CHAPTER 2.0 DRAFT EIR TEXT CHANGES

Since release of the Draft EIR (DEIR) on May 1, 2003, the following changes have been
made to clarify, amplify, and/or provide minor technical corrections to the first three
volumes. In the case where information is deleted, it is shown in strikeett format. Where
information is added, it is underlined.

The following changes are shown sequentially (by page number) in the order in which
they appear in the DEIR. These changes are also referenced in Chapter 4.0 (Responses
to Comments) where appropriate. A revised copy of Table 2-1, Summary of Impacts and
Mitigations Measures is provided in Appendix A.

DEIR VOLUME 1, Chapter 1 through Section 5.6
Page xix: The eighth line is revised as shown:

APED At e"b'lt.'a” Sontrot Bistrict

Chapter 2, Summary Table — See revised Summary Table for each equal-weight
alternative in Appendix A of this Response to Comment document.

Chapter 3, See revised Exhibits 3-5, 3-7, 3-9, 3-10, and Tables 3-9, 3-10, 3-11, and 3-12
in Appendix C.

Page 3-1, the third sentence of the paragraph under 3.2.1 Regional Location is revised
as follows:

The City of Folsom eity-of-Sacramento is just west of the county’s westernmost

border.
Page 3-7, the third bullet is revised as follows:

Commercial development and other nonresidential development may be approved
provided that it is consistent with the land use designations of the 1996 General
Plan and the land use designations and policies of the Jantary-11,1994; “Public
Review Draft General Plan”, accepted by the Board of Supervisors on January 11,
1994, and it would not significantly impair the County’s ability to adopt and
implement a new General Plan.
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Page 3-15: the top paragraph is revised as follows:

...provisions. As required by Government Code Section 65302, the—tand—Yse
Eement-eonsiders flooding and timber production issues—Fhese-isstes are alse
addressed in the Health, Safety and Noise Element (flooding) and the Agricultural
and Forestry Element (timber production).

Page 3-15, the last two sentences of the first partial paragraph on the page are revised to
read as follows:

As required by Government Code 865302, the Land Use Element considers

flooding (by reference to the Health, Safety and Noise Element) and timber

production issues. These issues are also addressed in the Health Safety and

Noise Element (flooding,_as mentioned above) and the Agricultural and Forestry
Element (timber production).

Page 3-24, the last paragraph is revised as follows:

The residential density ranges remain the same for all of the alternatives.
Maximum nonresidential floor-area ratios (FAR), defined as the ratio between

bU|Id|ng size and lot size, are establlshed for flcre—Readway—eeﬁs—HLamed—&x-I:aﬁe

aﬁd—}996—€reﬂeral—Plaﬁ Qa.dj_of_th_e alternatlves The maximum research and
development FAR is 0.3 for the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative
and 0.2 for the Envwonmentally Constralned Alternatlve bu{—e’fhewwse—the—FAR

Page 5.1-13, second bullet, has been modified to read as follows:

e a grading permit under the Grading, Erosion, and Sediment Control Ordinance
(County Code 815.14), if the project would disturb more than 366- 250 yards of
soll;

Page 5.1-27, Table 5.1-5, second paragraph under Eldorado National Forest Land and
Resource Management Plan, is revised as follows:

All non-jurisdictional land in Eldorado National Forest is also given a General Plan
jurisdiction of Natural Resources because land is frequently traded between the

County private landowners and USFS. This designation ensures that these lands
are protected appropriately for the type of anticipated use.
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Pages 5.1-34 and 5.1-35, the following text is added at the end of Mitigation Measure 5.1-
1 for both the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative and Environmentally
Constrained Alternative:

Page 5.1-48, Mitigation Measure 5.1-2 of the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus”
Alternative is revised as follows:

Please refer to the proposed Mitigation Measure 5.1-2 for the No Prolect
Alternative above.

For the same reasons as expressed above, this impact would be significant and
unavoidable.

Page 5.1-48, Mitigation Measure 5.1-2 of the Environmentally Constrained Alternative is
revised as follows:

Please refer to the proposed Mitigation Measure 5.1-2 for the Ne—Projeet
Alterrnative Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative above. For the same

reasons as expressed above, this impact would be significant and unavoidable.

Page 5.1-51, the third full paragraph is revised as follows:

The 5-acre minimum parcel size allowed under the Low Density Residential
designation provides minimal buffering between residential and agricultural or

timber uses. A 5-acre parcel is 217,801 square feet (sf), or approximately 330 feet
by 660 feet for a typical parcel. A single-family residence adjacent to agricultural
uses on the 660-foot side would require a 200-foot buffer, leaving 130 feet on the
330-foot S|de from the edge of the buffer area to the far edge of the parcel _If the

slm_be_drsturbed_b;uhe_adtacem_actmly._Thrs |Ilustrat|on demonstrates the
potentiat-diffietity difficulties of adequately buffering a 5-acre residential parcel from
activities that could disturb the occupants.
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Page 5.1-67, the text under Mitigation Measure 5.1-3(d), Policy LU-3n (Roadway
Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative)/Policy LU-3o (Environmentally Constrained
Alternative), is revised to add the following:

Page 5.2-22, the text under Wineries Ordinance is revised as follows:

The Wineries Ordinance (County Code Section 17.14.200) was also adopted in
January 2001 to provide for the development of wineries and encourage
agricultural and tourism industries within the county. Wineries were previously
regulated under the 1986 provision of the Ranch Marketing Ordinance. Wineries
are permltted by rlght within the agrlcultural zone dlstrlcts SA 10 SAAE PA, AE

*he—wrﬁeﬁes—must—be mdjﬂn_located on parcels of 20 acres or more, W|th a

minimum of 5 acres of planted grapes. Wineries are also permitted by right in all
commercial zones except Professional Office Commercial (CPQO). Tasting rooms

and other accessory uses (such as tours, promotional events, and special events
involving up to 250 people) are permitted by right withinthe-on commercially anet

agﬁeu{fUﬁonned_pamﬁls eistriets and on agriculturally zoned parcels of 20 acres

Page 5.2-60, Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(c) is changed as follows:

Revised Policy 8.1.3.4: A threshold of significance for loss of agricultural land shall
be established by the Agriculture Department and the Planning Department, with

opportunity for public comment before adoption, to be used in rezone applications

requesting conversion of agricultural lands to non-agricultural lands..

Page 5.2-60, Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(d) is changed to add the following text immediately
following Revised Policy 8.1.3.2:

In addition, the County shall revise Policy 8.1.4.1 of the Agriculture and Forestry
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Pages 5.2-61 and 62, the text following Mitigation Measure 5.2-1 Roadway Constrained
Six-Lane “Plus” Alternative is revised as shown:

Mitigation Measure 5.2-1—Roadway Constrained 6-Lane “Plus” Alternative
The County shall implement all of the following measures:

e Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(a): Implement Mitigation Measure 5.1-3(a)

e Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(b): Implement Mitigation Measure 5.1-3(b)

e Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(c): Identify Acceptable Mitigation for Loss of
Agricultural Land

e Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(d): tmptementMitigationMeasure 5:2-Hc)of the

No-Project-Alternative-Provide Additional Protection for Agricultural Use
¢ Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(e): Implement Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(e) of the

No Project Alternative
e Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(f): Implement Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(f) of the No
Project Alternative

Page 5.2-62, at the bottom of the page, Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(d) of the Roadway
Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" is revised as follows:
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Page 5.2-63, the following text at the top of the page under Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(e) is
revised as follows:

P{ease—re%e%te—the—proposed Mltlgatlon Measure 5—2—%(e)—5.2_1!,d) for the No
Project Alternative above.

Page 5.2-63, the following text is added under Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(f):

Please refer to the proposed Mltlgatlon Measure 5.2-1(f) for the No Prorect

Alternative above. Add

Page 5.2-64, table at the top of the page, Mitigation Measure 5.2-2 is clarified as follows:

5.2-2: Limit Extent of Ranch Marketing Activities, Wineries, and Other
NonaAgricultural Promotional Uses within Agricultural Designations

Page 5.2-65, the third paragraph is revised as follows:
Policies 8.2.2.1(E) and 8.2.2.1(F) allow for ranch marketing and visitor-serving

activities in agricultural areas. According to the Ranch Marketing Ordinance
(County Code 8§ 17.14.180), ranch marketing activities are permitted by right in
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SA-10, PA, and AE zones on parcels of 10 acres or more where 5 acres are in
permanent crop production or where 10 acres are in annual crop production. In
addition, the Ranch Marketing Ordinance (County Code § 17.14.180) and
Wineries Ordinance (County Code 8§ 17.14.190) identify various land uses that
require site plan review or a special use permit in agricultural areas. No-minimum
pareet-size—is—reqtired—for—visitor-serving—ses—Under the Wineries Ordinance
(County Code 8§ 17.14.200), minimum parcel size is 20 acres and at least 5 acres
must be planted in wine grapes for commercial production.

Page 5.2-69, Mitigation Measure 5.2-2 is revised as follows:

M|t|gat|on Measure 5.2-2: LLmﬂ_ExlenLoLRangh_Mmkeimg_Acanﬂs.ANmﬂLes.

Page 5.2-69, Mitigation Measure 5.2-2 of the No Project Alternative is revised to add the
following text immediately following the proposed new policy:

it | hall revi i EI el I
Element of the General Plan as follows:

LG.QLQ&IIQD.&LtLS.th@L&MlIDg,ﬂ&bESI qin facilf I I goif-courses_and other similar uses.

Page 5.2-69, the last paragraph of Mitigation Measure 5.2-2 of the No Project Alternative
is revised as follows:

With implementation of this mitigation measure impacts would be reduced to a
less-than-significant level because the amount of agricultural land converted to

ranch marketing uses would be limited and because golf courses (which are not
related to agriculture) would not be listed as an apprapriate use of agricultural land.

Page 5.2-69, Mitigation Measure 5.2-2 of the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus”
Alternative is revised as follows:

Please refer to the new policy in the proposed mitigation measure for the No
Project Alternative above. Additionally, revise Measure AF-E as follows:
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Exclusive Agriculture | land ~alifornia_ G ~od
Section 51238.1.

With implementation of this mitigation measure...

Page 5.2-69, Mitigation Measure 5.2-2 for the Environmentally Constrained Alternative is
revised as follows:

Please refer to the new palicy in the proposed mitigation measure for the No

Project Alternative above. Additionally, revise Measure AF-E as shown for the
RQadway_C_Qnleamﬂd_Slx_La.ne_Elus_ALtemam@_Wﬂh implementation of this

mltlgatlon measure..

Page 5.2-80, the first paragraph under “Forest Products and Logging Industry”, is revised
as follows:

El Dorado County’s timberlands provide economic benefits for businesses and
residents of the county by serving as a major source of employment (i.e., the
logging industry) and providing the raw material for forest products, including
lumber for construction. EI Dorado County has several lumber mills, including
three two that produce high volumes of lumber for national and international
markets.

Page 5.2-84, the following text is added to the end of the first paragraph under El Dorado
County Zoning Ordinance heading:

Page 5.2-84, the fourth sentence in the first paragraph under California Forest Taxation
Reform Act of 1976 is revised as follows:

CDF has Jur|sd|ct|on over tlmber harvest and tlmberland conversion decisions in

Page 5.2-85, the first paragraph is revised as follows:

Although the Forest Taxation Reform Act is a State regulation, the County has
jurisdiction to develop and establish criteria and standards unrelated to the conduct
of timber operations that apply to TPZs within its purview. TPZs encompass
approximately 149,000 acres in the county (Shih 2002). Although the-Coetunty CDE
makes harvest and conversion decisions in TPZs, €BF the County participates in
the process as a responsible agency.
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Page 5.2-89, the following change is made to Impact 5.2-4 in the table at the top of the
page:

5.2-4: Conversion of Timberland, Including Lands Currently in Timber Production

and Lands Zoned for Timber Production to Nonforestry Uses

Page 5.3-24, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.3-1(b):

The County shall revise Policies 2.6.1.1, 2.6.1.3, and 2.6.1.6 as follows:

Page 5.3-25, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.3-1(c):

Mitigation Measure 5.3-1(c): Extend Limitations on Ridgeline Development within
Scenic Corridors_or Identified Viewing Locations to Include All Development

Revised Policy 2.6.1.5: All development on ridgelines shall be reviewed by the
County for potential impacts on visual resources. Visual impacts will be assessed
and may require melhoﬂs_sugh_as setbacks, screenlng IQMu;LaLe_Qr_dLLeﬂQd

SuLLQundmgs e%eﬂ%eﬁmefhﬁds—ln order to av0|d V|sual breaks to the skyllne

Page 5.3-25, the following text is added under Mitigation Measure 5.3-1(b) of the
Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative after the last word on the page:
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Page 5.3-26, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.3-1(c):

and off- premlse S|gn amortlzatlon DLS_QLEILQD.&QLDLOJ_G_CIS_LGMIBMLQQ_DLIQUQJD.E

established. [Policies LU-6a, LU-6b, LU-6¢, and LU-6d]
Page 5.3-39, Mitigation Measure 5.3-3(b) is revised as follows:
The County shall revise Policy LU-6f as follows:

Revised Policy LU-6f: Development shall limit excess nighttime light and flare

from parklng area Ilghtlng, S|gnage and bundlngs ww

Page 5.4-9, the second paragraph is revised as follows:

Commercial bus service is provided by Greyhound—and Amtrak—Greyhountd
servicesPlacerville-customers with-pickups-and-drop-offs at the Placerville Station

on Mosquito Road—Greyhound—wilt-stop by reservation only ef—the-way-to—and
fromtake—Tahoe—Amtrak—also—services—customers—at-the—Placervile—Station for

customers who need to catch a bus to the Amtrak station in Sacramento;-alse-by
reservation-onty.

Page 5.4-10, the first paragraph under “Nonmotorized Transportation System” is revised
as follows:

The nonmotorlzed transportation system in EI Dorado County is composed of Iocal

number of trips to work in the county by bicyclists and pedestrians dropped from
2,160 in 1990 to 1810 in 2000. This decline istikety may be a result of the county’s

low-density development pattern in the north, east and southern portions of the
county and related Iack of investment in blcycle and pedestrlan faC|I|t|es JI_may
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to population growth in denser portions of the County. Most bicycling and walking

in the county takes place for recreational or social purposes...
Page 5.4-13, the third paragraph under “Regional” is revised as follows:

“Becatuse—of-fiseal-constraints,s-Some major transportation projects identified in
the proposed General Plan circulation diagrams for each alternative are not

mcluded in the MTP and RTP due_toiaugus_taclats_tngludmg_tuadmg_cgnsltamls.

neeﬂ_f_Qr_the_meLm&mem After adoptlon of the General Plan transportatlon
projects that are not in the current MTP will need to be added at a future thenext

MTP update.

Page 5.4-15, the first full paragraph is revised as follows:

The Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor Braft Master Plan (ElI Dorado
County Transportation Commission 2662-2003) outlines a strategy for interim and
long-term uses for the former Sacramento-Placerville railroad corridor...The draft
master plan identifies multiple uses including excursion trans, trails and utility
easements.

Page 5.4-25, the first paragraph, second sentence, is revised as follows:

..0n a county-wide average, Mmost new development will be very low density

(Iess than one unit per acre) -ana-wit-rotbe-conducive-to-travel-by-bicyecte,onfoot
or viatransit.

Page 5.4-38, the second paragraph is revised as follows:

A review of the Circulation Elements for each General plan alternative did not
reveal potential internal policy inconsistencies or inconsistencies with other
adopted plan or programs supporting the provision of nonmotorized transportation

facmtles or services in El Dorado County Hﬁ—geﬁefal—bfkeway—traﬂ—aﬁd—equeeﬂﬂaﬁ

patter:. None of the proposed General Plan aIternatlves would preclude
attainment of the objectives of these plans...

Page 5.4-44, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.4-1.:

N 4 , | .

The County shall implement one or more of the following mitigation measures:
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> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a): Amend the Circulation Diagram to Include a
New Arterial Roadway from El Dorado Hills Business Park to U.S. 50

> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(b): Add New Growth Control Implementation
Measure

> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c): Modify LOS Policies_and Expand List of
Roadway Segments Operating at LOS F

> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(d): Amend the Circulation Diagram to Include a
Frequent Transit Service on Exclusive Right-of-Way to the El Dorado Hills
Business Park

WMM@_AMMM—W lish al : e e effedt | it | nolic
are not approved by the voters

Page 5.4-46, the first line is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c): Modify LOS Policies_.and Expand List of Roadway
Segments Operating at L OS F.

Page 5.4-46, Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(d) of the No Project Alternative is revised to
include:
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levels of service an County roads
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The County shall implement one or more of the following mitigation measures:

>

Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a): Amend the Circulation Diagram to Include a
New Arterial Roadway from El Dorado Hills Business Park to U.S. 50

Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(b): Add New Growth Control Implementation
Measure

EDAW
County of El Dorado
January 2004
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> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c): Expand List of Roadway Segments Operating
at LOS F

> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(d): Amend the Circulation Diagram to Include a
Frequent Transit Service on Exclusive Right-of-Way to the ElI Dorado Hills
Business Park

WM@JMMM—W lish 2l , m e effoct | if | polic
are not approved by the voters

These mitigation measures are described below.
Page 5.4-47, the paragraph following Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a) is revised as follows:

Please refer to the proposed Mltlgatlon Measure 5.4- 1(a) for the No Project
Alternative.

With construction of the proposed new arterial, the projected LOS
inconsistencies...

Page 5.4-47, the “New Implementation Measure” following Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(b) is
revised as follows:

New Implementation Measure: The County shall implement a growth control
mechanism for all new discretionary and ministerial development (which includes
approved development that has not yet been built) that would access Latrobe Road
or White Rock Road. This mechanism shall be designed to ensure that the 2025
p.m. peak-hour volumes on El Dorado Hills Boulevard, Latrobe Road, and White
Rock Road do not exceed the minimum acceptable LOS thresholds defined in
Policies 3:5:113-5+6and 35162 1C-1c, TC-1d, and TC-1f with the circulation
diagram improvements assumed in place. As such, the measure should consider
a variety of methods that control or limit growth and the resulting traffic including,
but not limited to, the acquisition of development rights, incentives or disincentives
not to travel during peak hours on affected roadways, and changes in allowed
development intensities. The County shall monitor peak-hour traffic volumes and
LOS beyond 2025 and, if necessary, shall implement growth control mechanisms
in any part of the county where the LOS thresholds defined in the General Plan
policies listed above cannot be maintained.
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Page 5.4-48, Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c) of the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus”
Alternative is revised as follows:

_____

V

a—N
Ci U .

Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c):

White Rock Road (PM Peak Hour)
Manchester Drive to | atrobe Road (Max V/C 1.13)

Implementation of Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c) would not improve traffic flow ...

Page 5.4-48, the following text is added at the end of the page:

EDAW
County of El Dorado
January 2004
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levels of service an County roads
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Page 5.4-49, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.4-1.:

P I ned Al :

The County shall implement one or more of the following mitigation measures:

>

>

Page 5.4-49,

Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a): Amend the Circulation Diagram to Include a
New Arterial Roadway from El Dorado Hills Business Park to U.S. 50

Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(b): Add New Growth Control Implementation
Measure

Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c): Modify+OSPetieies-Expand List of Roadway
Segments Operating at | OS F

Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(d): Amend the Circulation Diagram to Include a
Frequent Transit Service on Exclusive Right-of-Way to the El Dorado Hills
Business Park

WJWMMMMM—WH I : e e effect | it | nolic
are not approved by the voters

the text below Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a) of the Environmentally

Constrained Alternative is revised as follows:

Please refer to Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a) for the No Project Alternative and for
Lhe_RQa.dmay_QQnsILamed_Slx_Lane_EhJs_AllemamLe With construction of the

proposed arterial..

Page 5.4-49, Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c) of the Environmentally Constrained Alternative
is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c): Modify—OS—Peticies—Expand List of Roadway
Segments Operating at LOS F

Please refer to the proposed Mitigation Measure 5.4- 1(c) for the No PrOJect

Alternatlve above.
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White Rock Road (PM Peak Hour)

Manchester Drive to Latrobe Road (Max V/C 1.13)
Implementation of this mitigation measure would not improve traffic flow, but it
would...

Page 5.4-50, the following text is added immediately following the discussion of Mitigation
Measure 5.1-4(d):
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Page 5.4-50, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.4-1.:

e . | bl I :
The County shall implement one or more of the following mitigation measures:

> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a): Amend the Circulation Diagram to Include a
New Arterial Roadway from El Dorado Hills Business Park to U.S. 50

> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(b): Add New Growth Control Implementation
Measure

> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(c): Expand List of Roadway Segments Operating
atLOS F

> Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(d): Amend the Circulation Diagram to Include a
Frequent Transit Service on Exclusive Right-of-Way to the El Dorado Hills
Business Park

WMM@_AMMM—W lish al : e e effect | it | nolic
are not approved by the voters

Page 5.4-51, the following text is added immediately following the discussion of Mitigation
Measure 5.1-4(d):
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Page 5.4-54, Mitigation Measure 5.4-2 is revised to delete the reference to 5.4-1(c) as
follows:

Mitigation Measure 5.4-2: lmplement No Project Alternative Mitigation
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Page 5.4-55, Mitigation Measure 5.4-2 is revised as shown:

e 42 Read Constrained  Six-l “Plus”
Alternative

The County shall implement ene-of-the following mitigation measures:

Page 5.4-55, Mitigation Measure 5.4-2 is revised to delete the reference to 5.4-1(c) as
follows:

Mitigation Measure 5.4-2: Implement Roadway Constrained 6-l ane “Plus”
Alterpative Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a), 5.4-1(b), 54-1(c);aor 5.4-(d)

Page 5.4-56, Mitigation Measure 5.4-2 (Environmentally Constrained Alternative) is
revised to delete the reference to 5.4-1(c) as follows:

Mitigation Measure 5.4-2: lmplement FEnvironmentally Constrained
Alternative Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a), 5.4-1(b), 54=1(c);0r 5.4-1(d)

Page 5.4-56, the text under Mitigation Measure 5.4-2 is revised as follows:

Implementation of one of these mitigation measure options would reduce this
impact. However, the mitigation would not eliminate the increase in traffic or
provide LOS C operation and uncertainty exists associated with implementation
of some of the options as discussed under Mitigation Measures 5.4-1 {athrotgh
e_(a, b, and d). Therefore, this impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

Page 5.4-56, Mitigation Measure 5.4-2 (1996 General Plan Alternative) is revised to
delete the reference to 5.4-1(c) as follows:

Mitigation Measure 5.4-2: Ilmplement 1996 General Plan Alternative
Mitigation Measure 5.4-1(a), 5.4-1(b), 54-He)ar 5.4-1(d)

Page 5.4-64, in the discussion of revised Implementation Measure TC-B, the reference in
the fifth line to Policy TC-1j is changed to Policy TC-1i as follows:

Revised Implementation Measure TC-B: The County shall revise and adopt
traffic impact fee program(s) for unincorporated areas of the county and adopt

should be designed to achieve the adopted level of service standards and
preserve the integrity of the circulation system.
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Page 5.4-64, Environmentally Constrained Alternative, Mitigation Measure 5.4-3 is revised
as follows:

Please refer to the proposed Mitigation Measure 5.4-3(a) for the Roadway
Constrained 6-Lane “Plus” Alternative and Mitigation Measure 5.4-3(b) for the No
Project Alternative above. With implementation of ene—eof these mitigation
measures, impacts would be reduced, but not to a less-than-significant level.

Page 5.4-65, Mitigation Measure 5.4-3 for the 1996 General Plan Alternative is revised as
follows:

e a Pl I .
Please refer to the proposed mitigation measures for the No Project Alternative
above. With implementation of ere—of these mitigation measures, impacts
would be reduced, but not to a less-than-significant level.

Page 5.4-68, Mitigation Measure 5.4-4 is revised as follows:

New (Replacement) Policy 3.9.1.3: The County...

Page 5.5-2, the following change is made to the first full paragraph:

One of the primary purposes of the General Plan is to designate land uses and
define related policies from which future population and economic growth may be

forecasted. EDCWA is responsible for providing overall county-wide water

It is the role of the county’s water purveyors, with assistance from EDCWA, to
provide surface water to the surface water users (customers) within their respective
service areas...
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Page 5.5-7, the last sentence in the first paragraph under the Carson Creek heading is
revised as follows:

Bass Lake and Sly Park Reservoir (EID) are located in the €arson—Creek
Cosumnes River watershed.

Page 5.5-11, first paragraph under El Dorado County Environmental Health Division is
revised as follows:

The County Environmental Health Division performs a number of public health
services related to water supply, including regulating construction and destruction
the-driting of groundwater wells thretugh-a-wel-permit-system. The Division is also

responsible for enforcing the County’s Well Standards Ordinance, which helps

protect groundwater qualrty and publlc health by—among—othe%thmgs—metudﬂeg

Page 5.5-11, second sentence in the first paragraph under El Dorado Irrigation District is
revised as follows:

Currently EID serves a population of 84666 97,000 people through more than
30,896 active residential and commercial service connections (EID 2001a).

Page 5.5-18, the third sentence in the paragraph under the EID and GDPUD Use of
Central Valley Project Water heading is revised as follows:

The CVP, initiated by USBR in 1935, stores and distributes millions of acre-feet
of water each year for a variety of beneficial uses, including agriculture, urban,
wildlife, and fishery uses. The CVP includes Folsom Dam and Reservoir. Section

206(e}1)—-206(b)(1)(B) of PL 101-514 directs USBR to enter into a long-term
municipal and industrial water supply contract with EDCWA for diversion from

Folsom Reservoir.

Page 5.5-18, the sixth and seventh sentences in the paragraph under the EID and
GDPUD Use of Central Valley Project Water heading are revised as follows:

The environmental impact statement (EIS)/EIR study for the EDCWA PL 101-514
Water Services Contract was initiated by EDCWA and USBR shortly after passage
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Cotunty EDCWA determined that the General Plan should be adopted first in order
to help determine potential county water demands and needs into the future.

Page 5.5-18, the third sentence of the first paragraph under El Dorado lIrrigation District
Hydroelectric Project 184 (FERC Project 184-065) is revised as follows:

This potential new water source is one of the alternative water supply sources
berng assessed for EID in the EDCWA Water plannlng process summarlzed above

sheu+d—strlt—be—ptrrsued—by—EH} EID expects to be able to use some—ef the water

from this project for consumptive purposes.
Page 5.5-25, the following is added to the seventh line:

Because EID's customers use less water in dry years, less treated water is

available for recycling. Supply available in dry years is also lower than in normal

years. |If EID adds new storage pumprng, and conveyance facrlltles for recycled
water, as described in the Recycled Water Master Plan discussed earlier in this
section, EID's projected supply of recycled water in 2025 would be approximately
9,553 afy during a dry year, 10,510 afy during a normal year, and 11,469 afy during
a wet year (EID 2002).

Page 5.5-47, Mitigation Measure 5.5-1(b) is revised as shown:

Therefore, the County shall implement the following new policy.

New Policy: Prior to granting any diseretionarytentative map or ministeriattane
tsebuilding permit approval in an area served by a public water purveyor or an

approved private water system, the appllcant must demoﬁstrate‘w

and the
County must eenfirmfind that the surface-water supply from existing water supply
facilities is adequate and physically available to meet the highest projected demand
that couId be permltted by the approval on the Iands in questlon —Adequate—aﬁd

m%pedrmeﬂt%to—the—use—of—those—eﬁstrﬂg—supply—sources A water supply is
“stifficient*:adequate” if the total_entitled water supplies available during normal,

single dry, and multiple dry years within a 20-year projection will meet the highest
projected—demand associated with the propesed—projectapproval, in addition to

existing and planned future uses within the area served by the water supplier,
including, but not limited to, agricultural and industrial uses.__A water supply is

“physically available” if sufficient infrastructure is in place to deliver adequate water
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page:

Page 5.5-49: Under Mitigation Measure 5.5-1 of the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane
"Plus" Alternative, revise text as follows:

Please refer to the proposed mitigation measures for the No Project Alternative

above. Additionally, revise Measure PS-E as part of Mitigation Measure 5.5-1(b):
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With the implementation of these measures, Impact 5.5-1 would remain significant
and unavoidable.
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Page 5.5-49: Revise the text of mitigation Measure 5.5-1(b) for the Environmentally
Constrained Alternative as follows:

Please refer to proposed mitigation measure 5.5.-1(b) for the NoProject Roadway
Constrained Alternative above.

Page 5.5-49: Mitigation Measure 5.5-1(c) of the Environmentally Constrained Alternative
is revised as follows:

New Policy: The County shall support water conservation programs and projects
that can reduce future water demand consistent with the policies of this General
Plan. The County will develop and implement a water use efficiency program for
existing and new residential, commercial/industrial, and agricultural uses for those
areas not served by a water purveyor with all existing water use efficiency
programs. The County shall encourage all water purveyors to implement the water
conservation Best Management Practices already being implemented by EID and
in compliance with the related criteria established by USBR.
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For the reasons described under the No Project Alternative, implementation of the
three mitigation measures above would not lower Impact 5.5-1 to a less-than-
significant level. Therefore, Impact 5.5-1 would remain significant and
unavoidable.

Page 5.5-61, at the top of the page, Mitigation Measure 5.5-2 of the Roadway
Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative is revised as follows:

Please refer to the proposed mitigation measure for the No Project AIternatlve
above.

impacts of new water supply and related infrastructure projects cannot be
definitively determined, but clearly have the potential to be significant, and
mitigation effectiveness cannot be tested or definitively determined at this time...

Page 5.5-61, the second paragraph, Mitigation Measure 5.5-2 of the Environmentally
Constrained Alternative, is revised as follows:

Please refer to the proposed mitigation measure for the No Project Alternatlve
above.

impact would remain significant and unavoidable for the same reasons as stated
above for the Roadway Constrained 6 Lane “Plus” Alternative.

Page 5.5-63, the eighth and ninth bullets are revised as shown:

> The County has adopted a Well Standards Ordinance that requires a
County well permit for all well digging, boring, drilling, deepening, modifying,
repairing or destroying (County Ordinance 4110 81 (part) 1990). Licensed
professionals must perform all well drilling and other well modifications after
receiving a well permit from the county and must-repertir_submit a Repott
of- Well-Produetion-_State Well Completion Report (well log) on how the well

produces.

> While the County requires-testing-of grotntwater-welt-production a Report
of Well Production before wet building permits are issued, such testing may
not be indicative of a well's long-term production potential. (The Report of

Well Production documents only the results of an initial 4 hour test).
Page 5.5-64, the first full paragraph after bulleted statements is revised as follows:

While it is not known how much groundwater is available for future growth in the
county, it is clear that the new development associated with all four of the equal-
weight alternatives would lead to lager increases in the demand for groundwater.
Table 5:5-13 5.5-1 summarizes existing and projected groundwater demand in
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areas not served by public water purveyors. These areas are referred to in Table
55-1 as “other County Areas—West Slope” and are outside the service-area
boundaries of surface water purveyors EID, GDPUD, and GFCSD. This is where
most of the groundwater demand would be located, and is also where most of the
county’s existing groundwater users are located. The information included in Table
55-13 5.5-1 was prepared using the more detailed water demand estimates found
in EPS 2003 and Wood Rodgers 2003 (see Appendix E).

The increase in groundwater demand shown in Table—55-33 5.5-1 has the
potential to cause a number of significant impacts. As groundwater demand
increases...

Page 5.5-65, the fourth paragraph is revised as follows:
No Project Alternative (2025)—Impact Discussion

As shown in Table 55-13 5.5-1, development under this alternative at 2025 in
areas not served by water purveyors would lead to an increase in total
groundwater demand of about 33,775 8,952 afy. This represents a percentage
change of 121%. In the predominantly rural...

Page 5.5-66, the third paragraph is revised as follows:
No Project Alternative (Buildout)—Impact Discussion

As shown in Table 55-13 5.5-1, buildout of the county under this alternative is
projected to cause a substantial increase in the demand for county groundwater
(estimated to be an increase of about 56;595 19,542 afy). The percent change in
total west-slope groundwater demand under this alternative at buildout could thus
be approximately 271% 264 percent. This substantial increase in groundwater
demand...

Page 5.5-67, the first paragraph is revised as follows:
Roadway Constrained 6-Lane “Plus” Alternative (2025)—Impact Discussion

As shown in Table 55-33-5.5-1, this alternative at 2025 would likely cause a
substantial increase in the demand for county groundwater (estimated to be a total
increase of about 34,535 9,780 afy). The percent change in groundwater demand
under this alternative at 2025 would thus be approximately +26% 132 percent.
This substantial increase in groundwater demand...
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Page 5.5-68, the first paragraph is revised as follows:

Roadway Constrained 6-Lane “Plus” Alternative (Buildout)—Impact
Discussion

This alternative at buildout is projected to cause a substantial increase in the
demand for county groundwater (estimated to be a total increase of about 66,276
22,018 afy; see Table 5:5-13 5.5-1). The percent change in groundwater demand
under this alternative at buildout could thus be approximately 295% 297 percent.
This substantial increase in groundwater demand...

Page 5.5-68, the third paragraph is revised as follows:

Environmentally Constrained Alternative (2025)—Impact Discussion

As shown in Table 55-33-5.5-1, this alternative at 2025 would likely cause a
substantial increase in the demand for county groundwater (estimated to be a total
increase of about 3#36% 10,367 afy). The percent change in groundwater
demand under this alternative at 2025 would thus be approximately 45% 140
percent. This substantial increase in groundwater demand...

Page 5.5-68, the fourth paragraph is revised as follows:

Environmentally Constrained Alternative (Buildout)—Impact Discussion

This alternative at buildout is projected to cause a substantial increase in the
demand for county groundwater (estimated to be a total increase of about 54,674
21,009 afy; see Table 5:5-13 5.5-1). The percent change in groundwater demand
under this alternative at buildout could thus be approximately 258% 284 percent.
This substantial increase in groundwater demand...

Page 5.5-69, the third paragraph is revised as follows:

1996 General Plan Alternative (2025)—Impact Discussion

As shown in Table 55-13 5.5-1, this alternative at 2025 would likely cause a
substantial increase in demand for county groundwater (estimated to be a total
increase of about 3#396 10,840 afy). The percent change in groundwater
demand under this alternative at 2025 would thus be approximately 351% 146%.
This substantial increase in groundwater demand...
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Page 5.5-69, the fourth paragraph is revised as follows:
1996 General Plan Alternative (Buildout)—Impact Discussion

This alternative at buildout is projected to cause a substantial increase in demand
for county groundwater (estimated to be a total increase of about 66;276 27,332
afy; Table 5:5-33 5.5-1). The percent change in groundwater demand under this
alternative could thus be approximately $26% 369 percent. This substantial
increase in groundwater demand...

Page 5.5-70: the following sentence is added after revised Policy PS-2d:

Page 5.5-72, the second sentence under Wastewater Treated by Wastewater Treatment

Plants is revised as follows:

EID currently treats wastewater from approximately 11,700 parcels, including 6,008
active sewer accounts that are served by the El Dorado Hills WWTP and another
1,538 5;662-active sewer accounts served by the Deer Creek WWTP (EID 2001Db).
The remaining parcels on the west slope use OWTS.

Page 5.5-75, the paragraph under Deer Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant is revised as
follows:

The Deer Creek WWTP service area encompasses 24—47 square miles.
Wastewater generated by 5;662-7,538 active accounts is conveyed by 95-148
miles of pipelines to the Deer Creek WWTP, which is located 2 miles south of U.S.
50 in the Cameron Park area. The Deer Creek WWTP was expanded in 1996 to
an ADWF capacity of 3.6 mgd. However, a cease-and-desist order from the
Central Valley RWQCB has limited the permitted capacity of this WWTP to 2.5
mgd. The status of RWQCB and EID efforts to resolve water-quality issues
involving this plant's discharges is summarized in Section 5.5.3. Under existing
condltlons this WWTP treats approxmately 2.4 mgd of wastewater. ]]Je_planIJALas

expesled_to_be_r_eqmned_unm_ZQZi The Deer Creek WWTP has prlmary,

secondary, and tertiary treatment capabilities, and treated water is discharged to
Deer Creek or used for irrigation and dust control (EID 2001b). Sewage sludge
generated by the Deer Creek WWTP is taken to Silva Farms, a permitted land
disposal site.
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Page 5.5-77, the following paragraph is inserted after the third paragraph:

Page 5.5-77, the fourth paragraph is revised as follows:

The County operates the Union Mine Septage Treatment and Disposal Facility.
This Facility accepts septage from OWTS throughout the county, treats it, and
disposes the waste byproducts. The septage is comprised of material contained
within septic tanks and is a small fraction of the total wastewater treated by septic
tanks and dlspersed of in Ieach flelds Individual property owners (_exc_ep.t_C_lI;LoI

facility-once-a-year: Within the next two years, ane-to accommodate growth and the
acceptance of winery waste, the County plans to almost double the capacity of the
treatment facility to a maximum capacity of approximately 30,000 gallons per day
(gpd) (Johnston, pers. comm., 2003). After being treated at the treatment facility,
sludge is disposed of at the site (a former landfill), and the remaining wastewater is
disposed of via spraying at the facility's spray field_and via injection into the landfill
gas flare. County staff plan to expand the spray field by 2 acres to accommodate
growth, but have concluded that the sludge disposal site has adequate capacity to
handle future grovvth under the 1996 General Plan (Johnston pers. comm., 2003)

p_QLmJIJMlh_th.e_RlALQ_QB.. (Please see the dlscussmn of sludge dlsposal capacrty at
Union Mine Landfill in Section 5.6.)

Page 5.5-85, the second sentence of the first full paragraph is revised as follows:

As discussed in Existing Conditions, the treatment capacity of the plant is planned
to be doubled to accommodate future treatment needs of OWTS, including

ineueing winery waste.
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Page 5.5-88, Mitigation Measure 5.5-4 of the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus”
Alternative is revised as follows:

Please refer to the proposed mltlgatlon measure for the No Project AIternatlve

AllﬂnatnLe_a.b_osLe._Wlth lmplementatlon of this mltlgatlon measure, impacts would
be reduced, but not to a less than significant level. This impact would be significant
and unavoidable.

Page 5.5-90, the last paragraph under Confined Animals is revised to read:

According to the County’s 2001 Annual Crop Report, El Dorado County had 4,530
head of cattle, 510 sheep, and 730 hogs._Information on the number of horses is
not available; there is no record keeping authority for horses in the county. This

suggests a very modest amount of livestock in the county.
Page 5.5-92, the first paragraph is revised as shown:

The cease-and-desist order reduces the altewabte-permitted capacity at the plant
to 25 mgd (compared to the plant's 3.6-mgd maximum capacity) pending

resolutlon of the compllance issues. The cease and desist order requires

cease- and deS|st order's terms focus prlmarlly on prowdlng feedback on the nature
of the problem and resolving compliance issues..

Page 5.5-99, the third paragraph is revised as follows:

The most recently approved (1998) Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list for
California identifies the various waterways throughout the state that are water
quality impaired for a number of constituents. None of the waterways listed are ift

a.|.QD.g_th.GJALe.SIj.|.Qp_e_OI El Dorado County. La.ke_'Lath_hmALesLeL_Ls_llsled_as

ﬂﬁ_ﬁ_addressed_tuﬂheLm_SEQImn_ilé_QUhe_DEL&_The state is currently
undergoing...

Page 5.5-105, the fourth sentence in the first paragraph under Sewer, Septic Tank, and
Drain Standards is revised as shown:

County regulations for the proper design and installation of onsite systems have
been adopted by the County Board of Supervisors and have been reviewed an¢
aceepted by the RWQCB._The County’s regulations are consistent with the Basin
Plan Guidelines (Morgan, pers. comm., 2003).
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Page 5.5-107, the first full paragraph is revised as follows:

s&p.tage_ﬂQMLf_QLthe_pLOJe_cL One of the problems W|th septlc systems is leach fleld

failures. As a result, the ordinance requires a replacement field area equal to the
current leach field area for residential uses and three times the size of the leach
field area for commercial/industrial uses. Geotechnical design and testing is
required to ensure adequate separation (a minimum of 5 feet) of groundwater from
all new septic systems, including digging a backhoe trench as deep as possible
and at least 5 feet below the leach line locations to ensure adequate soil depth and
the separation of groundwater. All new septic systems are required to install a riser
pipe with a porthole in the leach field to allow for visual inspection of leach-field
performance. Three inspections by EMD are required before the operation of each
septic system: when a test trench is excavated, during construction when open
trenches are excavated, and following construction. As built plans are required so
that any future construction activities, such as pool installation, will avoid contact
with the leach field. Where a lot has insufficient lot area or improper soil conditions
for adequate sewage disposal, EMD is authorized to prohibit development; it has

done so on a number of occasions. According to the Board of Supervisors acfion in

septic-systems—ant-a—domestic-wel-isnot-altowed-on—stuch-a-site: Further, when
older systems fail, they are required to come into conformance with Ordinance
4542.

Page 5.5-127, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.5.7:

New Policy: The County shall work with EID to support the continued and
expanded use of recycled water, including wet-season use and storage, in new
subdivisions served by the Deer Creek and El Dorado Hills Wastewater Treatment
Plants. To avoid construction impacts of installing recycled water facilities, the
County shall encourage the construction of distribution lines at the same time as
other utilities are installed. Facilities to consider are recycled water lines for

residential landscaping,-att-frent-yares; parks, schools, and other irrigation needs,

and if feasible, wet-irrigation-season storage facilities.

Page 5.5-154 is revised to delete Table 5.5-13 due to errors in the table with respect to
future potential groundwater use on the west slope of the county. Table 5.5-1 in the DEIR
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contains the correct information on potential future groundwater use on the west slope of
the county.

Page 5.6-16, the fifth sentence of the second paragraph under County Waste Collection,
Recycling, and Disposal Program is revised as shown:

Within the city of South Lake Tahoe Ptacervite, EI Dorado Hills Community
Services District, and Cameron Park Community Services District franchise areas,
residential pickup is mandatory.

Page 5.6-19, the first full paragraph is revised as follows (beginning with the third
sentence):

This is less than the 50 percent diversion rate mandated by the California
Integrated Waste Management Act. The CIWMB has approved an extension of the
50 percent diversion rate deadline to 2004 2665 for the County (CIWMB 2002).
The County is required to take further steps to achieve the mandated 50 percent
recycling rate. Additional infrastructure, such as the potential Georgetown Divide

transfer station, enhanced publlc educatlon tmﬂ&m_enlatm_oj_a_thte_e_catt_s;tslem

and more aggresswe recycling are expected to rn=rp+emented—te—meet the mandate
(EMD 2002a).

Page 5.6-19, the following paragraph is inserted between first full paragraph and second
full paragraph:

Page 5.6-19, the first paragraph under Material Recovery Facilities is revised as follows:

El Dorado County contains two MRFs...In the last quarter of 2002, there were
incidences of received tonnage exceeding the permitted daily tonnage (Willett,
pers. comm., 2003). In 2002, Waste Management Inc., the owner of this MRF,
began transferring recyclable materials selie—wastes from the county to a MRF
located in the City of Lodi in San Joaquin County (CIWMB 2003b).
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Page 5.6-28, the first sentence of the first full paragraph is revised as follows:

Sorting activities associated with waste recycling on the west slope are currently
conducted at the El Dorado Disposal MRF located in Diamond Springs, with some

single stream recyclable materials sotie-waste transported to another MRF located

in San Joaquin County for sorting and processing.

Page 5.6-28, the following paragraph is inserted between the first and second full
paragraphs:

Page 5.6-28, the first sentence of the second full paragraph is revised as shown:

Table 5:2-6 5.6-2 provides a calculation of expected waste diversion by 2025 and
buildout.

Page 5.6-32, the following sentence is added to the end of the New Policy under
Mitigation Measure 5.6-3:

| hall hidl : divers

Page 5.6-34, the second sentence of the second paragraph is revised as follows:

Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators (CESQGs) generate small
amounts of hazardous waste materials,most-of-which-are-tsed-up-onsite.

Page 5.6-35, the third sentence of the second paragraph is revised as follows:

The hazardous wastes collected, stored, recycled, and reused include car

batteries, automotive oil, oil filters, expired—oer—banned—pesticides; herbicides,

solvents, et paint, paint strippers, computer monitors...
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Page 5.6-45, the text under Electricity Supplier is revised as follows:

...Electricity on the west slope of EI Dorado County is supplied by Pacific Gas and
Electric Company (PG&E). PG&E owns and operates electricity infrastructure in
the county and throughout northern California that includes power lines,

powerhouses, and substations. In_El Dorado County, the PG&E powerhouse
Poewerhouses—are s located at Chili Bar on the South Fork of the American River

and-atForebay ReservoirinPollockPines. A total of...
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DEIR VOLUME 2, Section 5.7 through Chapter 9 and Appendix A

Page 5.7-11, the first paragraph under Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative
(2025) — Impact Discussion is revised as follows:

Under the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative, 64,601 new residents
would be added to the county’s existing population. EDSO has indicated that this
population growth may require new facilities in the El Dorado Hills/Cameron Park

area, the-Georgetown Divide-area,-and south county as well as the replacement of
the existing Placerville facility with a larger facility...
Page 5.7-27, the following change is made to Impact 5.7-2 within the table:

5.7-2: Potential Land Use Incompatibility Associated with Development and
Expansion of Fire Protection and Emergency Medical Services and Facilities

Page 5.7-35, Exhibit 5.7-3 is revised to show both proposed and approved school sites
(please refer to Appendix C of this Response to Comments document).

Page 5.7-81, the following text is inserted before the last three lines on the page:

Page 5.7-82, the second sentence of Impact 5.7-6 is revised as shown:

The greatest amount of parkland would be required under the 1996 General Plan
Alternative, followed by the Environmentally Constrained, Roadway Constrained
Six-Lane “Plus,” and No Project alternatives (see Impact 5.7-6 5).

Page 5.7-83, in the table on this page, the text under “Mitigation” in the left-hand column is
revised as follows:

5.7-6(a), Implement Mitigation Measure 5.1-3(b); and 5.7-6(b), Implement
Mitigation Measure 5:3-H¢)-5.1-3(d)
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Page 5.7-83, the first sentence under No Project Alternative (2025)—Impact
Discussion is revised to read:

The analysis of future parkland needs across alternatives is presented in Impact
5.7-6 5 above.

Page 5.8-2, the second sentence of the third paragraph under Hazardous Waste
Generated by Small Business, Industry, and Government heading is revised as follows:

Hazardous waste contingency plans are collected from all generators, and
generators storing more than 55 gallons, 500 pounds, or 200 cubic feet of

hazardous waste must-atse—stbmitinventories. Hazardous waste generators must
also supply inventories.

Page 5.8-4, the second sentence of the first full paragraph is deleted as shown:

Page 5.8-4, the last footnote in Table 5.8-1 is revised as shown:
34

Page 5.8-5, the second sentence of the third paragraph under Hazardous Materials
Transport and Disposal heading is revised as follows:

DTSC lists five currently active hazardous waste transporters that operate are
based in El Dorado County (DTSC 2003a).

Page 5.8-6, the fifth sentence of the first paragraph is revised as follows:
It should be noted that this includes a range of activities, including the improper
disposal of empty containers of common household products containing hazardous

substances (e.g., cleansers) and batteries.

Page 5.8-15, the following text is added as a second paragraph under the heading
Assembly Bill 2185 (1987):
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Page 5.8-44, Mitigation Measure 5.8-3 is revised as follows:

5.8-3: Implement Mitigation Measure 5.10-12(b)
Page 5.8-51, the reference to “qualified assessor” in Revised Policy HS-7b is changed to
“Registered Environmental Assessor or other persons experienced in identifying potential

waste”.

Page 5.8-54, the paragraph under Seiche is revised as follows:

A seiche is an earthquake-generated wave in an enclosed body of water, such as a
lake, reservoir, or bay. A small (0.4-foot) wave surge was reported in Lake Tahoe
during the 1966 Truckee earthquake, which had a Richter Scale magnitude of

between 6.0 and 6.9. _m_addum._thﬂte_Ls_alsg_emdgnce_QLtsunamJMLes_gLeatﬂ

Page 5.8-74, the text under Mitigation Measure 5.8-6—Roadway Constrained Six-
Lane "Plus" Alternative is revised as follows:

The County shall implement beth-ef the following measures:

Page 5.8-75, the first paragraph under 5.8.3 Electromagnetic Fields is revised as
follows:

Electric and magnetic fields are invisible lines that surround any electrical device,
including wiretess—phone—factlities—and electrical transmission lines. Together
these fields are called electromagnetic fields (EMFs). Electric and magnetic
energy travels in a wave that is commonly referred to as electromagnetic
radiation or radiofrequency radiation. EMF indicates the presence of

electromagnetlc or radlofrequency energy_AanhﬂLf_OLm_o.f_eleﬂLQmagnﬂm
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Page 5.8-91, Table 5.8-8 is revised to read as follows:

Table 5.8-8
Areas More Likely to Contain Naturally Occurring Asbestos
Areas Likely to Contain Percentage of Percentage of Total
Market Area Naturally Occurring 9 Naturally Occurring
Market Area
Asbestos (acres) Asbestos
1: El Dorado Hills 277639 9.8% 8.5%
2,764
2: Cameron Park/Shingle 44194 10.8% 13.6%
Springs/Rescue 4,419
3: Diamond Springs 3654 1.2% 1.1%
365
4: Placerville/Camino 256-0 1.0% 0.8%
256
5: Coloma/Gold Hill 46001 17.6% 14.1%
4,600
6: Pollock Pines 0 0% 0%
7: Pleasant Valley 42655 1.0% 1.3%
4,266
8: Latrobe 5,656-7 16.0% 17.3%
5,651
9: Somerset 0 0% 0%
10: Cool/Pilot Hill 4766:0 10.5% 14.6%
4,766
11: Georgetown/Garden 96358 6.7% 27.7%
Valley 9,036
12: Lake Tahoe Basin * — — —
13: American River * — — —
14: Mosquito 3226 2.1% 1.0%
323
TOTAL 32,6053 N/A 100%
32,606
! Not evaluated in the study.
Source: Department of Conservation 2000; EDAW 2003.

Page 5.8-92, the paragraph under Naturally Occurring Asbestos and Dust
Protection Ordinance is revised as follows:

—response—to—the—two—ATCMs—established—by—CARB,—the County enacted
Ordinance No. 4548 (Naturally Occurring Asbestos and Dust Protection);—which
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established Chapter 8.44, Title 8, of the County Code. The ordinance requires

asbestos—testing of surface serpentine materials or rock containing asbestos
materials, and submittal/approval of a Contingent Asbestos Hazard Dust Mitigation

Plan for grading/mining activities—tr—areas—identified—on-the—Potential-Asbestiform
Mineralsmap.

Page 5.8-96, Table 5.8-9, the row for "RRL (Rural Residential Low)” is removed.

Page 5.8-105, Mitigation Measure 5.8-9(b) is revised as follows:

New Policy: The County shall require that all projects requiring a btitding—or
grading permit,_or a building permit that would result in earth disturbance, that are
located in areas likely to contain naturally occurring asbestos (based on mapping
developed by the DOC) have a California registered geologist knowledgeable
about asbestos containing formations inspect the project area for the presence of

asbestos usmg appropnate test methods J]:Le_C_o_umLihalLa.m.end_th.e_ELQSIQn_a.nd

Page 5.8-119, the title of Exhibit 5.8-4 is revised as follows:

Fire Hazard Classifications of State Responsibility Respensibte Areas

Page 5.9-5, the paragraph under Seismic Ground Shaking is revised as follows:
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Page 5.9-10, the text under Avalanche is revised as follows:

Aﬁ—A_snmALavalanche is a fype—ef—bﬁdshde—mvelvmg—tmstab%—smmmaek IaU_OI

destructive type of avalanche is the “slab” avalanche...

Page 5.9-30, the heading and paragraph for California Uniform Building Caode is revised

to read:

lifornia Unit Id I

The State of California provides minimum standards for building design through
the Califerntia—UBC—California Code of Regulations {(CCR}) Title 24) (the
California Building Code). The California UB€ Building Code is based on the
YBC-Uniform Building Code, which is used widely throughout the United States
(generally adopted on a state-by-state or district-by-district basis), and has been
modified for conditions within California. Forthepurposes-of-this—anatysis,the
Californta UBC-wilt-bereferred-to-as-the UBC: State regulations and engineering
and design standards related to geology, soils, and seismicity in the UB€
California Building Code (2001) are reflected in the County Building Code
requirements. The UBE€ California Building Code includes a seismic zone map to
determine applicable seismic standards for proposed structures. Seismic zones
range from O to 4, with Zone 0 being the least active and Zone 4 the most active.
All of ElI Dorado County is located in Seismic Zone 3 (El Dorado County 2003).
All structures built in the county must company with IB€ California Building

Code requlrements for th|s zone. Ln_addllm_thﬂe_a.te_cattam_pmmsmns_oj_cga

Page 5.9-35, the paragraph under the Federal Management of Mineral Resources is
replaced with the following paragraph:
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Pg. 5.9-61, Mitigation Measure 5.9-4(c) is amended as follows:

The County shall adopt the following supplemental policy and implementation
measure:

New Policy: The County shall require agricultural grading activities that turr-over
convert one acre or more of seft undisturbed vegetation to agricultural cropland to
obtain a grading permit. All erosion control measures included in the grading
permit would be implemented.

Page 5.9-64, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.9-5(a) in the table:

5.9-5(a): Restrict Land Use Designations in Areas that May Contain Important
Mineral Resources and 5.9-5(b): Amend General Plan Land Use Maps to
Remove Designated Land Uses Incompatible with Mineral Resource Overlay
Areas

Pages 5.9-72 and 5.9-73, Mitigation Measure 5.9-5(a) for the Roadway Constrained Six-
Lane "Plus" Alternative, the third sentence from Revised Policy CO-2b is deleted as
follows:

Revised Policy CO-2b: Application of the Mineral Resource (-MR) overlay
designation and the extraction of mineral resources shall be considered
appropriate only on lands having the Natural Resource, Open Space, and,
Industrial, Commeretal, Rural-ands,—andPublic Facitittes-designations. All other
General Plan land use deS|gnat|ons are considered incompatible W|th m|n|ng H

Page 5.10-42, under “Mitigation Measure — Roadway Constrained 6-Lane “Plus”
Alternative”, delete the text in that paragraph and replace it with the following:
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Page 5.10-42, under “Mitigation Measure — Environmentally Constrained Alternative”,
delete the text in that paragraph and replace it with the following:

Page 5.11-1, the paragraph under PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT is revised as follows:

Air quality conditions in an area are determined by such natural factors as
topography, meteorology, and climate, coupled with atmospheric stability

conditions and the presence of |nverS|ons Au’_qua.hl;us_a_gtomng_cgncem_mﬂ

standards. El Dorado County has two dlstlnct air quallty enwronments WhICh have
been recognized formally by division of the county into two separate air basins, the
Mountain Counties Air Basin (MCAB) and the Lake Tahoe Air Basin (LTAB), as
shown in Exhibit 5.11-1.

Page 5.11-4, the following text is added after the fifth sentence of the third paragraph
under Ozone:

Page 5.11-6, the first sentence of the second paragraph under Particulate Matter is
revised as follows:

The adverse health eﬁects associated with PMio depend—on—the—specific
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Page 5.11-9, the first paragraph under Asbestos is revised as follows:

Asbestos is listed as a TAC by CARB and as an HAP by EPA. Asbestos is of
special concern in El Dorado County because it occurs naturally in surface
deposits of several types of ultramatfic minerals_as described in the next
paragraph. Asbestos emissions can result from the sale or use of asbestos-
containing materials, road surfacing with such materials, grading activities, and

surface mining (AQMD 2002). Fhetisk-of tisease-is-dependent-upon-the-intensity
ant-duration-of-expostre—When inhaled, asbestos fibers may remain in the lungs

and with time may be linked to such diseases as asbestosis, lung cancer, and
mesothelioma (CARB 2002a).

Page 5.11-9, the following paragraph is inserted between the first and second paragraphs
under Asbestos:
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Page 5.11-9, the second paragraph under Asbestos is revised as follows:

The AQMD is responsible for implementing and enforcing Title 17, Section 93105
931066—0of the California Code of Regulations, Asbestos Airborne Toxic Control
Measure for Constructlon Gradlng Quarrytng and Surface M|n|ng Operatlons—

Atmmneloxm_QQmmLMeasuLes_tQLSuﬁacmg_Applmatms. The County, along

with other state and federal agencies, are taking measures to define the locations
of asbestos-bearing serpentine rock, the potential for public exposure, and
procedures to mlnlmlze the |mpacts of naturally occurring asbestos (AQMD 2003).

Sectlon 5 8. 4 Human Health and Safety, for a discussion of thls impact.

Page 5.11-10, the fourth sentence of the second paragraph under Eederal is revised as
follows:

The CAA also required states exceeding NAAQS to prepare SIPs showing how the
standards would be met by July 1975 Beecember1987.

Page 5.11-14, fifth sentence of the second full paragraph is deleted as shown:
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Page 5.11-16, the following text is added after the fifth sentence of the first full paragraph
on page:

The responsible person shall take precautions determined by the County AQMD to

be necessary to prevent such a nuisance. lf_C_O_D.SILU.ClI.O_D_O_C_CuL'S_LEI_a.D_a.Le_aJlkd;LtQ

Q_f_the_C_ahI_OLnLa_C_Qde_oLRegulanQns._Rule 224 states that a person shaII not

manufacture for sale..

Page 5.11-18, the fifth full sentence is deleted as shown:

Concentrations of sulfates, lead, and hydrogen sulfide are, consequently, not
monitored by the amblent air quallty monltorlng stations in El Dorado County

entire state is conS|dered "unclassified" for visibility- reducing partlculate matter
(AQMD 2003, CARB 2003).

Page 5.11-24, the following text is inserted at the beginning of Revised Policy 6.7.7.1:

Page 5.11-27, the table is revised to reflect the relevant edits through page 5.11-38
shown hereafter.
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Page 5.11-36, Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(d) is revised as shown:
> Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(d): Regulate Prehibit—\Wood-Burning ©pen-
Masenty Fireplaces and Stoves in New Development

Page 5.11-36, the following text is inserted at the end of the New Policy at the bottom of
the page:

Page 5.11-37, the following change is made to the sixth line:

Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(d): Regulate Prohibit—Wood-Burning ©pen-
Masonry Fireplaces and Stoves in New Development

The County shall implement the following new policy:

New Policy: The County shall Legulate_pfehrbﬂ—wood burnlng pr:ﬁ:mﬁmnﬂ
fireplaces and stoves in all new development. eptaces—y o

insetts, EPA- approved stoves; and flreplaces burnlng natural gas are aIIoed The

Page 5.11-37, the following text is inserted at the beginning of the New Policy listed under
Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(e):

County shall develop

Page 5.11-37: Under Mitigation Measure 5.11-2—Roadway Constrained Six-Lane “Plus”
Alternative, the list of Mitigation Measures is revised as follows:

» Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(a): Implement Mitigation Measure 5.11-1
> Mitigat 2(): Al ve-Euel Vehicl
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> Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(b}(d): Regulate Prehibit-Wood-Burning ©pen-
Masenty-Fireplaces and Stoves in New Development

» Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(f): Synchronize Signalized Intersections

» Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(g): Include Pedestrian Bike Paths Connecting to
Adjacent Development

Page 5.11-38: the following text is inserted after the fourth line:
I e 2(b) for t . | .
Page 5.11-38, the text beginning on the fifth line of the page is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(bd): Regulate Prehibit—Wood-Burning ©Spen-
Masonty Fireplaces and Stoves in New Development

Page 5.11-38, the following text is inserted after the eighth line:

Page 5.11-38; Mitigation Measure 5-11.2(qg) is revised as follows:

New Policy: Within Community Regions and Rural Centers, all development shall
include pedestrlan/blke paths connecting to adjacent development and to schoals,

eommon—faciliies_where feasible. In Rural
Regions, pedestrian/bike paths shall be considered as appropriate.

Page 5.11-40, the fifth sentence of the first paragraph is revised as shown:

Activities involving the long-term use of diesel-powered equipment and heavy duty
trucks, such as gravel mining and landfilling activities are, therefore, of particular

concern._Past-construction exposure to asbestos due to soil-disturbing activities is
also a concern.
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Page 5.11-43, the first sentence under Mitigation Measure 5.11-3—Roadway Constrained
Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative is revised as follows:

Please refer to the proposed Mitigation Measures 5.1-3(a), 5.1-3(b), and 5.1-3(c)

for the No Project Alternative above.

Page 5.11-50, the first sentence under the Mitigation Measure—No Project Alternative

heading is revised as follows:

The County shall implement Mitigation Measure 5.11-2(f)—5-31-2(¢)} for the
Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative described above.

Page 5.12-10, the second paragraph under the Eisheries heading is revised as follows:

Introduced fishes are most prevalent in reservoirs or lakes where stocking occurs
for sportfishing. In El Dorado County, the California Department of Fish and Game

(CDFG) ha an act|ve trout stocklng program in hmmﬂLeﬁnc_andJLaler_supply

areas—pﬂmarﬂy—eﬁ—Naﬂeﬁal—Fefest—Hﬁds Non native gameflsh in EI Dorado

County include brook trout, brown trout, kokanee salmon, and lake trout. Lahontan
cutthroat trout, a native species, is also stocked by CDFG to sustain its population.
Rainbow trout populations in El Dorado County are derived from mixed hatchery
and native origin.

Page 5.12-11, the second paragraph is revised as shown:

Currently, waterway obstructions limit movement by resident fishes within El
Dorado County but are not impediments to fish migration. Historically, both

habitat for anadromous fishes on the Cosumnes Rlver is located downstream of
the section of the river that flows through El Dorado County...
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Page 5.12-14, the following changes are made to Table 5.12-2:

Species Habitat CNPS' | CDFG® | USFWS®
Layne’s butterweed Chaparral, cismontane 1B - -
Senecio layneae woodland/serpentinite or gabbroic,

rocky; elevation 700-3,300 feet
Oval-leaved viburnum |Chaparral, cismontane woodland, lower 2 -- --
Viburnum ellipticum montane coniferous forest; elevation

700-4,600 feet
El Dorado mule-ears  |Chaparral, cismontane woodland, lower 1B - --
Whyethia reticulata montane coniferous forest/clay or

gabbroic; elevation 600-2,100 feet

! california Native Plant Society (CNPS)

1B Plants Rare, Threatened, or Endangered in California and elsewhere
2 Plants Rare, Threatened, or Endangered in California, but more common elsewhere

> california Department of Fish and Game (CDFG)

CE State listed as Endangered
CR State listed as Rare

® U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

FE Federally listed as Endangered

FC Federal Candidate for listing as Threatened or Endangered

Sources: CNDDB 2002, EDAW 2003

Page 5.12-17, the first sentence of the paragraph under Special-Status Wildlife is
revised as shown:

A total of 52 5%-special-status wildlife species are known to occur in El Dorado
County (Table 5.12-3).

Page 5.12-28, the second paragraph under California Endangered Species Act is
revised as shown:

As under federal law, listed plants have considerably less protection than fish and
wildlife under California state law. The California Native Plant Protection Act (Fish
and Game Code 81900 et seq.) allows landowners to take listed plant species,
provided that the owner first notifies CDFG and gives the agency at least 10 days
to come and retrieve (and presumably replant) the plants before they are plowed

under or otherW|se destroyed Slate_p.LoIe_Cll.Qn_tQLSIateJLsIed_pla.ms_dJﬁ_QLs_tLQm
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Page 5.12-30, the following paragraph is inserted between the first and second
paragraphs:
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Page 5.12-38, the note at the bottom of Table 5.12-4 is revised as shown:

Bold numbers are used when the combination of tew-high and medium land use

|ntenS|ty exceeds 50 percent_AIIhQ_ugh_th.e_NQ_EmJ_e_CI_aleQ_%_G_en_QLaLElan

Page 5.12-56, the first line of New Policy 7.4.2.8 is revised as follows:

New Policy 7.4.2.8: Develop within five years and implement...

Page 5.12-57, the following text is inserted at the end of item B (Habitat Protection
Strategy):

Page 5.12-60, the following new paragraph is added to Mitigation Measure 5.12-1(e),
following the first paragraph on the page:

Page 5.12-61, the following row is added to the bottom of the table under Mitigation
Measure 5.12-1(f) Option A:

(for parcels 1 acre or more only)

Page 5.12-61, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.12-1(f):
Option B

The project applicant shall provide sufficient funding to the County's INRMP's
conservation fund, described in Mitigation Measures 5.12-1(d), to fully compensate
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for the impact to oak woodland habitat. To compensate for fragmentation and as

well as habitat loss, the preservation reptacement-mitigation ratio shall be 2:1 ane

based on the total woodland acreage onsﬂe—(net—yuet—tl%e—area—aﬁeefed—) directly
The

costs assouated Wlth ach|S|t|on restoratlon and management of the habitat
protected shall be included in the mitigation fee. Impacts to woodland habitat and
mitigation requirements shall be addressed in a Biological Resources Study and
Important Habitat Mitigation Plan as described in Mitigation Measure 5.12-1(d).

Page 5.12-62, the second sentence under “A. Oak Tree Removal Permit Process” is
revised as follows:

Special exemptions when a tree removal permit is not needed shall include tree

removal of trees less than 36 inches in diameter at breast height on all single family
residential lots of one acre or less that cannot be further subdivided and when

written approval has been received from the County Planning Department...

Page 5.12-62, the fifth sentence under “A. Oak Tree Removal Permit Process” is revised
as shown:

The replacement requirement shall be calculated based upon an inch-for-inch

replacement of removed oaks.and-shal-consistofaminimum-15-galton-tree:

Page 5.12-66, the following text is inserted as part of Roadway Constrained Six-Lane
"Plus" Alternative Mitigation Measure 5.12-1(k) below New Policy CO-6c:
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Page 5.12-67, Environmentally Constrained Alternative Mitigation Measure 5.12-1(k) is
revised as shown:

Replace Policy CO 6c Wlth Mltlgatlon Measure 512 1(f) of the No Project
Alternatlve idi ) . ASU ) ) 1 und

Page 5.12-100, the fifth sentence of the second paragraph is revised to read:

However, the effectiveness of these measures is limited by existing parcel sizes,
which cannot be redteed-increased, as well as existing patterns of development.

Page 5.12-112, the first sentence in the last paragraph is revised as follows:

The Zoning Ordinance shall be amended to provide buffers and special setbacks
for the protection of riparian areas_and wetlands.

Page 5.12-113, Mitigation Measure 5.12-4(b) is revised by adding the following after the
second paragraph:

Page 5.12-114, Mitigation Measure 5.12-4 for the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus”
Alternative is revised as follows:

The County shall implement Pleaserefer-to-the-propesed-Mitigation Measure 5.12-
4(a) for the No Pro;ect Alternative above. _mejemenlalLQn_M_easuLe_CD_E_shalLbe

EDAW EL DORADO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN
County of El Dorado RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
January 2004 Chapter 2.0 Draft EIR Text Changes

2-68



With implementation of this mitigation measure, impacts would be reduced, but not
to a less-than-significant level because future development would eliminate a
substantial amount of sensitive habitat and feasible opportunities to mitigate this
impact would be limited.

Page 5.12-114, the first sentence of Mitigation Measure 5.12-14 for the Environmentally
Constrained Alternative is revised as follows:

Please refer to the proposed Mitigation Measure 5.12-4_for the Roadway
Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternativefae}for-the- No-Project-Alterhative above.

Page 5.13-1, the following changes are made beginning with the third paragraph:

Paleontology is the study of the remains, typlcally fossilized, of various plant or

animal species such as dinosaurs and early mammals. While it is frequently
associated with cultural sites and artifacts, paleontology does not encompass the
study of traces of human cultural activity or human remains themselves.
Paleontological remains may be found in numerous types of rock formations.
However, vertebrate fossils are most commonly recovered from sedimentary and
sgmmganm rock formatlons a.nd_can_a.lso_bs_taund_m_te_depgﬂled_slteam_a_nd

EDAW EL DORADO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN
County of El Dorado RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
January 2004 Chapter 2.0 Draft EIR Text Changes

2-69



Page 5.13-2, the second sentence of the first full paragraph is revised as shown:

Eteven Eight of these resources, including individual buildings, sites and Historic
Districts, are currently listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
and California Register of Historic Places (CRHR)...

Page 5.13-10, the paragraph under County Cultural Resource Management has been

revised as follows:

Numerous County and private organizations and commissions have endeavored to
heighten public awareness of El Dorado County’s prehistoric and historic cultural
heritage and to preserve and manage numerous cultural resource sites in the area.
These include the County Historical Museum, County Historical Society, and the
El Dorado County Pioneer Cemetery-ies Commission (a California 501(3)(c) Non-
Profit Public Benefit Corporation, not affiliated with the County of EI Dorado), _and
other countywide and area-specific historical groups. An eleven-member
Cemetery Advisory Committee was created in 2001 by the Board of Supervisors to
deal with County cemeteries issues. These organizations and commissions serve
in an advisory capacity to the county and contributed to some of the policies
discussed in this document....

Page 5.13-11, the following change is made to Impact 5.13-1 in the significance table:

5.13-1: Destruction or Alteration of Beeumented-and-Yndecumented Known and
Unknown Prehistoric and Historic Sites, Features, Artifacts, and Human Remains
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Page 5.13-12, the following change is made to Mitigation Measure 5.13-1(a) in the
significance table:

5.13-1(a), Implement Mitigation Measure 5.1-3(a); 5.13-1(b), Treat Significant
Resources in_Ministerial Development in Accordance with CEQA Standards;
5.13-1(c), Adopt a Cultural Resources Ordinance; 5.13-1(d), Define Historic Design
Control Districts; 5.13-1(e), Prohibit Alteration or Destruction of NRHP/CRHR listed
Properties; 5.13-1(f), Compile and Provide Access to Cultural Resource Data Not
Documented in NCIC Files; and 5.13-1(g), Ensure that Proposed Projects Do Not
Disturb Human Interments

Page 5.13-23, the following change is made to Mitigation 5.13-1(b):

The County shall implement the following new policy:

New Policy: The County shall treat any significant cultural resources (i.e.,

those determined CRHR/NHRP eligible and unique paleontological

resources), documented as a result of a conformity review for ministerial
development, in accordance with CEQA standards.

Page 5.13-24, the following change is made to Mitigation 5.13-1(c) for the No Project

Alternative:

The County shall replace Policy 7.51.1 with the following:

New Policy 7.5.1.1: The County shall establish a Cultural Resources
Ordinance. This ordinance shall provide a broad regulatory framework for

the mitigation of impacts on cultural resources (including historic, prehistoric
and paleontological resources) by discretionary projects. This Ordinance

should include (but not be limited to) and provide for the following:

> Appropriate (as per guidance from the Native American Heritage
Commission) Native American monitors to be notified regarding
projects involving significant ground-disturbing activities that could
affect significant resources

> A 100-foot development setback in sensitive areas as a study
threshold when deemed appropriate.

> Identification of appropriate buffers, given the nature of the
resources within which ground-disturbing activities should be
limited.

> A definition of cultural resources that are significant to the County.
This definition shall conform to (but not necessarily be limited to)
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the significance criteria used for the NRHP and the CRHR,_and the
Society of Vertebrate Paleontology.

Formulation of project review guidelines for all development
projects.

Development of a cultural resources sensitivity map of the County.

This mitigation measure would contribute to reducing impacts on
undocumented and documented cultural resources to a less-than-
significant level. These provisions would serve to protect
undocumented prehistoric resources in particular, which tend to exist
in the vicinity of water sources covered under the setback
considerations; to provide suitable buffers around documented
resources; and to provide an opportunity for the Native American
community to comment on potential impacts of development on

important cultural sites, and to protect undocumented paleontological
resources which have the potential to be found in the Mehrten
: : = | L d - | Plei

deposits.

Page 5.13-25, Item B of Mitigation Measure 5.13-1(d) is revised as shown:

New buildings and structures and reconstruction/restoration of historic (historic as
per NRHP and CRHR criteria) buildings and structures shall generally conform to
styles of architecture aﬁd—eeﬁstrueﬁeﬁ prevalent during the latter half of the 19"
century into the first decade of the 20™ century.

Pages 5.13-27, the following change is made to Mitigation 5.13-1(c) for the Roadway
Constrained 6-Lane “Plus” Alternative:

The County shall revise Policy CO-8a as follows:

Revised Policy CO-8a: The County shall adopt a Cultural Resources
Preservation Ordinance to address the inventory, preservation, protection,
and management of prehistoric and historic resources and to establish
procedures for the review of and comment on projects that may affect
cultural resources (including historic, prehistoric and paleontological
resources). This Ordinance should include (but not be limited to) and
provide for the following:

>

Appropriate (as per guidance from the Native American Heritage
Commission) Native American monitors to be notified regarding
projects involving significant ground-disturbing activities that would
affect significant resources.

EDAW
County of El Dorado
January 2004

EL DORADO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
Chapter 2.0 Draft EIR Text Changes

2-72



> A 100-foot development setback in sensitive areas as a study
threshold when deemed appropriate.

> Identification of appropriate buffers, given the nature of the resources
within which ground-disturbing activities should be limited.

> A definition of cultural resources that are significant to the County.
This definition shall conform to (but not necessarily be limited to) the
significance criteria used for the NRHP and the CRHR,_and the

Saciety of Vertebrate Paleontology.
> Formulation of project review guidelines for all development projects.
> Development of a cultural resources sensitivity map of the county.

Page 5.14-20, the last sentence in the first paragraph is revised as follows:

However, even if STPUD could provide only the minimum water supply currently
available due to; the MTBE contamination (6,143 million gallons); this amount
substantially exceeds STPUD's projected 2020 demand_of 3,080 million gallons.

Page 7-4, the fifth sentence of the second paragraph is revised as follows:

Based on consultation with USFS staff, the issue of concern regarding cumulative
impacts is fire management in what is termed the “urban intermix zone,” areas
developing at a density of generally one unit per 5 acres or more dense (although
parcels smaller than 40 acres are also considered an indicator of “urbanizing” land
use) adjacent to National Forest land (Pollock Pines, Grizzly Elat Hats,
Volcanoyille, Kyburz Kibttz, etc.).

Page 7-26, the following change is made to Impact 5.5-1:

Impact 5.5-1: Increased Water Demand and Likelihood of Surface Water

Shortages Resulting from Expected Development. Applies to all four of the equal-
ol Pl | .

Page 7-27, the following change is made to Impact 5.6-7:

Impact 5.6-7: Potential for Impacts Associated with New and Expanded

Communications Infrastructure. Applies to all four of the equal-weight General
Plan alternatives.

Page 7-27, the following change is made to Impact 5.7-3:
Impact 5.7-3: Potential Land Use Incompatibility Associated with Development and

Expansion of Public School Facilities. Applies to all four of the equal-weight
General Plan alternatives.
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Page 7-28, the following correction is made to Impact 5.11-1 and 5.11-2:

Impact 5.11-1: Construction Emissions of ROG, NOx, and PM10 PMio. Applies to
all four of the equal-weight General Plan alternatives.

Impact 5.11-2: Long-Term Operational (Regional) Emissions of ROG, NOx, and
PM16 PM1o. Applies to all four of the equal-weight General Plan alternatives.

Page 7-29, the following change is made to the bullet list:

The following topics are issues in which each of the equal-weight general plan
alternatives would contribute considerably to a cumulatively significant and
unavoidable impact.

Land Use and Housing
Agriculture and Forestry
Visual Resources
Traffic and Circulation
Water Resources
Utilities

Public Services

Noise

Air Quality

Biological Resources
Lake Tahoe Basin (traffic, recreation, noise, air quality, and biological
resources)

» Growth Inducement

v v v v v v v v v v v
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