Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: A RESOLUTION AMENDING Resolution No. 2009-
THE PLACER COUNTY GENERAL PLAN

The following resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at a regular meeting held May 12, 2009,
by the following vote:

Aves:

Noes:

Ahseni:

Signed by me after its passage.

F. C. Rockholm, Chairman
Attest:

Amn Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, on December 18, 2008, the Placer County Planning Commission ("Planning
Commission™) held a public hearing to consider the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan (“Specific Plan™),
mcluding certain proposed amendments to the Placer County General Plan {“General Plan™), and the
Plaining Commission has made recommendations to the Board of Supervisors (“Board™) related thereto,
and

WHERFEAS, on March 10, 2009, the Board held a public hearing to consider the
recommendations of the Planning Commission and to receive public input regarding the propesed
amendments to the General Plan, and after closing the public hearing continued the matter 10 May 12,
2009, for final action, and

WHEREAS, thc Board has reviewed the proposed amendments to the General Plan, considered
the recommendations of the Planning Commission, received and considered the written and oral
comments submittcd by the public thereon, and has adopted Resolution No. 2009-  certifying the
Final Environmental Impact Report for the Regional University Specific Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed amendments will scrve to protect and enhance the
health, safely and general welfare of the residents of specific plan areas and the County as a whole, and
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WHEREAS, the Board further finds the proposcd amendments are consistent with the
provisions of the General Plan and are in compliance with applicable requirements of State law, and

WHEREAS, notice of all hearings required has been given and all hearings have been held as
required by County ordinance and State law, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the foregoing recitals setting forth the actious of the County
are truc and correct,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLYED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER that Policies 1.11.6, 1.O.1, 3A.7, 3.A8, 3A12, and 7.B.] of the Placer
County General Plan are hereby amended as shown and described in E}{hiblt A, attachcd hercto and
incorporated herein by reference, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution shall take force and become effective
only in the event that Resolution 2007-230 adopied by the Board on huly 16, 2007, is for any reason
determined to be invalid by a final order issued m the case Sutler County v. Placer County et al,
Sacramento County Superior Court Case No. 2007-00883516 or in any related malter,

Resolution No. .
Amcnding the Placer County General Plan
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Exhibit A
General Plan Amendments

General Plan Policy
Number

Froposed Amendment
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The Counky shalf require new non-agriciitural development immediately adjacent to agricult-
ural lands o be designed to provide a buffer in the farm of a setback of sufficient distance (o
avoid land use conflicts between the agricultural uses and the non-agricultural uses excapt as
it may be determined o be unnecessary or inappropriate wilhin a Specific Plan as pard of the
sSpecific Plan approval. Such setback or buffer areas shall be established by recorded
easemenl or other instrument, subject to the approval of County Counsel, A method and
'mechanism {2.g9., a homaowners association or easement dedication 1o a non-prolit
crganization or public entity) for quaraniesing the maintenance of this 1and in a safe and
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orderly manner shall be also eslablished al lhe time of development approval.
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. Except as alherwise provided in Ihe Design Guidelines of an approved Specific Plan, Lhe
' Counly shall require all new developmeni to be designed in compliance wilh applicable
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"provisions of the Placer County Design Guidelines Manual,
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The County shall develop and manage its roadway system lo mainlain the 1ollowihg minimum .
levels of service (LOS), or as otherwise specified in 8 Community or Specific Plan.

« LOS"C" on rural roadways, except within one-half mile of slate highways whare Ihe
standard shall be LOS "D

»  LOS"C" on urban/suburban roadways except within one-half mile of state highways where
the standard shall be LOS "D

= A0 LOS no worse than specified in the Placer County Congestion Management Program
(CWP for the state highway system,

The County may allow exceptions to these levels of service standards whers it finds that the
improvements or other measures required 0 achieve the LOS standards are unacceplable
based on established criteria, In allowing any exception to the standards, the County shall
consider the following factors:

=  The number of hours par day Ihat the infgrsection of roadway segment would operate al
conditions werse than the standard.

» The ability of the required improvement to signilicantly reduce peak hour delay and
improve traffic operations.

s The right-ol-way needs and the physical impacts on surrounding properties.

»  The visual aesthelics of the required improvement and its impact on communily identity
and character.

* Environmental impacls including air qualily and noise impacts.

« Construction and right-of-way acquisition costs.

* Theimpacts on general safeky,

+ The impacts of the required construction phasing and traffic maintenance.,
s The impacts on quality of life as perceived by residents.

= Consideration of atherenvironmental,-social: or economicfacters-on which the-Gounty-
may base finding 1o allow an exceedance of the standards.

Exceplions to the standards will only be allowed after all feasible measures and oplions are
explored, including allernative forms of transparation,

M_Ggperal Plan amendmenl is proposed to delete Policy 3.A.8 since the policy is proposed to
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General Plan Policy
NUmber

Proposed Amandmeant

:'Agncultural Land Usa
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be included in Palcy BA?as described abbﬁe.
Prapased General Plan Amendment:

o County's-lovel ol sonvice standardeforthe-Siata Mghway tyslom shall-blg-noworse-thas
mesa-adopleé-mthaﬂacar Coun&Conge&hmManegemenl—P#egmm—{GMP—}- .
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| The County shall require an analysis of Ihe effects of traffic from all land development pmjects.

Each such project shall construct or fund improvements necessary to mitigate the effects of
traffic from Lhe project consistent with Policy 3.A. 7. Such improvements may include a fair

Land Use Conflicts~

share of impravements that provide benelits to others.

TB.1.

The County shall identify and maintain clear bwndanes beh-.reen urbandsuburban and
agsicultural arcas and require land use buffers belween such uses where feasible. except as
may be determined 10 be unnecessary or inapproprigte within a Specific Plan as part of the
Specific Plan approval.

These buffers shall occur on the parce! for which the development permit is sought and shall
favar protection of the maximum amount of farmland.




Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: A RESOLUTION AMENDING Resolution No. 2009-
THE DRY CREEK/WEST PLACER COMMUNITY PLAN

The following resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at a regular meeting beld May 12, 2009,
by the following vote:

Ayes:

Noes:

Absent:

Signed by ine after its passage.

F. C. Rockholm, Chairman

Attest:

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, on Dccember 18, 2008, the Placer County Planning Commission (“Planning
Commusgion”) held a public heanng to consider the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan (“Speeific Plan™),
meluding certain proposed amendments to the Placer County General Plan {“General Plan™) and the Dry
Creek/West Placer Community Plan {the “Community Plan”), and the Planning Cmmmssmn has made
recommendations to the Board of Supervisors ("Board”) related thereto, and

WHEREAS, on March 10, 2009, the Board held a public hearing to consider the
recommendations of the Planning Commission and to recetve public input regarding the proposed
amendments to the Comumunity Plan and, after closing the public hearing continued the matter to May
12, 2009, for final action, and

WIEREAS, the Board has reviewed the proposed amendments to the Community Plan,
constdered the recommendations of the Planning Commission, received and constdered the written and
oral comments submitted by the public thercon, and has adopted Resolution Ne. 2009- certifymg
the Final Environmental Iinpact Report for the Regional Umiversity Specific Plan, and '

- WHEREAS, the Board {inds the proposed amendments will serve to protect and enhance the
health, salety and general welfure of the residents of the Commenity Plan arca and the County as a

whole, and ﬂfj
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WHEREAS, the Board further finds the proposed amendments arc consistent with the
provisions of the General Plan and other provisions of the Commuml} Plan and are in compliance with
applicable requircments of State law, and

WHEREAS, notice of all hearimgs required has been given and all hearings have been held as
required by County ordinance and Siate law, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the foregoing recitals setting forth the actions of the County
are true and correct,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER that Goals 2, 25, and the description of the Low Density Residential (LDR)
land use of Section [I(B}—Land Use Plan, Goals 4 and 3 of Section I{D)-—Public Services, Goal 14 of
Section INM{A)—Natural Resources, and Goals 6 and 9 of Section [V{A)—Circulation of the Dry
Creel/West Placer Community Plan are hereby amended to rcad as shown and described in Exhibit A,
atlached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOI.VED, that this Resolution shall take force and become effective as
to the amendment of Goals 6 and 9 of Section TV(A)—Circulation of the Dry Creck/West Placer
Community Plan only in the cvent that Resolution 2007-231 adopted by the Board on July 16, 2007, is
for any reasen determined to be invalid by a final order issued in the case Sutter County v, Placer County
ct al.,, Sacrarmmento County Supenior Court Case No. 2007-00883516 or in any related matter, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution shall take force and become effective
immediately as 1o the amendmeént of Goals 2, 25, and the descrption of the Low Density Residential
{LDR} land use of Section II(B}-~Land Use Plan. Goals 4 and 3 ol Scction II(D)—Public Services, and
Goal 14 of Section III(A)—Natural Resources, of the Dry Creek/West Placer Community Plan.

‘Resalution No.
Amending the 12ty CreekWest Placer Conunumity Plan
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Exhibit A
Dry Creek/West Placer Community Plan Amendments

Policy . ]
. Numbar _ Proposad Amendment:
W-Commiunity Developmmarit;. Land Use: % x> 7 _ W LT
2 The County shall require new nor- agrmulturai development pmmedlatery adjacent 1o agncultural
lands lo be designed 10 provide a buffer in the form of a setback of sufficient distance to aveid lang
use conflicts belween the agricullural uses and the non-agriculturat uses except as it may be
getermined to be Unnecessary or inappropriale within a Specific Plan as part of the Specific Plan
approval. Such setback or buffer areas shall be established by recorded easement or other
instrument, subject to the approval of County Counsel, A method and mecharism {&.q., 2
hormeowners association or easement dedication to a non-prafit erganization or public entity) for
guaranieeing the mamternance of this land in a safe and grderty manner shail be also established at
the time of development approval,
25 Conlinue to implement zoning policies which minimize polential loss of property and thraat to human
Ife caused by floading and prehibit the creation of new building sites wilhin the floodplain. Through
the adoption of a Specific Flan, the Counby may approve alteration of the existing 100-year
floodpiain in order to promote and support agriculiural activities based upon a demanstralion that
such alteratuon will not result |n &n increase in flood risk under post-development conditions.
'_Descriptiun The LDR dlslnct allows for the greatest number of new dwelling units in the Plan area and,
of Lenw [ consequently, the greatest change fo the exigling rural envirenment. Appraximataly 1,128 acres or
Density | 12% of the Plan area is encompassed by this land use district. It a2llows for a range of densilies from

Residential | 1-2 dweiling units per acre or approximately 1/2-1 acre [of sizes and can accommodate in excess of

fLOR) 2,000 homes. It is less than 10% buill-out al presenl.

Land Use | The LOR districtis found in two separate areas. Much of the land south of Dry Creek and north of
District, | the Sacramento Counly line is included in this district as is an area between Rosevilie City limils ang
llem (¢}, | East Drive in the north-gastern portion of the Plan area. In the area adjoining Roseville, this districl

|opage 38 | will provide a lower density transition area between the higher densities in Reseville, lower densities

{o lhe west, and commercial uses along Daseline Road.

i To \he south of Dy Creek and weslt of Walerga Road a large area {3304 acres} included in the LDR
district also has a "Development Reserve” (OR) designation altached to it. For several reasons it is
believed that this "DR" area should be planned as a distinct unit and therefore subject lo approval by
the County of a "Specific Plan” which would address a wide range of issues relalive to development,
Much of the properly in this DR area is encumbered with Calilornia Land Conservation Act
{williamson Act) contracts which guarantes that the land will stay m agricultural use for a period of
years. The landowners have fied “notices of non-renewal” meaning that the propery will not be so
encumbered after 1998. {In some cases land i this area will be out of the Willlamson Act as eany
gz 1932.) Also. the floodplain of Dry Creek in (his area is exceplionally broad Lhus rendering a
significant amouni of land unsuitahle for homes but, possibly useful for parks, golf courses, open
space, or other recreational uses. The only cemetery in the Plan area also lies within this “DR” area.
A need exists lo expand this use and such an expansion shoutd be included in any design for the
area. As a ool to ensure the preservation of the floodplain and associaled, woodlands, density can
be permitled to be transferred off of the floodplain and used on adjnining lands. In this area the
result could be a significant increase in density on the lands which are found to be suilable for
development. And finally, the land remains in relatively large parcels thus increasing the opportunity
lor cooperalive planning for the ultimale and most appropriale use of the land. The Specific Plan
process can address the issues of iming of development, provision of infrasiructura, presendation
and appropriale use of the floodplains, and placement of permitted density within the area. With a
specific plan, this area should be considered as a whole and permil ha relocation of commercial
uses to the best possible localion and still be considéered compatible with the Community Plan. Alsg,
minimum lot sizes in PUDs within the LOR district should nol be less than 12-15,000 sg. fi. A small
percentags of lots, up to a maximum of 20%, in any PUD m this district may be as smalf as 10,000

II Communlty Devalopment Publu:: Sanficas

sq. ft. Smaller lot sizes may be germlt‘ted wrthm an adogted Specific F’Ian
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baintain natural conditions within the 100 -year ﬂoodp1a|n of a!l streams except where worh 3
required to maintain the siream’s drainage charactenstics and where such wark is done in
accordance with the Placer County Flood Damage Prevenlion Ordinance, Depadment of Fish and

Ao



Palicy
Number

Praposed Amandmeant

'Engineers, or when facilities for the treatment of urban run-off can be located in lhe Nloodplain
! providing that (here is no destruction of riparian vegetation. Through the adoption of a_Specific Plan,

Game reguiations and Clean Water Act provisions administered by he LS. Army Corps of

the County may approve alteration of the existing 100-vear floodplain in order 1o promote and
support agricultural activibes based upon a demensiration that such alteration will net resuit in an
increasa in flaod risk under post-development conditions, :

Designate the 100-year flogdplain of Dry Creek, including the major tribularies as open space, and
provide for some compatible use of these areas in order to encourage bheir preservation. Through

the adoption of g Specific Plan, the Counly may approve alleration of the existing 100-year
floodplain in order to promote and suppord agricu|tural activities based upon a demonstration that

;
!
t.
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such alteration will nol resull in an increase in fgod risk under post-develgpment conditions.

RNt - - - San
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Mo construction activities shall occur within the Dry Creek floodplain and only limited alteration of its
tributaries shall be permitted except as par of the development of the flondplain as a recreational
area, or for stream enhancement, or where work is done in accordance with the Placer Counly
Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance, Department of Fish and Game Reguiations, and Clean Water
&ct Provisions administered by the U.5. Army Corps of Engineers. Through the adoption of a
Specihic Plan, the County may approve alteralion of the existing 100-vear floodniain in arder to
promote and suppert agricyllural activities based upon a demanstration that such alleration wili oot
resuit in an increase in floed risk under post-development conditions.
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The rights-of-way for reads shall be wide enough to accommodate roadways, trails, bikeways, T
drainage, public utilies, landscapingfvegetation, and suitable separalion bebween facilities,
Minimum right-of-way widlh for Walarga Road shall be 144 feet. Minimurm righl-of-way width shall
be 120 feet for PFE Road, Baseline Road, Cook-Riole Road, Don Julio Blvd,, and Walt Avenue.
(ther roads shall have a 60-foot mmimum right-of-way widlh. Through the adoption of a Specific
Plan, the County may modify these right-of-way standards, and may elect to exclude landscapad
areas, sidewalks and utilities from Lhe defined public right-of-way.

i

l

Tha level of service (LOS) on roadways and intersections identified in the Capital Improvement
Program (CIP) shall be a Level G or better. The first priority for available funding shall be the
correclion of polenlial hazards.

Land-devaloprmont prajacts-shall-beapproved-srly-HEGS Lranbe

established criteris. In_allowing any exception io lhe standard, the County shall consider the
following factors:

« The number of hours per day that the inlersection or readway seqment would operals at -|
condilions worse than the standard. ]
|
|

+ The atilily of lhe required improvement 1o significantly reduce peak hour delay and improve
traffic operations.

+ The right-of-way needs and the physical impacls on surrounding properlies,

+ The wisual aesthetics of the required improverment and ils impact en community identity and
charactar.

+ Envirpnmental impacls including air quality and noise impacls.
Construction and dght-nkway acquigition cosls .
»  The impacts on.general safaty.
+  The impacts of lne required consicustion phasing and trafic maintenance.
» The impacts on qualily of [ite as percaived by residents,
+  Consideration of other envirgnmental, social, or economi¢ factors on which the County may hase

Ally



Policy
Number

Prup-nsed Amendment

findings to allow an exceedahce of lhe standards.
Exceplions to the standard will only be allowed after all feasible measures and options are explored,
Vincluding atternative forms of trensportation.
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: A RESOLUTION ADOPTING Resolution No. 2009-
THE RIOLO VINEYARD SPECIFIC PLAN

The following resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at a regular meeting held May 12, 2009,
by the following vote:

Aves;

Noes:

Absent:

Signed by me afier its passage.

F. C. Rockholm, Chairman

Adttest:

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, pursnant to Government Code sections 65450-63457 the County of Placer
("County”) is authorized to adopt specific plans, and the County has adopted Placer County Code
Section 17.58.200 in furtherance thercof, and

WHEREAS, on December 18, 2008, the Placer Couniy Planning Commission (“Planning
Commission™) held a public hearing pursuant to Section 17.58.200(E)(1} of the Placer County Code 10
consider the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan (“Specific Plan”), and other land use approvals related to the
Specific Plan, and the Planning Commission has made written recommendations to the Board of
Supervisors (“Board™) related thereto, and

WHEREAS, on March 10, 2009, the Board hcld a public hearing pursuant to Section
17 58 200(E}(2) of the Placer County Code to consider the recommendations of the Planmng
Commission and to receive public input regarding the Specific Plan and the telated entitlements and
after closing the public hearing, continued the matter to May 12, 2009, for final action, and

WHEREAS, having considered the rccommendations of the Planning Comumission, having
revicwed the Specific Plan, having recetved and considered the wrtten and oral comments submitted by
the public thereon, and having adopled Resolution No. 2009- certifying the Final Environmental

Atiachment “I"
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Impact Report for the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan, the Board finds pursuant to Section 17.58.200(F) of
the Placer County Code: '

a. The Specific Plan is consistent with the objectives, policies, general land uses and
programs specified in the Placer County General Plan, and specifically as set forth in
Part I1T;

b. The Specific Plan contains all of the elements required by Govemment Code section
65451,

¢, Asset forth in Resolution No. 2009- __ certifying the Final Environmental Impact
Report, while some impacts are insignificant or can be mitigated to a level of less
than sigmficant, the Specific Plan will have significant environmental impacts on the
environment in some insiances, but the Board has adopted a statement of overriding
considerafions 1n accordance with Section 18.20.070(A)(2) of the Placer County
Code and the Cahfornia Environmental Quality Act;

d.  The Specific Plan 1s not within the area of any airport land nse plan; and

WHEREAS, notice of all heanngs required by Scction 17.58.200 of the Placer Count},«; Code
have been given and all hearings have been held as required by statute and ordinance, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the foregoing recitals seiting fontﬁ_the actions of the County
are true and colrect,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE [T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER:

(1) The Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereio as
Exhibit A and incorporated herein by rcference, is hereby approved in accordance with Section
17.58.200(F} of the Placer County Cade.

(2) The Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan shall take effect and be in full force and effect upon the
clffective date of the ordinance adopting the Riolo Vineyard Dovelopment Agreement.

Resolution No. 2009- Al 7
Adopting the Riolo Vineyard Specific I’lan
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING Ordinance No,
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR THE
RIOLO VINEYARD SPECIFIC PLAN

The following ordinance was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at a regular meeting held on May 12, 2009,
by the following vote:

Aves:

Noes:

Absent:

Sigoed by me alter its passage.

F.C. Rockholm, Chairman
Attest;

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF PLACER HEREBY FINDS
THE FOLLLOWING RECITALS ARE TRUE ANT} CORRECT:

1. On Dccember 18, 2008, the Placer County Planning Commission (“Planning Commission™ held
public hearings pursuant 10 Scctions 17.58.200(E) 1) and 17.58.240(A) of the Placer County Code to
consider the Regional University Specific Plan Development Standards ({the “Development
Standards™} among other land usc approvals related to the Ricle Vincyard Specific Plan, and ihe
Planning Commission has made recommendations to the Board related thereto.

2. On March 10, 2009, the Beard held a noticed public hearing to consider the recommendations of the
Planning Commission and to receive public input regarding the Development Standards, among
other 1ssucs, and the Board then closed the public hearing and continued the matter to May 12, 2009,
tor final action,

3. The Board has considered the recommendations of the Planning Commission, has reviewed the
Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan and the Development Standards, has received and considered the
written and oral comments submitted by the public thereon, and has adopted Resolutien No. 2009-

certifying the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan and

related entitlements. Attachment “E" %i



4. The Board has determined that the proposed ordinance is consistent with the General Plun and the
Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan and is in the interests of the County.

3. Nolice of all heanings required by statnte and ordinance has been given and all hearmgs have been
held as required by statule and ordinance.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE I'T ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER:

Sectign_1: The Riclo Vineyard Spectfic Plan Development Standards, a true and correct copy of which
15 attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference, are hereby adopied and shall serve
as the zoning and use regulations within the Ricle Vineyard Specific Plan Area. The Riolo Vineyard
Specific Plan Development Standards arc hereby incorporated herein by refercnce into Chapter 17 of the
Placer County Code in accordance with Subsection (E) of Scction 17.51.010 thereef. To the extent that
a provision conlained within the Development Standards is in conflict with a provision that may be
contained within Chapter 17 of the Placer County Code or within the Placer County Land Development
Manual (the “County Codes™), the provision of the Development Standards shall apply and shall take
precedence. To the extent no specific provision within the Develepment Standards is applicable, the
County Codes shall apply and shall take precedence.

Seetion 2:  This ordinance shall apply upon its effective date 1o the following properties as shown and
described in Figure 2.1 of the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan a5 adopted May 12, 2009: APNs 023-200-
019, 023-200-023, 023-200-027, 023-200-031 through 023-200-053, 023-200-031, 023-200-055 through
023-200-057, 023-221-004 through 023-221-007, 023-221-054.

Section 3: This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force and effect upon thirty {307 days after its
passage. The Clerk 1s directed to pubhsh a summary of the ordinance within fificen {15) days in
accordance with Govermment Code Section 25124,

2
Ordinance No. -
Adapting the Rislo Vincyvard Specific Plan Development Standards

p7



T,

 Fe

‘#_é‘ -2 wr%"ﬁf&*ﬁ‘fw *'-h-_}@?ﬁ

0[ ”(/z_yamf

Developmeni Standards Avugust 2008

LIdIHXT



Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: A RESOLUTION ADOPTING DESIGN Reso. o,
GUIDELINES FOR THE RIOLO VINEYARD SPECIFIC PLAN

The following resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at a regular meeting held May 12, 2009,
by the following vote:.

Ayes:

Noes: -

Absent:

Sigeed by me after its passage.

F. C. Rockholm, Chairman

Attest:

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, on Deccmber 18, 2008, the Placer County Planming Commission (“Planning
Commission™) Yeld a public hearing to consider the Riolo Vincyard Specific Plan (“Specific Plan™),
including the Riolo Vineyard Design Guidehines (“Design Guidelines™}, and the Planning Commission
has made recommendations to the Board of Supervisors (*“Board”) related thereto, and

‘WHEREAS, on March 10, 2009, the Board held a public hearing to consider the

recommendations of the Planning Commission and to receive public wput regarding the Design

Guidelines, and the Board then closed the public heaning and continued the matter to May 12, 2009, for
final action, and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the proposed Design Guidelines, considered the
recommendations of the Planning Commission, received and considered the written and oral comments
submitted by the public thereon, and has adopted Resolution No. 2009- _ certifying the Final
Environmental Impact Report for the Riolo Vineyard University Specific Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed Design Guidelines will serve to protect and enhance
the health, safety and general welfare of the residents of the Specific Plan area, and

Attachment “F”
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WHEREAS, the Board further finds the proposed Design Guidelines are consistent with the
provisions of the General Plan and are in compliance with applicable requirements of State law, and

WHEREAS, notice of all hearings required has been given and all hearings have been held as
required by County ordinance and State law, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the foregoing recitals setting forth the actions of the County
are true and correct,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER that the Riolo Vineyard Design Guidelines are hereby adopted as shown and
described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, and shall be used within
the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan area in conjunction with all new development which is subject to
Design/Site Review in accordance with the procedures outlined in Section 17.52.070 of the Placer
County Zoning Ordinance |

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, this Resolution shall take force and become effective upon the

elfective dale of Ordinance No. , An Ordinance Adopting Development Standards for the
Riolo Vinevard Specific Plan,

2
Resolution No,

Adopting Design Guidelines for the Raole Vineyard Specific Plan
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: AN ORDINANCE REZONING Ord. No.
CERTAIN PROPERTIES WITHIN
THE RIOLO VINEYARD SPECIFIC PLAN

The following ordinance was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at a regular meeting heid on May 12,2009,
by the following vote:

Aves;

Noes:

Absent:

Signed by me after its passage.

E. C. Rockholm, Chairman
Attest:

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF PLACER HEREBY FINDS -
THE FOLLOWING RECITALS ARE TRUE AND CORRECT:

1. On December 18, 2008, the Placer County Planning Commission (“Planning Commission™) held a
public hearing pursuant to Sections 17.58 200(E)(1) and 17.58.240(A) of the Placer County Code 10
consider the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan and other land use approvals related to the Riolo Vineyard
Specific Plan, mcluding the rezoning of cortain property within the Specific Plan boundaries, and the
Planning Commission has made recommendations to the Board related thereto,

=]

On March 10, 2009, the Board held a noticed public hearing to consider the recommendations of the
Planning Commission and to receive public input regarding the propoesed rezoning, among other
issues pertaining to the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan, and after closing the public hearing continued
the matter to May 12, 2009, for final action.

3. The Board has considered the recommendations of the Planmng Commission, reviewed the Riolo
Vineyard Specific Plan and the proposed rezoning, has received and considered the written and oral
comments submitted by the public thereon, and has adepied Resolution No. 2005- certifying
the Final Envirommental Impact Report for the Riclo Vipeyard Specific Plan and related

entitlements. Attachment “G" ﬂ?



4. The Board has determined that the proposed rczoning is consistent with the General Plan, Article
17.31 (Specific Plan District) of the County Zoning Ordinance, the Riole Vineyard Specific Plan and
the Rialo Vineyard Specific Plan Development Standards, and in the best interests of the County by
facilitating logical and efficient land use within the Riolo Vinevard Specific Plan.

hn

. Notice of all heanngs required by statute and ordinance has been given and all heanings have becn
held as required by statute and erdinance.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER:

Section 1: The following properties are rezoning from their respective current zoning designation{s) to
- SPL-PVSP (Specitic Plan—Placer Vineyards Specific Plan} and shall be subject to the Placer Vineyards
Specific Plan Land Usc and Development Standards: APN Nos. 023-200-023, 023-200-051 through
023-200-053, 023-200-031, 023-200-055, 023-200-056, and 023-221-006. A map of the property subject
to this revoning 1s attached as Exhibit A,

Section 2: This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force and effect thirly (30) days after its
passage. The Clerk is directed lo publish a summary of the ordinance within fifteen (15) days in
accordance with Govermment Code Section 25124.
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Ordinance No. ;d?g

Rezoning Certain Propesty within the Riolo Vineyvard Specific Plan



RIOLO VINEYARDS SPECIFIC PLAN COMMUNITY PLAN AMENDMENT
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING Ordinance No.
A DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FOR A PORTION

OF THE PROPERTY COMPRISING THE

RIOLO VINEYARD SPECIFIC PLAN

The following ordinance was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at a regular meetmg held on May 12, 2009,
by the following vote:

Aves:

Noes:

Absent:

Signed by me after its passage

F. C. Rockhalm, Chair
Board of Supervisors
Adttest:

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF PLACER HEREBY FINDS
- THE FOLLOWING RECITALS ARE TRUE AND CORRECT:

1. On December 18, 2008, the Placer County Planning Cominission {“Plannming Commission™) held a
public hearing pursuant to Section 17.58.240{A} of the Placer County Code to consider, among other
land use approvals related to the Riclo Vineyard Specific Plan {"Specific Plan™), a development
agreement (the “Development Agreement”) by and between the County of Placer (“County”) and the
Bryte Gardens Associates, Ltd, the landowner owning a portion of the property within the
boundaries of the Specific Plan, and the Planning Commission has made written recommendations to
the Board.

2. On March 10, 2008, the Board held a noticed public hearing pursuant to Section 17.58.240(B) of the
Placer County Code to consider the recommendations of the Planning Commussion, and to receive
public input regarding the approvai of the Development Agreement and this ordinance, and after
clesing the public hearmg and providing direction to staff, continued the matter to May 12, 2009 for

final action. Attachment “H” (;@0



3. Having cousidercd the recommendations of the Planning Commission, having reviewed the
Development Agresment and the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan and related entitlements, having
received and considered the wrillen and oral comments submitted by the public thereen, and having
adopted  Resolution No.  2009- certifying the Riolo Vincyard Specific Plan Final
Environmental Impact Repert, pursuant 1o Section 17.58.240(C) of the Placer County Code, the
Board linds:

a. The Devclopment Agrcement is consistent with the objectives, pelicies, general land
uses and programs specified in the Placer County General Plan;

bh.  The Development Agreement is compatibie' with the uses authonized in, and the
regulations prescribed for, the Jand use district in which the real property subject to
the Development Agreement is located;

c. The Development Agreement is in conformity with public cenvenience, general
welfare and good land use practice;

d. The Development Agreement will not be detrimental to the health, safety and general
welfare of persons residing in Placer County;,

e. The Development Agreement will not adversely affect the orderly development of
propetty or the preservation of property values.

4. Notice of all hearings required by Section 17.58.240 of the Placer County Code and Section 65867 of
the Government Code have been given and all hearings have been held as required by statute and
ordinance 1o adopt this ordinance and approve the Development Agreement.

NOW, THREREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF SUPER‘;"ISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER:

Section 1: The Development Agreement by and between the County of Flacer and Bryle Gardens
Associates, Ltd., a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein
by reference, is hereby approved.

Section 2: The Chair of the Board of Supervisors is hereby authorized fo execute two (2) ongmal copies
of the Development Agreement on behalf of the County.

Sectipn 3: The Planning Director 1s directed to record the Development Agreement at landowner’s cost
within {en (10} davs in accordance with Section 17.58.240(D) of the Placer County Code.

Section d;  This ordinance shall take effect and be in fuli force and effect upon thirty (30} days after its
passage. The Clerk 1s directed to publish a summary of tlis ordinance within fifleen (15) days in
accordance with Government Code Section 25124,
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Ordinance No, | Xj{

Adopting a Dew ctraI-'J-mcnt Aprecment with Bryte €arden As;oma{es Lt
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