigem ent of acquired ..J.a.Ra.,-+'1€-·goal-eftfle.. strategy -~be-to-tefl5ef¥e-and reste re 
eBntiguous bl-a.clffi..-&Hfflf1efffiflt habitat re offset the effects o~ease&haeitat loss and 
fragn~entatieH else¥.-here in the eBtfflty,.--.+ke-Habitat P-foteetion Strateg;r-sl1o!:tld-9e 
updated at +east--oflee-eYefj'...fi¥e...-years-0ased-efl4Ae-~-&H!:te-~-+110ffitor-iRg 
fH'Ogram-fitem+below). GonsideratietH3.f..wildlife movement-witl-be-gi....e&-b;y-#le 
Goooty-oo-al-l-.fuWFe-4-aru:l-4-kme--ro-adwey-te11strnction-f*ojeet5-::-Wfien feasiele, 
-nawrat-tffi4ercressings along proposed roadway-al-i-gnmettts-tllat--cooi4~1~ 
teffe5£Fi-al-w-ildlife fur meven:iettt·will be preserTed and enhanced. 

G. Mitigation-Assistance. This part of.the INRMP shal:I establish-it·fJ'fOgfiHtHe-ffieHttate 
mfttgatiOf!.-of-i.rnpact'S-to-&ielogieat-fe591:!f€e&-resu lting-fre m prej ec ts-ap p roved-brffie 
Go-1:r11~at-are-!:lf!able to a¥0W-impacts e-n-fm.p-e~t-ftab.Hats. The pregmm-maj' 
include developmetH-ef-m.ittgatien banks, maintenance of-lists of potentffi.l....ffiitigattofl 
options, afl4-ffieettti-¥es-.fu.r.....developeFS and landowner-paffi-ctpatieA-i-n the habitat 
acquisitiofl.and management -camponents-~..f.NRM.[!;, 

9-:---ttaeitat Acquisitiefl.,....Based-en-t~·Habiffit..Protectie~rategy and in coordinatio&witl=i 
ttre-Mittga#Ofl-Assistance -p-Fogram,tke INRMP shal+.+nsH:tee--a--p-Fogi:am fur identif;:tng 
-ltal*tat-acquisition-epportuntt~-i1welving·wiH+ng-£el4€-F5. AcquisitieR-may--Be-ey-sffi:te 
Of- federal land management-agenc ies,pri¥ate--ktn&-ffi!St'S--&F-fffit.igat-i-ofl--baflks,#le
GoootJT--a.r- other pue+tc--a.r--pr-i-vate-ei=gaffi:Cattons. Lands-may- be acq u i retl-tn-.fue...-a.r 
protected-tk-Fettgh-acquisition-of...a.-.eenservation easement.f:i.estgned-to protect.+he-eeFe 
habitat ¥atues--a.Hhe-+aRd-w-htJ.e-a-Howittg-other usas-~-.fe.e-owner. Tke-pfegram 
should identify--a.ppoffitt:f.i#es for partnerships betwee1:i-tl1e--.GoHRty-am!--a.tffef 
organiz:ations--for-.-habitat aequistt-i-ott and rnaRagement ffi.-evaluating proposed 
acquisitioR&,-e-onsideration wi+!:-Be--gWett-te-5-i-te-spectfi&-katttres (e.g., condition a1~d 
tl=ireat'S-te habitat,~nce-.ef.spec+al-5MH5-s-pecfes1, transact-io-R-fclated features--fe,g:, 
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level of protection gainetl,-4ime frame for-J3-t:1f€fiatre-t-emptet'ion, relative cestsj, and 
regiooal~eFattefl5-f&.g-.,ee~i-ty-wi#i-a4jaceflt·f)-fffie€ted-.J.aflti5..aflti.-imj3el'taflf 

ha:Maf,-oofl.ie¥eS--T11BttcifTle agency aflti.-€-effiffitffi:Hy-f.Httieftt:sr.--Paree-1-s--#!at include 
tmfTOf4affi.-~-aHG-afe-t0£ated-gefle~ the west-ef the Eldorado National-Fefefit 
should -be given pri-efity for acquisition. Priority-wi.J.l-also be giwtt-te parcels that 
wettk!--~l'\'e~a1-wi.J.d+f.fe mo•tement €tlffi.tlefs-st.icll-as-tfessffig-!:lflder-maj-or 
readwa~:;-Y:&-t+ighway-W and across canyons),.AI! land acq1::1ired slHi-H-lle-adae4 
to the Ecological Preserve overlay-area, 

E-. Habitat Managemef!:b Each prope~r easement acquired through-tl=te.+NR:~l±W 
-be e•,•aluated--te--6-etermine whether the bielogical-resellf€e5-we1*14 benefit-fi:em 
restoration-er-managemef!t--a:eMns. EN amp 1~-HH:-many types f7f-resteffitiofl-er 
management....aa.ions that coul4-be-ttnde~te~rew current habitat €6fH:lttiefls 

t1W-h:1de;-reme-val-e.f...non natWe-fTlant spec+~tamif!§ native species, repair and 
rehabi I it:ati:efl of se\•erefj:-gf~ipariafHl-fl&.~d-ttabitats,remo.....al-e-f.culYerts and 
ffil:!.er structures-that-l:m~-move ment..ey-fl<Hi¥e..f+slH!S;-t-efi5-t.R:let-ioo-..ef roadwaj· ~ 
iffitl...EWefElffl55ffig-tfiat..WSl:il4.fu€-i-lttate-ffitl¥C+Reflt-bj4ef!'e&tfial vii Id! i fe, and instal lati:efl 
~osion control measures ofH.and..aajaeef!t-te-5-e1~sitive •1,·etlaflti.-ai:H!-ri~efl habitat 

F. Moniterif!§. The INRMP-sl:iall-ffielHde. a habitat monitoring progran~ thaH:&YefS-atl 
areas-ttH4ei'-the··eoologieal Preserve~ay together witk-a-l.J....J.afld5~ed-a~ 
the-INRMP. Monitori~utts-£Mtl-be-tFteei'fTOFate4-+nte future Geooty-fllam'tifl§ 
effeH£-£0-as-te-fftt::!re-effe~t-eflSef¥e and restore im(:3effaRt...f.lahltats,...+fle results of 
~eeial stat~1s spee+es--ffiOflitering shall-be-t=epi:.rte&.-to-tfle...Q>+OOB. Monitoriflg 
re£uHs-sflalA-9e~i.J.e4-iffio-an-anf!ttaJ...repert--te-be-1*€Settted-te-tl:ie-Beard-ef 
Supervisors. 

G. Public Partieipation:--+he-+NRMP sha!A-0e de~'eioped wi#!--a00-.ffie.J.00e~si6!15-4'er 
public partieipati:efl-an4...ffi.farmal-€0f!5tl-ltati:efl-witl:l loeal, state, and tt!deral-agefl:cies 
ha¥ffig j urisdiction-e¥ef-flaffirat resources witflffi-tl=te-t-etffit:r.-

~00-H=tg,....+Re.-Ge1:1nty shall develop a conservation fond te ensure ad~...ft!RGiHg-ef 
tJ:ie-+NRMP, inclueing-hahitat maintenance and restorati:efl,.....f4m4llig-ma;i-ee pFO'<'ided 
fmm.-gi=affis, mitigation fees, and the--Gettni:;'-gefle-r&l-fund. The INRMP.~~ 
4es€ri-ttetkmder item4-abt:We-£Mtl-ifittlide-i-Affiffna#of!-aA-eurreflt-.ftmdtf!§ I eve Is and 
£1HH+-1*0:fe-ct-ami~ted...fuf!.4ing needs-aOO-amittp.ated--afl&.potellJial-funding-sOt:lt'eeS
ffi.r.#!e·.fe!.l.o.wing...fi.¥e.?'Cars~ 

A. Habitat Protection Strategy. The Program establishes mitigation ratios fe!:to offset 
impacts to special-status species habitat and special-status biological resources. 
ffi€-1~vegetation communitiesrnloots. and wi-klltfe within the Countv. 

Special-status species include plants and animals in the following categories: 

• Species listed or proposed for listing as Threatened or Endangered under the 

federal Endamzered Species Act (ESA) or the California Endangered Species Act 

(CESA): 

• Species considered as candidates for listing as Threatened or Endangered under 

ESA or CESA: 

• Wildlife species identified bv California Department offish and Wildlife (CDFW) 

as Species of Special Concern: 

• Wildlife species identified bv US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and 

National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) as Species of Concern: 
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• Plants listed as Endang:ered or Rare under the California Native Plant Protection 

Act: 

• Animals fullv protected under the California Fish and Game Code: 

• Plants that have a California Native Plant Societv (CNPS) California Rare Plant 

Rank CCRPR) of lA (plants presumed extirpated in California and either rare or 

extinct elsewhere). l B (plants rare. threatened. or endangered in California and 

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

elsewhere). or 28 (plants rare. threatened. or endangered in California. but more 

common elsewhere). The CNPS CRPRs are used bv 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 miti!!ated in accordance with Countv Code Chapter 130.71 
(see General Plan Policv 7.4.1.1). mitigation of impacts to ve!!etation 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 Mitigation Summarv Table 

Vegetation Tvpe Preservation Creation Total 

Water NA Ll 

Herbaceous Wetland Ll 2:1 

Shrub and Tree Wetlands Ll 3: I 

1/Qland {non-oak ancj_ 11.QJ.:l.: NA 
fln,e_Jjill rare R~ecie§ 
habitat) 

B. Wildlife Movement for future 4- and 6- and 8-lane roadwav construction projects. 
Consideration of wi Id life movement will be given bv 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 analvsis of wildlife movement impacts 
will take into account the conditions of the project site and surrounding prope1tv to 
determine whether wildlife undercrossin!?.s are warranted and. if so. the tvpe. size. 
and locations that would best mitigate a project's impacts on wildlife movement 
and associated public safetv. 

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 bv 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 Vegetation Alliances and Associations (CDFG 2010) and 
subsequent updates. Anv survevs conducted to evaluate potential presence of 
special-status wildlife species shall conform to practices recommended bv CDFW 
and/or USFWS at the time of the surveys. 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: 

• pre-construction survevs and avoidance/protection measures for nesting birds: 

• pre-construction survevs and avoidance/protection measures for roosting bats: 

• avoidance and minimization measures to reduce impacts related to entrapment 
entanglement. injury. or ooisoning of wildlife: and 

• 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 policv and the Oak 
Resources Management Plan (ORMP. see General Plan Policv 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 mav occur within mitigation banks and/or 
outside the Countv if within the watershed of impact. Mitigation sites will be 
prioritized based on the following criteria: 

• Location within PCAs and IBCs 

• Location within other important ecological areas. as defined in the Updated 

INRMP Initial Inventory and Mapping (June 2010}: 

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

• Woodland and forest communities with lame trees and dense canopies: 

• Opportunities for active land management to be used to enhance or restore 

natural ecosystem processes: 

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

• Connectivity with adjacent protected lands: 

• Parcels that achieve multiple agencv and communitv benefits: 

• Parcels that are located generallv to the west of the Eldorado National Forest: 

and 

• Parcels that would preserve natural wildlife movement corridors such as 

crossings under major roadwavs (e.g .. U.S. Highwav 50 and across canvons). 

E. Mitigation Assistance. The Countv will establish and maintain a database of 
willing sellers of land for mitigation of biological resource impacts within the 
County. The Countv will manage the database as a voluntarv program wherein 
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Policy 7.4.2.9 

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

• Propertv owner name 

• Assessor's Parcel Number 

• Parcel acreage 

• General vegetation communities as mapped in the California Department of 
Forestrv and Fire Protection's Fire and Resource Assessment Program (FRAP) 
database 

• Location within .P.Rer-iw Conservation-Area--fPCAt. fmpefta!tt.--B-io~ 
GeffiOOttlBC!. or important ecological area. as defined in the Updated INRMP 
Initial Inventory and Mapping (June 20 I 0). 

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 sti:ategv 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 -!BC policies will not apply to the 
extent that the agricultural practices do not interfere with the purposes of the -!BC overlay~ 

.. Inc reased·ffiitt.iflttllfl·"f*lite!-&i'Cet 

•--Higfier canopj'-FeteRttoo-5taflflafds.-aHdlei'..ffifrereRt-mit-igat-ioo-s-tafldafdsltlwesl:!el-ds
for oak 'n·oodla»d-st 

• Lower.tflresholds for graElffig--pefffii.ts.;-

.. Higher wet-laflds~an-reteffitoR-staflflafds.-i!fldlei'-mere stringent -mit-igat-ioo 
fe€j-l:ti-rements fo F-Wet-lan~i!fl-ltaBttat I oss; 

• Inc reasee-Fi"f*H'ian c orri dor.ana-wet-li!fla-setbackr, 

• Greater protection f.or-rare-J*ants-fe.g:;-R0-4isffirbafl€-e-at-a-l-1-ei=-ffisturbance only -as 
reeemmendea-B-y-l:J.:&,--R5fl-ana-W+ltl-ltf€-Sew+~alifornia-f>epartment ffi:-R5fl-aoo 
Game); 

• Standards -fur-ret-eRttoo-ef-€eflttgoot1S-areas,llarge-expanses-Bf-ethef-.fneR-eak--er 
Reft-s-e~e)-j3-la»t·€-Offiffl~ 

•-Btti-laittg-~ef-!flfts-tl-i5cret-iooary-er--some-etl-ler-ty-pe-Bf..!:-sfte-fC¥iew::...-te-CflSllf-e-tflat 

€-aRafl:T·ts retained; 

--More-striflgCRt--stanflafds....fur-l-et-€-Overage,#eer-ttfea-rat+o-fMP¥-aoo bui Id i ng 
-Re.j.gfltt-aHa 
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• No fl.indrances ta--wi.J.d.l.i-fe-me~~g.,..Afl-~es-tfiat-wettltl-restfi£t wildlife 
movement:P 

Th&standards-+isreel-aba¥e.ffiall be incltttie&ffi..#le--b3tliHg-Gffii~ 

• In order to evaluate project-specific compatibil itv with the -l BC overlav. applicants 
for discretionarv proiects fand applicants for ministerial projects within the Weber 
Creek Ceanvon IBC) shall be required to provide to the Countv a biolm?ical 
resources technical report (meetim? the requirements identified in Section A of 
Policv 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 mav be affected bv a proposed 
project as well as the presence of wildlife corridors particularlv those used bv large 
mammals such as mountain lion. bobcat. mule deer. American black bear. and 
coyote. Properties within the -lBC overlav that are found to support wildlife 
movement shall provide miti!rntion to ensure there is no net loss of wildlife 
movement function and value for special-status species. as well as larn:e mammals 
such as mountain lion. bobcat. mule deer. American black bear. and covote. 
Mitigation measures mav 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: WORDINATION WITH APPROPRIA+E AGENbf.ESINTENTIONALLY BLANK 

be&rdiaatiee--af wildlife aad ~'egetati~H-f*'eieetiea pragFams-with-apprapriate Federnl--&00--State 
&gem.Hes. 

OBJECTIVE 7.4.4: FOREST-A-ND1 OAK WOODLAND, AND TREE RESOURCES 

Protect and conserve forest--Ofl4, 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 

I 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. 

~Encourage the clustering of development to retain the largest contiguous areas of 
forests and oak woodlands possible-ffi.wif41.atl&f~mdeveloped)-™. 

For all new development projects {oot-.ffi€ffiffi11g agricultural tt!hlwffioo-aM-QLactions 
t*'fSl:tflffi..te-oo-approved -Fire-Sak-PlatHteeessary-to protect--~itig-struetures, Beth-ef" 
which are ~t-f!:em..#ti:s--pal-iey1-that wett!J..resu!t in sef.kli~at1€-e-oo-parce!s that-fB 
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ttfe-f.WoeF aA acreimpacts to oak woodlands and·ffiwe-<* least I percent total canopy..£Ce¥eH!T 
P--)-ai:e-J.ess-tfltm an aeFe and have-at-least IG pefeeflt'-total eanepj'-€-0-\'er-hy- woed!ands 
habitafs as defined-tfl-#H-s-General Pla&-afl:€l.-4etei:ffiffi.ee-.ffem-base-l+He-aerial photography 
Lor by-s-ite-S-\:IF¥e;"i!-Crfefffieti-by---tHtttal-ifieti bi o I ogist-eHie-ettSe6-ai=beFisti nd iv id ual native 
oak trees. including Heritage Trees, the County shall require e.Ae ef'.two mitigation options: 
fB:-as outlined in the f}rojeet appli-eaffi.--.5l:laJ,l-OOfiere-te-the-tre-e-~ retention and 
replacement standards-~bed below;-e!'f21·the-j:Jffljeet applicant s-!'lalt-€efttFib\:fte..to~ 
Get!Ht;2~gi:ated Nawfal..EI Dorado Countv Oak Resources Management Plan (IN-RM-Pt 
consen·ation fond descrihedORMP). The ORMP functions as the oak resomces component 
of the Countv's biological resources mitilwtion proirram. identified in Policy 7.4.2.8._ 

Fereent Existing Canopy 
~ Ganap~· -ba'\'eF to be Retainea 

&Q-J.00 9Q% of:e*isting eanop]' 

~ ~"'*i-s-ttng.aOOPJ' 

~ 89% of: e:dsting-€ttff0p]' 

~ ~-e!'i:isting eanep]' 

+G-+9 99% of: e~tistiAg-e&AePJ' 

-!-...!). for parcels :::. I-acre ~ e:<istii~g eanepy 

YAe-eF Option A,tl'le project applicant &!'!all alse Feplace woodland habitat re010¥ed at I: I 
Fatio. lrnpacts-e~~attti...fia.bitat ana mitigatieR req\:lirements-5Aa!,1 be aedFessed ffi-a 
-Btoffigieal Resources~ and lmportant-Habttat Mitigatioo-f!li:lfl-as-4eseribed in Policy 
+A~,&.. Woodland-Feplacement--sflafl-be-based on a fonm1la, de·reloped-b~1:1Atr,-#lat 
tte€-BtffitS...faH.A~er-ef:trees-and-tteFCage-affi:!~,, 

+R~eet--applieant-sfla.l~kie--sttffitfe.Ht.-funding..to-t-l'le-Gettnty!.s--.JNRMP-£enservation 

fttnd,de5€ribed in--Pe+iey_::;!.,.4 .'.::,S,te-fu.Hy-compensate--for-the-+rnpact to oak woodland 
4tabttat-:-+e compensate for-fragmentatien-as-weH-as--habi-tat less, the preservatieR 
iffitigati-oo ratio shal+-~-1--and-bastffi-BH-the total woodland aereage onsite tl-ireet-17 
impacted by habitat-lo-ss-8fld-iftdireetly irnpaeted ey-fla&HaH"fagrnentatieih--.+he-oos-ts
asseciated--wtth acquisitiatt;-restoration, aAd 1:naF1agement ~l'le-flabi.tat-proteeted s!'lall-b-e 
ineluded-i-!Hhe-mffigatieR-fee. Impacts OH woodland habitat and ffii.ttgatffin-reqt1irements 
s-Hall be addressed +n a Biological ResettreeS-~and lrnpertantc-Habttat-Mi-tigatiefl-P.!at1 
as4escrihed.ffl-Pe+iey-+.4~:& 

Where eKisting-tnd-i¥i4lia:l-e.r-a--gi:et113-e.f'.~-trees-are-J.o.st-wi#lifHI· stand, a-€-Offidor-ef:ti-af<. 
trees shall-b-e-retaffied-t:i:iat-mai11tains continuity-eetw-eefl-aJ.!-.pertieRs-ef4Ae-5ta11tl---+he 
retained cor~al.J...l:ta.¥e--a-,ffee-4ett5tty4A~ttal4o4Ae-d-etl*ro.f:tl'le-stand, 
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OOJ.ECTIVE 7r4.5: NATIVE ¥EGETATION-ANI:} LANDMARK TREES 

f2e.l.iey-+:4,.§.rl----,,~'\-tt:ee-5ttwey, preservation, afld.-rep l acemeffi-frlaR-4aU-9e req u ireEl-ffi-he~h-ffie 
GiH:lflt;" prior to issuance of-a-grnaiHg~it for discreti.onaiy-~rmits im-a+l-ffigi:i--deflSit;: 
resi-deffttaJ,-tffi:l#ifam.Hy-res-iElential, coFRmercial;--&1'!4-ffid~ projects. tt--eflSl:lre-Hmt 
f*~~lacemenHfees survive,a-.ffiitigatioo-+Refl-irefiRg-!71ttfl-5Hettte-OO..ffi€eff'Grated 
ffite-ffi.5£retionary ~ts-wheff applicable a11EI shall-~-13fovisions for necessaiy 
replacemetlt-eHi:ees~ 

f2e.l.iey~d---t1lt~sTflh~a1-1 be the poliey of the Col:iflt;" to preserve natiYe oal<S where¥eF-katrible. thro!:lgk-ffie 
re¥iew-ef..a.l.J.13feposed developmeAt--tt€fi¥ities where 51:1e!:l:-tt:ees-are-f}resertt-Df!-ei-tfleF-~ 
or private-pT~ff;',whlle-at the same-time-Feeogn+tffig-.ffiEIAAElt1al-rights to-develop private 
~Ftj'-ffi-e--reasonable manner.-+o-~1:1Fe-that-oak:--tree-.J.oss...fs...reffi:le.et!--to-reaseflahle 

acceptable levels, the County shall develop and implement aB Gal< +ree Preser~·aff.eR 

Grdi nance-that..ffie.J.udes the .f.e.l.J.owffig components: 

A. Gak +ree-Renmval Permit Process. ~ unEler 5f3ecial ei<emptions, a tree removal 
~rmit shali-Se-~ifed..ey.-the-Gel:tflty-fof removal e.f.an;'-na#>fe-oak tree-with a sitlgla 
matFHi'l:ffik-e.f-at-JeasH~·.fnches eiameter at.breast height-~ei:-a- multiple tmnk witfl 
att-ttggregat&ef.at.least IO inei:les Elbh. Sp-esffil e:tempti8f!S-whe-1H1·4ree removal permit 
is not needed-sflali-include removal ef trees-1-ess--thafl-Je...ffiffies~oo-B~ffi 
Williamson Act GontFacts,..+arm.J.anEl-£ee1:1ri~n-e-P-regrams, +imber-PFOOti-et+en
~. Agrieultura.J...f}i-striets,desig-nate&Agricultural-cban-d~and acti~ 

to-a--Rre-Safu.f*an-t~-a!H.TiRgJe-fam.tly-resi6effi:ial--lets-ef one acre-eF-.J.ess..f:l:tat cannot: ~e 
further subdi¥id€dt-J.1-wke.;:1-a-n-atWe oak tree-ts-eut down on..f:l:te-ew~-s property .fuf 
tfle-..&;':'flei'-!s personal-*!Se~ written approval has been recei•1ed from the 
Ge1mty Plafltlin-g Department. In passing judgment u1*7n-4ree removal 13ermit 
~Heatiefl5;4fle-Getif\tj· may impose such reasonable--eeHElitiens-of approval-as-are 
n-eeessafj'· te pmteet the health-ef..etristiflg-eak-trees,#le-~-an4-ffie--st1ff9l:tfldiRg 
property~efl:sitive habitats. +he Col:tfltj'-P4afltlin-g Department ffiaj'--eofH:littefHiflj' 
remeval of~-ea*5-t!pOA-ffie replacement ef tt:ees...ffi kind. +he rep!aeernent 
req u i rem eitt-sfl.a.l.J.-be-ealcu lated-based-t1petHlH-ffiffi-.fot:..ffiek-rep-laee ment-ef-removed 
ea*5~-wta.J.-of..rep-!aeemeffi-trees-shal+-fla¥e a eombined-diam€tef-B-f-the-treefs1 
rernoved. Replace111effi trees may-Se-planted oFtS~-tn-other areas to the sa!isfaette:i:t 
of the Col:tflty-J21mming Department. +he Coun~-fMj'-a!se-eonEH-tton-aey-tree-Feffi0¥aJ 
~rmiHHat would affeet sensitive-hal:tttat (e.g., valley -oak:- woodlanelj,en-frFCParaffe&..of 
a-Biological-Reset.Wees Stud3· aiffi.-an--Impertant Habitat MHigatioo-Jlfogram as 
-described in-f2e.l.iey-+M.6. If an~affeft.....fs....aenied, tlre-Cotiflfy-shatl-f*OYi-de 
written notification-;-tflelk1Eli11g the-reasoRS.fot:-tl-etHal,4e-the applicant. 

&~-Re-maval Associate&wltfl Diseretionar;' Project.-Afiy·~rson desiri~--a 
Bati¥e-eak-shali~e¥i6e-.fke-Getfflty-with tl~e .fo+lowing as pal't:-ef-tke-~ 
~1-itattatH 

~ A written statement-l3rthe applicant or-an-arberi.st-5-tatffig..tfle.jtlsti.fieatffiA-.for-tfie 
development aetivit;-,+defl:t.if)•ing how.....fl'ee5-ffi-..the-¥teiw~tfle preject-er 
eoRStf1:1ettoR--site-wi.J.1.-be-proteetea-ana--statffig-tflat-ali-een-struetton-aetffity-wtt.J. 
fe.ltew-apvF0¥e&~atien· methods; 

-..A-5-ite-map-p-iafl-tflat identifies-al-l-Rati¥e-oo~·~site; a11d 
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• A report by a .-eeFttfi.e.e arborist tHat-j:3ffi¥~pee#ffi.4nfaFfflatf&fl.fai:-al+-Flati¥e-Oak
tre~A4~ett-s-i-te~ 

G:-Gemmerei-al-f:'irewood Cutting. !Auel wood production is-GBflStdered commercial when 
&·f*lft:Y~.fi.rewooo-for sale-B-F-fH'€Jfu.: An oak tree remm•al-pefffltt-stl.ttl+-9e required 
for con:unerc+a+ fire'.veod cutting of any nati¥e oal< tree. IA re;•ie-wh~g a pefffitt 
~+cat+ott,t:Ae.~ttg·f)epaFtfRefl:t-s-AttJ..I cons i der.tfl.e...fu.lffl.wi~ 

• Whether the trees4e be removed would have a sigffifi€afl:t-flegattve-efl¥if'Oftfflefl:tat 
impact; 

• Whether-tke proposed remov-at-wet!W- not resu+l-tn-e-leaf.-ttlttf11g,.0tit.:wif.1.-resti+t-+11 
thinning or stand improvement; 

• Whether-rej3'1~-wettlt!- be necessary-te-etl5ttre adequate-rege»erati:ofi.t 

• 'Nhether the removal-wooM-£-reate.fhe-potefl:t.i.a.l:..fef..sett-~tffij 

• \Vhether any-o#tei: !imitations or co11d+t+ofts-shou+G-9e-tmposed-i-R accordaRee with 
~d tree management practices; and 

• What the eJttent-oHhe.resffit-ittg-canopy co~rer would be. 

D. Penalti~f!-eS--will be issued to any pef5efl,fu:m,-ef-€9rporation-tkat is not eHelfli* 
ffem.ifle~n-ee-wko-tl-amages er destroys an oak tree-witheHt- first obtaining aA-ook:-tree 
rernoval~l:'ffltt. Fines may be-as-hlg11-as-tflree-times the atFreAt market ¥akie-Gf 
replacemefl:t-trees-as-we+l-as-#le-teSt-ef'.-~laeemetH;-iffidkr-replacement-eH:lfH0-tkree 

t-imes the-number of-trees required-~ordinance.-!f.eal<--tFees-are-removed without a 
tree removal pefff!tt,..#ie--Cooflty-P.Janning Department may--sheese-te---eeF1y-ttt"-4erer 
appro;·al ef-il:H:J'-~+eati'9fl...far-developffient--ef..#iat-property...far-a--peflod-Bf'.*'J3-te~-~ 
AH-ffiOAies received for replaceffient of #legally remo~'ed or-damaged trees shall ee 
deposited i Fl-#ie-Ge~ s Integrated Natural R:esourees--MaittlgCment-P-lafl-f!NRMPj 
tOHSer;•ation fund. 

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 gab bro 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: 

• Identification of compatible land uses within preserve sites, which may include passive recreation, 
research and scientific study, and interpretive education; and 

• Fuels management and fire protection plans to reduce fire hazards at the interface between rare 
plant preserve sites and residential land uses-;-afl4.:. 

[Policies 7.4.1.1, 7.4.1.2, and 7.4.l.3--a00-0b_jeaf¥e . .'.f.:4J] 

. 
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 stt!4rresources technical reports. [Policy 7.4.M.fJ.) 

Responsibility: Planning Department and Department of Transportation 

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

MEASURE CO-M 

Develop and impl~-ttfl-l.ffie~ Natural·Resources Management P-100-consistent with Policy '7:1.2.8, 
lntentionallv blank 

RespoASieiliry+ f!.laAtting 9ei:u:lrt1'fle11t 

+ime Frame: Qe~-iflttia! habitat p Fe-te~-strategr,-Ele¥ele-j3-8fld-fffiplem-eBt 
mftigatio11 assistaAce program~ develop---aiffi-impfement 
COllSCF'.'aHefl fund ,.,,·itl'lin-twa )'eaFS ef .fteffeffil-P-lan-adej3tier;, 
Develop-frameweffi fer acq1:1isitioA strateg;:-a-Hd-meffitef.ii:;g 
program-wi~ree years of GeAerat-f!.lan aeoption. Begin actual 
acquisition-after completion of tl•e initial-tn¥entery and mapping; 
develop fl'Hl:Ragement.-stffite~1*0J*!l4ies are acq1:1ired. 

Ada(*i¥e-ffianage1T1ent of tl'le.ffittfe1*6gram-wi.f+.Se eBgoing. 

MEASURE CO-N 

~ew anti update an-~Ftaffi.-B-ietegtea:l-teffidef--H-BG1-G¥ei4ay-land 
Policy7.1~ 

use desi~ consistent -wttl1 

lntenlionallv blank. l R<!spe•si~ I Plaftftffig-Qepam•eRI 

+imefi:~ __ l,......w_i_th_i_n_twe_·_79_·_a_1:s_e_fG_e1_1e_r_al_-P-l_an_-aaep __ t_ie_n_. _______ ~ 

MEASURE C0-0 

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: 

• Mitigation standards outlined-t11-Petiev +.'L4.4for oak resources impacts; 

--+kreshet€15Definitions of ffigR#lcanee f.er-the loss of=eak 'Noodlands; 

_• _Requirements f.er tree sttrveysexemptm:Qiects and actions: 
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• Technical report requirements: 

-Oak resources mitigation f*tl:H&.fer.discretieoory-13ffljeets-;-

• R-e~tt-g.Qptions and F~emeltt-standards; 

• Heritagel-laru:lmark tree 'j3'ffitesttefl Tree mitigation standards; and 

!.__Ai=r--Oak-+ree-Preserrntion Oreiinance as-e!:tt-ltAeEi-tA-Oak resources mitigation monitoring and 
reporting requirements. 

Responsibility: Planning Department 

Time Frame: Wifhl+r.+w&;:-e&FS-e-f..Gett-eraJ....P.lttfH!do!*ie&.Concurrent with 
biolo!!ical resources 12olicv ugdate. 

MEASURE CO-U 

lntellfionallv blank. 
M#igation under Policy +A.1.6 sh~~e¥idiflg-5ttffreient fonding te-the-ttittttt;:2-s-·-eefl5ef¥atte&~ 
acquire aOO-jWeteet-important habitat <H-a-fl'lffiimum 2:-l-l'atffi.:.-+fte.-ee-s-t-asseetal:e&~a€ftti:tst#ett;-restoration, 
ttftd-management-ef:..tke-tteettat-protectee--s-haJ.l...ae-.ffielOOed-tn-4le-ffil+igafio&-.fee.,.......¥-er-.J.arger-de·"elopn:ient 
projects (i,e,,.~-tflat-exceed a- -total-0Hfi....a£res3;-.ffi-addition·-t-e--eentributing--t-e--tfle--eefl-SeWaffo&.ft:IM..at-.a 
minimum ~+.-fatt0;--oosite-presef¥ation and/or restoratioH-of.important ttaettat-~-be required at a-++t-ffifi.0:: 
lmpac ts--o-H-impoftaffi-ttaettat-and mi tigaltoo-req1:ttreH1effi5..4al+.-be-ad dressed .ffi...a...-B-iolo gi cal Reso urces-.£.tua:y 
afld-aH-~rtant Habitat:-Mitigatte.A Program (described betewj. 

A. Biological ResoHftes-Study. The ~ty--5-ktill-~-bi~ogtcal-resource assessmeffi-5tafleard-s--#!at 
~l:rte-aU.tl-isereti onary proj ects--tflffi..w~Ei-.resi:Af . .ffi-Gistt:irbance -of.-5-0i+.aml-ttatWe- ''egetation ffi.areas 
that include i m poftaflE-tteettat-as-~&ffi-#!e-tNRMP-:-TRe assesSffieffi.ef-t.Ae..f*'ojeef.-si-Ee-ffit!Sf.be-tH 
#!e-.fefm.ef'.iH!·~~.g_iefogica! Resottrees-Sttiey-;-flfl&fffi*St.-be·comp!eted -lfyai:jtlfl:ltfie&.aw.logi-sb 
+l:ie-eYaltt:atioA· sha 11 quantify-#ie-affiffi:ltlt·-of.impoftaffi.· habitat, by-~t~Bef+Re&i-1+4ie-General 
.fllfl:R-i1+l4-4etitt€ated-on maps +ne1t!tlee-tn-#!e-+NRM~.:i:::M--B-tologtea.1-~urees-Studr-skaH-ats.& 
aciereSS:-#1.e--petential fur the project te-a9¥ef5el;'-affect impefta:ffi-ttaettat-through teiwersi&R-ef 

fragmentatio~ts-requirement -s-kal+-ftet-~-t-e-projects -tfl.at-afe-.eH-.J.afid-s--ffiat-eiffiff-fl+-haYe 
atready been the-~-o?-a--s-tueraOO-..fui::.wfH€.fi..alt-ffiltigatton~me11ts aFe -beffig·~effied..& 
P-1 ha\'e beeH evaluated by the CouiH;:-and found te ttet--pBSSes-5-iffiJ'-tmpol'taffi.tteettat resources. 

B. .J.m-po~t-Habitat-Mttigation PrograFFh--+ke-B-iological Resource Studr-s-HaH-.fficffi6e-an lmpo~t 
Habitat Mitigatte.A-Prograrfl -tflat-identifies ~oos-#lat-~a¥0td;-minimize, or compensate-.fuf 
impacts on-tmpol'ffittt·flaetta&.ffi-.eemp-Hat1ce-wi-tfl-ffie-standards -of'..tfie-tN-R:M.P..aOO-ffie--Ge!Teffil-.fllttfh 
A+l-ffii+igafiofl- pre grams -5-kall-.ffielt!de-a-;:ooffitefi-ng-aOO-Fe-p-Ortffig-.eempone+H~i ng rep ofts.-to-ffie 
Gettttty-ttot..J.ess..-tflafl-ooc-e-€a€-H-;:-eai:-..fui::.a-~rie4-~&t-tes-s-ffiatt-..J-O-~+:fie...report-wi.l-J..~ 
descri1*ffltt-ofifle..+aftds.t'*1l:lded-i1+-tfle-ffitttgatteH·f*'Ogran; (incll:ld.ffig-+oeat+otl-aml--s-i~a summary-of 
#!e-~ioo.-ertteria establislteti-<H--tfle-+ime tlrn mit-igation prngram-was-approved, atreYalootton.-of.t.fie 
mi+igaltoo-~FegFaff!-based-·ei+--tflose-aitefia,and-recommendaktittS-..fui::.ac+i.efHiut'if!g-#le-.ful~owtttg.~ 

The County--s-katl-adept--statldards-.for.e¥a~ffilt-igatton.programs-firoposed·as--ra*ef.t.fie...Bielogtcat 
~urees SHtdy descri-bed-above. +he-standards--shalt-e~-tflat-t:~gaHon reduces direet-i!f'l4 
el:HTH:!tatWe-impaets ef-proposed-developmeRt-on important habitats -t-e-less-thatt--s-tgnificant le'>'els i-A 
actefdaflee-wi.t.fi-GEQA--tflres-holds~ 
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I Respensi0ili!;" 1 j>j~ DeparUl!eAl 

Refefte Measures=~~-

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: 
James S. Mitrisin 

Clerk(· : Boord ofSupe•viso<S 

By: Jl!D~ 
Deputy Clerk 
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