MEMORANDUM
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT RESOURCE AGENCY
PLANNING SERVICES DIVISION
County of Placer

TO:

Honorable Board of Supervisors

DATE: November 16, 2021

FROM:

Steve Pedretti, Community Development Resource Agency Director

BY:

Angel Green, Senior Planner

SUBJECT:

Placer County 2021 Health and Safety Element Update - General Plan
Amendment and Zoning Text Amendment (PLN20-00112)

ACTION REQUESTED
1. Conduct a public hearing to consider a recommendation from the Placer County Planning
Commission for approval of the following:
a. Adopt the Addendum to the previously adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment Negative Declaration pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act; and
b. Adopt a Resolution Amending the Placer County General Plan by Adopting the 2021
Health and Safety Element Update and Errata; and
c. Adopt an Ordinance amending Placer County Code Chapter 17 (Zoning Ordinance),
Articles 17.52 and 17.56.
BACKGROUND
In November 2019, the County executed a contract with PlaceWorks, Inc. to assist the County
with the preparation of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update and an environmental
analysis. The 2021 Health and Safety Element Update was a collaborative effort by County
departments and consultant team from PlaceWorks, along with input by various public agencies
and community members.
The Health and Safety Element is one of seven State-mandated elements included in the
County’s General Plan. The purpose of the Health and Safety Element is to include safety
considerations in the planning and decision-making process by establishing policies related to
future development that will minimize the risk of personal injury, loss of life, property damage,
and environmental damage associated with natural and human-made hazards. The County’s
current Health and Safety Element was adopted in 2013 and updated in 2016. The existing
Health and Safety Element covers the following topic areas: Seismic and Geological Hazards,
Flood Hazards, Fire Hazards, Airport Hazards, Public Safety and Emergency Management, and
Hazardous Materials.
The proposed Health and Safety Element Update (referred herein as “2021 Health and Safety
Element Update” or “proposed project”) is a County-initiated undertaking to bring the General
Plan into compliance with current State law. New State law requires the County to review, and
update as needed, the Safety Element every eight years, concurrent with the County’s adoption
of either the General Plan Housing Element or the Local Hazard Mitigation Plan.
Government Code Section 65302(g) requires the County to identify and update information
related to seismic and geologic hazards, evacuation routes, flood hazards, and fire hazards with
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each update. Senate Bill (SB) 379 (approved in 2015) requires that the 2021 Health and Safety
Element update include a set of goals, policies, and objectives based on a vulnerability
assessment that identifies the risks that climate change poses to the local jurisdiction and the
geographic areas at risk from climate change impacts. Assembly Bill (AB) 747 and SB 99
require local agencies to identify evacuation routes and evaluate their capacity, safety, and
viability under a range of emergency scenarios and identify residential developments in hazard
areas that do not have at least two emergency evacuation routes. While these regulatory
requirements pertain only to the Safety Element, the proposed amendments would also include
minor revisions described below in order to maintain internal consistency with the goals,
policies, and implementation programs of the Placer County General Plan as they relate to
Airport Hazards:
1. General Plan Introduction Section - Adds recently adopted programs and revises the dates
for recently updated programs.
2. Part I: Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards - Minor text changes for consistency
with General Plan goals.
3. Part II: Section 3: 3.F.2. Transportation and Circulation Element - Minor text changes for
consistency with General Plan goals.
4. Part II: Section 8: Health and Safety Element - New background section, updates and
adds policies and programs to address climate change and adaptation.
5. Placer County Zoning Ordinance Section 17.52.030 -Lists all applicable airports; Section
17.56.040 -Adds additional text to ensure compliance with -AO combining district
requirements.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would amend the Placer County General Plan and
Placer County Zoning Ordinance. The 2021 Health and Safety Element Update includes
refinements of the goals, policies, and implementation programs which address potential and
existing hazards in the County, as outlined in the following categories: Seismic and Geological
Hazards; Flood Hazards; Fire Hazards; Airport Hazards; Public Safety and Emergency
Management Facilities; Hazardous Materials; Avalanche Hazards; Public Health; and a new
category – Climate Adaptation. In accordance with California Government Code Section
65302(g), the amendments to the Health and Safety Element address Senate Bills 1241, 379,
and 1035 by incorporating policies from the County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, as well as the
recently adopted 2020 Placer County Sustainability Plan (PCSP). The 2021 Health and Safety
Element Update includes amendments to the General Plan Part I – Land Use/Circulation
Diagrams and Standards, and Part II – Transportation and Circulation Element, as well as
zoning text amendments to the Airport Overflight Combining District (Chapter 17, Article 17.52,
Section 17.52.030 – Aircraft Overflight (-AO) and Article 17.56 – Combining District
Requirements) for consistency with goals and policies relating to airport hazards in Section 8.D.
The 2021 Health and Safety Element Update is organized into the following three sections:
Introduction, Existing Conditions, and Goals and Policies, described in more detail below.
Introduction
The Introduction section describes the Purpose, Scope, and Context, Regulatory Framework,
Relationship to the Office of Emergency Services, and Relationship to Other Documents.
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Existing Conditions
The Existing Conditions section outlines the existing hazardous conditions and other public
safety issues in Placer County, including hazard profiles, geologic and seismic hazards, flood
hazards, fire hazards, airport hazards, public safety and emergency management, hazardous
materials, severe weather, winter hazards, extreme heat, agriculture and forestry hazards,
drought, crime, climate change vulnerability, and constraints.
Goals and Policies
The 2021 Health and Safety Element Update includes a total of 19 goals, 114 policies, and 82
implementation programs. Under each goal, the element sets out policies that support each goal
statement. The implementation programs are listed after the policies and briefly describe the
proposed action, the County agencies or departments with primary responsibility for carrying out
the program, the funding source, and the time frame for accomplishing the program.
The 2021 Health and Safety Element Update includes new and refined goals, policies, and
implementation programs for the following hazard areas in accordance with California
Government Code Section 65302(g), described in more detail below.
Seismic and Geological Hazards - The Seismic and Geological Hazards section of the 2021
Health and Safety Element Update incorporates updated mapping, risk analyses, new data, and
applicable policies around evacuation routes, peak-load water requirements, road widths, and
clearances around structures associated with hazard conditions in Placer County consistent
with Government Code Section 65302(g)(1). This Seismic and Geological Hazards section
includes two goals (of which one is new), 12 policies (of which three are new policies), and
seven implementation programs (of which four are new).
Flood Hazards - The Flood Hazards section of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update
includes new flood mapping, historical data on flooding, and updated information on the
regulatory policy framework associated with flooding, and includes policies to support
cooperative efforts between the County and flood control districts, consistent with Government
Code Section 65302(g)(2). This Flood Hazards section includes two goals (of which one is
new), 18 policies (of which seven are new), and ten implementation programs (of which one is
new).
Fire Hazards - The Fire Hazards section includes the most recent wildfire mapping, information
about recent wildfire events, data on land uses in wildfire-prone areas and information about
agencies with responsibility for fire protection. New and revised policies and implementation
measures are included to ensure the protection of new land uses, new essential public facilities,
and key infrastructure against wildfires, in compliance with regulatory requirements pursuant to
Government Code Section 65302(g)(3). The Fire Hazards section includes two goals (of which
one is new), 23 policies (of which 13 are new), and 13 implementation programs (of which four
are new).
Public Safety and Emergency Management - The Public Safety and Emergency Management
section includes updated mapping, risk analyses, new data, and applicable policies around
evacuation routes, peak-load water requirements, road widths, and clearances around
structures associated with hazard conditions in Placer County. These updates meet the
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regulatory requirements for Government Code Section 65302(g)(1). Also included within the
Public Safety and Emergency Management section is the identification and mapping of
residential developments located in hazard-prone areas that lack at least two evacuation routes,
pursuant to SB 99 (codified by Government Code Section 65302(g)(5)). This section combines
the previous Emergency Management and Public Safety and Emergency Management Facilities
sections and now includes a total of three goals (of which one is new), 13 policies (of which six
are new), and 13 implementation programs (of which one is new).
Climate Adaption and Resiliency - As mentioned above, SB 379, Climate Adaptation and
Resiliency Strategies (2015), requires the safety elements of general plans to include climate
adaptation and resiliency strategies. The Climate Adaptation and Resiliency Section includes
new goals, policies, and implementation programs for drought, extreme heat, pests and
diseases in agriculture and forestry, and severe weather and severe winter weather hazard
areas. These have been deemed necessary to create a more resilient community and local
economy that can adapt to the hazards created or exacerbated by climate change. This
Climate Adaptation and Resiliency section includes a total of five goals and 26 of policies which
address drought; extreme heat; pests and diseases in agriculture and forestry; and severe
weather and severe winter weather. Several implementation programs are also included to
implement the adaptation goals and policies.
DISCUSSION OF HEALTH AND SAFETY ELEMENT ISSUES
Regulatory Environment
A Regulatory Crosswalk outlining each of the regulatory requirements and necessary updates to
the Health and Safety Element, is provided in Attachment E of this staff report. The following
California Government Code Section 65302, subdivision (g), as updated by Senate Bills 1241,
379, and 1035 directly relate to the 2021 Health and Safety Element update:
· Section 65302(g)(1) requires that the Health and Safety Element incorporate updated mapping
of known seismic and other geologic hazards, and address evacuation routes, peak-load water
requirements, road widths, and clearances around structures associated with hazard conditions
in Placer County.
· Section 65302(g)(2) requires that the Health and Safety Element include new flood mapping,
historical data on flooding, and updated information on the regulatory policy framework
associated with flooding, and to include policies to support cooperative efforts between the
County and flood control districts.
· Section 65302(g)(3) requires that the Health and Safety Element contain the most recent
wildfire mapping, information about recent wildfire events, data on land uses in wildfire-prone
areas, and information about agencies with responsibility for fire protection. This section also
requires the Health and Safety Element to include policies and implementation measures to
ensure protection of new land uses, new essential public facilities, and key infrastructure against
wildfires.
· Section 65302(g)(4) requires that the Health and Safety Element include a reference to, and
achieve greater synthesis with, the climate change vulnerability assessment prepared for the
County in 2018 as part of the Placer County Sustainability Plan. The existing vulnerability
assessment identifies populations and assets in the county susceptible to climate change and
includes a set of goals, policies, and implementation actions to improve community resilience.
Many of these goals, policies, and implementation actions are integrated into this updated
Safety Element to meet these State requirements. This section of the California Government
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Code codifies SB 379.
· Section 65302(g)(5) requires that the Health and Safety Element identify residential
developments located in hazard-prone areas that lack at least two evacuation routes. This
section of the California Government Code codifies SB 99.
The 2021 Health and Safety Element Update complies with State law by providing the following:
 An overview of existing conditions for each hazard section.
 A summary of the current regulatory framework.
 An explanation of the relationship to the Office of Emergency Services.
 An overview of the Health and Safety Element’s relationship to other County documents
and programs.
 New hazard profiles, maps, and diagrams for each of the hazard areas.
 Additional detail related to assessment of future risk to the County.
 New goals, policies, and programs addressing climate adaptation and resiliency.
 Constraints to public safety.
Vulnerability Assessment
Cities and counties are required by law to conduct vulnerability assessments as part of their
long-range public safety planning efforts and to prepare policies that will protect against harm
caused by climate change. SB 379, Climate Adaptation and Resiliency Strategies (2015),
requires the safety elements of general plans to be reviewed and updated to include climate
adaptation and resiliency strategies.
The vulnerability assessment is a technical study prepared in accordance with State guidelines,
particularly the California Adaptation Planning Guide (APG) which identifies how the effects of
climate change and related hazard events could be harmful to the community, including to the
people, buildings and infrastructure, ecosystems, economic drivers, and key services. It also
identifies the natural hazards climate change may exacerbate, the damage that these hazards
may cause to people and community assets, and the ability of people and assets to effectively
resist and recover from these hazards.
To that end, a vulnerability assessment was conducted and completed in 2018 during the
preparation of the Placer County Sustainability Plan (PCSP), adopted by the Board of
Supervisors on January 28, 2020. The PCSP was prepared with an overarching vision to create
a resilient Placer County that can adapt to the hazards created or exacerbated by climate
change. The 11 climate-related hazards analyzed in the vulnerability assessment include
avalanches, drought, extreme heat, flooding and dam inundation, human health hazards,
landslides and debris flows, pests and diseases in agriculture and forestry, and wildfires.
The 2021 Health and Safety Element Update includes an update to the County’s 2018
Vulnerability Assessment and includes revisions to affected adaptive capacity scores (i.e., the
ability of people and assets to recover from and adapt to the impacts of climate change),
addresses changes in vulnerability related to Public Safety Power Shutoff (PSPS) events,
incorporates new studies and reports, and incorporates an improved understanding of
widespread human health hazard events as informed by the COVID-19 pandemic. A full list of
the vulnerability assessment results is provided in Appendix A of the 2021 Health and Safety
Element Update (Attachment A; Appendix A).
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Board of Forestry and Fire Protection / CALFIRE Review
Counties that contain State Responsibility Areas (SRA) and Very High Fire Severity Zones
(VHFHSZ) are required to submit their Safety Element to the Board of Forestry and Fire
Protection and to local agencies that provide fire protection within their jurisdiction for review,
pursuant to Government Code Section 65302.5(b). Placer County includes both SRAs and
VHFHSZs.
The Board of Forestry and Fire Protection utilizes the Safety Element Assessment and staff
from CALFIRE in review of safety elements under Government Code section 65302.5. At least
90 days prior to the adoption or amendment of a jurisdiction’s Safety Element, the Board of
Forestry and Fire Protection is required to review the Safety Element and respond with its
findings regarding the uses of land and policies in SRAs or VHFHSZs that will protect life,
property, and natural resources from unreasonable risks associated with wildfires, and the
methods and strategies for wildfire risk reduction and prevention within SRAs or VHFHSZs,
pursuant to Government Code Section 65302.5(b)(3). The Board’s review of the updated Safety
Element is discussed later in this staff report.
PUBLIC OUTREACH / ENGAGEMENT / STAKEHOLDER MEETINGS
Public outreach and engagement methods utilized throughout the update effort included public
workshops, stakeholder meetings, and surveys. Initially planned in-person public workshops
were changed to virtual online workshops due to the Governor’s stay-at-home directives as a
result of the coronavirus pandemic. A virtual public workshop was held in July 2020 to address
the Housing Element and Health and Safety Element updates. Approximately 140 people
registered to participate in the workshop which introduced the requirements for updating the
Housing Element and Health and Safety Element and provided an opportunity for participants to
suggest policy and programs that should be considered in the updates. The workshops were
advertised through the County’s housing newsletter that has more than approximately 5,000
subscribers.
Additionally, three stakeholder meetings were held virtually on August 5, 2020, January 19,
2021 and January 29, 2021, specifically for the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update.
County staff met with CALFIRE in August 2020 to discuss regulatory requirements to be
considered, and to develop the final language needed to ensure approval from CALFIRE staff
and the California Board of Forestry and Fire Protection for compliance with SB 1241. Staff also
met with the Placer County Transportation Agency’s (PCTPA) Airport Land Use Commission
(ALUC) on January 19 and 29, 2021 to discuss the necessary steps to determine the County’s
General Plan and the draft Health and Safety Element Update’s consistency with the Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP).
Additional public outreach conducted as part of the preparation of the Placer County
Sustainability Plan also informed some changes incorporated into the Health and Safety
Element policies and programs. During the preparation of the PCSP, staff met with more than
28 stakeholders, special districts, and interested parties. A dedicated webpage was developed
to promote public participation through online activities related to the PCSP, including the
posting of community surveys. Staff also met with each of the County’s Municipal Advisory
Councils (MACs) throughout the planning process to seek public input on adaptation strategies.
The County also hosted two workshop series, consisting of three workshops for each series, to
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share preliminary results of the Vulnerability Assessment, and to initiate early engagement in
adaptation strategies.
Two public workshops were held to present the Public Review Draft of the Health and Safety
Element Update to receive public comments, the first on March 11, 2021 with the Planning
Commission, and the second on April 13, 2021 with the Board of Supervisors.
A dedicated website was also created to promote public participation through online activities
related to the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update: https://www.placer.ca.gov/6655/2021Safety-Element-Update.
Summary of Stakeholder, Agency, and Public Comments
The Public Draft Review of the Health and Safety Element (February 2021) was released for a
30-day public review period on February 25, 2021, and through March 27, 2021. A copy of the
Public Review Draft was transmitted to the Board of Forestry and Fire Protection and the
Central Valley Flood Protection Board (Attachment I: Placer CVFPB transmittal) for a 90-day
review period, as well as the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency for a 30-day review
period. The County received a total of five written comments from two public agencies (Flood
Operations Center of the State Department of Water Resources, California Geological Survey of
the California Department of Conservation, and Mineral Resources Division of the California
Department of Conservation, and two residents (Attachment H: Public and Agency Comments).
Board of Forestry and Fire Protection / CALFIRE
As mentioned above, the Board of Forestry and Fire Protection and CALFIRE are required to
review a jurisdiction’s safety element 90 days prior to the adoption or amendment of, and
respond with its findings regarding the uses of land and policies in SRAs or VHFHSZs that will
protect life, property, and natural resources from unreasonable risks associated with wildfires,
and the methods and strategies for wildfire risk reduction and prevention within SRAs or
VHFHSZs, pursuant to Government Code Section 65302.5(b)(3). CALFIRE provided an early
Safety Element Assessment of the County’s existing Safety Element which provided
recommendations for additional information, policy revisions, and implementation programs.
Staff with the Planning Services Division and Office of Emergency Services worked with the
consultant team to discuss necessary revisions. Feedback provided in the Safety Element
Assessment was incorporated into the Public Review Draft.
At its May 4th, 2021, meeting, the California Board of Forestry and Fire Protection took action to
approve the Placer County 2021 Health and Safety Element Update, based upon the Final
Assessment conducted by Fire Captain Chase Beckman (Attachment F). As summarized in
Captain Beckman’s Final Assessment, the Board of Forestry found the County’s Health and
Safety Element to contain goals, policies, and objectives, pursuant to Government Code Section
65302, subd. (g)(3)(A), (B), & (C)), and Section 65302.5, subd. (b)(3)(B)), necessary to protect
the community from unreasonable risk of wildfire and implementation measures to accomplish
those stated goals, policies, and objectives.
The Board of Forestry’s Final Assessment also included additional recommendations to be
considered when updating other elements of the General Plan which include additional goals,
policies, and implementation programs for the Land Use, Housing, Open Space and
Conservation, and Circulation elements. Staff proposes to address the additional
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recommendations concurrent with a future update to the General Plan to align priorities and
implementation measures within and across other elements of the General Plan, as well as
associated programs and plans which address wildfire safety (i.e., Local Hazard Mitigation Plan,
Community Wildfire Protection Plans, and any applicable CALFIRE Plans). The Final
Assessment and additional recommendations are provided in Attachment F of this staff report.
Placer County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)
All General Plan Amendments, including the Health and Safety Element Update, require an
ALUC consistency determination and must be referred to the ALUC for review. After receiving
feedback from PCTPA staff during early consultation, County staff worked with the consultant
team to incorporate the necessary revisions into the Public Review Draft. At its May 26th, 2021,
hearing, the ALUC took action to find that the Public Review Draft (February 2021) Health and
Safety Element consistent with the ALUCP (Attachment G: Placer County General Plan ALUCP
Consistency Determination).
Public Workshops
As mentioned above, the County hosted two public workshops in the Spring of 2021 with the
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to present the Public Review Draft of the
Health and Safety Element Update to receive public comments and direction from the
Commission and Board. No public comment was received at either of the workshops. The
following revisions were made to address comments received from the Planning Commissioners
and Board of Supervisors:
8.C.1.9. For tentative parcel maps and tentative subdivision maps located in a High or Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ), the County shall require the undergrounding of new
electric utilities, except in cases where the undergrounding of such utilities is infeasible or where
alternative mitigation is more appropriate or provides the same level of benefit or protection. For
all projects located in a Moderate FHSZ, or nonresidential projects in High or Very High FHSZ,
the County shall consider all feasible fire preventative measures during environmental review.
All projects shall conform to the utility requirements, as specified in applicable Community and
Specific Plans, as well as all applicable design standards and guidelines.
IM 8.G.2. The County shall require new large-scale developments in areas with known those
areas identified in the Vulnerability Assessment as having climate vulnerabilities, including those
located in avalanche-prone areas, to develop Emergency Preparedness Plans. (PCSP, AV-2)
New Information and Activity
Since the release of the Public Review Draft, the County has been impacted by multiple events
with the potential to result in public safety hazards, which warranted in the need for additional
information to be considered in the Health and Safety Element. A magnitude 6.0 earthquake
occurred on July 8 near the town of Walker in northern Mono County, approximately 90 miles
southeast of Auburn. Although there were no reports of damage in Placer County from this
earthquake, the earthquake was felt throughout the county. The River Fire started on August 4
approximately three miles west of Colfax. Evacuations were ordered in eastern Colfax and
surrounding unincorporated areas. The fire was contained on August 13. Between Nevada and
Placer Counties, the River Fire burned 2,619 acres, destroyed 102 homes and 40 structures,
damaged an additional 21 structures, and injured two firefighters and two civilians. The Caldor
Fire began on August 14 near Omo Ranch in El Dorado County, approximately 36 miles
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southeast of Auburn. The fire burned over 221,835 acres, destroyed 1,003 structures and
damaged another 81, and injured sixteen firefighters and two civilians. Although the Caldor Fire
did not directly threaten Placer County, it caused dangerous levels of air pollution throughout
the region. More recently, the Bridge Fire began on September 5 under the Foresthill Bridge
east of Auburn. It burned 411 acres before being contained on September 14. It did not cause
any structural damage, although one injury was reported, and the fire did cause road closures
between Auburn and Foresthill. With exception to the Bridge Fire, information and data relating
to the earthquake and wildfire events have been included in the proposed 2021 Health and
Safety Element Update. Data on the Bridge Fire will be included in the final Health and Safety
Element update.
CEQA COMPLIANCE
An Addendum to the previously adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment Negative
Declaration (ND) has been prepared to address proposed changes in the 2021 Health and
Safety Element Update pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines
Section 15164 and Placer County Environmental Review Ordinance Section 18.16.090. The
Addendum includes a discussion of changes in legislation that have occurred since the original
document was adopted and an evaluation of whether the proposed amendments would have
significant environmental impacts.
Consistent with the requirements of State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, the County must
determine whether the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would trigger the need for
subsequent environmental review. Under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a), when a
negative declaration (ND) has been adopted for a project, no subsequent review shall be
prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of substantial
evidence in light of the whole record, one of more of the following:
1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or
a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;
2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous negative declaration due to the
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects; or
3. New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous negative declaration
was adopted, shows any of the following:
A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous negative
declaration;
B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous negative declaration;
C) Mitigation measures previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, and would
substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project proponents
decline to adopt the mitigation measure; or
D) Mitigation measures which are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous
adopted negative declaration would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure.
If any of the triggers set forth above occurs, the County would be required to prepare
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subsequent environmental analysis unless “only minor additions or changes would be
necessary to make the previous negative declaration adequately apply to the project in the
changed situation,” in which case a “supplement to negative declaration” would suffice (see
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15163). If there are no grounds for either a subsequent
negative declaration or a supplement to a negative declaration, then the County can prepare an
addendum pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, explaining why “some changes
or additions” to the negative declaration “are necessary, but none of the conditions described in
Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a Subsequent EIR or negative declaration have
occurred.”
The Addendum (Attachment D) evaluates the potential for environmental effects from the
proposed changes under the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update, which would be a
change relative to what is described and evaluated in the previously adopted 2013 Targeted
General Plan Amendment ND. The Addendum evaluated all environmental topic areas for any
changes in circumstances or changes to the project description, as compared to the previously
adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment ND and determined whether the potential
environmental effects resulting from these changes were or were not adequately covered in the
previously adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment ND. As explained in Section B,
“Evaluation of Environmental Impacts” of the Addendum, the purpose of this analysis is to
evaluate environmental topic areas in terms of any “changed condition” (i.e., changed
circumstances, project changes, or new information of substantial importance) that may result in
a different environmental impact significance conclusion from the adopted 2013 Targeted
General Plan Update IS/MND pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15164.
The analysis includes consideration of changes to the State CEQA Guidelines that became
effective on December 28, 2018, after adoption of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment
ND.
As documented in the Addendum, the proposed 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would
not result in any new environmental effects, or an increased severity of environmental effects
documented in the previously adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment ND because
no new direct or indirect physical changes to the environment would occur with its adoption.
Because only policy level changes are proposed that do not result in any of the conditions
described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative
declaration is not warranted and an addendum to the previously adopted 2013 Targeted
General Plan Amendment ND adequately addresses the proposed changes to the Health and
Safety Element.
PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING SUMMARY
On October 7, 2021, the Planning Commission held a public hearing to consider adoption of the
Draft Health and Safety Element Update (August 2021) and to make recommendations to the
Board to adopt a resolution to amend the Placer County General Plan and an ordinance to
amend Placer County Zoning Ordinance. At the hearing, the Planning Commission listened to a
presentation by staff and heard comments from members of the public.
Following the presentation, the Planning Commissioners asked questions that were answered
by staff. Commissioner Hauge asked if staff was aware of the new legislation that was signed by
the Governor the day before the hearing (October 6, 2021) relating to new requirements for
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safety elements. Staff responded by acknowledging being aware of new regulations expected
from the Board of Forestry relating to new development in High Fire Severity zones as well as
new requirements pursuant to AB 747 relating to the evaluation of evacuation routes (i.e.,
capacity, safety, and viability under a range of emergency scenarios) and staff would look
further into any additional requirements. Staff noted that the new regulations expected from
Board of Forestry would go into effect in July 2022 and the requirements from SB 747, related to
evacuation constraints, would be required when the LHMP or Safety Element is updated after
January 1, 2022. After the presentation, staff and the consultants reviewed two recent laws
approved relating to safety elements:
· AB 9: This bill amends several components of state law that relate to several aspects of
wildfire resilience, including fuel modification standards, potential expansion of fire-safe building
codes to apply in moderate and high fire hazard severity zones (currently some standards only
apply to very high fire hazard severity zones), state responsibility for wildfire resilience efforts,
and new state programs.
AB 9 requires the fire hazard severity zone maps provided within safety elements to come from
the Office of the State Fire Marshal (OSFM) rather than CAL FIRE. The maps provided within
the Final Draft Health and Safety Element already come from OSFM and therefore the County
complies with this regulation.
· AB 1409: Amends the requirements under AB 747. In addition to mapping evacuation routes
and their capacity, safety, and viability, safety elements must also address evacuation locations.
As with the remainder of the AB 747 requirements, this is required when the LHMP or Safety
Element is updated after January 1, 2022. The Final Draft Health and Safety Element does
include discussion of potential constraints and factors that may constrain protection of the public
(See Chapter 2: Constraints on page 71).
Public testimony provided at the hearing included comments from four residents who primarily
expressed concern relating to wildfire impacts and emergency response times. The first
commenter noted the increase in development activity within the wildland urban interface (WUI)
and requested there be more restrictions placed on new development in high fire severity
zones. One commenter requested that the County examine the processing of minor land
divisions and to limit the creation of new parcels in high fire severity zones. Another commenter
requested that disclosure requirements for property located in a high fire severity zone be
considered during the sale of property to disclose wildfire dangers. One commenter expressed
concerns regarding the impact on existing homes caused by delayed emergency response
times resulting from an increase in demand from intensified land uses, and the need for will
serve letters from the respective serving fire districts to consider delayed response times from
these new uses. Other comments included a request for grants or public dollars to assist with
funding for property owners to harden their residences or implement other fire safety measures
on properties. Staff provided a response to the comments and highlighted proposed policy and
implementation programs applicable to the comments.
After discussion, the Planning Commission took action (7:0) to recommend that the Board of
Supervisors adopt the Draft Health and Safety Element as presented.
Following the Planning Commission’s October 7, 2021 meeting and in response to comments
received from the public and staff, staff determined minor refinements to the resolution for the
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General Plan Amendment and Policy 8.C.1.2. were needed. The modifications to the resolution
for the General Plan Amendment include the incorporation of the 2021 Local Hazard Mitigation
Plan and language related to applicable State regulations. An Errata to the Final Draft Health
and Safety Element Update (Attachment A, Exhibit 1) was also prepared by staff to modify
Policy 8.C.1.2. to provide additional clarification as follows:
Policy 8.C.1.2. The County shall refer applicants of development projects in the unincorporated
county to the appropriate local fire agencies for review for compliance with fire safety standards.
If dual responsibility exists, then both agencies shall review and comment relative to their area
of responsibility. If standards are different or conflicting, the more stringent standards shall be
applied. “All development in high fire hazard areas shall be designed and constructed to
minimize the risk from fire hazards” “For new development located within high fire hazard areas,
the County shall ensure that the local fire agency(s) fire safety requirements are incorporated
into the project’s design prior to implementation, in order to minimize the risk from fire hazards.
(Addresses California Government Code Section 65302 (g)(3)(C)(i, iv))”.
The proposed refinements and errata are minor in nature, and therefore do not constitute a
substantial modification that would require a referral back to the Planning Commission for a new
recommendation. (See Government Code Section 65356.)
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff forwards the Planning Commission’s October 7, 2021 recommendation to the Board of
Supervisors, along with the Errata, for approval of the following:
1. Adopt the Addendum to the previously adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment
Negative Declaration pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as set forth
in Attachment D, supported by the following findings:
a. The Addendum to the previously adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment Negative
Declaration has been prepared in compliance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 and Placer
County Environmental Review Ordinance Section 18.16.090.
b. The Board of Supervisors has considered the Addendum, the staff report and all oral and
written testimony and finds based on the whole record before it, that there is no substantial
evidence in light of the whole record that any of the circumstances identified in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162 exist. Specifically, the Board of Supervisors determines:
i. As documented in the Addendum, the proposed 2021 Health and Safety Element Update
would not result in any new environmental effects, or an increased severity of environmental
effects documented in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Update IS/MND because no new direct
or indirect physical changes to the environment would occur with its adoption; and
ii. The proposed 2021 Health and Safety Element Update proposes only policy level changes
that do not result in any of the conditions described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162.
Therefore, preparation of a subsequent negative declaration is not warranted and an addendum
to the previously adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Update IS/MND adequately addresses
the proposed changes to the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update.
c. There is no substantial evidence in the record as a whole that the 2021 Health and Safety
Element Update will have a significant effect on the environment.
d. The previous 2013 Placer County Targeted General Plan Update IS/ND adopted by the
Board of Supervisors on May 21, 2013 and the Addendum to the Negative Declaration have
been considered prior to approval of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update. Together
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they are determined to be adequate to serve as the environmental documentation for this
project and satisfy all the requirements of CEQA. The Addendum to the Negative Declaration
addresses only minor technical changes or additions.
e. The Addendum to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Update IS/MND reflects the independent
judgment and analysis of Placer County, which has exercised overall control and direction of its
preparation.
f. The custodian of records for the proposed project is the Placer County Planning Division
Director, 3091 County Center Drive, Auburn CA, 95603.
2. Adopt a Resolution Amending the Placer County General Plan by Adopting the 2021 Health
and Safety Element Update and Errata supported by the findings as set forth in Attachment B.
3. Adopt an Ordinance Amending the Placer County Zoning Ordinance as set forth in
Attachment C, supported by the following findings:
a. The proposed Airport Overflight Combining District-Related Zoning Code Amendments are
consistent with the provisions of the General Plan and in compliance with applicable
requirements of State law; and
b. The proposed Airport Overflight Combining District-Related Zoning Code Amendments will
serve the public necessity, convenience, and welfare because they will maintain internal
consistency with the goals, policies, and implementation programs of the Placer County General
Plan relating to airport hazards:
The proposed Airport Overflight Combining District-Related Zoning Code Amendments do not
include changes in land use designations, or the land use map or the capital improvement
program.
FISCAL IMPACT
There is no new net County cost associated with this action.
ATTACHMENTS
Attachment A: Final Draft 2021 Health and Safety Element Update (October 2021) (Under
Separate Cover)
Exhibit 1: Errata to Final Draft 2021 Health and Safety Element Update
Attachment B: Resolution Amending the General Plan
Exhibit A: Final Draft Health and Safety Element (October 2021)
Exhibit B: Strikethrough / Underline Document (General Plan Amendments –
Parts I and II, Section 3)
Attachment C: Ordinance Amending Placer County Code Chapter 17, Articles 17.52 and
17.56
Attachment D: Addendum to the Placer County General Plan Targeted Negative Declaration
Attachment E: Regulatory Crosswalk
Attachment F: Board of Forestry and Fire Protection’s General Plan Safety Element Final
Assessment
Attachment G: Placer County General Plan ALUCP Consistency Determination
Attachment H: Public and Agency Comments
Attachment I:
Placer CVFPB Transmittal
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1. Introduction
Purpose, Scope, and Content

The Health & Safety Element conveys the County of Placer’s (County’s) goals, policies, and
actions to minimize the hazards to public health and safety in and around Placer County. It
identifies the natural and human-caused hazards that affect existing and future development
and provides guidelines for protecting residents, employees, visitors, and other community
members from injury and death. It describes present and expected future conditions and sets
policies and standards for improved public safety. The Health & Safety Element also seeks to
minimize physical harm to the buildings and infrastructure in and around Placer County and
to reduce damage to local economic systems, community services, and ecosystems.
Some degree of risk is inevitable—the potential for many disasters cannot be completely
eliminated and the ability to predict such disasters is limited. The goal of the Health & Safety
Element is to reduce the risk of injury, death, property loss, and other hardships to acceptable
levels.

Regulatory Framework

All counties and incorporated communities in California must prepare a General Plan that
must address several topics, one of which is to protect the community against natural and
human-caused hazards. The Health & Safety Element meets these requirements, which are
laid out in California law, particularly Section 65302(g) of the California Government Code.
State law requires that the Health & Safety Element address the following:
•

Protect the community from risks associated with a variety of hazards, including
seismic activity, landslides, flooding, and wildfire, as required by the California
Government Code Section 65302(g)(1).

•

Map and assess the risk associated with flood hazards, develop policies to minimize
the flood risk to new development and essential public facilities, and establish
effective working relationships among agencies with flood protection responsibilities,
as required by California Government Code Section 65302(g)(2).

•

Map and assess the risk associated with wildfire hazards, develop policies to reduce
the wildfire risk to new land uses and essential facilities, ensure there is adequate
road and water infrastructure to respond to wildfire emergencies, and establish
cooperative relationships between wildfire protection agencies, as required by
California Government Code Section 65302(g)(3).

•

Assess the risks associated with climate change on local assets, populations, and
resources. Note existing and planned development in at-risk areas and identify
agencies responsible for providing public health and safety and environmental
protection. Develop goals, policies, and objectives to reduce the risks associated with
climate change impacts, including locating new public facilities outside of at riskareas, providing adequate infrastructure in at-risk areas, and supporting natural
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infrastructure for climate adaptation, as required by California Government Code
Section 65302(g)(4).
•

Identify residential developments in any hazard area identified that do not have at
least two emergency evacuation routes, as required by California Government Code
Section 65302(g)(5).

Relationship to the Office of Emergency Services

The Placer County Office of Emergency Services (OES), part of the County Executive Office, is
responsible for providing emergency management services. Working with local cities, fire and
law enforcement agencies, and special districts, OES helps to support and implement
emergency mitigation and preparation activities across Placer County, secure resources for
first responders, and coordinates with state and federal emergency agencies. OES manages
and coordinates local mitigation programs, including the Placer County Fire Safe Alliance and
Placer County’s Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan updates and
implementation activities.

Relationship to Other Documents

The Placer County Health & Safety Element does not exist in a vacuum but is instead one of
several plans that address public safety and related topics. The Health & Safety Element must
be consistent with these other plans to minimize conflicts between documents and ensure
that the County has a unified strategy to address public safety issues. The Health & Safety
Element incorporates information, technical analyses, and policies from these other
documents where appropriate to help support this consistency.

Other General Plan Elements
The Health & Safety Element is one section of the Placer County General Plan. Other sections
include Land Use, Housing, Agricultural and Forestry Resources, Natural Resources, and
several others. Policies in other elements may relate to health and safety issues. For example,
the Placer County Public Facilities and Services Element has policies to ensure an adequate
and safe water supply to community members, which also relates to drought mitigation, as
discussed in the Health & Safety Element. Policies and information in this Health & Safety
Element should not conflict with those in other elements.

Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan

Placer County’s Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) is a plan to identify
and profile hazard conditions, analyze risk to people and facilities, and develop mitigation
actions to reduce or eliminate hazard risks in Placer County and in incorporated jurisdictions
in the county. It was developed in accordance with the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 and
followed the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s (FEMA’s) Local Hazard Mitigation
Plan guidance. The mitigation actions in the LHMP include both short-term and long-term
strategies, and involve planning, policy changes, programs, projects, and other activities. The
LHMP and the Health & Safety Element address similar issues, but the Health & Safety
Element provides a higher-level framework and set of policies, while the LHMP focuses on
more specific mitigation actions. Assembly Bill (AB) 2140, adopted in 2006, includes
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provisions for what should be included in an LHMP and allows California counties and cities
to adopt their current, FEMA-approved LHMP into the Safety Element of the General Plan,
making a jurisdiction fully eligible for public assistance funding through the California Disaster
Assistance Act. The LHMP, as its name implies, focuses on mitigation-related actions, while
the Health & Safety Element also includes policies related to emergency response, recovery,
and preparation activities. The Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee (HMPC) has the
responsibility for updating and revising the LHMP to maintain its up-to-date status. Placer
County has adopted and incorporated by reference the LHMP, approved by FEMA in 2021, as
part of this Safety Element, as described in Implementation Measure IM 8.E.5.

Community Wildfire Protection Plan
The Placer County Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP) is a document that seeks to
reduce wildfire risks in unincorporated Placer County, excluding areas east of Donner Summit.
The Tahoe Basin area has its own area specific CWPP. The Placer County CWPP includes a
profile for each participating community and describes the community’s capability to protect
against wildfires. The CWPP provides detailed and specific information and policies related to
wildfire, while the Health & Safety Element is a more overarching document to address
general health and safety concerns throughout Placer County. The Placer County Fire Safe
Alliance has the responsibility for coordinating updates to the CWPP.

Placer County Sustainability Plan
The Placer County Sustainability Plan (PCSP), first adopted in 2020, is a document to assess
how climate change is expected to affect hazardous conditions in future years, lay out policies
to help Placer County respond and recover more effectively from these hazards, and to
identify and reduce greenhouse gas emissions in Placer County. Prepared by the Planning
Services Division, it focuses on climate-related hazards and provides relatively specific actions
to address these hazards, while the Health & Safety Element addresses a wider range of
hazards and provides a higher-level policy framework to reduce the risk.

2. Existing Conditions

This section outlines the existing hazardous conditions and other public safety issues in Placer
County, including geologic and seismic hazards, flood hazards, fire hazards (urban and
wildland), airport hazards, public safety, emergency management, hazardous materials,
severe weather, winter hazards, extreme heat, agriculture and forestry hazards, drought, and
climate change vulnerability. It provides details pertaining to probable locations where each
hazard or issue is likely (per availability of data), past notable events in and around Placer
County, agencies responsible for providing protection from these public safety issues, and
other background information required by the state.
Placer County, spanning the eastern part of the Central Valley of California, increases in
elevation from urban South Placer, through Western Placer, to the High Sierras of North Lake
Tahoe, and the Nevada state line. Located on an area of over 1,500 square miles, 98 square
miles of which are made up of water, the County is generally divided into three geographically
distinct areas: The Valley, Roseville to Penryn; the foothills, Newcastle to Dutch Flat; and the
high Sierra Nevada, Alta to Tahoe.
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Hazard Profiles

Each of the identified hazards includes a discussion of the hazard, past examples of the hazard
in and around Placer County, the expected frequency of future events, and how climate
change may affect future events. There are four categories of future hazard events:
•

Highly Likely — Near 100-percent chance of occurrence in the next year or happens
every year.

•

Likely — Between 10- and 100-percent chance of occurrence in the next year or has
a recurrence interval of 10 years or less.

•

Occasional — Between 1- and 10-percent chance of occurrence in the next year or
has a recurrence interval of 11 to 100 years.

•

Unlikely — Less than 1-percent chance of occurrence in the next 100 years or has a
recurrence interval of greater than every 100 years.

The anticipated frequencies of hazard events are based on past records of these hazards.
Climate change and other factors may change these frequencies, including making some
hazard events occur more often.

Seismic and Geologic Hazards

Seismic and geologic hazards are risks caused by the movement of different parts of the
Earth’s crust, or surface. Seismic hazards are the hazards associated with potential
earthquakes in a particular area. Geologic hazards are other hazards involving land
movements that are not linked to seismic activity and are capable of inflicting harm to people
or property.

Seismic Hazards

Placer County lies between two seismically active regions in the western United States.
Tectonic stresses associated with the North American-Pacific Plate boundary can generate
damaging earthquakes along faults 30 to 100 miles to the west of the County. Extreme
eastern Placer County borders the Basin and Range province that entails most of Nevada and
western Utah. This area is riddled with active faults that are responsible for and form the
boundary between each basin or valley and the neighboring mountain range.
Placer County is in a seismically active region, and there is a high potential that the area will
be subject to at least moderate earthquakes one or more times over the next century.
Moderate earthquakes have occurred in the county. These occurred on active faults found in
wide zones along the crest of the Sierra Nevada, through Lake Tahoe, along the foothills, and
in the western Sacramento Valley. Placer County itself is traversed by a series of northwesttrending faults, called the Foothill Fault Zone, that are related to the Sierra Nevada uplift. This
was the source of Oroville’s 1975 earthquake (and an earlier event in the 1940s). Subsequent
research of these events led to the identification and naming of the zone and questions about
the siting and design of the proposed Auburn Dam. Earthquakes on nearby fault segments in
the zone could be the source of ground shaking in the county.
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Seismic activity causes pressure to build up along a fault, and the release of pressure results
in ground shaking. This shaking itself is known as an earthquake. Earthquakes can also trigger
other hazards, including surface rupture (cracks in the ground surface), liquefaction (causing
loose soil to lose its strength), landslides, and subsidence (sinking of the ground surface).
Active and potentially active faults pose a risk to Placer County. Active faults have experienced
displacement in historic time, suggesting that future displacement may be expected, whereas
potentially active faults are those that have shown displacement within the last 1.6 million
years and may or may not have a reasonable chance of creating future earthquakes.
The closest recently active fault in the western Sierra Nevada foothills is the Cleveland Hills
fault, which is situated approximately 36 miles northwest of Auburn. Another potential
earthquake source is the Midland Fault Zone on the western side of the Sacramento Valley.
This was the source of the 1892 Vacaville-Winters earthquake. The Bear Mountain and
Melones faults, part of the Foothill Fault Zone, run approximately three to four miles west
and east, respectively, of Auburn. Although these two faults are considered inactive, an
earthquake on either fault is nonetheless possible, and may cause significant damage.
The county may experience ground shaking from distant major to great earthquakes on faults
to the west and east. For example, to the west, both the San Andreas Fault (source of the 8.0
estimated Richter magnitude San Francisco earthquake that caused damage in Sacramento
in 1906, including the State Capitol, the full extent of which was not discovered until the mid1970s), and the closer Hayward Fault, have the potential for experiencing major to great
events. The US Geological Survey (2014) estimated that there is a 72-percent probability of
at least one 6.7 or greater magnitude earthquake occurring that could cause widespread
damage in the greater San Francisco Bay Area before 2044.
Historically, major earthquakes have not been an issue for Placer County. However, minor
earthquakes have occurred in the County in the past. There are several earthquakes that were
felt by area residents and/or caused damaging shaking in Placer County:
•

1892 – The Midland Fault Zone, the source of an 1892 earthquake centered between
the cities of Vacaville and Winters, caused minor damage in the City of Lincoln.

•

1908 – An estimated 4.0+ Richter magnitude earthquake occurred between Auburn
and Folsom with an epicenter possibly associated with the Bear Mountain Fault.

•

1975 – The Cleveland Hills Fault was the source of the Oroville earthquake (Richter
Magnitude: 5.7), which was felt strongly in Placer County and neighboring areas.
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•

2003/2004 – Volcanic magma (molten rock) migrating about 20 miles below the
surface of the Sierra Nevada mountains caused a swarm of about 1,600 small
earthquakes in late 2003 and early 2004. The 20-mile depth is about twice as deep as
earthquakes caused by normal faulting in the region measured during the last 30
years. Placer County did not report any damages associated with these small
earthquakes.

•

2008, 2013, 2014 – There were earthquakes in the Placer County vicinity in these
years. No significant issues were reported in the County. However, ground shaking
was the primary concern.

•

2021 – A magnitude 6.0 earthquake occurred on July 8 near the town of Walker in
northern Mono County, approximately 90 miles southeast of Auburn. The initial
earthquake was followed by a swarm of aftershocks, many of which were magnitude
4.0 or larger. Around Foresthill and the Nevada Ridge shaking was reported as “weak”
to “light”, with weaker and less noticeable shaking elsewhere in Placer County. There
were no reports of damage in Placer County from this earthquake.

Figure 1 shows the fault lines in and around Placer County.
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FIGURE 1: REGIONAL FAULT LINES
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In case of a major earthquake in the region, critical damage may occur to public and private
buildings, homes, and structures, including those that provide emergency services (hospitals,
fire stations, schools, emergency shelters) and essential services and infrastructure, such as
roads and utility lines for water, gas, power, telephone, sewer, and storm drainage. Access
and continuity of services may be disjointed, and services could be offline for extended
periods. Damage to essential and critical structures require special attention in the public
safety programs of the County. Damage to the following infrastructure systems could occur,
in addition to the damage to public and private buildings:
•

Unreinforced masonry buildings: Unreinforced masonry buildings, which are located
throughout the county, present the most widespread structural hazard.

•

Dams along these earthquake faults may be subject to failure and may cause flooding
of the surrounding area.

•

Interstate 80 (I-80): There are a number of overpasses on I-80 that could possibly be
threatened in the event of a severe earthquake, greater than those previously
experienced. Under such a scenario, the county would be virtually cut in half between
the eastern and western portions. Similar conditions have resulted from past winter
storms requiring limited emergency measures.

•

Train derailments: Union Pacific Railroad tracks run adjacent to I-80. Passenger trains
run between Sacramento and Reno through the I-80 corridor. A derailment in the
higher elevations would pose logistics problems involved in freeing passengers,
especially those caught in snowsheds during winter months. A derailment resulting
from an earthquake could also cause a hazardous materials release.

•

Telephone communications: Telephone communications could be adversely affected
due to overloading resulting from post-earthquake calls within the area and from
outside, and the electronics needed to support communication systems could be
damaged. The situation could be further complicated by physical damage to
equipment due to ground shaking, loss of services due to loss of electrical power, and
subsequent failure of some auxiliary power sources.

•

Water supplies: The open canals operated by Placer County Water Agency and the
Nevada Irrigation District could rupture during a large earthquake. These canals, some
of which are elevated and over 100 years old, would be susceptible to failure during
a large earthquake. Moreover, dam failure could occur from an earthquake, which
may create flooding in some areas.

•

Natural gas and propane: Many buildings in the county rely on natural gas for fuel,
with some properties dependent on individual propane tanks. Earthquake damage
could cause natural gas line breaks, disruption of service, and damage to propane
tanks by knocking them off their foundations, posing potential fire hazards.
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Seismic shaking in the Lake Tahoe area may create a standing wave that travels back and forth
between opposite shores of the lake, similar to the waves in a basin of water if the basin is
shaken or jolted. These standing waves are called seiches. A large seiche could wash onto the
shoreline, damaging property and infrastructure networks along the lakefront and creating a
risk of injury or death. Studies show that a magnitude 7 earthquake could create seiche waves
as high as 33 feet along parts of the Lake Tahoe shoreline. There is geologic evidence of
seismic seiche events occurring in Lake Tahoe in previous centuries. Seiches can also occur
from strong winds, but these are not an issue of concern in Lake Tahoe.

Geologic Hazards
Geologic hazards, such as landslides, naturally occurring asbestos, and radon, depend on the
geologic composition of the area. Geologic hazards are present in the form of unstable soils,
minerals in the soil, and certain ground formations that render some areas unsuitable for
intensive human activity. Placer County has steep slopes in the mountainous areas to the
east, with unstable slopes, and areas subject to erosion and landslides. In contrast, gentle
rolling foothills lie in the western portion of the county. Soil erosion can lead to other hazards,
including slope instability and sedimentation of nearby streams and rivers. Most soils in
eastern Placer County are subject to high or very high erosion potential. Soil erosion can also
occur from mining activities and historic mining sites. These sites can contain high
concentrations of metals and other contaminants, such as mercury, copper, lead, zinc, and
arsenic, which can leach into the downstream soils and water. Lands around major fault zones
are exposed to greater geologic hazards as a result of repeated fault movement, which
creates looser ground material that is more likely to move. Certain soils with high clay content
may expand or shrink under different soil moisture conditions. Soils considered to have
moderate to high shrink-swell potential are generally limited to the low-lying areas, which are
concentrated in western Placer County, from the city of Rocklin to the county line. Figure 2
shows the landslide risk in and around Placer County.
Soils in Placer County can also contain gases and minerals that may be hazardous to human
health, including radon and naturally occurring asbestos. Radon is a naturally occurring
radioactive gas that is invisible and odorless, and forms from the radioactive decay of small
amounts of uranium and thorium naturally present in rock and soils. Rocks such as black
shales and igneous rocks can have higher concentrations of these elements and therefore in
these areas there is a higher likelihood of radon generation. Radon gas can move through soil
and rack in building slabs and concentrate in a building’s indoor air, creating health risks such
as lung cancer. A study conducted by the California Geological Survey in 2009 in the Lake
Tahoe area indicated that there is a moderate to very high radon potential area in eastern
Placer County. The areas with the highest potential radon levels include central Tahoe City,
land around Martis Creek, along State Route 89 north of Pole Creek, and the area between
Cold Creek and Ponderosa Palisades. This study estimated that 15 people lived in areas with
very high radon potential, 1,338 people lived in areas of high potential, and 8,513 lived in
areas of moderate potential in Placer County.
Asbestos is a group of six silicate fibrous minerals that have been commonly used in
insulation, fireproof textiles, and filtration products. Asbestos is considered a known human
carcinogen that can cause diseases such as asbestosis, pleural disease, lung cancer, and
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mesothelioma. This material can occur naturally in serpentine rock formations, which occurs
throughout California. These rock formations can be disturbed through construction or
natural weathering processes, releasing the harmful fibers into the air. A study conducted by
the California Geological Survey in 2006 in Placer County indicates that there is a likelihood
of naturally occurring asbestos in central and eastern Placer County along or near fault of
shear zones with serpentine ultramafic rock formations. Areas with the highest potential
include the State Route 49 corridor, land around Sugar Pine Reservoir, the area between
Foresthill and Michigan Bluff, and the land southwest of Lake Valley Reservoir.

Potential Changes to Geologic and Seismic Risk in Future Years
Likelihood of Future Occurrence
Geologic Risk

Highly Likely — Minor landslides have occurred in the past, probably over the last several
hundred years, evidenced by both past deposits exposed in erosion gullies and recent
landslide events. With significant rainfall, additional failures are likely in the identified
landslide hazard areas, minor landslides will likely continue to impact the area when heavy
precipitation occurs, as they have in the past. In addition, areas affected by recent fires show
an increased landslide risk. Low levels of radon indoor spaces have a moderate to very high
potential of future occurrence in the Tahoe Basin. Naturally occurring asbestos has a high
likelihood of occurring in central and eastern Placer County within serpentine ultramafic rock
formations.
Seismic Risk

Occasional — Earthquakes are likely to continue to occur on an occasional basis and are likely
to be small. They may cause no substantive damage and may not even be felt by most people.
Major earthquakes are rare, but a possibility in the region. Earthquakes in the Lake Tahoe
region strong enough to generate a major seiche are rare, with a three to four percent chance
of occurring in the next 50 years. No major earthquakes have been recorded within the
county, although the county has felt ground shaking from earthquakes with epicenters
located elsewhere. Large earthquakes from distant faults such as those in the San Francisco
Bay Area or east of the Sierra Nevada may cause significant damage to homes, businesses,
and communities in the county. Based on historical data and the location of Placer County
relative to active and potentially active faults, the county will likely experience a significantly
damaging earthquake in the next two decades.
If serious shaking does occur, newer construction is in general more earthquake resistant than
older construction because of improved building codes. Manufactured housing is very
susceptible to damage because their foundation systems are rarely braced for earthquake
motions. Earthquake losses would vary across Placer County depending on the source and
magnitude of the event.
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Climate Change and Geologic and Seismic Hazards
While climate change is unlikely to increase earthquake frequency or strength, the threats
from seismic and geologic hazards are expected to continue. Climate change may result in
precipitation extremes (i.e., wetter wet periods and drier dry periods). While total average
annual rainfall may decrease only slightly, rainfall is predicted to occur in fewer, more intense
precipitation events. Heavy rainfall or snowfall could cause an increase in the number of
landslides or make landslides larger than normal. The combination of a generally drier climate
in the future, which will increase the chance of drought and wildfires, and the occasional
extreme downpour is likely to cause more mudslides and landslides.
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FIGURE 2: LANDSLIDE RISK

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

PAGE 13

FINAL DRAFT |59
OCTOBER 2021

Health & Safety Element | Final Draft

This page intentionally left blank.

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

PAGE 14

FINAL DRAFT |60
OCTOBER 2021

Health & Safety Element | Final Draft

Flood Hazards
Flooding is the rising and overflowing of a body of water onto normally dry land. History
highlights floods as one of the most frequent natural hazards impacting communities in Placer
County. Floods are among the costliest natural disasters in terms of human hardship and
economic loss nationwide. Floods can cause substantial damage to structures, landscapes,
and utilities, as well as life-safety issues. Floods can be extremely dangerous, and even six
inches of moving water can knock over a person given a strong current. Floodwaters can
transport large objects downstream, which can damage or remove stationary structures, such
as dam spillways. Ground saturation can result in instability, collapse, or other damage.
Objects can also be buried or destroyed through sediment deposition. Floodwaters can also
break utility lines and interrupt services. Standing water can cause damage to crops, roads,
foundations, and electrical circuits.
Floods are usually caused by large amounts of precipitation, either from a period of very
intense precipitation or a long period of steady precipitation. Historically, Placer County has
been at risk of flooding primarily during the winter and spring months when stream systems
in the county swell with heavy rainfall. Localized flooding also occurs throughout Placer
County at various times throughout the year with several areas of primary concern unique to
each city and in unincorporated areas. Historically, precipitation in and around Placer County
has been moderate to occasionally heavy. Heavy precipitation in the county area falls mainly
in the fall, winter, and spring months, from November through April. The western portion of
Placer County does not experience snowfall on a regular seasonal basis; however, the
northern and eastern portions of the County receive an abundance of snow, mostly between
the months of November through March.
In addition to storms, floods can also be caused by very rapid snow melting or from
infrastructure failure, such as dam collapses or burst water storage tanks. Areas at an
elevated risk of flooding are generally divided into 100-year flood zones, 200-year flood
zones, and 500-year flood zones. A 100-year flood zone has a 1-percent chance of
experiencing a major flood in any given year; a 200-year flood zone has a 0.5-percent chance
of flooding in any given year, a 500-year flood zone has a 0.2-percent chance of flooding in
any given year. The 100-year and 500-year flood zones are identified by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), and the 200-year flood zones are identified by the
California Department of Water Resources. Areas outside of these mapped floodplains may
still be subjected to flooding hazards. Figure 3 shows the 100-, 200-, and 500-year flood zones
in and around Placer County.
Figure 4 identifies the areas at risk from dam failure.
Placer County has a defined County Regulatory Floodplain, which are areas facing an elevated
risk of flooding where additional development regulations are enforced. These regulations,
which are intended to reduce exposure to flood hazards, are laid out elsewhere in the Placer
County General Plan, as well as in the County’s Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance,
Stormwater Management Manual, and the Land Development Manual. The County’s
Regulatory Floodplain includes areas that are in the 200-year flood plain in an urban or
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urbanized area, as well as areas in the 100-year flood plain, other local defined floodplains,
and areas that could be flooded by levee or dam failures. Ideally, people and property in
Placer County, especially in developed areas, receive an Urban Level of Flood Protection. This
is the defined level of protection necessary to protect against a 200-year flood, excluding
floods that are less than three feet deep, or results from local drainage. Additional 100-year
floodplain mapping occurs when a development project submits entitlements for a specific
parcel or set of parcels for watersheds at least 20 acres in size. Not all parts of Placer County
are located within flood-prone areas, and so providing flood protection for these areas may
not be necessary.
Table 1 contains flood analysis results for Placer County. This table shows the number of
parcels in the 100-, 200-, and 500-year flood zones as mapped by FEMA. Improved parcels
include land that was developed for some use by the construction of improvements, or land
that has been prepared for development by grading, draining, or installing utilities. These
improved parcels include those with structures as well as other improvements identified in
the County of Placer’s Assessor’s database, such as mobile homes or agricultural equipment.
It is important to note that flooding hazards can still occur on parcels outside of currently
identified and mapped floodplain areas.
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FIGURE 3: FLOOD HAZARD ZONES
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FIGURE 4: DAM INUNDATION AREAS
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TABLE 1
UNINCORPORATED PLACER COUNTY – COUNT AND IMPROVED VALUE OF
PARCELS IN FEMA-FLOOD ZONE
Total
Parcel
Count
2,042

100-Year Flood Zone
Total
Improved
Improved
Parcels*
Value
1,118
$264,765,594

200-Year Flood Zone
Total
Total
Improved
Parcel
Improved
Parcels*
Count
Value
8
3
$134,526

Total
Parcel
Count
325

500-Year Flood Zone
Total
Improved
Improved
Parcels*
Value
329
$84,401,409

Source: Placer County, 2016 LHMP; Placer County staff communication
Note: *With respect to improved parcels within the floodplain, the actual structures on the parcels may not be located
within the actual floodplain, may be elevated, and/or otherwise outside of the identified flood zone.

Table 2 provides information on the size of the 100-year and 500-year flood zones in
unincorporated Placer County. These data are not available for the 200-year flood zone.

TABLE 2
UNINCORPORATED PLACER COUNTY – FLOODED ACRES

100-Year Flood Zone

33,895

Improved Flooded
Acres
10,488

500-Year Flood Zone

888

554

Flood Zone

Total Flooded Acres

% of Improved
Flooded Acres
30.9%
62.4%

Source: Placer County, 2016 LHMP; Placer County staff communication

Most of the land in Placer County within a mapped floodplain is used for residential purposes.
Therefore, there is a greater potential for damage from flooding and direct harm to people.
According to a land use analysis shown in Table 3, an estimated 2,948 people live in the 100year flood zone, and 762 people live in the 500-year flood zone. The number of people living
in the 200-year flood zone is not known but is likely at most a few people.

TABLE 3
UNINCORPORATED PLACER COUNTY – POPULATION AT RISK TO FLOODING
100-Year Flood Zone
Improved
Residential
Population**
Parcels*
1,134
2,948

200-Year Flood Zone
Improved
Residential
Population**
Parcels*
1
Unknown

500-Year Flood Zone
Improved
Residential
Population**
Parcels*
293
762

Source: Placer County, 2016 LHMP
Notes: *With respect to improved parcels within the floodplain, the actual structures on the parcels may not be
located within the actual floodplain, may be elevated, and/or otherwise outside of the identified flood zone.
**US Census Bureau 2010 average household size for Unincorporated Placer County is 2.60.
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Both earthquake faults and developments reduce the total ground absorption area.
Earthquake faults include bedrock features that create barriers to subsurface percolation,
thus increasing the velocity and erosive capacity of stormwater runoff on hillsides.
Development also creates impermeable surfaces (structures, pavement, streets). Storm
runoff is augmented by water flows from development contributing to street flooding.
Moreover, developed areas generate irrigation water runoff from landscaping, which may
channel stormwater and other runoff flows into nearby underdeveloped areas and street
gutters.
In Placer County, there is a risk of levee failure associated with the levees at Folsom Lake. A
2017 study found that a severe precipitation event resulting in flooding of the two forks of
the American River that feed into Folsom Lake could cause the lake’s waters to rise at a rate
faster than the dam’s gates and spillways could discharge them. If left unabated, this could
lead to the rising waters overtopping the levees surrounding Folsom Lake, or even Folsom
Dam itself, that hold the waters in check. Although the primary risk is to Sacramento and
other cities downstream of Folsom Lake, flooding is also possible along Linda Creek in
southern Granite Bay and in the unincorporated areas east of Roseville.
While most dam inundation areas in Placer County are limited to existing waterways and the
land immediately adjacent to them, dam failures along the Bear River could cause more
widespread flooding. The failure of some of these dams, including Rollins and Camp Far West,
may lead to flooding around Sheridan and in the agricultural areas immediately north of the
community.

Potential Changes to Flood Risk in Future Years
Likelihood of Future Occurrence
100- and 200-year – Occasional; 500-year – Unlikely — Flooding is a significant problem in
Placer County. Historically, Placer County has been at risk to flooding primarily during the
winter and spring months when river systems in the County swell with heavy rainfall and
snowmelt runoff. Normally, storm floodwaters are kept within defined limits by a variety of
storm drainage and flood control measures. Occasionally, extended heavy rains result in
floodwaters that exceed normal high-water boundaries and cause damage. Flooding has
occurred both within the 100- and 500-year floodplains and in other localized areas. As land
uses and climate conditions shift and as improvements are made to flood control channels,
the size of these flood zones is likely to change.
Historically, much of the growth in the county has occurred adjacent to streams, resulting in
significant damages to property, and losses from disruption of community activities when the
streams overflow. Additional development in the watersheds of these streams affects both
the frequency and duration of damaging floods through an increase in stormwater runoff.
Other problems connected with flooding and stormwater runoff include erosion,
sedimentation, degradation of water quality, losses of environmental resources, and certain
health hazards.

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

PAGE 20

FINAL DRAFT | OCTOBER 2021

66

Health & Safety Element | Final Draft

Climate Change and Flooding
Floods are among the most damaging natural hazards in Placer County, and climate change
is expected to make flood events worse. Although climate change may not change average
precipitation levels significantly, scientists expect that it will cause more years with extreme
precipitation events. This means that more years are likely to see particularly intense storm
systems that drop enough precipitation over a short enough period to cause flooding.
Because of this, floods are expected to occur more often in and around Placer County and
climate change may expand the parts of the county that are considered flood-prone. There
are some indirect effects of climate change that may also increase flooding in Placer County.
Climate change is expected to increase the frequency and severity of droughts that cause soil
to dry out and become hard. When precipitation does return, more water runs off the surface
rather than being absorbed into the ground, which can lead to floods. Wildfires, which are
also expected to become more frequent due to climate change, cause a similar effect by
baking the surface of the ground into a harder and less penetrable layer. Trees and other
vegetation help slow water down, which lets the water absorb into the soil and prevents it
from turning into runoff. Because of this, the loss of trees and other plants from wildfires,
pests, diseases, or other climate-related exposures can also increase flooding risk.
While the risk and associated short- and long-term impacts of climate change are uncertain,
experts in this field tend to agree that among the most significant impacts include those
resulting from increased heat and precipitation events that cause increased frequency and
magnitude of flooding. Changes associated with climate change and flooding could be
significant given the higher elevations in the county where winter snow could turn to more
significant rain events. Increases in damaging flood events will cause greater property
damage, public health and safety concerns, displacement, and loss of life. In addition, an
increase in the magnitude and severity of flood events can lead to potential contamination of
potable water and contamination of food crops given the agricultural industry in the county.
Displacement of residents can include both temporary and long-term displacement, increase
in insurance rates, or restriction of insurance coverage in vulnerable areas.

Fire Hazards

Fire hazards can come in the form of both wildfires and urban fires. California is recognized
as one of the most fire-prone and consequently fire-adapted landscapes in the world. The
combination of complex terrain, Mediterranean climate, and productive natural plant
communities, along with ample natural ignition sources, has created conditions for extensive
wildfires. Wildfire is an ongoing concern for communities in Placer County. Generally, the fire
season extends from early spring through late fall of each year during the hotter, dryer
months. Fire conditions arise from a combination of high temperatures, low-moisture content
in the air and plant matter, an accumulation of vegetation, and high winds.
Three types of fires are of concern to Placer County: (1) wildfires, (2) wildland-urban interface
fires, and (3) structural fires.
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Wildfires

Wildfires occur on mountains, hillsides, and grasslands. Vegetation, wind, temperature,
humidity, and slope are all factors that affect how these fires spread. In Placer County, native
vegetation, such as chaparral, sage, and grassland provide fuel that allows fire to spread easily
across large tracts of land. These plant species are capable of regeneration after a fire, making
periodic wildfires a natural part of the ecology of these areas. Placer County is considered a
rural/suburban county with wildfire as its number one fire risk. The climate of the Placer
County region keeps the grass dry and more readily combustible during fire season. Steep
slopes bring grass and brush within reach of upward flames while impeding the access of firefighting equipment. Seasonal drought conditions exacerbate fire hazards.

Wildland-Urban Interface Fires

The wildland-urban interface is an area where buildings and infrastructure (e.g., cell towers,
schools, water supply facilities) mix with areas of flammable wildland vegetation. This
interface is sometimes divided into the defense zone (areas near communities, usually about
a quarter-mile thick) and threat zones (an approximately one and a quarter-mile buffer
around the defense zone). Wildfires and urban interface fires have occurred within Placer
County, especially in the Sierra Nevada region where a majority of parcels are within a Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.
In the wildland-urban interface, efforts to prevent ignitions and limit wildfire losses hinge on
hardening structures and creating defensible space through a multi-faceted approach, which
includes engineering, enforcement, education, emergency response, and economic incentive.
Different strategies in the defense and threat zones of the wildland-urban interface help to
limit the spread of fire and reduce the risk to people and property.
Wildfire threat within the county ranges from moderate to very high. Figure 5 shows the
wildfire risk zones in and around Placer County, and Figure 6 identifies the wildland-urban
interface. The highest threat occurs in the Sierra Nevada. A majority of this region is
considered a Very High Hire Hazard Severity Zone, whereas the valley and foothill regions are
considered Moderate and High Fire Hazard Severity Zones.

Structural Fires

Urban fires occur in built-up environments, destroying buildings and other human-made
structures. These disasters are often due to faulty wiring or mechanical equipment,
combustible construction materials, or the absence of fire alarms and sprinkler systems.
Structural fires have been due largely to human accidents, although deliberate fires (arson)
may be a cause of some events. Older buildings that lack modern fire safety features may face
greater risk of damage from fires. To minimize fire damage and loss, the County’s Fire Code,
based on the California Fire Code, sets standards for building and construction. It requires the
provision of adequate water supply for firefighting, fire retardant construction, and minimum
street widths, among other things. Fire prevention awareness programs and fire drills are
conducted to train residents to respond quickly and correctly to reduce injury and losses
during fires.
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Fire Responsibility Areas

In and around Placer County, different organizations all have some responsibility for wildfire
protection in different areas. These responsibility areas are codified under state law into
three categories: local responsibility areas (LRAs), state responsibility areas (SRAs), and
federal responsibility areas (FRAs).
•

LRAs are areas protected by local agencies, including city and county fire
departments, local fire protection districts, and the California Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) when under contract to local governments.
Approximately half of the land in the valley and the foothills is an LRA.

•

SRAs are areas where CAL FIRE has responsibility for wildfire protection. SRAs are
generally unincorporated areas that are not federally owned, are undeveloped, and
are covered by wildland vegetation or rangeland. Approximately half of the land in
the valley and foothills, which includes most of the unincorporated land is an SRA. In
the Sierra Nevada, some of the land consists of SRAs.

•

FRAs are areas that are managed by a federal agency, including the U.S. Forest
Service, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Bureau of Reclamation, and the Bureau
of Land Management. In the Sierra Nevada, a majority of the land is federally owned
and consists of FRAs.

Analysis results for unincorporated Placer County are summarized in Table 4, including total
parcel counts, total land value, improved parcel counts, improved structure value, and their
improved and total land values by fire severity zone.

TABLE 4
COUNT AND VALUE OF PARCELS IN UNINCORPORATED PLACER COUNTY
BY FIRE SEVERITY ZONE
Total Parcel Count

Total Land Value

Very High Fire Severity
36,596
$4,695,334,716
High Fire Severity
3,965
$415,962,150
Moderate Fire Severity
22,924
$2,910,650,818
Urbanized Un-zoned Fire Severity
7,115
$1,014,083,169
Non-Wildland/Non-Urban Fire Severity
505
$166,125,813
None Assigned
137
$5,322,948
Total
71,242
$9,207,479,614

Improved Parcel
Count

Improved
Structure Value

Total Value*

24,349

$7,074,315,227

$11,769,649,943

2,861

$827,470,305

$1,243,432,455

17,698

$4,902,567,061

$7,813,217,879

6,531

$2,413,409,878

$3,427,493,047

230

$54,684,617

$220,810,430

67

$10,687,265

$16,010,213

51,736

$15,283,134,353

$24,490,613,967

Source: Placer County, 2016, Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP)
Note: *Land and structure values
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FIGURE 5: FIRE HAZARD SEVERITY ZONES
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FIGURE 6: WILDLAND-URBAN INTERFACE
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Past Occurrences
Following is a list of historical fires that have occurred around the county dating back to 1975. Figure
7 shows the areas burned by historic wildfires in and around Placer County through 2020 (2021 fires
are not shown).
1975/1977 Sawmill Fire – The Sawmill Fire and another fire occurred in the area of Cape Horn and
the Alpine Meadows subdivision, just three miles northeast of Colfax.
1990 Placer County Fire – This fire burned approximately 300 acres of grass, brush, and oaks in the
area of Placer Canyon. The fire resulted in evacuations and destroyed several outbuildings.
2000 Heather Glen Fire – The Heather Glen Fire, caused by sparks from a lost trailer wheel along I80, destroyed one home and forced a neighborhood evacuation in Applegate. While only 10 acres in
size, this fire resulted in $350,000 in damage.
2000 American Fire – The American Fire occurred below the City of Auburn in what is now known as
“China Bar” on the American River. The fire consumed approximately 200 acres and posed a threat
to development in the southern portion of Auburn. No structure losses or structure damages were
reported in this incident.
August 2001 Narrow Gauge Fire – This fire near Colfax burned 30 acres and forced closure of I-80 for
about an hour due to dense smoke. This fire, blamed on a catalytic converter, was quickly contained
as CAL FIRE air tankers were already in the area and able to respond quickly.
August 2001 GAP Fire – The Gap Fire near Blue Canyon burned 2,462 acres of forest land and caused
the closure of I-80.
August 2001 Ponderosa Fire – This fire burned 2,780 acres.
August–September 2001 Star Fire – The Star Fire started in Eldorado National Forest and spread to
Tahoe National Forest and burned approximately 16,761 acres.
2001 Martis Fire – This fire east of Truckee burned 20,000 acres; threatened homes; shut down I-80;
and damaged railway trestles affecting Amtrak passenger train service. The heavy smoke caused poor
air quality and raised health issues for individuals with respiratory problems. While the Martis Fire
itself was not in Placer County, there were significant impacts to the County because of this fire. The
County also contributed major firefighting assistance.
2002 Sierra Fire – Within the communities of Loomis and Granite Bay, approximately 595 acres of
grass, brush, and oaks burned in the area of I-80, Barton Road, Wells Avenue, Morgan Place, Indian
Springs, and Cavitt-Stallman Road. The fire destroyed six structures and threatened two schools.
2004 Stevens Fire – The Stevens Fire, located at Cape Horn/Iowa Hill near Colfax, was 100 percent
contained at 934 acres.
2004 Numerous Fires – Numerous fires of varying sizes occurred in Placer County during the 2004 fire
season. These include fires caused by equipment sparks, abandoned campfires, arson, and
undetermined causes.
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September 2006 Ralston Fire – The Ralston Fire was a large wildfire in the area of the North Fork of
the Middle Fork of the American River. Approximately 8,400 acres burned.
June 2007 Angora Fire – Although not occurring in Placer County, the Angora Fire in nearby El Dorado
County (in the Lake Tahoe Basin) burned 3,100 acres of forest and wooded subdivisions and
destroyed more than 250 homes as well as 75 commercial and other structures.
August 2007 Washoe Fire – The Washoe Fire started with a structure fire of a home located on the
West Shore of Lake Tahoe near the Sunnyside Resort. The fire quickly engulfed one residence, spread
to two others, and moved into forestlands. The fire spread to two other homes and destroyed them
as well. In all, five homes were destroyed, and 20 acres of forestland burned. Extreme wind fueled
and drove the fire, which significantly contributed to the rapid spread.
June–July 2008 American River Complex Fire – Several large wildfires resulted from a system of major
lightning storms that impacted the entire Northern California region. In Placer County, approximately
10 wildfires resulted from the lightning storm, and four grew to major fires, which later were
collectively labeled the American River Complex (ARC) fires. The ARC fires were in Tahoe National
Forest in the North Fork American River watershed northeast of Foresthill, California. The fires
consumed approximately 20,500 acres of forest land.
September 2008 Gladding Fire – The wind-driven fire started northeast of Lincoln and consumed
approximately 960 acres, 6 residences, and 10 outbuildings.
September 2009 49 Fire – The wind-driven fire started about 2 p.m. near Highway 49 and Rock Creek
Road near Auburn. The fire burned 343 acres before being contained. Sixty-three residences and
three commercial buildings were destroyed, and another three residences and six commercial
properties were severely damaged. The damages were concentrated in neighborhoods east and
south of Dry Creek Road. Three people were injured in the wildfire. Most notable about this fire was
its location in a well-developed area and the speed at which the fire consumed nearby structures.
2012 Robbers Fire – The Robbers Fire was a human-caused fire that was ignited on July 11, 2012. The
fire was located northwest of Foresthill, near Shirttail Canyon Road and Yankee Jims Road. The fire
burned 2,650 acres, destroyed one residence and four outbuildings, and caused 12 injuries. 912 fire
personnel were involved in the firefighting efforts. A 28-year-old Sacramento man was charged with
unlawfully causing a fire. Firefighting costs and damages were estimated at $12.4 million.
2013 American Fire – On August 10, 2013, the American Fire was ignited near Deadwood Ridge,
northeast of Foresthill. Located in Tahoe National Forest, the American Fire burned in steep and
hazardous terrain as well as timber fuels that had not burned in several decades. Consumption of
heavy fuels contributed to heavy smoke in the surrounding areas. Approximately 540 Forest Service
and CAL FIRE personnel were assigned to the fire, which burned 27,440 acres.
2014 King Fire – Hazard Mitigation Planning Committee representatives from Placer Hills and
Foresthill Fire Protection Districts noted damaging wildfires that occurred in the Foresthill and
Applegate areas during the winter of 2014. Specific information on this can be found in their
respective annexes to this plan. The fire started in El Dorado County and crossed into Placer County.
An estimated 97,717 acres burned, 12 residences were destroyed, along with 68 other minor
structures. Twelve injuries occurred that can be attributed to the fire.
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2014 Applegate Fire – A fire occurred on the east side of I-80 in the Applegate area of Placer County.
The fire started on October 8, 2014, and its cause was unknown. The fire burned 459 acres before
containment. Six residences and four outbuildings were destroyed. Two injuries were reported;
however, no deaths were reported.
2016 Trailhead Fire – The Trailhead Fire burned 5,646 acres in the Middle Fork American River
Canyon, spanning both Placer County and El Dorado County. The wildfire forced widespread
evacuations and threatened over 2,600 structures. Two injuries were reported; however, no deaths
were reported. No structures were destroyed or damaged.
2018 North Fire – The North Fire burned 1,120 acres in the Tahoe National Forest, in the area of
Emigrant Gap of Placer County. No damages or injuries were reported.
2018 Sunset Fire – The Sunset Fire was a grass fire that occurred off Sunset Boulevard, northwest of
Roseville in Placer County. Though no evacuations were ordered, the fire burned approximately 695
acres.
2021 River Fire – The River Fire started on August 4 in Nevada County, approximately three miles
west of Colfax. Evacuations were ordered in eastern Colfax and surrounding unincorporated areas.
The fire was contained on August 13. Between Nevada and Placer Counties, the River Fire burned
2,619 acres, destroyed 102 homes and 40 other structures, damaged an additional 21 structures, and
injured two firefighters and two civilians.
2021 Caldor Fire – The Caldor Fire began on August 14 near Omo Ranch in El Dorado County,
approximately 36 miles southeast of Auburn. At time of writing, the fire has burned over 221,835
acres, has destroyed 1,003 structures and has damaged another 81, and injured sixteen firefighters
and two civilians. Although the Caldor Fire has not directly threatened Placer County, it has caused
dangerous levels of air pollution throughout the region.
2021 Bridge Fire – The Bridge Fire began on September 5 under the Foresthill Bridge east of Auburn.
It burned 411 acres before being contained on September 14. It did not cause any structural damage,
although one injury was reported and the fire did cause road closures between Auburn and Foresthill.

Fire Protection

Fire protection in Placer County is provided by the Placer County Fire Department and CAL FIRE. Placer
County contracts with CAL FIRE to provide fire protection and rescue services in the unincorporated
areas of the County. Placer County owns most of the equipment and facilities associated with the
Placer County fire system and CAL FIRE provides staffing. The Placer County Fire Department and CAL
FIRE participate in the Western Placer County Fire Chief’s Association Cooperative Response
Agreement, where fire agencies have agreed to automatically support each other on incidents using
the closest available resource.
In addition to the Placer County Fire Department, several other local fire districts provide fire
protection services in parts of Placer County. The North Tahoe Fire Protection District protects all the
Placer County communities on the north and west shores of the Lake Tahoe Basin, with five fire
stations between Homewood and Kings Beach. The Truckee Fire Protection District provides
protection in some areas of Placer County adjacent to the Town of Truckee, including the Martis
Camp, Sugar Bowl, Serene Lakes, and Cisco Grove communities. The Northstar Community Services
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District provides fire protection services in the area around Northstar, the Olympic Valley Public
Services District provides fire protection for the Olympic Valley community, and the Alpine Springs
County Water District provides fire protection (through a contract with the North Tahoe Fire
Protection District) for the Alpine Meadows area, and the Alta Fire Protection District meets the fire
protection needs for that community. In the foothill regions, the Placer Hills Fire Protection District
has three fire stations that provide fire protection for the area between Clipper Gate and Landmar
Crossing, while the Foresthill Fire Protection District provides fire protection services in and around
Foresthill from three stations. In the unincorporated areas of the Valley region, the Penryn and
Newcastle Fire Protection Districts provide fire-related services for their respective communities. The
South Placer Fire Protect District has five fire stations that serve the Town of Loomis and the Granite
Bay community. The Sacramento Municipal Fire District provides service to the extreme
southwestern corner of Placer County.

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

PAGE 30

FINAL DRAFT | OCTOBER 2021

76

Health & Safety Element | Final Draft

The U.S. Forest Service provides fire protection for Placer County at the following locations:
Tahoe National Forest
Eldorado National Forest
Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit
CAL FIRE has a legal responsibility to provide fire protection on all SRA lands, which are defined based
on land ownership, population density, and property use. CAL FIRE is now also responsible for
determining parcels subject to the SRA Fire Prevention Fee under AB X1 29.
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FIGURE 7: PLACER COUNTY WILDFIRE HISTORY
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The Placer County Fire Department provides fire protection, emergency medical services, and
disaster preparedness and response. Placer County has eight full-time fire stations at the
following locations:
•

Lincoln Station No. 70 – 1112 Wise Road, Lincoln

•

Sunset Station No. 77 – 1300 Athens Avenue, Lincoln

•

Dry Creek Station No. 100 – 8350 Cook Riolo Road, Roseville

•

Atwood Station No. 180 – 11645 Atwood Road, Auburn

•

Ophir Station No. 182 – 9305 Wise Road, Ophir

•

Bowman Station No. 10 – CAL FIRE Unit Headquarters – 13760 Lincoln Way, Auburn

•

Colfax Station No. 30 – 24020 Fowler Road, Colfax

•

Alta Station No. 33 – 33752 Alta Forestry Road, Alta

Placer County has five volunteer fire stations at the following locations:
•

Dutch Flat Station No. 32 – 980 Sacramento Street, Dutch Flat

•

Thermalands Station No. 74 – 8500 Lakeview Lane, Lincoln

•

Paige Station No. 75 – 5390 Nicolaus Road, Lincoln

•

Sheridan Station No. 78 – 4952 Riosa Road, Sheridan

•

Dry Creek Station No. 100 – 8350 Cook Riolo Road, Roseville

There are other fire districts operating in Placer County with both volunteer and nonvolunteer fire stations at the following locations (* indicates volunteer fire station and crew):
•

Alta Fire Protection District and Station – 33950 Bonny Nook Road, Alta

•

Foresthill Fire Protection District
o Station No. 88 – 5981 Gold Street, Foresthill
o Station No. 89 – 22700 Foresthill Road, Foresthill
o Station No. 90 – 20540 Foresthill Road, Foresthill

•

Newcastle Fire Department and Station – 9211 Cypress Street, Newcastle

•

Northstar Fire Department and Station – 910 Northstar Drive, Northstar

•

Olympic Valley Fire Department and Station – 305 Squaw Valley Road, Olympic Valley

•

Penryn Fire Protection District and Station – 7206 Church Street, Penryn
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•

Placer Hills Fire Protection District
o Station No. 84 – 16999 Placer Hills Road, Meadow Vista
o Station No. 85 – 18016 Applegate Road, Applegate
o Station No. 86 – 100 W. Weimar Crossroads, Weimar

•

North Tahoe Fire Protection District
o Station No. 51 – 222 Fairway Drive, Tahoe City
o Station No. 52 – 288 North Shore Boulevard, Kings Beach
o Station No. 53 – 5425 West Lake Boulevard, Homewood
o Station No. 54 – 159 Observation Drive, Tahoe City
o Station No. 55 – 240 Carnelian Bay Road, Carnelian Bay
o Station No. 56 – 270 Alpine Meadows Road, Alpine Meadows
o Station No. 67 – 8041 Highway 89, Tahoma

•

South Placer Fire District
o Station No. 15 – 4650 East Roseville Parkway, Granite Bay
o Station No. 16 – 5300 Olive Ranch Road, Granite Bay*
o Station No. 17 – 6900 Eureka Road, Granite Bay
o Station No. 18 – 5840 Horseshoe Road, Loomis
o Station No. 19 – 7070 Auburn Folsom Road, Granite Bay
o Station No. 20 – 3505 Auburn Folsom Road, Loomis

•

Truckee Fire Protection District
o Station No. 91 – 10049 Donner Pass Road, Truckee
o Station No. 92 – 11473 Donner Pass Road, Truckee
o Station No. 93 – 11572 Donner Pass Road, Truckee
o Station No. 94 – 12986 Northwoods Boulevard, Truckee
o Station No. 95 – 10900 Manchester Drive, Truckee
o Station No. 96 – 10277 Truckee Airport Road, Truckee
o Station No. 97 – 53823 Sherrit Lane, Truckee
o Station No. 98 – 7300 Short Road, Truckee
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Wildfire and Preparedness

The County also takes proactive measures regarding threats such as wildfire. Placer County
manages the Strategic Plan for the Placer County Wildfire Protection and Biomass Utilization
Program. The plan was established in 2006 to help protect residents, communities, forests,
and important forest resources from the threat of wildfire and to efficiently manage and use
biomass that is a large component of that threat. The Strategic Plan was updated in 2013 to
document the accomplishments of the program and to provide guidance for subsequent
years, recognizing that changes in conditions have occurred since completion of the 2006
Plan. The County also manages the Placer County Community Wildfire Protection Plan, which
is an effort to reduce the threat of wildfire-related damages to people, property, ecological
elements, and other important values identified by residents. This document incorporates
new and existing wildfire information valuable to citizens, policy makers, and public agencies
throughout western Placer County.
Placer County coordinates with local and state partners to prepare for wildfire. CAL FIRE
Nevada-Yuba-Placer Unit/Placer County Fire Department, local fire districts, federal fire
partners, cities, firewise communities, and Placer County all work toward creating and
maintaining defensible space around homes and infrastructure, regional fuel breaks, fire
education campaigns, and more. Recently, CAL FIRE completed the North Fork American River
Shaded Fuel Break Project, which is designed to protect the residents of Placer County and
help safeguard over 5,500 structures and critical infrastructure components. Additional
efforts include forest restoration and water conservation activities, such as the recent French
Meadows forest restoration and fuels reduction project located in the headwaters of the
Middle Fork American River in the Tahoe National Forest.
In a joint effort to reduce wildfire risk, Placer County partners with the Placer Resource
Conservation District on multiple programs, such as a low-cost chipper program to help
homeowners improve their defensible space. Placer County Parks Division’s goat grazing
program is an environmentally friendly option for open space management and fire risk
reduction and the Environmental Utilities Division’s green waste recycling program helps
residents reach their defensible space goals.
Placer County has one of the largest networks of Firewise USA communities in California and
the nation at large. The Placer County Fire Safe Alliance is made up of federal, state, and local
agencies and community partners, who support residents’ preparedness efforts through
Firewise Communities and Fire Safe Councils. The Placer County Fire Safe Alliance provides
community assistance, information, and educational programs to reduce the risks of wildfire
danger to life and property in Placer County. The Fire Safe Alliance focuses on the wildlandurban interface, fuel load reduction/healthy forest ecosystem, and firewise communities. The
Fire Safe Alliance works to minimize the risk of catastrophic losses of lives, property, and
natural resources due to wildfire in the following ways:
•

To inform and educate the public on fire safe communities, fire risk, and fire hazard
mitigation.

•

To aid, assist, and participate in fire mitigation planning efforts.
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•

To prioritize and secure funding for coordinated fire safe projects and activities.

•

To monitor and review fire safe activities to ensure alliance goals are met.

Alliance stakeholders include public agencies representing federal, state, and local resource
management, local Fire Districts, community Fire Safe Councils, and private industry
representatives. All members of the Alliance work to improve public safety, preparedness,
security, and community vitality in our region. Members include the Bureau of Land
Management, Bureau of Reclamation, CAL FIRE, City of Auburn, City of Colfax, Fire Safe
Council of Nevada County, Foresthill/Iowa Hill Fire Safe Council, Greater Auburn Area Fire
Safe Council, North Auburn/Ophir Fire Safe Council, Greater Lincoln Fire Safe Council, Placer
County, Placer County Air Pollution Control District (APCS), Placer County OES, Placer County
Resource Conservation District (RCD), Placer Sierra Fire Safe Council, Sierra Nevada
Conservancy, and US Department of Agriculture Forest Service.
Placer County is also helping to address the growing threat from tree mortality. Extreme heat
and drought conditions make trees more susceptible to being killed or severely weakened by
bark beetles, which have caused widespread damage throughout the Sierra Nevada. Dead
and dying trees can be a major source of fuel for wildfires, along with the threat to health and
property posed by falling limbs. In 2016, Placer County created the Placer County Tree
Mortality Task Force to promote information sharing and coordinate a unified strategy to
addressing this hazard. The County also has a dedicated Hazardous Vegetation Abatement
Ordinance and a related program to identify and remove dead and dying trees that threaten
County infrastructure, which also helps control fuel loads.

Likelihood of Future Occurrence
Highly Likely — Risk and vulnerability to Placer County from wildfire is of significant concern,
with some areas of the county being at greater risk than others as described further in this
section. High fuel loads in the county, along with geographical and topographical features,
create the potential for both natural and human-caused fires that can result in loss of life and
property. These factors, combined with natural weather conditions common to the area,
including periods of drought, high temperatures, low relative humidity, and periodic winds,
can result in frequent and sometimes catastrophic fires. Even the relatively flat and more
urbanized area of western Placer is not immune from fire. During the May to October fire
season, the dry vegetation and hot and sometimes windy weather, combined with continued
growth in the wildland-urban interface areas, results in an increase in the number of ignitions.
Any fire, once ignited, has the potential to quickly become a large, out-of-control fire. As
development continues throughout the county, especially in these interface areas, the risk
and vulnerability to wildfires will likely increase.
Wildfire hazard is the highest-priority hazard in the county and is the hazard with the greatest
potential for catastrophic loss. Wildfires can cause short-term and long-term disruption to
the County. Fires can have devastating effects on watersheds through loss of vegetation and
soil erosion, which may impact the County by changing runoff patterns, increasing
sedimentation, reducing natural and reservoir water storage capacity, and degrading water
quality. Fires may result in casualties and can destroy buildings and infrastructure.
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Although the physical damages and casualties arising from wildland-urban interface fires may
be severe, it is important to recognize that they also cause significant economic impacts by
resulting in a loss of function of buildings and infrastructure. In some cases, the economic
impact of this loss of services may be comparable to the economic impact of physical damages
or, in some cases, even greater. Economic impacts of loss of transportation and utility services
may include traffic delays/detours from road and bridge closures and loss of electric power,
potable water, and wastewater services. Fires can also cause major damage to power plants
and power lines needed to distribute electricity to operate facilities.

Climate Change and Wildfire
Changing climate conditions are expected to increase the wildfire risk in and around Placer
County. Warmer temperatures brought on by climate change can exacerbate drought
conditions. Droughts can kill or dry out plants, creating more fuel for wildfires. The biggest
increase in wildfires is projected to occur along the western slope of the Sierra, although areas
closer to Lake Tahoe are also likely to see more areas burned by wildfires. Warmer
temperatures are expected to increase the number of pest outbreaks, such as the western
pine beetle, creating more dead trees and increasing the fuel load. Due to warmer
temperatures, the fire season is likely to begin earlier in the year and extend later than it has
historically. Figure 8 shows the anticipated increase in areas burned by wildfires as a result of
climate change.
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FIGURE 8: FUTURE CHANGE IN ANNUAL ACRES BURNED BY WILDFIRE
(RCP 8.5)
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Airport Hazards

Aircraft crashes can be a major hazard, as they can significantly damage or destroy structures
adjacent to airport facilities or within flight paths, and cause harm to both people in the
aircraft and on the ground. These events typically cause fires, which may spread beyond the
initial emergency site if not contained and can release hazardous materials into the
environment.
Airports in Placer County include the Auburn Municipal Airport, Lincoln Municipal Airport,
Truckee-Tahoe Airport, and Blue Canyon-Nyack Airport. In the unincorporated areas of Placer
County, the one operational airport is the public Blue Canyon-Nyack Airport near Emigrant
Gap, along with a CAL FIRE helipad outside of Auburn, and a seaplane base of operations on
Lake Tahoe. Although the Blue Canyon-Nyack Airport is used only for general aviation,
seaplanes provide charter service from Lake Tahoe to the San Francisco Bay Area.
Auburn Municipal Airport is owned and operated by the City of Auburn. Auburn Municipal
Airport is classified as a general aviation facility serving as the aviation hub for the greater
Auburn area and portions of eastern Placer County. Daily operations are the responsibility of
the Auburn City Management. The airport does not have a control tower, which could
potentially complicate oversight and management of response operations during an
emergency. The presence of the Auburn Municipal Airport in Placer County carries the
probability of aircraft accidents in surrounding areas. Historically, aircraft-related emergency
incidents have been infrequent, yet occurrences do have potential to seriously impact both
life and property. The number of flights at the airport was estimated at 70,000 in 2015 and
projected to grow to 74,200 flights in 2020, although the COVID-19 pandemic may reduce
operations below this forecast.
Lincoln Municipal Airport is owned and operated by the City of Lincoln and classified as a
regional reliever facility. The airport does not have a control tower, which could potentially
complicate oversight and management of response operations during an emergency. The
presence of the Lincoln Municipal Airport in Placer County carries the probability of aircraft
accidents in surrounding areas. Historically, aircraft-related emergency incidents have been
infrequent, yet occurrences do have potential to seriously impact both life and property. The
number of flights at the airport was estimated at 226,422 in 2006 and projected to grow to
280,000 over a 20-year period, although the COVID-19 pandemic may reduce operations
below this forecast.
Truckee-Tahoe Airport is rare among airports in California in that it is owned by a special
district rather than by a county, city, or private enterprise. The Truckee-Tahoe Airport District
covers an area of approximately 485 square miles in eastern Nevada and Placer Counties. The
airport does not have a control tower, which could potentially complicate oversight and
management of response operations during an emergency. However, the Airport Master Plan
proposes that a temporary air traffic control tower be acquired, leased, or rented and
potentially used during peak operation times at the discretion of the Truckee-Tahoe Airport
District Board. A temporary tower is a model unit that can be moved around and stored at
the airport. Nonetheless, the presence of the Truckee-Tahoe Airport in Placer County carries
the probability of aircraft accidents in surrounding areas. Historically, aircraft-related
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emergency incidents have been infrequent, yet occurrences do have potential to seriously
impact both life and property. The number of flights at the airport was estimated at 26,470
in 2012 and projected to grow to 29,229 in 2020, although the COVID-19 pandemic may
reduce operations below this forecast.
Blue Canyon-Nyack Airport is classified as a limited-use airport and serves as an important
emergency landing field along the western slope of the Sierra Nevada. The limited-use airport
is owned by the U.S. Forest Service and Placer County and is operated by Placer County under
a special-use permit. The airport is open to public use, although traffic is minimal. Aircraft
operations average about 23 per week, or less than 1,000 per year. While aircraft operations
remain low, the presence of the Blue Canyon-Nyack Airport in Placer County carries the
possibility of aircraft accidents in surrounding areas.
Any response to an emergency incident will be multi-agency and multi-jurisdictional in
nature. However, the City of Auburn, City of Lincoln, Truckee-Tahoe Airport District, and
Placer County retain the responsibility for operations and management of all airport activity
for each of their respective airports, including a response to an emergency. These airports
minimize disaster potential by following strict safety precautions and by having its own
emergency personnel for crash and rescue operations. Incidents are best mitigated and
resources used most efficiently through a cooperative effort using the Incident Command
System unified command method, as described in the California Standard Emergency
Management System and the National Incident Management System.
State law requires the creation of Airport Land Use Commissions (ALUCs) to coordinate
planning for the areas surrounding public use airports. The purpose of the ALUC is “to protect
public health, safety, and welfare by ensuring the orderly expansion of airports and the
adoption of land use measures that minimize the public’s exposure to excessive noise and
safety hazards within areas around public airports to the extent that these areas are not
already devoted to incompatible uses.” To fulfill its purpose, each ALUC has three primary
responsibilities: coordinate airport land use compatibility planning efforts at the state,
regional, and local levels; prepare and adopt an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP)
for each public-use airport in its jurisdiction; and review plans, regulations, and other actions
of local agencies and airport operators. While the goals of the ALUC concern planning for
compatible uses around airports, there are limitations on ALUC jurisdiction.
Recommendations made by the ALUC are advisory to local jurisdictions. The ALUC also has no
authority over airport operations.
Airports within the County are under the jurisdiction of the Placer County Airport Land Use
Commission (PCALUC) and the Tahoe Truckee Airport Land Use Commission (TTALUC). The
PCALUC and TTALUC are required to prepare and adopt Comprehensive Land Use Plans for
their respective planning boundaries, review and make recommendations concerning certain
projects, and review and make recommendations on regulations of local agencies.
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Airport safety hazards include hazards to aircraft and hazards posed by aircraft to people and
property on the ground. Airport safety hazards can be reduced primarily by avoiding
incompatible land uses. Specific areas of concern are called safety zones because they are
established to protect public safety. Airport safety hazards are fully identified and analyzed
in the Placer County ALUCP for the Auburn Municipal Airport, Lincoln Municipal Airport, and
Blue Canyon-Nyack Airport, as well as the Tahoe Truckee Airport District Comprehensive Land
Use Plan (Compatibility Plan) for the Truckee-Tahoe Airport. Land use restrictions in these
safety zones are also defined in each of the ALUCPs.
Development proposals around the airport are subject to review by the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) to ensure compatibility with these airports. High-density, high-intensity,
or risk-sensitive use developments around the runway approach zones are limited or
prohibited by the applicable Compatibility Plans.

Public Safety and Emergency Management
Emergency Preparedness
Emergency preparedness activities in Placer County are conducted through Placer County
Office of Emergency Services (OES). OES, in cooperation with local cities, special districts, and
fire and law enforcement agencies, provides emergency management services. OES prepares
emergency and contingency plans, ranging from the County’s Emergency Operations Plan to
hazard-specific and incident support annexes such as wildfire and transportation. These plans
establish an Operational Area incident management organization which will support and
coordinate with on-scene response, including maintenance of situational awareness,
facilitation of effective communication between operation center s at various levels of
government, maintain continuity of government, and interaction with public information
sources. Moreover, OES plans and organizes trainings and exercises involving Placer County
and local, state, federal, and regional agencies.
All public safety agencies in Placer County partnered to have a state-of-the-art community
notification system to alert residents about emergency events and other important public
safety information. The emergency notification system allows public safety agencies to help
protect lives and property by providing critical information to residents during emergencies
and dangerous situations. The Placer County citizen notification system is managed by the
Placer County Sheriff’s Office and allows public safety agencies to quickly send an emergency
alert to citizens in any affected geographic area within Placer, Sacramento, and Yolo Counties.
This system enables the Placer County Sheriff’s Office team to provide residents with critical
information quickly in a variety of situations, such as severe weather, unexpected road
closures, missing persons, and evacuations of buildings or neighborhoods. Placer Alert
provides community members with emergency notifications through telephone call, text
message, and email notifications. Placer County has been authorized by FEMA to use the
Integrated Public Alert & Warning System (IPAWS). This is FEMA’s national system for local
alerts that provides authenticated emergency and life-saving information to the public
through mobile phones using Wireless Emergency Alerts, to radio and television via the
Emergency Alert System, and on the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s
Weather Radio.
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Public Safety Power Shutoffs

Investor-owned electricity utilities throughout California, including the Pacific Gas & Electric
Company (PG&E), have begun to occasionally “de-energize,” or turn off the electricity for,
transmission and distribution power lines that run through areas where there is an elevated
fire risk. This is intended to reduce the risk of power lines being damaged or sparking and
starting a wildfire. These activities, called a Public Safety Power Shutoff (PSPS), result in a loss
of power for customers served by the affected power lines. A PSPS may occur at any time of
the year, usually during high wind events and dry conditions. PSPS events may be limited to
specific communities or they may affect broad swaths of the state. In October 2019, PG&E
conducted two large-scale PSPS events, shutting off power to approximately 900,000
customers statewide, including many in Placer County. As of November 2020, PG&E
conducted five PSPS events in 2020, three of which affected Placer County. While smaller
than the largest of the 2019 events, the largest of the 2020 PSPS events affected
approximately 350,000 customers.
PSPS events can impact emergency response activities. A loss of power can make it more
difficult for homes or businesses to receive emergency notifications if needed. Traffic lights
and other traffic control systems may not work, which can complicate any evacuation needs
and may hinder emergency response. Although critical public health and safety facilities often
have backup generators, the loss of power may also disable other key infrastructure systems.

Mutual Aid Agreements

Additional emergency management and response services for jurisdictions throughout the
county are provided through a mutual aid agreement with the Placer County Fire Department
and CAL FIRE. The Placer County Fire Department and CAL FIRE provide a variety of public
safety services, including fire protection, medical aid, rescue, hazardous materials response,
and educational safety programs.

Hazardous Materials

Hazardous materials are materials that pose a significant risk to public safety or human or
environmental health. These include toxic chemicals, flammable or corrosive materials,
petroleum products, and unstable or dangerously reactive materials. They can be released
through human error, malfunctioning or broken equipment, or as an indirect consequence of
other emergencies (e.g., if a flood damages a hazardous material storage tank). Hazardous
materials can also be released accidentally during transportation, as a consequence of vehicle
accidents.
A release or spill of bulk hazardous materials could result in fire, explosion, toxic cloud, or
direct contamination of water, people, and property. The effects may involve a local site or
many square miles. Health problems may be immediate, such as corrosive effects on skin and
lungs, or be gradual, such as the development of cancer from a carcinogen. Damage to
property could range from immediate destruction by explosion to permanent contamination
by a persistent hazardous material.
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The majority of hazardous materials in the county are being transported by truck on I-80 or
railway systems. Pipeline systems also carry hazardous materials that can cause a release. I80 and Highways 49, 65, 89, 193, and 267 are areas of concern, as are the two Union Pacific
Railroad tracks that roughly parallel I-80 and Highway 65. Although I-80 is well-maintained
and a controlled access roadway, there are some steep and sharp turns that severely tax the
brakes and handling ability of semi-trailer trucks. In addition to highway traffic, other
hazardous materials are transported through the county on the Union Pacific Railroad. Since
1970, approximately 444 rail and roadway hazardous materials incidents have occurred.
Several state agencies monitor hazardous materials/waste facilities. Potential and known
contamination sites are monitored and documented by the Department of Health Services
(DHS) and the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). A review of the leaking
underground storage tank list produced by the RWQCB, and the Hazardous Waste and
Substances Sites List produced by the Office of Planning and Research indicates hazardous
waste sites throughout the county.
If an imminent public health threat is posed by an outside factor, the County will support local
regulating agencies in notifying the public. The transport of hazardous materials/wastes and
explosives through the county is regulated by the California Department of Transportation
(DOT). I-80 is open to vehicles carrying hazardous materials/wastes. The unincorporated
County areas are generally not designated as hazardous materials/waste transportation
routes, but a permit may be granted on a case-by-case basis. Transporters of hazardous
wastes are required to be certified by the DOT and manifests are required to track the
hazardous waste during transport. The danger of hazardous materials/waste spills during
transport does exist and will potentially increase as transportation of these materials
increases on I-80 and the railroad. The Placer County Sheriff’s Office, Placer County Fire
Department, CAL FIRE, Placer County OES, and Placer County Division of Environmental
Health are responsible for hazardous materials accidents at all locations within the county.

Potential Changes to Hazardous Materials in Future Years
Likelihood of Future Occurrence
Highly Likely — Given that 444 hazardous materials incidents have happened in transport
through the county in the past 50 years, it is highly likely a hazardous materials incident will
occur in Placer County every year. However, according to Caltrans, most incidences are
related to releases of fluids from the transporting vehicles themselves and not the cargo, thus
the likelihood of a significant hazardous materials release within the County is more limited
and difficult to predict.

Climate Change and Hazardous Materials
Climate change is unlikely to affect hazardous materials transportation incidents. However,
increases in the frequency and intensity of severe storms may create a greater risk of
hazardous materials releases during these events.
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Severe Weather

Severe weather is generally any destructive weather event, but usually occurs in Placer
County as localized storms that bring heavy rain, hail, lightning, and strong winds. Severe
weather is usually caused by intense storm systems, although types of strong winds can occur
without a storm. The types of dangers posed by severe weather vary widely and may include
injuries or deaths, damage to buildings and structures, fallen trees, roads and railways
blocked by debris, and fires sparked by lightning. Severe weather often produces high winds
and lightning that can damage structures and cause power outages. Lightning from these
storms can ignite forest and structure fires that can cause damage to buildings and endanger
people. Objects can also be struck directly, which may result in an explosion, burn, or total
destruction. Lightning happens occasionally, although there has been no direct injury or
damage from lightning reported in Placer County. High winds, often accompanying severe
storms, can cause significant property and crop damage, threaten public safety, and have
adverse economic impacts from business closures and power loss. In Placer County, most
severe weather is linked to high winds. Hail events are rare and there have been no reported
injuries from hail in Placer County, although a hailstorm in 1998 did cause a car crash near
Kings Beach.

Potential Changes to Severe Weather in Future Years
Likelihood of Future Occurrence
Highly Likely — According to historical hazard data, severe weather is an annual occurrence
in Placer County. Damage and disaster declarations related to severe weather have occurred
and will continue to occur in the future. Heavy rain and thunderstorms are the most frequent
type of severe weather occurrences in the county. Wind and lightning often accompany these
storms and have caused damage in the past. However, actual damage associated with the
primary effects of severe weather have been limited. It is the secondary hazards caused by
weather, such as floods, fire, and agricultural losses that have had the greatest impact on the
county.

Climate Change and Severe Weather
Climate change is expected to cause an increase in intense rainfall, which is usually associated
with strong storm systems. This means that Placer County could see more intense storms in
the coming years and decades. Such an increase may not affect all forms of severe weather
and may not always be apparent. For example, hail is rare enough in Placer County that even
if it does become more common, the increase and any effects may not be apparent.
While average annual rainfall may increase or decrease slightly, climate change is expected
to cause an increase in the number of years that see intense levels of precipitation. Heavy
rainfall and snowfall can increase the frequency and severity of other hazards, including
flooding and landslides. Climate change is also expected to increase the total number of
intense storms that affect Placer County, possibly causing an increase in the frequency of
severe weather events and any associated hazards.
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Winter Hazards

Severe winter weather includes heavy snowfall, ice storms, extreme cold, and similar events.
Winter weather and freezing conditions can occasionally be accompanied by high winds,
which can cause downed trees and power lines, power outages, accidents, and road closures.
In Placer County, these events are usually limited to the higher elevations of the Sierra Nevada
region, although in very rare cases, severe winter weather can occur at lower elevations such
as the communities of Colfax or Foresthill.
Blizzards and ice storms can cause extensive damage to buildings and other structures,
vehicles, and power lines. Transportation networks, communications, and utilities
infrastructure are the most vulnerable physical assets to impacts of severe winter weather in
the County. Ice may form on roadways, creating dangerous driving conditions and a higher
risk of vehicle crashes.
Winter storms can also result in avalanches, which occur when some or all the snow on the
side of a hill falls or slides down the slope. They are usually caused when enough snow falls
on a slope to unbalance it or by warmer weather causing some snow to melt, making it easier
for the rest of the snow to move down the hill. There is enough force and speed in a large
avalanche to damage or destroy vehicles, trees, and buildings in their paths. Even smaller
avalanches can injure or kill a person. Figure 9 shows the areas at risk from avalanche hazards.
People who are exposed to extreme cold may suffer from conditions such as trench foot,
frostbite, or hypothermia. The ability for the County to continue to operate during periods of
winter storm and freeze is paramount. Vulnerable populations to winter weather and freeze
include:
•

Homeless

•

Infants and children under age five

•

Elderly (65 and older)

•

Individuals with disabilities

•

Individuals dependent on medical equipment

•

Individuals with impaired mobility

In addition to vulnerable populations, outdoor pets and livestock are at risk to freeze and
cold. However, many residents of Placer County are self-sufficient and accustomed to rural
living and the climate extremes that are part of the territory. The residents of nursing homes
and elder care facilities are especially vulnerable to extreme temperature events. It is
encouraged that such facilities have emergency plans or backup power to address power
failure during times of extreme cold and heavy snows.

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

PAGE 48

FINAL DRAFT | OCTOBER 2021

94

Health & Safety Element | Final Draft

The agricultural industry is especially vulnerable to extreme cold. Freezing temperatures can
cause significant loss to crops. Historically, extreme temperatures have caused large losses to
agricultural crops and have resulted in several U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) disaster
declarations.
Other impacts to the County from winter snowstorms include damage to infrastructure,
frozen pipes, utility outages, road closures, traffic accidents, and interruption in business and
school activities. Also of concern is the impact to populations with special needs, such as the
elderly and those requiring the use of medical equipment. Delays in emergency response
services can be of significant concern. Further, there are economic impacts associated with
areas prone to heavy snow. Consequently, severe winter weather can threaten the ski resorts
of Placer County. These ski resorts, along the Sierra Nevada crest and in the Tahoe Basin, are
among the most popular winter recreation destinations in the United States. Landslides and
severe weather can make conditions at ski resorts unsafe for outdoor activities, and in some
cases, landslides can damage or destroy facilities, or a ski run. Although the High Country is
the most vulnerable to the effects of snow, snowfall occurring in the lower elevations can
create significant issues, as residents working and living in those areas may not be as prepared
for snowfall.

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

PAGE 49

FINAL DRAFT | OCTOBER 2021

95

Health & Safety Element | Final Draft

FIGURE 9: AVALANCHE HAZARD ZONES
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Potential Changes to Winter Hazards in Future Years
Likelihood of Future Occurrence
Highly Likely — According to historical hazard data, severe weather is an annual occurrence
in Placer County. Damage and disaster declarations related to severe weather have occurred
and will continue to occur in the future. While freeze and snow events happen in Placer
County each year, varying elevations in the county, in part, determine the extent to which a
given area is affected by freeze and snow. In Placer County, these events are usually limited
to the High Country region, although in very rare cases severe winter weather can occur at
lower elevations, such as the communities of Colfax or Foresthill. Although the High Country
is the most vulnerable to the effects of snow, snowfall occurring in the lower elevations (i.e.,
the Valley and Gold Country) can create significant issues, as residents working and living in
those areas may not be as prepared for snowfall. Although uncommon, avalanches do occur
in Placer County and may become more frequent.

Climate Change and Winter Hazards
Overall, climate change is expected to increase average temperatures, so the total number of
days with cooler temperatures is expected to drop. However, climate change may increase
the number of severe storms affecting Placer County. These intense storm systems could
create severe winter weather conditions in the Sierra Nevada and more severe winter
weather events in the area. Indirectly, climate change can increase the risk of avalanches in
the parts of Placer County that are already prone to these events. The warmer temperatures
brought on by climate change are projected to cause more rapid melting of snow, which may
destabilize snow on hillsides, causing an avalanche. Climate change is likely to cause more
intense winter storms (leading to more periods with heavier snowfall), and warmer conditions
are likely to cause a greater percent of precipitation to fall as rain instead of snow. A
combination of these factors may also increase the avalanche risk in Placer County.

Extreme Heat
While there is no universal definition of extreme heat, California guidance documents define
extreme heat as temperatures that are hotter than 98 percent of the historical high
temperatures for the area, as measured between April and October of 1961 to 1990. Days
that reach this level are called extreme heat days. An event with five extreme heat days in a
row is called a heat wave. Extreme heat is any period of time when the temperatures are well
above the usual level. This level is relative to the area, which means that extreme heat events
may occur anywhere in Placer County, even though temperatures in the Valley will almost
always be the hottest.
According to the Western Regional Climate Center (WRCC), in the western portion of Placer
County, monthly average maximum temperatures in the warmest months (May through
October) range from the mid-70s to the low 90s. The highest recorded daily extreme was 113
degrees Fahrenheit (°F) on July 15, 1972. In a typical year, maximum temperatures exceed
90°F on 68 days.
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According to the WRCC, in the eastern portion of Placer County, monthly average maximum
temperatures in the warmest months (May through October) range from the high 50s to the
high 70s. The highest recorded daily extreme was 94°F on August 15, 1933. In a typical year,
maximum temperatures exceed 90°F on 0.4 days.
Health impacts are the primary concern with this hazard, though economic impacts are also
an issue. In a normal year, about 175 Americans succumb to the demands of summer heat.
In the 40-year period from 1936 through 1975, nearly 20,000 people were killed in the United
States by the effects of heat and solar radiation. In the heat wave of 1980, more than 1,250
people died.
Extreme heat events are dangerous because people exposed to extreme heat can suffer a
number of heat-related illnesses, including heat cramps, heat exhaustion, and (most severely)
heat stroke. Elderly persons, small children, chronic invalids, those on certain medications or
drugs, and persons with weight and alcohol problems are particularly susceptible to heat
reactions. The elderly and individuals below the poverty level are the most vulnerable to
extreme heat. Nursing homes and elder care facilities are especially vulnerable to extreme
heat events if power outages occur and air conditioning is not available. In addition,
individuals below the poverty level may be at increased risk to extreme heat if use of air
conditioning is not affordable.
Very high temperatures can harm plants and animals that are not well adapted to them. This
includes wild ecosystems as well as farm crops and livestock. Extreme heat can increase the
temperature of water in lakes, streams, creeks, and other water bodies, especially during
drought events when water levels are lower. In some cases, water temperatures may exceed
comfortable levels for a number of plants and animals, causing ecological harm.
Indirectly, extreme heat puts more stress on power lines, causing them to run less efficiently.
The heat also causes more demand for electricity (usually to run air conditioning units), and
in combination with the stress on the power lines, may lead to brownouts and blackouts.

Potential Changes to Extreme Heat in Future Years
Likelihood of Future Occurrence
Likely — Extreme heat tends to occur on an annual basis in Placer County and is likely to
continue occurring annually. Extreme heat is less likely in the higher elevations of the Sierra
Nevada than in the valley and foothill areas where temperatures at or above 90°F are
common most summer days.

Climate Change and Extreme Heat
The warmer temperatures brought on by climate change are likely to cause an increase in
extreme heat events in different regions of Placer County. Depending on the location and
emissions levels, the number of extreme heat days is expected to rise from a historical annual
average of 4 to between 22 and 32 by the middle of the century, and to between 33 and 62
by the end of the century, depending on the location and level of emissions. According to the
Placer County Sustainability Plan, based on information from the state Cal-Adapt database,
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cooler areas may see about as many extreme heat days as warmer areas. Overall, Placer
County is expected to see an increase in the average daily high temperatures. Although the
temperature increases may appear modest, the projected high temperatures are
substantially greater than historical norms. These increases also make it more likely that an
above-average high temperature will cross the extreme heat threshold. As temperatures
increase, Placer County will face increased risk of death from dehydration, heat stroke, heat
exhaustion, heart attack, stroke, and respiratory distress caused by extreme heat.
Climate change can also indirectly create a greater risk of agriculture and forestry pests and
diseases. Many crop plants, trees, and livestock may be harmed and consequently weakened
by extreme heat and warmer temperatures. The weaker plants and animals may not be able
to fend off infestations or infections as well as a stronger plant or animal, causing pests and
diseases to affect more of the population. These pests and diseases can cause plants and
animals to grow slower, damage them so their products are less appealing and harder to sell,
or even kill them.
Extreme heat is expected to have the most severe effect on agriculture. Excessive heat and
prolonged dry or drought conditions can impact agriculture by creating worker safety issues
for farm field workers, severely damaging crops, and reducing availability of water and food
supply for livestock. Outdoor workers are much more exposed to the elements than most
people, so they are more susceptible to extreme heat conditions and the potential illnesses
associated with very high temperatures. Additionally, excessive heat can cause high levels of
mortality among livestock as well as damage to crops. Extreme heat can damage a number of
different crops in Placer County, and crops such as walnuts depend on long, cold winters that
are likely to be less common in the future. Figure 10 shows the expected increases in average
high temperatures as a result of climate change.
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FIGURE 10: FUTURE CHANGE IN AVERAGE HIGH TEMPERATURES (RCP 8.5)
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Agriculture and Forestry Hazards

Before its rapid population growth in the 1970s and 1980s, Placer County was known as an
agricultural and timber-producing county. Despite growth in other economic sectors since
then, agriculture and timber production remain important sectors of the County’s economy.

Timberlands

Timberland is found in the mountainous areas of the county where the primary land uses
relate to the growing and harvesting of timber and other forest products. Large sections of
Placer County are forest, and although most forests are state or federal lands, much of the
remaining forested areas are dedicated for timber. According to the USDA, 626,000 acres of
land in Placer County is designated as forest land and 464,000 acres of all forest land within
the county consists of timberland. A majority of the land in eastern Placer County consists of
timberland. These timberlands extend east of Colfax to the Nevada border. Approximately
366,500 acres of all forest land is owned by the USDA Forest Service. 1 According to the Placer
County 2019 Crop Report, timber ranked as the fifth top-grossing stock in the county.
Pests and diseases pose a threat to forestry resources, primarily bark beetles and other
forestry pests. Increasing temperatures and shorter periods of cold weather create a longer
period for bark beetles to be active and reproduce. Drought and extreme heat also stress and
weaken trees, making them more susceptible to bark beetle infestation. In forested areas,
bark beetles and similar pests can weaken tree limbs or kill entire trees. The dead trees create
more fuel for wildfires and are a safety risk for people and property. Figure 11 shows the
areas affected by bark beetles in Placer County.
Many of the forests in Placer County have an unnatural excess accumulation of woody
biomass due to decades of fire suppression activities. In addition to contributing to poor
forest health, excess biomass greatly increases the risk of catastrophic wildfire.

Agricultural Lands

Agricultural lands continue to be at risk to development based on population growth
projections for the County. In the valley and foothill regions, land traditionally used for
agricultural purposes lies near existing cities and is expected to accommodate some of the
County’s expected population increase. While its agricultural land is threatened, Placer
County retains a significant amount of agricultural land where the economy is intact and
where farmers are a real presence in the community. Non-profit land trusts and County
programs, such as Placer Legacy and the Placer County Conservation Program have helped to
protect important agricultural properties from development.

1

Brodie, Leslie C.; Palmer, Marin. 2020. California’s forest resources, 2006–2015: 10-Year Forest Inventory and
Analysis report. Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-983. Portland, OR: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service,
Pacific Northwest Research Station.
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FIGURE 11: BARK BEETLE INFESTATION AREAS
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According to the California Department of Conservation’s Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program (FMPP), the County has approximately 7,340 acres of prime farmland, 4,068 acres
of farmland of statewide importance, 18,060 acres of farmland of local importance, and
24,193 acres of grazing land. These numbers have been reduced quite considerably since
2004 due to increased development in the county.
According to the HMPC, agricultural losses occur on an annual basis and are usually associated
with severe weather events, including heavy rains, floods, heat, and drought. The 2018 State
of California Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan attributes most of the agricultural disasters
statewide to drought, freeze, and insect infestations. Other agricultural hazards include fires,
crop and livestock disease, and noxious weeds.
Placer County is threatened by a number of insect pests that, under the right circumstances,
can cause severe economic and environmental harm to the agricultural industry. Insects of
concern to plants and crops include the melon fruit fly, Oriental fruit fly, Mediterranean fruit
fly, gypsy moth, light brown apple moth, Japanese beetle, European grapevine moth, Asian
citrus psyllid, and glassy-winged sharpshooter. The Placer County Department of Agriculture
traps and monitors all these agricultural pests. Pest detection is a proactive program that
seeks to identify exotic, invasive insects. These pests have a wide host ranges and are difficult
and costly to manage once established. Early detection is essential for quick and efficient
eradication. Public participation is critical to the success of this program, since staff relies on
the goodwill of property owners who allow traps to be placed on their properties. The
Agriculture Department deploys over 1,300 traps annually between spring and fall.

Potential Changes to Agriculture and Forestry Hazards in Future Years
Likelihood of Future Occurrence
Highly Likely — As long as severe weather events continue to be an ongoing concern to Placer
County, the potential for agricultural losses remains. The primary causes of agricultural losses
are severe weather events, such as drought, freeze, and insect infestations. According to the
HMPC, agricultural losses occur on an annual basis throughout the county and are usually
associated with these severe weather events.

Climate Change and Agriculture and Forestry Hazards
One of the most direct effects of climate change is that average temperatures will increase,
and this has a bearing on many pests and diseases. Many pests and organisms that carry
diseases are most active during warmer months, so the threat of infection or infestation can
be higher during this time of year. Temperatures are expected to get warmer earlier in the
year and remain warmer until later in the year due to climate change, creating a wider
window for pests and diseases to be active. Areas where tree death have been reported are
expected to spread, and the infestation severity is projected to increase as a result of climate
change.
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Placer County’s timberlands are highly susceptible to agriculture and forestry pests and
diseases, in particular to the bark beetle and associated species. While trees damaged or
killed by these pests can temporarily cause an increase in the supply of harvest-ready trees,
creating greater economic activity, long-term damage is expected to have an overall negative
effect on Placer County’s timber production. Drought and extreme heat events can both
weaken or kill large numbers of trees, further reducing the long-term supply of harvest-ready
trees. These events can also make forests more susceptible to pests and wildfires, which can
cause more widespread tree losses.
Climate change can also indirectly create a greater risk of agriculture and forestry pests and
diseases. Many crop plants, trees, and livestock may be harmed and consequently weakened
by warmer temperatures and changes in precipitation. The weaker plants and animals may
not be able to fend off infestations or infections as well as a stronger plant or animal, causing
pests and diseases to affect more of the agricultural areas or ecosystem. These pests and
diseases can cause plants and animals to grow slower, damage them so their products are
less appealing and harder to sell, or even kill them. Moreover, excessive heat and prolonged
dry or drought conditions can impact agriculture by creating worker safety issues for farm
field workers, severely damaging crops, and reducing availability of water and food supply for
livestock.
Extreme heat is expected to have the most severe effect on Placer County’s agricultural and
forestry assets, but drought, flooding, and severe weather may also cause significant harm.
Droughts can make less water available for crop irrigation, potentially reducing yield if
farmers cannot find alternative supplies. Extreme heat can damage a number of different
crops in Placer County, and crops, such as peaches, depend on periods of cold weather that
are likely to be less common in the future to set the fruit. Floods and severe weather can
heavily harm or kill crops, and damage infrastructure, reducing agricultural yields and creating
costly repairs.

Drought

A drought is a long period when precipitation levels are well below normal. This makes less
water available for people (especially if the local water supply depends on surface water) and
natural systems. Communities in Placer County may experience water shortages during
drought conditions, which could lead to mandatory water use restrictions. Farmers may need
to cut back on irrigation activities, and ranchers may need to reduce their number of livestock.
Less snow falling in mountainous areas causes water levels in lakes and reservoirs to drop,
which can affect recreation activities. Local ecosystems that are not well adapted to drought
conditions can be more easily harmed by it. During drought events, the flow of water in creeks
and streams is reduced, creating more slow-moving or standing water. This can concentrate
sediment and toxins in the low water levels, causing harm to plants and animals. Many fish
species also prefer specific stream flow speeds, especially for spawning and egg incubation,
and changes to stream velocity as a result of drought conditions can affect reproduction.
Droughts can also indirectly lead to more wildfires, and the stress caused by water shortages
can weaken plants, making them more susceptible to pests and diseases.
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Potential Changes to Drought in Future Years
Likelihood of Future Occurrence
Likely — Drought is different than many of the other natural hazards in that it is not a distinct
event and usually has a slow onset. Drought can severely impact a region both physically and
economically. Drought affects different sectors in different ways and with varying intensities.
Adequate water is the most critical issue for agricultural, manufacturing, tourism, recreation,
and commercial and domestic use. As the population in the area continues to grow, so will
the demand for water.
Based on historical information, the occurrence of drought in California, including Placer
County, is cyclical, driven by weather patterns. Drought has occurred in the past and will occur
in the future. Periods of actual drought with adverse impacts can vary in duration, and the
period between droughts is often extended. Although an area may be under an extended dry
period, determining when it becomes a drought is based on impacts to individual water users.
The vulnerability of Placer County to drought is countywide, but impacts may vary and include
reduction in water supply, agricultural losses, and an increase in dry fuels.

Climate Change and Drought
Although droughts are a regular feature of California’s climate, scientists expect that climate
change will lead to more frequent and more intense droughts statewide. Overall,
precipitation levels are expected to stay similar, and may even increase in some places.
However, the state’s current data say that there will be more years with extreme levels of
precipitation, both high and low, as a result of climate change. This is expected to cause more
frequent and intense droughts compared to historical norms. Higher air temperatures are
expected to increase evaporation, causing more water loss from lakes and reservoirs,
exacerbating drought conditions.
Drought conditions will also likely be made worse by changes to Placer County’s snowpack,
which is the level of accumulated snow that builds up in the Sierra Nevada Mountains.
Usually, this snow melts slowly over the year, helping to provide a regular supply of water
during dry months. However, because of climate change, less precipitation is expected to fall
as snow, leading to a smaller snowpack. More precipitation falling as rain and warmer
temperatures over the course of the year are expected to cause the snowpack that does build
up to melt faster. This may make water levels particularly low in late summer and early
autumn, which are also often the hottest parts of the year. Figure 12 shows how snowpack
levels in Placer County may decrease as a result of climate change.

Crime

Crime and other acts of violence undermine the community’s sense of security and threaten
public safety. While it is expected that individuals will take normal precautions to protect
themselves from danger, the County provides additional protection from harm brought on by
the malicious intent of others. The Placer County Sheriff’s Office plays a significant role in the
safety and quality of life within the community. The Placer County Sheriff’s Office serves the
people of Placer County by providing law enforcement to the unincorporated areas, from the
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Sacramento County line to the Nevada state line at Lake Tahoe, plus providing contract law
enforcement services to the city of Colfax and the township of Loomis. Some of the County’s
crime prevention programs include Business Watch, Crime Stoppers, Identity Theft, and
Neighborhood Watch.
In 2019, the Placer County Sheriff’s Office reported 1,077 incidents of property crime and 184
incidents of violent crime. Incidents of property crime were 17 percent below 2018 levels,
while incidents of violent crime were 16 percent below 2018 levels. Both property and violent
crime rates reported by the Placer County Sherriff’s Office are below the statewide average.
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FIGURE 12: FUTURE CHANGE IN APRIL SNOWPACK (RCP 8.5)
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Climate Change Vulnerability

Changes to the global climate system are expected to affect future occurrences of natural
hazards in and around Placer County. Many hazards are projected to become more frequent
and more intense in coming years and decades, and in some cases, these trends have already
begun. According to California’s Fourth Climate Change Assessment and associated reports
and the Placer County Sustainability Plan, Placer County can expect the following changes to
natural hazard events:
•

Both droughts and floods are expected to become more frequent as periods of very
high and very low precipitation become more common. Floods are among the most
damaging natural hazards in Placer County, and climate change is expected to make
them worse. Warmer temperatures are expected to increase melting of snow in the
Sierra during spring, which may also contribute to greater flooding at that time of
year. This may also make less water available later in the year, increasing the risk of
drought potential in the late summer and autumn.

•

Warmer temperatures are projected to cause an increase in extreme heat events.
Because extreme heat is relative to the area, this means that extreme heat events
may occur anywhere in Placer County, even though temperatures in the valley regions
will almost always be the hottest. Depending on emission levels, the number of
extreme heat days is expected to rise from a historical average of 4 annually to
between 22 and 32 by 2050, and to between 33 and 62 by the end of the century,
depending on the severity of climate change and the specific location. In addition to
the increases in extreme heat events, all of Placer County is also expected to see an
increase in the average daily high temperatures. Pests and diseases may be active for
longer periods of time due to warmer temperatures. Changes in temperature and
precipitation patterns may cause pests and diseases that have historically not been
present in Placer County to be more permanent in the community. This includes pests
and diseases that are a threat to human health as well as those that may affect
agricultural crops, livestock, and local wild ecosystems.

•

Climate change can increase the rates of infection for various diseases because many
of the animals that carry diseases are more active during warmer weather. There are
a number of diseases that are linked to climate change and can be harmful to the
health of Placer County community members, such as hantavirus pulmonary
syndrome, Lyme disease, West Nile fever, and influenza. Many of these diseases are
carried by animals such as mice and rats, ticks, and mosquitos, which are usually seen
as pests even if they do not cause infections. Warmer temperatures earlier in the
spring and later in the winter can cause these animals to be active for longer periods,
increasing the time that these diseases can be transmitted.
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•

Placer County is expected to see an increase in wildfires due to hotter, drier weather.
Although the risk is greatest in the forested areas of the Sierra Nevada and local
foothills, Placer County may still experience an increase in regional wildfire activity.
More frequent regional wildfires may also create poor air quality. Wildfire activity
across Placer County is expected to increase approximately 127 percent above
historic levels by the end of the century.

•

Severe weather events, such as strong storms and high winds, may become more
frequent and more intense due to climate change. Climate change is expected to
cause an increase in intense rainfall, which is usually associated with strong storm
systems. Heavy rainfall may also contribute to an increased risk of landslides in the
hills around Placer County. In Placer County, most severe weather is linked to high
winds. The types of dangers posed by severe weather vary widely and may include
injuries or deaths, damage to buildings and structures, fallen trees, roads and railways
blocked by debris, and fires sparked by lightning.

•

Severe winter weather, such as heavy snowfall, ice storms, or extreme cold may
become more frequent and intense due to climate change. While climate change is
expected to increase average temperatures, the number of severe storms affecting
Placer County may also increase. As a result, intense storm systems could create
severe winter weather conditions in the Sierra Nevada and more severe winter
weather events in the area that can cause extensive damage to buildings and
infrastructure and pose serious danger for driving conditions and human health.
Indirectly, climate change can increase the risk of avalanches in the parts of Placer
County that are already prone to these events due to warmer temperatures and more
intense winter storms.

Vulnerable Populations and Assets
In 2018, Placer County completed a Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment consistent with
Government Code Section 65302(g), which assesses how the populations and assets in Placer
County are vulnerable to different emergencies and hazardous conditions that may be
created or made worse because of climate change. The primary categories assessed include
populations, buildings and infrastructure, important economic assets, natural resources, and
key community services. The assessment follows the recommended process in the updated
California Adaptation Planning Guide, which is the state’s guidance for how local communities
should conduct climate adaptation planning efforts, including vulnerability assessments. As
defined by the California Adaptation Planning Guide (2020), climate change vulnerability is
considered the degree to which natural, built, and human systems are susceptible to harm
from exposure or stresses associated with climate change and from the absence of adaptive
capacity to adapt.
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This Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment was initially prepared as part of the Placer
County Sustainability Plan and was revised as part of the Health & Safety Element update.
These revisions affected a small number of scores and address changes in vulnerability related
to PSPS events, incorporated new studies and reports, and incorporate an improved
understanding of widespread human health hazard events as informed by the COVID-19
pandemic.

Vulnerability Assessment Results
The Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment indicates that Placer County’s populations and
assets are most vulnerable to wildfires, extreme heat, severe weather, and drought.
Populations in Placer County tend to be more vulnerable to extreme heat, human health
hazards, and wildfire, which directly affect health outcomes. Due to financial limitations,
mobility challenges, and lack of access to medical care, the most sensitive populations include
households in poverty, seniors living alone, outdoor workers, and persons experiencing
homelessness. The homes that vulnerable populations live in, especially those located on
single access roads, are also highly vulnerable to direct damage from hazards such as
landslides, severe weather, and wildfire, in addition to indirect damage from forestry pests
and diseases that can weaken trees and cause them to fall on properties.
County-wide, the electricity transmission system is vulnerable to multiple hazards, including
severe weather, such as high winds that can trigger PSPS events, extreme heat that reduces
the capacity and strains the system and wildfires that damage the system, ultimately
disrupting energy service. These conditions can damage communication infrastructure,
decreasing network capacity. There may be a higher demand for communication services
during severe weather, potentially putting stress on the network and increasing the risk of
service interruptions. Furthermore, energy delivery services, specifically electricity delivery,
is subject to harm during extreme heat events. Extreme heat can lead to power outages by
causing mechanical failure of grid equipment, by causing heat damage to power lines, and by
creating a high demand for electricity to power air conditioners, all of which places stress on
the network. This is likely to lead to greater service disruptions.
An increase in forestry pests and diseases, droughts, extreme heat, and wildfire create higher
vulnerabilities for the conifer forest ecosystem. Drought and extreme heat can stress trees,
weakening them or killing them outright. Weakened trees are more susceptible to forestry
pests, creating a risk of further damage. Many conifers, especially some species of fir trees,
are especially vulnerable to large and intense wildfires. This can in turn affect local economic
activities in Placer County such as outdoor recreation activities and visitors that travel through
the county to get to state and national parks and forests.
Placer County’s agriculture industry is vulnerable to extreme heat, drought, flooding, and
severe weather. Floods and severe weather can heavily harm or kill crops, and damage
infrastructure, reducing agricultural yields and creating costly repairs. Livestock in the county,
especially cattle, are highly vulnerable to drought and extreme heat events. Extreme heat can
damage a number of different crops and can result in widespread animal illnesses or even
death for livestock. As a result, agriculture yields and the cost of operations will likely be
affected and impact local economies.
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PSPS events can also create vulnerabilities for Placer County community members. The vast
majority of homes and businesses do not have backup power supplies, so a loss of electricity
can cause a loss of refrigeration for food and medical supplies, limited cooking, no heating or
cooling (particularly dangerous during extreme heat or cold events), no lighting, and limited
or no access to the Internet or other information systems. Many businesses are forced to
close during a PSPS, causing economic hardships and depriving community members of
important services, such as grocery stores, gas stations, and banks/ATMs. PSPS events may
also be harmful to people who depend on electrically powered medical devices. Some
property owners have purchased backup power generators, although these produce high
levels of noise, pollution, and odors.
A full list of the vulnerability assessment results can be found in Appendix A.

Constraints

Constraints to public safety are a result of both natural events and the activities of humans.
Natural hazards are caused by excess rainfall, seismic activity, landslides, or high winds.
Human-made hazards are the result of aircraft accidents, crime, hazardous materials spills,
and fires. The following are some of the factors that constrain protection of the public:
1) Unpredictability. Natural disasters are often unpredictable. To reduce the danger of
disaster, precautionary measures are required. Avoidance of flood-prone areas and
flood-control measures are necessary. Construction to earthquake standards has
proven effective to reduce losses in seismic events. Emergency plans that include
evacuation, medical aid, and temporary food and shelter are important.
2) Evacuations and emergency access. Undefined evacuation routes and limited
roadway access can create problems for evacuating residents as well as for
emergency responders. Although the County does not have a formally identified
evacuation network, there are several routes that can meet evacuation needs from
different neighborhoods and communities. These routes should provide sufficient
road capacity and freedom of traffic flow and have limited exposure to hazard-prone
areas.
o I-80 is the primary highway through most of Placer County. It can serve as a direct
evacuation route for Penryn, Newcastle, and the foothill and High Sierra
communities between Clipper Gap and Emigrant Gap. Most other evacuation
routes in Placer County also connect to this route.
o Douglas Boulevard, Auburn Folsom Road, Sierra College Boulevard, and Laird
Road can serve as primary evacuation routes for Granite Bay.
o State Route 65 may act as the primary evacuation route for Sheridan, as well as
for communities surrounding Lincoln, Rocklin, and northern Roseville.
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o State Route 193, along with major surface streets such as Chili Hill Road and
Virginatown Road, may act as the primary evacuation routes for Gold Hill and
Virginiatown.
o State Route 49 can serve as the main evacuation route for Elders Corners and
North Auburn.
o Foresthill Road is the primary evacuation route for Foresthill and surrounding
areas.
o Placer Hills Road can provide evacuation access for Meadow Vista, Eden Valley,
and Lander Crossing.
o State Route 174 can act as the main evacuation route for Shady Glen.
o Kidd Lakes Road, Soda Springs Road, and Donner Pass Road can help meet
evacuation needs in the Soda Springs, Sugarbowl, and Serene Lakes communities.
o State Routes 28, 89, and 267 can serve as evacuation routes for the Tahoe Basin
communities.
Although an area may be served by evacuation routes, individual properties may still
face challenges evacuating. Roadways leading to the evacuation route may be
congested or blocked or damaged by hazard conditions. Evacuation routes
themselves may be difficult to access, particularly for residents on single-access roads
in remote areas. Figure 13 shows residential properties that lack multiple points of
emergency access. These properties have limited roadway access and so may face
difficulty evacuating, particularly if residents are given little notice. California
Government Code Section 65302(g)(5) requires that the Health and Safety Element
indicate these properties.
There are also several bridges that serve as the single access point for some. Bridges
may be more susceptible to damage than surface roadways, placing these
neighborhoods at a higher risk for evacuation constraints than other locations in
Placer County. Table 5 shows these bridges that are the single point of access.
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TABLE 5
UNINCORPORATED PLACER COUNTY – FLOODED ACRES
Bridge Number
19C0002

Feature Crossed
North Fork of the
American River

Roadway Carried
Yankee Jims Road

19C0026

Squaw Creek

Squaw Valley Road

19C0032 *

South Yuba River

South Yuba Drive

19C0071 *

North Fork of the
American River

Soda Springs Road

19C0093 *

Markham Ravine

Critter Creek Road

19C0106

Coon Creek

Garden Bar Road

19C0158

Wooley Creek

Combie Road

19C0178 *

Onion Creek

Soda Springs Road

19C0196

Bear Creek

Chalet Drive

19C0197

Squaw Creek

Squaw Peak Road

19C0255

Truckee River

Alpine Meadows Road

19C0274

Canyon Creek

Morton Road

Location
1.5 miles west of Shirt
Tail Canyon Road
0.6 miles east of State
Highway 89
Directly north of
Interstate 80
9 miles south of Soda
Springs
0.9 miles south of
Nicolaus Road
3 miles north of
Pleasant Road
0.4 miles west of Placer
Hills Road
6.6 miles south of Soda
Springs
The west end of Alpine
Meadows Road
0.1 miles west of
Squaw Valley
170 feet east of State
Highway 89
150 feet southeast of
Casa Loma Road

* These bridges carry roads that serve only a few parcels
Source: Placer County staff communication

3) Priorities. Public safety may be described as the preservation of human life and the
protection of property. These values underlie the concept of human settlement;
however, the relative importance of saving lives or saving property is sometimes a
subjective decision.
4) Human carelessness. Carelessness often leads to accidents, which can involve
automobiles, airplanes, hazardous materials spills, urban fires, and forest fires. Public
education and safety rules and regulations are important to avoid careless attitudes
and actions.
5) Individual precaution. Citizens often are the cause of their own disasters through lack
of available or at-hand precautions, i.e., not locking doors at night or when away,
swimming alone, drinking and driving, or smoking in bed.
6) Economics. Economic considerations often play an important role in providing for
public safety. Budget limitations force difficult decisions related to deciding which
safety measures are more important or cost-effective.
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FIGURE 13: LIMITED EVACUATION - RESIDENTIAL PARCELS
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3. Goals and Policies
Health And Safety
Seismic and Geological Hazards
Goal
8.A.1

To minimize the loss of life, injury, and property damage due to seismic and related
geological hazards.

Policies
8.A.1.1.

8.A.1.2.

8.A.1.3.

8.A.1.4.
8.A.1.5.

8.A.1.6.
8.A.1.7.

The County shall require the preparation of a soils engineering and geologicseismic analysis prior to permitting development in areas prone to geological or
seismic hazards (e.g., ground shaking, landslides, liquefaction, critically
expansive soils, avalanche), prepared by a California registered civil engineer
and based upon adequate test borings as needed.
The County shall require submission of a preliminary soils report, prepared by a
California registered civil engineer and based on upon adequate test borings, for
every major subdivision and for each individual lot where critically expansive
soils have been identified or are expected to exist.
The County shall prohibit the placement of habitable structures or individual
sewage disposal systems on or in critically expansive soils unless suitable
mitigation measures are incorporated to prevent the potential risks of these
conditions.
The County shall ensure that areas of slope instability are adequately
investigated and that any development in these areas incorporates appropriate
design provisions to prevent landsliding.
The County shall require that the location, design, and construction of any new
buildings, facilities, or other development in areas subject to seismic activity
minimize exposure to danger from earthquake-induced liquefaction or fault
rupture or creep.
In areas subject to severe ground shaking, the County shall require that new
structures intended for human occupancy be designed and constructed to
minimize risk to the safety of occupants.
The County shall continue to support scientific geologic investigations that refine,
enlarge, and improve the body of knowledge on active fault zones,
unstable areas, severe ground shaking, avalanche potential, and other
hazardous conditions in Placer County.
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Goal
8.A.2

To ensure that infrastructure and buildings are structurally resilient to landslides
and that communities are prepared for future slope instabilities. (Addresses
California Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B))

Policies
8.A.2.1.

8.A.2.2.
8.A.2.3.

8.A.2.4.
8.A.2.5.

The County shall restrict new development in areas prone to geologic hazards
(e.g., landslides, steep topography, slope instability) Any development in hillside
areas shall prepare drainage plans to direct runoff and drainage away from
potentially unstable slopes.
The County shall encourage building retrofits that improve resiliency to geologic
and seismic hazards. (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(4)(C)(i))
The County shall implement the adaptation strategies as contained in the Placer
County Sustainability Plan necessary to ensure that infrastructure and buildings
are structurally resilient to landslides and that communities are prepared for
future slope instabilities. (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(4)(B))
The County shall ensure that areas of slope instability are adequately
investigated and that any development in these areas incorporates appropriate
design provisions to prevent landslides.
In landslide hazard areas, the County shall prohibit avoidable alteration of
land in a manner that could increase the hazard, including concentration
of water through drainage, irrigation, or septic systems; removal of vegetative
cover; and steepening of slopes and undercutting the bases of slopes.

Implementation Programs
IM 8.A.1. The County shall continue to enforce provisions of the California Building
Code that address seismic and geologic concerns, including masonry
building design requirements, and shall establish additional local standards
as needed.
Responsibility: Building
Time Frame:
Funding:

Ongoing
General Fund

Division

IM 8.A.2. The County shall enforce requirements to repair or replace identified
unreinforced masonry structures that may be hazardous.
Responsibility: Building
Time Frame:
Funding:
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IM 8.A.3. The County shall require and review preliminary soils reports submitted by
applicants for every major subdivision and for each individual lot or project
site where critically expansive soils have been identified or are expected to
exist.
Responsibility:

Community

Time Frame:
Funding:

Development
(CDRA) Engineering
Ongoing
Development
General Fund

Resources
and Surveying

Agency
Division
Fees

IM 8.A.4. The County shall conduct structural retrofits of at-risk bridges to protect
against flooding and landslides/debris flows. (Placer County Sustainability
Plan (PCSP), LS-2) (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(4)(C)(iii))
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

of

Ongoing
General
Highway
Bonds

Public
Bridge

Program

Works
Fund
(Caltrans)

IM 8.A.5. The County shall conduct an evaluation of County-owned buildings and
facilities in areas prone to flood, landslide/debris flows, and wildfire to
maximize defensible space and outdoor fireproofing, improve drainage
systems, stabilize nearby slopes, and take actions to harden the property as
needed. (PCSP, LS-4) (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(4)(C)(iii))
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

Ongoing
General
Capital
Bonds

of

Facility

Services

Improvement

Fund
Program

IM 8.A.6. As funding is available, the County shall make single-access roads and key
trails less vulnerable to landslides and mudflows using retaining walls, slope
stabilization techniques, and other strategies. The County shall emphasize
resiliency for roads and trails that are on or below steep slopes and have a
history of being damaged or blocked by landslide events. (PCSP, LS-5)
(Addresses California Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(iii))
Responsibility: Department
Timeframe:
Funding:
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IM 8.A.7. The County shall update the standards in the County’s existing “Geological
Hazard combining zoning district (-GH)” to ensure structural stability in
areas deemed at an unreasonably high risk of landslide or debris flows.
(PCSP, LS-6) (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(4)(C)(i))
Responsibility: CDRA
Timeframe:
Funding:

Planning
By
General Fund

Services

Division
2025

[see also Goals 8.E.2 and 8.E.3 in Public Safety and Emergency Management]

Flood Hazards
Goal
8.B.1

To minimize the risk of loss of life, injury, damage to property, and economic
and social dislocations resulting from flood hazards year-round.

Policies
8.B.1.1.
8.B.1.2.

8.B.1.3.

8.B.1.4.
8.B.1.5.

The County shall require flood proofing of new and substantially improved
structures in areas subject to flooding to be built in accordance with the Flood
Damage Prevention Ordinance (Placer County Code Chapter 15, Article 15.52).
The County shall prohibit the construction of projects, including public facilities
and other facilities essential for emergencies and large public assembly, within
the County’s Regulatory Floodway, unless the structure and access to the
structure is adequately protected from flood hazards, incorporates all required
flood protection specific to that area in accordance with County ordinances and
guidelines, and will not result in any significant adverse impacts.
The County shall require evaluation of potential flood hazards prior to approval
of a discretionary or ministerial permit that would result in the construction or
modification of structures, to determine whether the proposed project is
consistent with the protection standards for the County Regulatory Floodplain.
The County will not approve any discretionary project or any ministerial permit
that would result in the construction or modification of structures for any
property within the County Regulatory Floodplain, unless the required flood
protection specific to that area has been demonstrated in accordance with
County ordinances and guidelines.
New construction shall not be permitted within 100 feet of the centerline of
permanent streams and within 50 feet of intermittent streams, or within the
100-year floodplain, whichever distance is greater.
The County shall maintain natural conditions within the County’s Regulatory
Floodplain except where work is required to manage and maintain the natural
drainage characteristics as determined by Placer County and where such work is
done in accordance with the Placer County Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance,
while allowing for limited crossings and improvements for public roads, trails,
and utilities.
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8.B.1.6.
8.B.1.7.

8.B.1.8.
8.B.1.9.
8.B.1.10.

8.B.1.11.

8.B.1.12.

Goal
8.B.2

The County shall ensure new development projects incorporate design
strategies and features to reduce the area of impervious surfaces.
If any project, including the modification of an existing project (including repair
or maintenance), falls within the jurisdiction regulated by the Central Valley
Flood Protection Board (e.g., levees, regulated streams, and designated
floodways), the project applicant must obtain an encroachment permit from the
Central Valley Flood Protection Board.
The County shall maintain the highest feasible rating under the Community
Rating System of the National Flood Insurance Program to reduce flood risks and
the cost of private property insurance. (PCSP, FL-1)
The County shall update stormwater infrastructure design requirements as
needed to maintain consistency with federal, state, and local regulatory
requirements.
The County shall continue to administer the Flood Damage Prevention
Ordinance (Placer County Code Article 15.52) for properties located in
unincorporated Placer County to minimize public and private losses due to flood
conditions. This program is established by the Ordinance and provides for flood
hazard mitigation. This includes permitting and compliance for watercourse
alteration, and restrictions on development within floodplains. (Addresses
California Government Code Section 65302 (g)(2)(C))
The County shall coordinate with neighboring jurisdictions to mitigate the
impacts of new development in unincorporated Placer County that could
increase or potentially affect runoff onto parcels downstream in a neighboring
jurisdiction and shall encourage neighboring jurisdictions to require
development occurring adjacent to the County to consider the impact of
flooding and flood control measures on properties within unincorporated Placer
County.
The County shall coordinate with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife, the Resource Conservation District, the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, the State Department of Water Resources, the Central
Valley Flood Protection Board (CVFPB), and the Placer County Flood Control and
Water Conservation District, in defining existing and potential flood problem
areas.
To ensure that natural systems and flood-control infrastructure can handle
floodwater year-round and are adaptable to new and changing conditions.
(Addresses California Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)(B))

Policies
8.B.2.1.
8.B.2.2.
8.B.2.3.

The County shall promote flood- control measures that maintain natural

conditions within the County’s Regulatory Floodplain of rivers and streams.
The County shall implement the adaptation strategies as contained in the Placer
County Sustainability Plan necessary to ensure that natural systems and floodcontrol infrastructure can handle floodwater year-round.
The County shall require that flood management programs avoid alteration of
waterways and adjacent areas, whenever possible.
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8.B.2.4.

8.B.2.5.
8.B.2.6.

The County shall require that dams, levees, floodwalls, and their related
potential flood inundation areas be designed, located, and constructed in
accordance with all applicable design standards and specifications and accepted
state-of-the-art design and construction practices. Such structures shall conserve
resources, incorporate and preserve scenic values if possible, and incorporate
opportunities for recreation where appropriate.
The County shall consult with the Placer County Flood Control District and other
agencies to maintain and improve capacity of local and regional flood control
systems, and to ensure a regional approach to addressing flood hazards.
The County shall work with the Placer County Water Agency and other dam
owners to maintain all dams in Placer County to a high degree of structural
stability. (PCSP, FL-4)

[See also policies/programs under Goal 4.E.; Stormwater Drainage; and Goal 4.F., Flood
Protection and flood maps in Part 1, Goal 8.I.1, Climate Adaptation and Resiliency.]

Implementation Programs
IM 8.B.1. The County shall continue to maintain flood hazard maps and other relevant
floodplain data and shall revise or update this information as new
information becomes available.
Responsibility:

Department

Time Frame:
Funding:

of
Public
Works
CDRA
Engineering
and
Surveying
Division
Placer County Flood Control and Water Conservation
District
Ongoing
General Fund

IM 8.B.2. The County will continually review and revise applicable portions of the
County Emergency Operations Plan that concern dam failure. The Office
of Emergency Services will continue to provide public information on dam
failure preparedness and response.
Responsibility:

County

Time Frame:
Funding:

Executive
Office
of
Emergency
Every
Five
General Fund

Office
Services
Years

IM 8.B.3. The County shall continue to implement and enforce its Flood Damage
Prevention Ordinance.
Responsibility:
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Time Frame:
Funding:

Ongoing
General Fund

IM 8.B.4. The County shall develop mapping covering the County’s R e g u l a t o r y
Floodplain to include areas subject to the Urban Level of Flood Protection
(200-year storm event), areas currently regulated for FEMA 100-year storm
events, and State Plan of Flood Control infrastructure.
Responsibility:

Department

Time Frame:
Funding:

of
Public
Works
CDRA
Engineering
and
Surveying
Division
Placer County Flood Control and Water Conservation
District
Ongoing
General Fund

IM 8.B.5. The County shall update as necessary the Land Development Manual to
comply with federal and state requirements for flood control.
Responsibility:

Department

Time Frame:
Funding:

of
CDRA
Engineering
Ongoing
General Fund

Public
and
Surveying

Works
Division

IM 8.B.6. The County shall update the Zoning Ordinance as necessary to comply with
state requirements for flood control.
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
Ongoing
General Fund

Services

Division

IM 8.B.7. The County shall annually provide flood protection safety information via
social media and posting on the County website to educate citizens about
safety during flood conditions, including the dangers of driving on flooded
roads. (PCSP, FL-2)
Responsibility: Office
Time Frame:
Funding:

of
Ongoing
General
Grant programs

Emergency

Services
Fund

IM 8.B.8. The County shall increase resiliency of single-access roads and trails
(particularly popular trails and those that could provide access to isolated
communities if the primary road is damaged or inaccessible) to flooding by
improving drainage systems, increasing roadbed height, and other
protective steps as feasible and appropriate. (PCSP, FL-3)
Responsibility:
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Time Frame:
Funding:

Ongoing
General
Grant Funding

Fund

IM 8.B.9. The County shall conduct regular cleaning and maintenance of storm drains
along key roadways, especially in advance of the rainy season. The County
shall address potential ponding and the need for storm drain improvements
on major roadways. (PCSP, FL-5)
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

of

Ongoing
General Fund

Public

Works

IM 8.B.10. The County shall ensure that wastewater infrastructure in flood-prone areas
is hardened to minimize the risk of overflow. (PCSP, FL-6)
Responsibility:

Department

Time Frame:
Funding:

of
Public
Works
Engineering
Ongoing
General
Capital Improvement Program

Environmental
Division
Fund

Fire Hazards
Goal
8.C.1

To minimize the risk of loss of life, injury, and damage to property and
watershed resources resulting from unwanted fires.

Policies
8.C.1.1.

8.C.1.2.

8.C.1.3.
8.C.1.4.

The County shall require that new development meet State, County, and
local fire district standards for fire protection, including the California Building
Standards Code, the International Wildland-Urban Interface Code, and the
Placer County Municipal Code as applicable.
The County shall refer applicants of development projects in the unincorporated
county to the appropriate local fire agencies for review for compliance with fire
safety standards. If dual responsibility exists, then both agencies shall review
and comment relative to their area of responsibility. If standards are different or
conflicting, the more stringent standards shall be applied. All development in
high fire hazard areas shall be designed and constructed to minimize the risk
from fire hazards.
The County shall ensure that existing and new buildings of public assembly
incorporate adequate fire protection measures to reduce the potential loss of
life and property in accordance with state and local codes and ordinances.
The County shall encourage and promote installation and maintenance of
smoke detectors and fire safety improvements in existing residences and
commercial facilities that were constructed prior to the requirement for their
installation.
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8.C.1.5.

8.C.1.6.
8.C.1.7.

8.C.1.8.

8.C.1.9.

8.C.1.10.

8.C.1.11.

8.C.1.12.

For existing non-conforming development, the County shall work with property
owners to improve or mitigate access, water supply and fire flow, signing, and
vegetation clearance to meet current State and/or locally adopted fire safety
standards.
The County shall continue to implement State fire safety standards through
enforcement of the applicable standards contained in the Placer County Land
Development Manual.
The County shall require all new development projects with land classified as
state responsibility areas (Public Resources Code Section 4102), land classified as
very high fire hazard severity zones (VHFHSZs; Section 51177), or within areas
defined as a “wildland urban interface” (WUI), to prepare a long-term
comprehensive fuel reduction and management program, including provisions
for multiple points of ingress and egress to improve evacuation and emergency
response access and adequate water infrastructure for water supply and fire
flow, and fire equipment access. (See Gov. Code, Section 66474.02.) (PCSP, WF5)
Prior to the approval of all tentative parcel maps and tentative subdivision maps
in State Responsibility Areas (SRAs) or VHFHSZs, the County shall require as a
condition of approval that the developer provide a Will Serve Requirements
Letter (WSRL) form the applicable fire district demonstrating compliance with
the SRA Fire Safe Regulations and the Fire Hazard Reduction Around Buildings
and Structures Regulations, particularly those regarding road standards for
ingress, egress, and fire equipment access. (See Gov. Code, Section 66474.02.)
For tentative parcel maps and tentative subdivision maps located in a High or
Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ), the County shall require the
undergrounding of new electric utilities, except in cases where the
undergrounding of such utilities is infeasible or where alternative mitigation is
more appropriate or provides the same level of benefit or protection. For all
projects located in a Moderate FHSZ, or nonresidential projects in High or Very
High FHSZ, the County shall consider all feasible fire preventative measures
during environmental review. All projects shall conform to the utility
requirements, as specified in applicable Community and Specific Plans, as well as
all applicable design standards and guidelines.
The County shall develop policies and provide updates, as appropriate, that
ensure recovery and redevelopment after a large fire reduces future
vulnerabilities to fire hazard risks through site preparation, redevelopment
layout design, fire-resistant landscape planning, and fire retarding building
design and materials.
The County shall encourage and support higher-density residential development
within the WUI only if such projects are located on infill sites and implement all
necessary mitigation options to provide sufficient wildfire protection as stated
within the PCSP. (PCSP, WF-11) (Addresses California Government Code Section
65302 (g)(3)(C)(i))
The County shall identify existing multifamily housing, emergency shelters,
residential care homes (seven or more clients) located within an area classified
as an SRA (Public Resources Code Section 4102) or land classified as VHFHSZ
(Section 51177) with inadequate access/evacuation routes, and implement an
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8.C.1.13.
8.C.1.14.

8.C.1.15.
8.C.1.16.
8.C.1.17.
8.C.1.18.

Goal
8.C.2

evacuation plan consisting of evacuation routes and or shelter-in-place plans.
(PCSP, AH-15) (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(3)(c)(iv))
The County shall take emergency action as needed to stabilize burned slopes
located above developed areas, important infrastructure, or key transportation
corridors as soon as possible after a wildfire event. (PCSP, LS-1)
The County shall encourage fire protection agencies to continue education
programs in schools, service clubs, organized groups, industry, utility companies,
government agencies, press, radio, and television to increase public
awareness of fire hazards within the county.
The County shall work with local fire protection agencies, CAL FIRE, and the U.S.
Forest Service to maintain existing fuel breaks and emergency access routes for
effective fire suppression.
The County shall work with local fire agencies to develop high-visibility fire
prevention programs, including those offering voluntary home inspections
and promoting awareness of home fire prevention measures.
The County shall support annexations and consolidations of fire districts and
services to improve service delivery to the public.
The County shall coordinate with the Placer County Fire Safe Alliance and local
Fire Safe Councils to encourage new and existing planned developments in the
WUI and other areas with elevated wildfire risk to join the Placer County
Firewise Communities program. (PCSP, WF-9) (Addresses California Government
Code Section 65302 (g)(3)(c)(iv))
To manage forests in a sustainable manner that will not endanger urban areas
with wildfires.

Policies
8.C.2.1.
8.C.2.2.
8.C.2.3.
8.C.2.4.
8.C.2.5.

The County shall continue to work cooperatively with the US Forest Service, CAL
FIRE, and local fire protection agencies in managing wildland fire hazards.
The County shall participate in State or regional efforts on preparedness
coordination efforts and mutual aid agreements to manage the wildland-urban
interface (WUI).
The County shall expand its capacity to restore conifer forest health on private
and public lands, which includes active management to reduce fire risk,
including removal and disposal of diseased trees and other fuels. (PCSP, WF-2)
The County shall establish increased fire-safe development standards for all new
and existing development in the WUI to minimize property damage and loss of
life. (PCSP, WF-8)
The County shall implement the adaptation strategies as contained in the Placer
County Sustainability Plan necessary to support forest are managed in a
sustainable manner in consultation with federal, state, and local agencies that
will not endanger urban areas with wildfires. (Addresses California Government
Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B))
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[See also policies/programs under Goal 4.1, Fire ProtectionServices, Goal 8.I.1, Climate
Adaptation and Resiliency. Goal B, Housing]

Implementation Programs
IM 8.C.1. The County shall periodically evaluate fire protection services in the County
to determine if fire protection resources are being effectively and efficiently
used.
Responsibility: County
Time Frame:
Funding:

Periodically
General Fund

Executive

Office

IM 8.C.2. The County shall work with CAL FIRE, local fire protection agencies, and
city fire departments to maximize the use of resources to develop
functional and/or operational consolidations and standardization of
services and to maximize the efficient use of fire protection resources.
Responsibility: County
Time Frame:
Funding:
IM 8.C.3.

Ongoing
General Fund

Executive

Office

When reviewing long-term comprehensive fuel reduction and
management programs for discretionary projects, the County shall require
these plans to include a risk analysis; fire response capabilities discussion;
fire safety requirements, including defensible space, infrastructure, and
building ignition resistance; mitigation measures and design considerations
for non-conforming fuel modification; wildfire education; and maintenance
and limitations. Fire hazard reduction measures shall be incorporated into
the design of development projects in fire hazard areas and incorporated
into the covenants, conditions, and restrictions (CC&Rs) as appropriate.

Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
Ongoing
General
Development Fees

Services

Division
Fund

IM 8.C.4. The County shall work with the local water districts to maintain adequate
water supply and identify areas lacking adequate water service for
firefighting, including capacity for peak load under a reasonable worst-case
wildland fire scenario, to be determined by CAL FIRE. The County shall
identify areas lacking adequate water service, especially in SRAs or
VHFHSZs, where future development may occur.
Responsibility:

Office

Time Frame:
Funding:
HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

of
Placer
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Ongoing
General Fund
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IM 8.C.5. The County shall work with public agencies responsible for fire protection
to develop a plan that includes an assessment and projection of future
emergency service needs and emergency training opportunities.
Responsibility: Office
Time Frame:
Funding:

of
Ongoing
General Fund

Emergency

Services

IM 8.C.6. The County shall identify funding opportunities to support new or expanded
fuel reduction projects, including those that may provide assistance for
biomass facilities. (PCSP, WF-1)
Responsibility: Economic
Time Frame:
Funding:

Ongoing
General Fund

Development

IM 8.C.7. The County shall work with public and private partners to identify
appropriate locations for mills, biomass facilities, or other facilities that
support the reuse of dead trees and other vegetation for other uses,
including composting and renewable energy. (PCSP, WF-2)
Responsibility:

County

Time Frame:
Funding:

Executive
Office
CDRA Planning Services Division, in coordination with
Placer
County
Fire
Department/CAL
FIRE
Ongoing
General
Fund
Grant Funding

IM 8.C.8. The County shall establish a funding source for the Placer County Resource
Conservation District’s Placer County Chipper Program to reduce fuel loads
on residential properties at a lower cost to property owners. (PCSP, WF-4)
Responsibility:

County

Time Frame:
Funding:

Executive
Office
CDRA Planning Services Division, in coordination with
Placer
County
Fire
Department/CAL
FIRE
Office
of
Emergency
Services
Placer County Resource Conservation District
By
2025
General Fund

IM 8.C.9. The County shall amend or create development standards for wildfire
protection and streamlining opportunities for high-density residential and
affordable developments for infill locations within the WUI, SRA, or
VHFHSZs with adequate access/evacuation routes and water supply
infrastructure. (PCSP, WF-11) (Addresses California Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(3)(C)(i))
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Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
By
General Fund

Services

Division
2025

IM 8.C.10. The County shall work with stakeholders to develop a pilot project on
private or public land that demonstrates the cost savings of treating and
managing land for wildfire prevention in relation to air quality and other
ecosystem services. The project could consider both direct (i.e., homes and
roadways) and indirect costs (i.e., social capital and air quality), the costs of
management and prevention compared to the costs of no action and
recovery, and the emission-reduction potential of good forest management
to the extent possible. (PCSP, WF-12)
Responsibility:

CDRA

Planning Services Division
Placer
County
Fire
Time Frame:
By
Funding:
General
Grant Funding

in coordination
Department/CAL

with
FIRE
2030
Fund

IM 8.C.11. The County shall update the Community Wildfire Protection Plan as needed
to include the most recent science on climate change and wildfire, and
adaptation strategies and other best practices in the Placer County
Sustainability Plan and other relevant documents. (PCSP, WF-13)
Responsibility: Office
Time Frame:
Funding:

of
By
General Fund

Emergency

Services
2022

IM 8.C.12. The County shall conduct a gap analysis of the codes and standards in local
land development documents, identifying the need for zoning ordinance
and building code amendments, as part of future updates to the Placer
County Community Wildfire Protection Plan. (PCSP, WF-14) (Addresses
California Government Code Section 65302 (g)(3)(C)(i) and (g)(3)(C)(iii))
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning

By
General Fund

Services

Division
2022

IM 8.C.13. The County shall continue to implement, and update as necessary, the
Strategic Plan for Placer County Wildfire Protection and Biomass Utilization
Program to seek ways to reduce the efforts of catastrophic wildfires, and
convert unwanted woody biomass to produce heat and/or electrical power,
alternative transportation fuels, or beneficial bio-based chemicals and
products. (PCSP, WF-17)
Responsibility:
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Time Frame:
Funding:

Ongoing
General Fund

[See also policies/programs under Goal 4.A.I., Fire Protection Services, Goal 8.I.1, Climate
Adaptation and Resiliency]

Airport Hazards
Goal
8.D

To minimize the exposure of the public and risk of loss of life, injury, damage to
property, and economic and social dislocations resulting from airport safety
hazards through land use controls and policies for property in the vicinity of existing
airports; and to limit urban encroachment around airports in order to preserve the
safety of flight operations and the continued viability of airports.

Policies
8.D.1.

8.D.2.

8.D.3.

8.D.4.

The County shall ensure that new development around airports does not create
safety hazards such as physical obstructions that would create hazards to air
navigation (such as tall structures that could result in penetrations of protected
airspaces, result in hazardous wildlife attractants, etc.) distracting lights from
direct or reflective sources, smoke, thermal plumes, electrical interference,
hazardous chemicals, or fuel storage in violation of adopted safety standards.
The County shall limit land uses in airport safety zones to those uses listed as
compatible uses in the applicable airport land use compatibility plans (ALUCPs,
formerly known as comprehensive land use plans or CLUPs). Exceptions shall be
made only as provided for in the applicable ALUCPs. Such uses shall also be
regulated to ensure compatibility in terms of safety, noise, height, and overflight,
residential density, and non-residential intensity.
The County shall ensure that development complies with the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) notification requirements and height limits of objects set
by Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulation (CFR) Part 77 Safe, Efficient Use,
and Preservation of the Navigable Airspace.
The County shall require future airport development plans to be compatible
with existing and planned land uses that surround airports.

Implementation Programs
IM 8.D.1. The County shall review all development projects within the Aircraft
Overflight (AO) Combining District of Placer County (Section 17.52.030) for
consistency with applicable airport land use compatibility plans (ALUCPs).
Responsibility:

CDRA

Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT
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Planning
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IM 8.D.2. The County shall refer to the applicable Airport Land Use Commission for
review projects within the Airport Influence Area requiring amendments of
the General Plan, zoning text amendments, building code amendments,
airport development plans, rezoning applications, and other discretionary
entitlements for consistency with the airport land use compatibility plans
(ALUCPs).
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
Ongoing
Permit fees

Services

Division

Public Safety and Emergency Management
Goal
8.E.1

To ensure the maintenance of an Emergency Management Program to effectively
prepare for, respond to, recover from, and mitigate the effects of natural, human-made,
or technological disasters.

Policies
8.E.1.1.
8.E.1.2.
8.E.1.3.
8.E.1.4.

8.E.1.5.

8.E.1.6.

8.E.1.7.

The County shall continue to maintain, periodically update, and test the
effectiveness of its Emergency Operations Plan.
The County shall continue to provide promotional programs that inform the
general public of emergency preparedness and disaster response procedures.
The County shall maintain an emergency operations center to coordinate
emergency response, management, disaster planning, and recovery activities.
The County shall provide alerts about potential, developing, and ongoing
emergency situations through extensive alert and warning systems that convey
information to all residents, in multiple languages and formats to ensure it is
widely accessible. (PCSP, AH-1)
Encourage the creation of resiliency hubs in response to Public Safety Power
Shutoff (PSPS) events that can serve as gathering places during emergencies and
interruptions in services, and provide critical services such as access to water,
electricity, and other needed services to those impacted by PSPS events. A
resiliency hub should be powered by a microgrid or alternative sustainable form
of energy.
The County shall continue to coordinate emergency preparedness, response,
recovery, and mitigation activities with special districts, service agencies,
voluntary organizations, cities within the County, surrounding cities and
counties, and state and federal agencies.
The County shall monitor the effectiveness of public safety, preparedness, and
hazard mitigation policies under changing climate conditions. The County shall
regularly update all appropriate planning documents, including the Public Health
and Safety Element and the Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, to continue to protect
the community as local conditions change.
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Goal
8.E.2

To protect public health and safety through safe location of structures necessary for
the protection of public safety and/or the provision of emergency services.

Policies
8.E.2.1.

8.E.2.2.

8.E.2.3.

Goal
8.E.3

The County shall not locate new County structures necessary for the
protection of public safety and/or the provision of emergency services in areas
subject to wildfire, inundation, subsidence, slope failure, surface rupture, or
ground failure in a seismic event. Exception to this policy may be granted if
the only alternative location would be so distant as to jeopardize the safety of
the community, and in such cases, the facility shall be designed to effectively
protect against hazardous conditions. (Addresses California Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(3)(C)(ii))
The County shall, within its authority, ensure that emergency dispatch centers,
emergency operations centers, communications systems, vital utilities, and
other essential public facilities necessary for the continuity of government be
designed and retrofitted in a manner that will allow them to remain operational
during and following an earthquake or other disaster.
The County shall evaluate a program that would allow the County to acquire and
preserve as undeveloped areas (in coordination with the Placer County
Conservation Program) land parcels with homes or other buildings that are
repeatedly damaged or destroyed by floods, wildfires, or other natural disasters.
(PCSP, LS-3)
To ensure that medical and public health systems proactively address human health
hazards and inequities in the community. (Addresses California Government Code Section
65302 (g)(4)(B))

Policies
8.E.3.1.
8.E.3.2.

8.E.3.3.

The County shall establish an evacuation planning program to assist people to
evacuate during hazardous events. (PCSP, AH-12)
The County shall implement the adaptation strategies as contained in the Placer
County Sustainability Plan necessary to ensure that medical and public health
systems proactively address human health hazards and inequities in the
community.
The County shall work with local water and wastewater districts to ensure that
they have a plan and infrastructure for providing adequate service, treatment
ability, and storage capacity as needed during and immediately after an
emergency, including a wildfire event.

Implementation Programs
IM 8.E.1.

The County shall adopt and implement current emergency management
principles and practices in all aspects of its emergency management
program.
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Responsibility:

County

Time Frame:
Funding:
IM 8.E.2.

County

Time Frame:
Funding:

County

Time Frame:
Funding:

Office
Services

Executive
Office
of
Emergency
Ongoing
General Fund

Office
Services

The County shall periodically conduct emergency exercises to evaluate
the County's emergency planning, operations, and training.

Responsibility:

County

Time Frame:
Funding:
IM 8.E.5.

Executive
Office
of
Emergency
Ongoing
General Fund

The County shall develop and maintain agreements with other local, state,
and federal agencies to ensure coordinated disaster response.

Responsibility:

IM 8.E.4.

Office
Services

The County shall adopt regulations and standards for incident
management, allocation of resources, and continuity of government.

Responsibility:

IM 8.E.3.

Executive
Office
of
Emergency
Ongoing
General Fund

Executive
Office
of
Emergency
Ongoing
General Fund

Office
Services

The County shall continue to update the Local Hazard Mitigation Plan at
least once every five years, in accordance with the Federal Disaster
Mitigation Act of 2000 and Government Code Sections 8685.9 and
65302.6 as the implementation program for the coordination of hazard
mitigation planning within the County. The Local Hazard Mitigation Plan
shall be reviewed annually by the County Office of Emergency Services and
updated as necessary to ensure compliance with the Federal Disaster
Mitigation Act of 2000. The completed LHMP, approved by FEMA in 2021,
is incorporated within this General Plan by reference, in accordance with
Assembly
Bill
2140,
and
is
available
at
https://www.placer.ca.gov/1381/Local-Hazard-Mitigation-Plan.

Responsibility:

County

Status:
Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

Executive
Office
Office
of
Emergency
Services
Adopted 2005, Updated 2010, Updated 2016
Ongoing
Review,
Five-Year
Updates
General Fund
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IM 8.E.6.

The County shall conduct an evaluation of County-owned safety and
emergency management facilities and public utility systems for
susceptibility to Public Safety Power Shut-Off (PSPS) events, damage due
to flood inundation or geological or seismic hazards, and implement
resiliency strategies to ensure public safety during emergency events.

Responsibility:

Department

Time Frame:
Funding:
IM 8.E.7.

Placer

Time Frame:
Funding:

Works
Services
Division

County
Office
of
By
General Fund

Sheriff
Emergency

Office
Services
2025

In coordination with utility companies, the County shall explore replacing
streetlights with new models, or augmenting existing streetlights with
additional features, allowing them to act as public Wi-Fi beacons, traffic
counters, and relay stations for public emergency alerts. Prioritize
development of smart streetlights in the Tahoe Basin. (PCSP, AH-10)

Responsibility: Office
Time Frame:
Funding:
IM 8.E.9.

Public
Emergency

The County shall provide alerts about potential, developing, and ongoing
emergency situations through extensive alert and warning systems that
convey information to all residents, in multiple languages and formats to
ensure it is widely accessible. (PCSP, AH-1)

Responsibility:

IM 8.E.8.

of
Office
of
Building
Ongoing
General Fund

of
By
General
Grant Funding

Emergency

Services
2030
Fund

The County shall work with telecommunication companies to install fiberoptic infrastructure allowing for faster and higher-capacity broadband
internet, including telecommunication systems that can be used to more
effectively distribute emergency communications and alerts to members of
the public to improve resiliency. Coordinate broadband infrastructure
installation with roadway repaving, utility pole replacement, and other
construction and maintenance projects to minimize public disruptions.
(PCSP, AH-11)

Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT
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Grant Funding

PAGE 93

Public

Works
2025
Fund

FINAL DRAFT | OCTOBER 2021

139

Health & Safety Element | Final Draft

IM 8.E.10. The County shall identify funding opportunities, such as the California
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) Emergency
Solutions Grant (ESG) Program, Homeless Emergency Aid Program (HEAP),
and CalWORKS Housing Support Program to assist homeless individuals and
families, as hazards intensify. (PCSP, HH-2)
Responsibility: Health
Time Frame:
Funding:

and
By
General Fund

Human

Services
2022

IM 8.E.11. The County is encouraged to work with local schools and community centers
to create “resiliency hubs” that can serve as gathering places during
emergencies and interruptions in services, and contain access to water,
electricity, and other needed services.
Responsibility:

Office

Time Frame:
Funding:

of
Health
Ongoing
General Fund

and

Emergency
Human

Services
Services

IM 8.E.12. Work with Placer County’s Office of Emergency Services (OES) to determine
appropriate locations for the placement of microgrids at or near emergency
response systems. (PCSP, EH-21; GO E-9))
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

of

Facility

Services
2030
Fund

By
General
Capital Improvement Plan

IM 8.E.13. The County shall work with local medical providers and hospitals to ensure
that medical facilities are prepared to meet any increased demand from
hazardous events. (PCSP, HH-4)
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

of
Health
By
General Fund

and

Human

Services
2022

Hazardous Materials
Goal
8.F.

To minimize the risk of loss of life, injury, serious illness, damage to property, and
economic and social dislocations resulting from the use, transport, treatment, and
disposal of hazardous materials and hazardous materials wastes.

Policies
8.F.1.

The County shall review all proposed development projects that manufacture,
use, or transport hazardous materials for compliance with the County’s
Hazardous Waste Management Plan (CHWMP). Such projects shall provide a
buffer zone, to be determined by the County, between the installation and
property boundaries sufficient to protect public safety.
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8.F.2.
8.F.3.

8.F.4.
8.F.5.
8.F.6.
8.F.7.
8.F.8.
8.F.9.

8.F.10.

8.F.11.

The County shall discourage the development of residences or schools near
known hazardous waste disposal or handling facilities.
The County shall require that applications for discretionary development
projects that will generate hazardous wastes or utilize hazardous materials
include detailed information on hazardous waste reduction, recycling, and
storage.
The County shall ensure that industrial facilities are constructed and
operated in accordance with current safety and environmental protection
standards.
The County shall strictly regulate the storage of hazardous materials and wastes
and shall require secondary containment and period examination for all such
materials.
The County shall require that any business that handles a hazardous material
prepare a plan for emergency response to a release or threatened release
of a hazardous material.
The County shall identify sites that are inappropriate for hazardous material
storage, maintenance, use, and disposal facilities due to potential impacts on
adjacent land uses and the surrounding natural environment.
The County shall ensure that the use and disposal of hazardous materials in the
County complies with local, state, and federal safety standards.
The County shall ensure that the mining and processing of toxic metals in the
County is conducted in compliance with applicable environmental protection
standards and minimizes impacts on adjacent lands and the surrounding natural
environment.
The County shall encourage the State Department of Health Services and the
California Highway Patrol to review permits for radioactive materials on a
regular basis and to promulgate and enforce public safety standards for the
use of these materials, including the placarding of transport vehicles.
The County shall work with local fire protection and other agencies to
ensure an adequate Countywide response capability to hazardous materials
emergencies.

Implementation Programs
IM 8.F.1.

The County shall maintain and implement a County Hazardous Waste
Management Plan (CHWMP). The plan shall address the following:
emergency response programs;
hazardous waste generators;
transportation, storage, collection, treatment, and disposal of hazardous
wastes generated within Placer County; the siting of hazardous waste
facilities; and enforcement activities. Any proposed hazardous waste
facility or expansion of an existing hazardous waste facility shall be
consistent with the CHWMP.

Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT
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Funding:
IM 8.F.2.

fees

The County shall prepare and maintain a Hazardous Materials Emergency
Response Plan.

Responsibility:

Environmental

Time Frame:
Funding:
IM 8.F.3.

Tipping
General Fund

Office
of
Ongoing
General Fund

Health
Emergency

Division
Services

The County shall enter into agreements with other agencies for mutual aid
during hazardous materials emergencies.

Responsibility: County
Time Frame:
Funding:

Ongoing
General Fund

Executive

Office

Avalanche Hazards
Goal
8.G.1.

To minimize the risk of loss of life, injury, and damage to property due to avalanche.

Policies
8.G.1.

8.G.2.

The County shall require new development in potential avalanche hazard areas
(PAHAs) as designated in the Placer County Avalanche Management Ordinance,
to be sited, designed, and constructed to minimize avalanche hazards. Permits
for development in such areas shall only be issued if the project proponents can
demonstrate that such development will be safe under anticipated snow loads
and conditions of an avalanche.
The County shall maintain maps of potential avalanche hazard areas. (Addresses
California Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B))

Implementation Programs
IM 8.G.1. The County shall amend local ordinances as necessary to reflect updated
avalanche hazard information.
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
Ongoing
General Fund

Services

Division

IM 8.G.2. The County shall require new large-scale developments in those areas
identified in the Vulnerability Assessment as having climate vulnerabilities,
including those located in avalanche-prone areas, to develop Emergency
Preparedness Plans. (PCSP, AV-2)
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Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
Ongoing
General Fund

Services

Division

Public Health
Goal
8.H.1.

To provide municipal-type environmental health services to the unincorporated urban
development areas in Western Placer County.

Policies
8.H.1.1.
8.H.1.2.

Goal
8.H.2.

Within overall County budgetary constraints, the County shall strive to
provide one environmental health specialist per every 9,000 persons in Western
Placer County.
The County shall endeavor to identify and control important diseases
transmitted by environmental factors in Western Placer County.
To provide a medical and public health system that proactively addresses human health
hazards and inequities in the community. (Addresses California Government Code Section
65302 (g)(4)(B))

Policies
8.H.2.1.
8.H.2.2.
8.H.2.3.

The County shall incorporate health considerations into future General Plan and
Community Plan updates, consistent with the strategies and approaches
outlined by state agencies.
The County shall work with local medical providers and hospitals to ensure that
medical facilities are prepared to meet any increased demand as a result of
hazardous events.
The County shall ensure that free or reduced-cost vaccinations for diseases,
ranging from common illnesses like the seasonal flu to vector-borne diseases,
are widely available for Placer County residents.

Implementation Programs
IM 8.H.1. The County shall pursue means such as County Service Area or assessment
district to provide mosquito abatement activities to prevent the spread of
disease in Western Placer County.
Responsibility: Placer
Time Frame:
Funding:
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General Fund
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IM 8.H.2. As part of outreach and support efforts with the local homeless population,
the County shall provide information and resources about staying safe
during hazardous conditions. (PCSP, HH-1) (Addresses California
Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B))
Responsibility:

Adult

Time Frame:
Funding:

System
Public
2025
General Fund

of

Care

(ASOC)
Health

IM 8.H.3. The County shall work with social care organizations to distribute insect
repellant to homeless persons along with other basic hygienic necessities.
(PCSP, HH-5) (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(4)(B))
Responsibility: Adult
Time Frame:
Funding:

System
2025
General Fund

of

Care

(ASOC)

Climate Adaptation and Resiliency
Goal
8.I.1.

To ensure a more resilient County that can adapt to the hazards created or exacerbated
by climate change.

Policies
8.I.1.

8.I.2.

During the development review process, when developing alternatives and
adaptation projects for consideration, the County shall require applicants to
identify natural infrastructure that may be used through the conservation,
preservation, or sustainable management of open space to reduce climate
change hazards, where feasible.
The County shall implement the goals, strategies, and actions contained within
the Placer County Sustainability Plan to create a resilient community and local
economy that can adapt to the hazards created or exacerbated by climate
change. (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B))
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Implementation Programs
IM 8.I.1.1. The County shall annually review the climate adaptation and resiliency
strategies and shall update them as needed to ensure compliance with state
laws and community needs. (Addresses California Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(4)(A)(i))
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
Annually
General Fund

Services

Division

IM 8.I.1.2. The County shall integrate the results and adaptive policies of the Climate
Vulnerability Assessment into other County planning documents where
feasible, including this General Plan Safety Element, the Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan, Zoning Ordinance, building code, and other applicable
codes. (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(A)(i))
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
By
General Fund

Services

Division
2022

IM 8.I.1.3. The County shall update the Climate Vulnerability Assessment every three
to five years to incorporate new technology, programs, and policies to
improve adaptation to climate-related hazards. (Addresses California
Government Code Section 65302 (g)(6))
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning

By
General Fund

Services
2025,

Division
Ongoing

IM 8.I.1.4. Where feasible, the County shall encourage the use of existing natural
features and ecosystem processes, or the restoration of, when considering
alternatives and adaptation projects through the conservation,
preservation, or sustainable management of open space. This includes, but
is not limited to, the conservation, preservation, or sustainable
management of any form of aquatic or terrestrial vegetated open space,
such as beaches, parks, rain gardens, and urban tree canopies. It also
includes systems and practices that use or mimic natural processes, such as
permeable pavements, bioswales, and other engineered systems, such as
levees that are combined with restored natural systems, to provide clean
water, conserve ecosystem values and functions, and provide a wide array
of benefits to people and wildlife. (Addresses California Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(v))
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:
HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

Planning
Ongoing
General
Development fees
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Drought (DR)
Goal
8.I.2.

To provide a resilient water supply that will meet the demand of residents, businesses,
and visitors.

Policies
8.I.2.1.
8.I.2.2.
8.I.2.3.

8.I.2.4.
8.I.2.5.
8.I.2.6.
8.I.2.7.
8.I.2.8.

The County shall update Placer County’s Landscape and Design Standard
Guidelines as needed to promote installation of native and drought-tolerant
plants and water conservation strategies in landscaped areas. (PCSP, DR-6)
The County shall maintain and improve soil health on County-owned or
managed lands, including those held in conservation easements. (PCSP, DR-11)
The County shall encourage policies that preserve and protect adequate and
affordable agricultural irrigation water supplies for commercial farmers and
ranchers to maximize potential wildland fire mitigation, habitat benefits, carbon
sequestration, and economic activity throughout the western portion of the
county.
The County shall implement the Placer County Sustainability Plan to support
conservation of healthy conifer cover in forested areas, increase resilience of
vulnerable ecosystems, and protect vulnerable habitat. (PCSP, DR-10, 15-16)
The County shall coordinate with water agencies and irrigation districts to
explore ways to improve and increase storage capacity and generation
efficiency. (PCSP, DR 2-3)
The County shall work with local water providers in the county to increase
participation in water conservation programs to reduce water use throughout
Placer County. (PCSP-DR-4)
The County shall coordinate with ski resort operators and water recreation site
owners to improve water usage efficiency and reduce water consumption.
(PCSP, DR-7-9)
The County shall work with the Placer County Water Agency to ensure that
irrigation and water rates remain affordable for fire suppression and habitat
preservation efforts.

Implementation Programs
IM 8.I.2.1. In coordination with the Placer County Water Agency and Nevada Irrigation
District, the County shall explore ways to improve the storage capacity and
generation efficiency at PCWA/County hydroelectric power plants and to
increase installation of small-scale hydroelectric facilities. (PCSP-DR-2)
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

Planning
By
General
Capital Improvement Plan
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IM 8.I.2.2. In coordination with the Placer County Water Agency and Nevada Irrigation
District, the County shall construct additional water storage facilities and
improve existing facilities to augment surface and groundwater supplies for
agricultural uses in West Placer while continuing to provide ecosystem
protections. (PCSP-DR-3)
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
By
General
Capital Improvement Plan

Services

Division
2030
Fund

IM 8.I.2.3. In coordination with the Placer County Water Agency, Nevada Irrigation
District, and other water providers in the County, the County shall support
ongoing efforts to plan for sustainable, long-term drinking water supply for
county residents and businesses. (PCSP-DR-5)
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
By
General
Grant Funding

Services

Division
2025
Fund

IM 8.I.2.4. The County shall coordinate with ski resort operators to support additional
recreational activities that are less dependent on snowpack levels. (PCSP,
DR-7)
Responsibility:

Economic

Time Frame:
Funding:

CDRA
Planning
By
General Fund

Development
Services
Division
2025

IM 8.I.2.5. The County shall encourage ski resort owners to estimate future energy
demand for snow-making activities and to install renewable energy
generation and energy storage systems to accommodate this demand.
(PCSP, DR-8)
Responsibility:

Economic

Time Frame:
Funding:

CDRA
Planning
Ongoing
General Fund

Services

Development
Division

IM 8.I.2.6. The County shall identify areas appropriate for expanding grazing areas and
identify use opportunities for sites that are no longer appropriate for
grazing. (PCSP, DR-12-13)
Responsibility: Agricultural
Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

By
General Fund
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IM 8.I.2.7. The County shall work with rice growers to adopt drought- and floodtolerant rice varieties as they become available and suitable to meet market
demand. (PCSP, DR-14)
Responsibility: Agricultural
Time Frame:
Funding:

Commissioner
2025
Fund

By
General
Grant Funding

IM 8.I.2.8. The County shall explore amending land use standards as needed to expand
grazing in Placer County’s foothill regions as ecosystem shifts permit this,
while maximizing environmental protections and avoiding land use
compatibility issues from any new grazing areas. (PCSP, DR-12)
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
By
General Fund

Services

Division
2030

Extreme Heat (EH)
Goal
8.I.3.

A community that can continue to function and thrive with an increase in average
temperatures and extreme heat days.

Policies
8.I.3.1.
8.I.3.2.

8.I.3.3.
8.I.3.4.

8.I.3.5.

8.I.3.6.

The County shall continue to enforce laws protecting agricultural operations,
including the Right-to-Farm Ordinance, and identify opportunities to strengthen
these laws in the face of changing climate conditions. (PCSP, EH-28)
The County shall ensure that bridge maintenance activities, particularly in the
valley and lower-elevation foothill areas where temperatures can reach very
high levels, include the installation or maintenance of features to accommodate
extreme heat. (PCSP EH-14)
The County shall improve ecosystem connectivity between existing mountain
meadow and scrub habitats and higher-elevation areas that may become newly
suitable for these ecosystems. (PCSP EH-2)
The County shall implement the adaptation strategies as contained in the Placer
County Sustainability Plan necessary to ensure that Placer communities can
continue to function and thrive with an increase in average temperatures and
extreme heat days.
The County shall coordinate with local water providers in the County to ensure
that management plans for major watersheds acknowledge the potential
impacts of climate change and incorporate adaptation strategies consistent with
the PCSP that promote resistance to climate change in the County. (PCSP, EH-1)
The County shall work with farming groups, ranchers, and the University of
California Cooperative Extension to consider resilient varieties of feedstock and
livestock breeds, including alternative crop types as a result of changing climate
conditions. (PCSP, EH 3-4)

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

PAGE 102

FINAL DRAFT | OCTOBER 2021

148

Health & Safety Element | Final Draft
8.I.3.7.

8.I.3.8.

8.I.3.9.
8.I.3.10.

The County shall prioritize access to local, decentralized renewable energy such
as solar, microgrids, wind, and hydroelectric at critical facilities, including sheriff
and fire stations, community shelters, medical centers, and public works yards.
(PCSP, EH-21)
The County shall coordinate with the Homeless Resource Council of the Sierras
and other existing programs to ensure that emergency shelters are available
during extreme heat events, severe winter weather events, and other highly
hazardous conditions. (PCSP, EH-25)
The County shall work with Pioneer Community Energy, Pacific Gas and Electric
Company (PG&E), and any other applicable utility providers to promote
programs that reduce energy demand. (PCSP, EH-15, 20, 27)
The County shall provide educational programs, partnership, and other support
to susceptible populations on extreme heat and resources available to reduce
outdoor exposure during extreme heat events. (PCSP, EH-6, 10)

[see Housing Element Goal B; Public Safety and Emergency Management Goal 8.E.1 or Policy
8.E.1.5 on PSPS Events/microgrids]

Implementation Programs
IM 8.I.3.1. In coordination with the Placer County Water Agency, Nevada Irrigation
District, and other water providers in the County, the County shall revise the
management plans for major watersheds to include findings of the Placer
County Vulnerability Assessment and/or recent peer-reviewed climate
change research. Ensure that these plans acknowledge the potential
impacts of climate change in individual watersheds and identify adaptation
strategies that promote resistance to climate change to maintain current or
desired resource conditions and/or increase the capacity of ecosystems to
absorb and bounce back from extreme events and climate change. (PCSP,
EH-1)
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
By
General Fund

Services

Division
2025

IM 8.I.3.2. The County shall work with ranchers and the University of California
Cooperative Extension to promote varieties of feedstock and livestock
breeds that can better resist the effects of climate change, especially
extreme temperatures and drought, while remaining economically feasible
for Placer County ranchers. (PCSP, EH-3)
Responsibility: Agricultural
Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

By
General Fund
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IM 8.I.3.3. The County shall work with farming groups and the University of California
Cooperative Extension to identify and promote alternative crop types that
farmers can chose to grow in the event that their standard crops become
infeasible as a result of changing climate conditions. (PCSP, EH-4)
Responsibility: Agricultural
Time Frame:
Funding:

Commissioner
2030

By
General Fund

IM 8.I.3.4. The County shall update applicable local ordinances and development
standards to implement the strategies in the PCSP that improve energy
independence and provide native shade trees or shade structures.
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning

By
General Fund

Services

Division
2025

IM 8.I.3.5. The County shall pursue grant and funding opportunities to provide financial
assistance or reduced cost for energy retrofits or installation of other
adaptation measures to help protect low-income, senior citizens, and other
vulnerable persons against extreme heat events. (EH-11, 18)
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

of
Health
By
General
Grant Funding

and

Human

Services
2025
Fund

IM 8.I.3.6. During extreme heat events, the County shall ensure that County facilities,
such as parks, trailheads, and community centers are equipped to provide
adequate shuttle service, water stations, cooling stations, notifications, and
shady outdoor spaces to provide refuge from extreme heat. (PCSP, EH 7-9,
12, 19)
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

of
Public
By
General
Grant Funding
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Pests and Diseases in Agriculture and Forestry (PD)
Goal
8.I.4.

To ensure that forests and agricultural lands in the County can better resist agriculture
and forestry pests and diseases.

Policies
8.I.4.1.
8.I.4.2.

8.I.4.3.

The County shall continue to work with state and federal agencies to support
fuel and pest management activities on state and federal lands. (PCSP, PD-1)
The County shall explore opportunities to locate facilities in Placer County that
can store and process bark beetle–infested wood and debris from forest fuelclearing activities into useful products, including those that can support other
Placer County industries and bioenergy. (PCSP, PD-2)
The County shall implement the adaptation strategies as contained in the Placer
County Sustainability Plan necessary to protect forests and agricultural lands
from forestry pests and diseases.

Implementation Programs
IM 8.I.4.1. The County shall work with stakeholders during the permitting stages for
processing woody material from tree mortalities to expedite approval.
(PCSP, PD-3)
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
By
General Fund

Services

Division
2022

IM 8.I.4.2. The County shall encourage local artists and craft persons to use wood
harvested from bark beetle–infested trees and debris from forest fuelclearing activities. (PCSP, PD-4)
Responsibility: Economic
Time Frame:
Funding:

Development
2025
Fund

By
General
Grant Funding

IM 8.I.4.3. The County shall supplement existing cost-sharing programs, such as the
Hazards Fuels Reduction program, that provide financial assistance to
private property owners to trim or remove bark beetle–infested trees near
structures, including assistance for disposal of material. (PCSP, PD-5)
Responsibility: Office
Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

of
By
General Fund
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IM 8.I.4.4. The County shall increase funding for pest detection and noxious weed
abatement. (PCSP, PD-6)
Responsibility: Agricultural
Time Frame:
Funding:

Commissioner
2022

By
General Fund

IM 8.I.4.5. The County shall implement resistance-based adaptation actions in Sierra
Nevada region forests and woodlands. (PCSP, PD-7) (Addresses California
Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(v))
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning

By
General Fund

Services

Division
2025

Severe Weather and Severe Winter Weather (SW)
Goal
8.I.5.

To ensure that utilities, buildings, and infrastructure in the County can meet vital
community needs during and after severe weather and severe winter weather.

Policies
8.I.5.1.

8.I.5.2.
8.I.5.3.

The County shall implement the adaptation strategies as contained in the Placer
County Sustainability Plan necessary to ensure that utilities, buildings, and
infrastructure in the County can meet vital community needs during and after
severe weather and severe winter weather.
The County shall work with communication providers to install redundant
facilities, reducing the chance of service outages, with an emphasis on
communication facilities that provide essential services. (PCSP SW-1)
The County shall work with utility companies to ensure that power lines serving
the unincorporated areas are maintained to avoid power shutoffs, minimize
damage during extreme events, and reduce the risk of wildfires.

[See also Public Safety and Emergency Management Goal 8.E.1 or Policy 8.E.1.5 on PSPS
Events/microgrids]

Implementation Programs
IM 8.I.5.1. The County shall encourage communication providers to install redundant
facilities, reducing the chance of service outages, with an emphasis on
communication facilities that provide essential services. (PCSP, SW-1)
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT

of
By
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IM 8.I.5.2. The County shall identify funding opportunities, including grant assistance
programs, to support structural strengthening, renewable energy
generation systems, and weatherizing and other energy efficiency activities,
in the homes of low-income residents. (PCSP, SW-2)
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Building

Services
2022
Fund

By
General
Grant Funding

IM 8.I.5.3. The County shall work with utility companies to ensure that areas below and
adjacent to power lines are kept clear of plant matter and other
accumulated debris. (PCSP, SW-3)
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

of
Ongoing
General Fund

Public

Works

IM 8.I.5.4. The County shall work with utility companies to determine the feasibility of
undergrounding utility lines during construction of new developments and
in the most at-risk areas, and to identify funding mechanisms to support
undergrounding activities.
Responsibility: CDRA
Time Frame:
Funding:

Planning
Ongoing
General
Road Fund

Services

Division
Fund

IM 8.I.5.5. The County shall ensure that County-maintained access roads at high
elevations are prioritized for snow clearing and de-icing activities. (PCSP,
SW-4)
Responsibility: Department
Time Frame:
Funding:

HEALTH & SAFETY ELEMENT
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Appendix A: Vulnerability Assessment Results

The tables below show the results of the vulnerability assessment prepared for Placer County, in accordance with the requirements
of Senate Bill 379. For each population or asset that may be vulnerable to each climate-related hazard, the population or asset is
scored on a vulnerability scale of V1 to V5:
V1: Minimal vulnerability
V2: Low vulnerability
V3: Moderate vulnerability
V4: High vulnerability
V5: Severe vulnerability
The vulnerability scores reflect both the severity of climate-related impacts and the ability of populations and assets to resist and
recover from these effects. Refer to the “Climate Change Vulnerability`” and “Vulnerable Populations and Assets” sections of the
Health & Safety Element for additional details on the vulnerability assessment method.
Hazards

Agriculture
and
Forestry
Hazards

Avalanche

Drought

Extreme
Heat

Flooding

Fog

Human
Health
Hazards

Landslides

Severe
Weather

Severe
Winter
Weather

Wildfire

Children

-

-

-

V4

-

-

V3

-

-

-

V3

Homeless
persons

-

-

-

V5

V3

-

V5

-

V4

V4

V2

Households in
poverty

-

V3

V4

V4

V5

-

V4

V4

V3

V5

V4

V4

-

V4

V4

-

-

V4

-

V2

V3

V3

Sensitivities

Populations

Outdoor
workers
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Hazards

Agriculture
and
Forestry
Hazards

Avalanche

Drought

Extreme
Heat

Flooding

Fog

Human
Health
Hazards

Landslides

Severe
Weather

Severe
Winter
Weather

Wildfire

Persons in
mobile homes

-

-

-

V3

V4

-

-

V3

V4

V3

V4

Persons in
overcrowded
households

-

-

-

V2

-

-

V2

-

-

-

-

Persons with
chronic health
problems

-

V3

-

V4

V3

-

V5

V2

V4

V2

V3

Persons with
disabilities

-

V3

-

V3

V3

-

V3

V3

V3

V2

V3

Persons with
limited English
proficiencies

-

V2

-

V2

V1

-

-

V1

V3

V1

V2

Persons without
access to
lifelines

-

V3

-

V3

V4

-

V3

V3

V3

V4

V3

Renters

-

V2

-

V1

V1

-

-

V3

V1

V1

V1

Senior citizens

-

V3

-

V5

V3

-

V3

V3

V3

V3

V5

Senior citizens
living alone

-

V5

-

V5

V4

-

V4

V4

V4

V4

V5

Undocumented
persons

V4

-

-

V3

V2

-

V4

V2

V3

V3

-

Access roads

-

V3

V4

-

V5

-

-

V4

-

V4

V5

Biking and
hiking trails

V2

V3

V3

-

V3

-

-

V4

V2

V1

V4

-

V1

-

-

V4

-

-

V3

V4

-

-

Sensitivities

Infrastructure

Bridges
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Hazards

Agriculture
and
Forestry
Hazards

Avalanche

Drought

Extreme
Heat

Flooding

Fog

Human
Health
Hazards

Landslides

Severe
Weather

Severe
Winter
Weather

Wildfire

Communication
facilities

-

V3

-

V2

V1

-

-

V4

V2

-

V3

Electrical
substations

-

V2

-

V2

V2

-

-

V3

V2

-

V2

Electrical
transmission
lines

V1

-

-

V3

V3

-

-

V4

V4

V3

V4

Flood control
infrastructure

-

-

-

-

V1

-

-

V1

V2

-

-

V2

V3

-

V2

V3

-

-

V3

V3

-

V3

Natural gas
facilities

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

V2

-

-

Natural gas
transmission
lines

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

V2

-

-

-

Power plants

-

-

-

V3

V1

-

-

V4

V2

-

V3

Rail lines

-

V3

-

V2

V3

-

-

V3

V3

V2

V2

Water and
wastewater
treatment plants

-

-

V2

V1

V3

-

-

-

V2

-

V3

Airports

-

-

-

V1

-

-

-

-

V1

V1

V3

Businesses

-

V3

-

V2

V2

-

-

V2

V3

V1

V3

Community
facilities

-

-

-

V2

V2

-

-

V2

V3

V1

V4

Sensitivities

Major roads and
highways

Buildings and Facilities
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Hazards

Agriculture
and
Forestry
Hazards

Avalanche

Drought

Extreme
Heat

Flooding

Fog

Human
Health
Hazards

Landslides

Severe
Weather

Severe
Winter
Weather

Wildfire

Community
and regional
parks

V3

V3

V2

V1

V1

-

-

V2

V2

-

V4

Government
offices

-

-

-

V2

V2

-

-

-

V3

V1

V3

Homes

V4

V3

-

V2

V3

-

-

V4

V4

V2

V4

Medical
facilities

-

-

-

V2

V2

-

-

-

V1

V1

V1

Public safety
buildings

-

V2

-

V2

V1

-

-

V2

V3

V1

V3

Schools

-

-

-

V3

V3

-

-

V2

V3

V2

V3

Farms,
orchards, and
vineyards

V3

-

V4

V5

V4

V3

V4

-

V4

V3

V1

Livestock

V3

-

V4

V5

V2

-

V2

-

V3

V2

V2

Major
employers

-

V2

V3

V3

V2

-

V3

-

V2

V1

V3

Outdoor
recreation

-

V3

V1

V4

V2

V2

V3

V2

V2

V4

V4

Pastures

-

-

V3

V3

V1

-

-

-

-

-

V1

Rice-growing
areas

V3

-

V5

V3

V4

-

V4

-

-

-

-

Ski resorts

V2

V2

V5

V3

V1

-

-

V4

V4

V3

-

State and
national
protected lands

V4

V1

V3

V3

-

-

V1

V2

V2

-

V4

Sensitivities

Economic Assets
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Hazards

Agriculture
and
Forestry
Hazards

Avalanche

Drought

Extreme
Heat

Flooding

Fog

Human
Health
Hazards

Landslides

Severe
Weather

Severe
Winter
Weather

Wildfire

V4

-

V4

V4

-

-

-

V2

V3

-

V3

-

-

V5

V1

-

-

V3

V2

-

-

-

Chaparral

V2

-

V3

V2

-

-

-

-

-

-

V3

Conifer forest

V5

V2

V4

V5

-

-

-

-

V2

V1

V5

Grasslands

V2

-

V3

V2

-

-

-

-

-

-

V4

Mountain
meadows and
scrub

V1

V2

V4

V4

-

-

-

-

-

V1

V1

Valley and
riparian
woodlands

V2

-

V3

V2

-

-

-

-

V2

-

V1

Wetlands

V1

-

V1

V3

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Communication

-

V2

-

V3

V1

-

-

-

V4

V1

V3

Emergency
medical
response

-

V2

-

V2

V2

V2

V2

V3

V2

V2

V2

Energy delivery

-

V2

V2

V4

V1

V2

-

V2

V4

V3

V4

Freight and
shipping

-

V2

-

V1

V1

V2

-

V3

V2

V1

V1

Public safety
response

-

V2

-

V2

V3

V2

-

V3

V2

V2

V3

Water and
wastewater
services

-

-

V3

V1

V2

-

-

-

V1

V2

-

Sensitivities

Timberlands
Water
recreation sites
Ecosystems

Services
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ATTACHMENT A, EXHIBIT 1
Final Draft HEALTH AND SAFETY ELEMENT (October 2021)
ERRATA

The following changes revise Policy 8.C.1.2 contained in the Final Draft Health and Safety Element
Update, page 83.

Page
Section
Proposed Changes
No.
ATTACHMENT A: Final Draft Health and Safety Element, Chapter 3
83

Fire Hazards - Policy
8.C.1.2:

Last sentence in policy: delete last sentence “All development
in high fire hazard areas shall be designed and constructed to
minimize the risk from fire hazards” and replace with “For new
development located within high fire hazard areas, the County
shall ensure that the local fire agency(s) fire safety
requirements are incorporated into the project’s design prior to
implementation, in order to minimize the risk from fire hazards.
(Addresses California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(3)(C)(i, iv))”
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California
In the matter of:
A Resolution Amending the Placer County General Plan
Introduction,
Land
Use/Circulation
Diagrams
and
Standards, and Transportation, Circulation and Health and
Safety Elements

Resolution No.: ________

The following resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Placer at
a regular meeting held on ______________, by the following vote:
Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
_______________________________
Chair, Board of Supervisors
Attest:
_______________________
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, State law at California Government Code section 65302 (g)(6) requires all
jurisdictions to update the Safety Element according to an eight-year time frame; and
WHEREAS, State law requires updates to the Safety Element or Local Hazard Mitigation Plan
(LHMP) to incorporate updated mapping, risk analysis, and other data associated with hazard
conditions within the county, including new data and applicable policies around particular topics,
such as evacuation routes, peak-load water requirements, road widths, and clearances around
structures pursuant to Government Code Section 65302(g)(1); and
WHEREAS, State law requires updates to the Safety Element include new flood mapping,
historical data on flooding, and updated information on the regulatory policy framework
associated with flooding pursuant to Government Code Section 65302(g)(2); and
WHEREAS, State law requires updates to the Safety Element or LHMP to contain the most
recent wildfire mapping, information about recent wildfire events, data on land uses in wildfirePage 1 of 5
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prone areas, and information about agencies with responsibility for fire protection and where
policies and implementation measures in the Safety Element ensure protection of new land
uses, new essential public facilities, and key infrastructure against wildfires pursuant to
Government Code Section 65302(g)(3); and
WHEREAS, State law requires updates to the Safety Element to include a reference to the
vulnerability assessment and to incorporate into the Safety Element a set of goals, policies, and
implementation actions to improve community resilience pursuant to Government Code Section
65302(g)(4) (codifies Senate Bill SB 379); and
WHEREAS, State law requires updates to the Safety Element to identify residential
developments located in hazard-prone areas that lack at least two evacuation routes pursuant
to Government Code Section 65302(g)(5) (codifies SB 99); and
WHEREAS, State law requires counties that contain State Responsibility Areas (SRA) and Very
High Fire Severity Zones (VHFHSZ) to submit their Safety Element to the Board of Forestry and
Fire Protection/CAL FIRE and to local agencies that provide fire protection within their
jurisdiction for review, pursuant to Government Code Section 65302.5(b); and
WHEREAS, the Board adopted the LHMP in 2005 and adopted updates in 2010, 2016, and
2021; and
WHEREAS, Placer County desires to comply with the requirements of the federal Disaster
Mitigation Act of 2000 and to augment its emergency planning efforts by formally adopting the
Placer County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan by reference into the Safety Element of the General
Plan in accordance with the requirements of AB 2140; and
WHEREAS, the Board adopted the Placer County Sustainability Plan (PCSP) on January 28,
2020; and
WHEREAS, the PCSP demonstrates the County’s commitment to resilience by including a
Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment to identify populations and assets at risk of harm and
a set of strategies to promote adaptation to changing conditions, pursuant to Government Code
Section 65302(g)(4); and
WHEREAS, the Board of Forestry and Fire Protection/CAL FIRE provided an early Safety
Element Assessment of the County’s existing Safety Element which provided recommendations
for additional information, policy revisions, and implementation programs which have been
incorporated into the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update and Errata; and
WHEREAS, on May 4th, 2021, the California Board of Forestry and Fire Protection/CAL FIRE
found the 2021 Health and Safety Element to contain goals, policies, and objectives meeting the
provisions of Government Code Section 65302, subd. (g)(3)(A), (B), & (C)), and Section
65302.5, subd. (b)(3)(B)), necessary to protect the community from unreasonable risk of wildfire
and implementation measures to accomplish those stated goals, policies, and objectives and
took action to approve the Placer County 2021 Health and Safety Element Update and Errata;
and
WHEREAS, the County last updated its Safety Element in 2016; and the Board adopted the
General Plan Safety Element (Amendment to Update Implementation Program 8.14 of the
Placer County General Plan Safety Element) on November 22, 2016; and
WHEREAS, on October 7, 2021 the Placer County Planning Commission (“Planning
Commission”) held a public hearing to consider the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update
and proposed amendments to the Introduction, Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards,
and Transportation and Circulation and Health and Safety Elements of the Placer County
Page 2 of 5
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General Plan to bring the General Plan into compliance with current regulatory requirements,
including California Government Code Section 65302(g) (Section 65302) as updated by Senate
Bills 1241, 379, and 1035, and the Planning Commission has made recommendations to the
Board of Supervisors related thereto; and
WHEREAS, on November 16, 2021, the Board of Supervisors held a public hearing to consider
the recommendations of the Planning Commission and to receive public input regarding the
2021 Health and Safety Element Update and Errata; and
WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update, considered
the recommendations of the Planning Commission, received, and considered the written and
oral comments submitted by the public thereon, and has adopted the Addendum to the Placer
County General Plan Targeted Negative Declaration for the 2021 Health and Safety Element
Update; and
WHEREAS, the Board finds the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update and Errata are
consistent with the provisions of the General Plan and in compliance with applicable
requirements of State law; and
WHEREAS, the Board finds the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update and Errata do not
include changes in land use designations, or the land use map or the capital improvement
program; and
WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors makes the following findings:
A. Pursuant to Government Code Section 65302(g), the amendments to the Health and
Safety Element address Senate Bills 1241, 379, and 1035 by incorporating policies
from the County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, as well as the recently adopted 2020
Placer County Sustainability Plan.
B. Pursuant to and in compliance with Government Code Section 65353, the Planning
Commission held a duly noticed public workshop and accepted comment on the draft
2021 Health and Safety Element at its March 11, 2021, regular meeting. No
members of the public provided verbal comments during the workshop.
C. Pursuant to and in compliance with Government Code Section 65355, the Board of
Supervisors held a duly noticed public workshop and accepted public comment on
the draft 2021 Health and Safety Element Update at its April 13, 2021, regular
meeting. No members of the public provided verbal comments during the workshop.
WHEREAS, notice of all hearings required by statute and ordinance has been given and all
hearings have been held as required by statute and ordinance.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER that the amendments to the General Plan, as set forth in Exhibits A and
B and the errata, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, are hereby adopted.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Placer County adopts the Placer County Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan by reference into the safety element of their general plan in accordance with the
requirements of AB 2140.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution shall take full force and effect upon the
effective date of the ordinance amending Placer County Code, Chapter 17, Articles 17.52 and
17.56 pertaining to Aircraft Overflight and Combining District Requirements.
Exhibit A: Final Draft 2021 Health and Safety Element
Exhibit B: Strikethrough/Underline Document
Page 3 of 5
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EXHIBIT A

Final Draft Health and Safety Element (OCTOBER 2021)
Part II: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Section 8: Health and Safety Element

The Final Draft Health and Safety Element (October 2021) is on file with the
Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors and in the
County Community Development Resource Agency Administration Division Office,
and posted on the County website at:
https://www.placer.ca.gov/6655/2021-Safety-Element-Update
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EXHIBIT B
Strikethrough/Underline Document (General Plan Introduction, Part I. Diagrams and
Standards, Part II: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs, Section 3:
Transportation and Circulation Element)

Introduction
OTHER DOCUMENTS
Community Wildfire Protection Plan (201207)
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP), 200521.
Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (adopted by Airport Land Use Commission)
October 24, 2000 September 22, 2021.
Placer County Sustainability Plan adopted January 28, 2020.
Part I: Diagrams and Standards
Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards
Land Use Buffer Zone Standards/Public Facility Buffers
4. Public Facility Buffers. These buffer zones are required to protect the long-term viability of
critical public facilities such as solid waste transfer and disposal sites, sewage treatment plants,
and *****************
b. Uses Allowed in Buffer: All public facility buffer zones may include greenbelt and open space
uses. Buffers may also include the following uses, depending on the type of public facility being
protected:
(1) Airports: May also include industrial and recreation uses consistent with the buffer
requirements of Table1-5 for recreational uses. See the -AO Combining District or applicable
airport land use compatibility plans for airport compatibility buffers.
Part II: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Section 3: Transportation and Circulation Element
Policy 3.F.2.
The County shall work with the Airport Land Use Commission as described under Section 8.D
in the planning of land uses around the Auburn Municipal Airport, the Lincoln Municipal Airport,
Blue Canyon Airport, and the Truckee-Tahoe Airport to ensure protection of airport operations
from urban encroachment.
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ATTACHMENT C
Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California
In the matter of:
An Ordinance Amending Placer County Code,
Chapter 17, Articles 17.52 and 17.56 Pertaining to
Aircraft Overflight and Combining District Requirements

Ordinance No.: ____________

The following ordinance was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Placer at
a regular meeting held on ______________, 2021, by the following vote:
Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
_______________________________
Chair, Board of Supervisors
Attest:
_______________________
Clerk of said Board

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF PLACER ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:
WHEREAS, the purpose of these amendments are intended to keep consistency with the goals
and policies of the General Plan as modified by the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update; and
WHEREAS, the Aircraft Overflight Combining District-Related Code Amendments were
developed in consolation key stakeholders including the Placer County Transportation Planning
Agency and Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) as part of the 2021 Health and Safety Element
work program; and
WHEREAS, on May 6, 2021, the Placer County ALUC considered the zoning text amendments
for the Aircraft Overflight Combining District for consistency with the Placer County Airport Land
Page 1 of 3
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Use Combability Plan (ALCUP) and found that the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update and
corresponding zoning text amendments to be consistent with the 2021 ALUCP; and
WHEREAS, on October 7, 2021, the Placer County Planning Commission (“Planning
Commission”) held a public hearing to consider proposed amendments to the Placer County
Zoning Ordinance, and its subsequent amendments (“2021 Health and Safety Element Update”),
and the Planning Commission has made recommendations to the Board of Supervisors related
thereto; and
WHEREAS, on November 16, 2021, the Board of Supervisors held a public hearing to consider
the recommendations of the Planning Commission and to receive public input regarding the
proposed Aircraft Overflight Combining District-Related Code Amendments as part of the 2021
Health and Safety Element Update; and
WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the proposed Aircraft Overflight Combining District-Related
Code Amendments as part of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update, considered the
recommendations of the Planning Commission, received, and considered the written and oral
comments submitted by the public thereon, and has adopted the Addendum to the Placer County
General Plan Targeted Negative Declaration for the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update; and
WHEREAS, notice of all hearings required by statute and ordinance has been given and all
hearings have been held as required by statute and ordinance.
NOW, THEREFORE, THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF PLACER
ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Placer County Code, Chapter 17, Article 17.52, Section 17.52.030, titled “Aircraft
Overflight (-AO)” is amended as follows:
17.52.030 Aircraft overflight (-AO).

*****
B.

Applicability. The aircraft overflight combining district is applied to:

1.
Areas below the imaginary surfaces above and around each airport established by the U.S.
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) in its Federal Aviation Regulations, Volume XI, Part 77;
2.
Safety areas surrounding each airport as identified in the applicable airport land use plan adopted
by the airport land use commission:
a. Auburn Municipal Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (September 22, 2021)
b. Blue Canyon Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (February 2014)
c. Lincoln Regional Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (September 22, 2021)
d. Truckee-Tahoe Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (October 2016)
3.

Areas subject to high noise levels from aircraft operations.

C.
Combining District Requirements. The requirements and standards that apply to land uses within
the -AO combining district shall be the same as otherwise required by Sections 17.06.060 et seq., for the
applicable zone with which the -AO district is combined, except as follows:
1.
Allowable Land Uses. The land uses allowed in the aircraft overflight combining district shall be
the same as those allowed in the zone with which the -AO district is combined; provided, that no
Page 2 of 3

167

proposed use shall be approved unless it is identified as a compatible land use by the applicable airport
land use plan based on the policies of such plan regarding height, noise and safety.
2.

Land Use Permit Requirements.

a.
Permit Required. Zoning clearance is required for any land use proposed within the -AO
combining district, except where the zone with which the -AO district is combined would otherwise
require an administrative review permit, a minor use permit or a conditional use permit approval.
b.
Referral Required. All discretionary land use permit applications filed pursuant to Article 17.58
(Discretionary Land Use Permit Applications) shall be referred to the applicable airport land use
commission for review and comment before action is taken on the application pursuant to Sections
17.58.080 et seq. (Permit approval or disapproval), if the proposed use is not identified as a compatible
land use by the applicable airport land use plan.
3.

Development Standards.

a.
Height Limits. Proposed uses shall be subject to the height limits as established by the zoning
requirements of Sections 17.06.060 et seq. (Zone district regulations).
b.
Noise Mitigation. Proposed uses shall be designed and constructed to provide noise insulation to
reduce interior noise levels to the community noise equivalent level (CNEL) recommended by the
applicable airport land use plan.
4.
Other Regulations. This zoning ordinance includes other regulations regarding airfields and
heliports in Section 17.56.040 (Airfields and heliports). In the event of conflict between any provisions
of this -AO and other zoning districts, the more restrictive provision shall apply.
5.
Note: The provisions of Section 17.56.200 (Secondary dwellings) may be superseded by the
limitations imposed within the -AO district. The applicable airport comprehensive land use plan (CLUP)
and/or the airport land use commission (Placer County transportation planning agency (PCTPA)) should
be consulted.
Section 2. This Ordinance shall take full force and effect thirty (30) days from the date of its
adoption. The Clerk is directed to publish this ordinance, or a summary thereof, within fifteen (15)
days in accordance with Government Code Section 25124.
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ATTACHMENT D
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT/RESOURCE AGENCY
Environmental Coordination Services
County of Placer

ADDENDUM TO PLACER COUNTY TARGETED GENERAL
PLAN AMENDMENT NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE
2021 HEALTH AND SAFETY ELEMENT UPDATE
Project Name:

Placer County 2021 Health and Safety Element Update (PLN20-00112)

Project Location:

Unincorporated Placer County

Level of Environmental Review
This addendum to the Placer County (County) Targeted General Plan Amendment Initial Study/Negative
Declaration (Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND) has been prepared, pursuant to California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15164 and Placer County Environmental Review
Ordinance Section 18.16.090, to address proposed changes to the Health and Safety Element, as well
as associated changes to the Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and
Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance resulting from the changes to the Health and Safety Element.
The proposed updates to the Health and Safety Element, along with minor revisions and updates to the
Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning
Ordinance (referred herein as “2021 Health and Safety Element Update” or “proposed project”) involve:
•

complying with the current requirements of California Government Code Section 65302(g);

•

incorporating policy provisions and implementation of the Placer County Multi-Jurisdictional Local
Hazard Mitigation Plan, Placer County Community Wildfire Protection Plan, and Placer County
Sustainability Plan (PCSP) into the Health and Safety Element Update; and

•

Minor revisions to the General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards,
Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal
consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies of all elements of the General Plan as they
relate to Airport Hazards.

Section A, “Project Description,” below, provides a detailed description of the updates to the Health and
Safety Element.
Consistent with the requirements of State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, the County must determine
whether the update to the Health and Safety Element along with the associated revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would trigger the need for subsequent environmental review. When a negative declaration (ND) has been
adopted for a project, no subsequent review shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency
determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, one of more of the following:
(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous…negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects
or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 ● Auburn ● California 95603 ● 530-745-3132 ● fax 530-745-3003 ● www.placer.ca.gov/planning
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(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous…negative declaration due to the
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects; or
(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous…negative declaration was
adopted, shows any of the following:
(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous…negative
declaration; or
(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous negative declaration (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a]).
If any of the triggers set forth above occur, the County would be required to prepare subsequent
environmental analysis unless “only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous
negative declaration adequately apply to the project in the changed situation,” in which case a
“supplement to the negative declaration” would suffice (see State CEQA Guidelines Section 15163). If
there are no grounds for either a subsequent ND or a supplement to an ND, then the County can prepare
an addendum pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, explaining why “some changes or
additions” to the ND “are necessary, but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for the
preparation of a Subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred.”
This addendum is intended to evaluate the potential for environmental effects from the proposed
amendments to the Health and Safety Element, as well as the associated changes to the Transportation
and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance, which would be a change relative to what is described
and evaluated in the adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND. This addendum evaluates
all environmental topic areas for any changes in circumstances or changes to the project description, as
compared to the adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND and determines whether there
are potential environmental effects resulting from these changes that warrant supplemental review.
As explained in Section B, “Evaluation of Environmental Impacts,” the purpose of this analysis is to
evaluate environmental topic areas in terms of any “changed condition” (i.e., changed circumstances,
project changes, or new information of substantial importance) that may result in an environmental impact
significance conclusion different from that in the adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND
pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15164. This analysis includes consideration of
changes to the State CEQA Guidelines that became effective on December 28, 2018, after adoption of
the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
As documented in this addendum, the proposed Health and Safety Element Update would not result in
any new environmental effects or an increased severity of environmental effects documented in the 2013
Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND, because no new direct or indirect physical changes to the
environment would occur with its adoption.
Because only policy-level changes that would not result in any of the conditions described in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162 are proposed, preparation of a subsequent EIR or an ND is not warranted, and
an addendum to the previously adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND adequately
addresses the proposed Health and Safety Element Update.
A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Project History and Previous Environmental Review
An IS/ND originally prepared for the Placer County Targeted General Plan Amendment (PGPA
20120356) was adopted by the County in 2013 and is provided in Appendix A, along with the notice of
170
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determination and notice of completion for the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND. The 2013
IS/ND was prepared and circulated pursuant to CEQA. The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment
was a technical update that consisted of edits, corrections, status updates, revised figures, and several
new programs and policies necessary to comply with new state and federal laws and associated
requirements, including updates to the Health and Safety Element.

Proposed Health and Safety Element Update
The Health and Safety Element conveys the County’s goals, policies, and actions to minimize the hazards
to public health and safety in and around Placer County. The goal of the Health and Safety Element
Update is to reduce the risk of injury, death, property loss, and other hardships to acceptable levels. It
identifies the natural and human-caused hazards that affect existing and future development and
provides guidelines for protecting residents, employees, visitors, and other community members from
injury and death. It describes present and expected future conditions and sets policies and standards for
improved public safety. The Health and Safety Element Update also seeks to minimize physical harm to
the buildings and infrastructure in and around Placer County and to reduce damage to local economic
systems, community services, and ecosystems.
The Health and Safety Element Update would retain and update several goals, policies, and programs
from the current Health and Safety Element, as well as add new goals, policies, and programs. New
goals, policies, and programs would establish new policy, but do not approve/authorize any particular
project; any future activities would be subject to environmental review. The entire Health and Safety
Element Update is available for public review at https://www.placer.ca.gov/6631/Related-DocumentsOther-Resources. The new goals, policies, and programs are summarized as follows:
•

Seismic and Geological Hazards: Goals 8.A.1 and 8.A.2, associated policies 8.A.1.1 through
8.A.1.7 and 8.A.2.1 through 8.A.2.5, and Implementation Programs IM 8.A.1 through 8.A.7
address protection of life and property from seismic and geologic hazards. These policy provisions
include the evaluation of seismic and geologic hazards for development through the preparation
of geologic-seismic analyses and incorporation of design features to minimize hazards (Policies
8.A.1.1.1 through 8.A.1.1.7, 8.A.2.1, and 8.A.2.4 and Implementation Programs IM 8.A.1 through
IM 8.A.3). Policies and implementation actions also implement applicable provisions of the PCSP.

•

Flooding Hazards: Goals 8.B.1 and 8.B.2, associated policies 8.B.1.1 through 8.B.1.12 and
8.B.2.1 through 8.B.2.6, and Implementation Programs IM 8.B.1 through 8.B.10 address
protection of life and property from flood hazards, as well as the need for flood protection and
infrastructure that is adaptable to changing conditions and able to handle floodwater year-round.
Policies and implementation actions also implement applicable provisions of the PCSP. While
Implementation Program IM 8.B.8 states that the County will improve the resiliency of singleaccess roads and trails to flooding, no specific improvement projects have been identified. After
the Health and Safety Element Update is adopted, the County would evaluate specific roadways
and trails for improvement. Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated
proposed implementation programs would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate
work on these programs. Proposed improvements under these implementation programs would
undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether they would cause
environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.

•

Fire Hazards: Goals 8.C.1 and 8.C.2, associated policies 8.C.1.1 through 8.C.1.18 and 8.C.2.1
through 8.C.2.5, and Implementation Programs IM 8.C.1 through 8.C.13 address protection of
life, property, and watersheds from unwanted fires, as well as management of forests in a
sustainable manner that does not endanger urban areas with wildfires. Policy provisions require
the provision of adequate fire protection measures in existing and new development consistent
with local and state requirements (Policies 8.C.1.1 through 8.C.1.18). Forest management
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policies require coordination with federal, state, and local fire protection agencies, as well as
expansion of the County’s capacity to manage and restore conifer forest health (Policies 8.C.2.1
through 8.C.2.3 and 8.C.2.5). Policies and implementation actions also implement applicable
provisions of the PCSP. While Implementation Programs IM 8.C.6 through IM 8.C.8, IM 8.C.10,
and IM 8.C.13 identify actions associated with fuel reduction projects and promotion of mills and
biomass facilities, no specific projects have been identified. After the Health and Safety Element
Update is adopted, the County would evaluate specific activities for these implementation
programs. Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed
implementation programs would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work on
these programs. Potential activities or projects under these implementation programs would
undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether they would cause
environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.
•

Airport Hazards: Goal 8.D.1, associated policies 8.D.1 through 8.D.4, and Implementation
Programs IM 8.D.1 and 8.D.2 address protection of life and property resulting from airport safety
hazards through land use controls for property near existing airports.

•

Public Safety and Emergency Management: Goals 8.E.1 through 8.E.3, associated policies
8.E.1.1 through 8.E.1.7, 8.E.2.1 through 8.E.2.3, and 8.E.3.1 through 8.E.3.3, and Implementation
Programs IM 8.E.1 through 8.E.13 address the maintenance of effective responses to disasters,
protection of structures for public safety, and provision of medical and public health systems to
proactively address human health hazards and inequities in the community. Policies and
implementation actions also implement applicable provisions of the PCSP. While Implementation
Programs IM 8.E.9 and IM 8.E.12 identify actions associated with construction of
telecommunication infrastructure and microgrids, no specific projects have been identified. After
the Health and Safety Element Update is adopted, the County would evaluate specific activities
for these implementation programs. Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and
associated proposed implementation programs would be a policy-level action to allow the County
to initiate work on these programs. Potential activities under these implementation programs
would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether they would cause
environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.

•

Hazardous Materials: Goal 8.F.1, associated policies 8.F.1 through 8.F.11, and Implementation
Programs IM 8.F.1 and 8.F.3 address minimizing risk of loss of life and damage from hazardous
materials.

•

Avalanche Hazards: Goal 8.G.1, associated policies 8.G.1 and 8.G.2, and Implementation
Programs IM 8.G.1 and 8.G.2 address minimizing risk of loss of life and damage related to
avalanches. Policies and implementation actions also implement applicable provisions of the
PCSP.

•

Public Health: Goals 8.H.1 and 8.H.2, associated policies 8.H.1.1 and 8.H.1.2 and 8.H.2.1 through
8.H.2.3, and Implementation Programs IM 8.H.1 through IM 8.H.4 identify the need to provide
environmental health services in the unincorporated urban development area of western Placer
County and provision of public health systems to proactively address human health hazards and
inequities in the community.

•

Climate Adaptation and Resiliency: Goal 8.I.1, associated policies 8.I.1 and 8.I.2, and
Implementation Programs IM 8.I.1.1 through IM 8.I.1.4 identify actions to ensure that the County
is more resilient to hazards created or exacerbated by climate change through development
review and refinement of policy provisions that address adaptation. Policies and implementation
actions also implement applicable provisions of the PCSP.
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•

Drought: Goal 8.I.2, associated policies 8.I.2.1 through 8.I.2.8, and Implementation Programs IM
8.I.2.1 through IM 8.I.2.8 identify actions to provide for a resilient water supply through updates
of County standards and coordination with local water agencies and private interests for water
storage and efficiency measures. Policies and implementation actions also implement applicable
provisions of the PCSP. While Implementation Programs IM 8.I.2.1, IM 8.I.2.2, IM 8.I.2.6, and IM
8.I.2.8 identify actions associated with improvements to water storage and hydroelectric facilities
and expansion of grazing areas, no specific projects have been identified. After the Health and
Safety Element Update is adopted, the County would evaluate specific activities for these
implementation programs. Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated
proposed implementation programs would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate
work on these programs. Potential activities under these implementation programs would undergo
a separate environmental review process to determine whether they would cause environmental
impacts pursuant to CEQA.

•

Extreme Heat: Goal 8.I.3, associated policies 8.I.3.1 through 8.I.3.10, and Implementation
Programs IM 8.I.3.1 through IM 8.I.3.6 address measures to allow for community function with an
increase in average temperatures and extreme heat days. This includes policy provisions for
bridge maintenance, watershed management, resilient agriculture operations, decentralized
renewable energy facilities, and provision of emergency shelters for severe weather events.
Policies and implementation actions also implement applicable provisions of the PCSP. While
Policies 8.I.3.3 and 8.I.3.7 identify actions for improving ecosystem connectivity and decentralized
renewable energy facilities, no specific projects have been identified. After the Health and Safety
Element Update is adopted, the County would evaluate specific activities for these policies.
Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed policies would be a
policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work. Potential activities under these policies
would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether they would cause
environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.

•

Pests and Diseases in Agriculture and Forestry: Goal 8.I.4, associated policies 8.I.4.1 through
8.I.4.3, and Implementation Programs IM 8.I.4.1 through IM 8.I.4.5 provide actions to ensure that
forests and agricultural lands can better resist pests and diseases. This includes coordination with
state and federal agencies on fuel modification and pest management activities. Policies and
implementation actions also implement applicable provisions of the PCSP. While Implementation
Program IM 8.I.4.3 identifies supplementing cost-sharing programs for removal of diseased trees
from private property, no specific projects have been identified. After the Health and Safety
Element Update is adopted, the County would evaluate specific activities for this implementation
program. Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed
implementation program would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work.
Potential activities under this implementation program would undergo a separate environmental
review process to determine whether they would cause environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.

•

Severe Weather and Severe Winter Weather: Goal 8.I.5, associated policies 8.I.5.1 through
8.I.5.3, and Implementation Programs IM 8.I.5.1 through IM 8.I.5.5 identify measures to ensure
that utilities, buildings, and infrastructure can meet community needs during and after severe
weather events. This includes policy provisions that identify installation of redundant facilities and
undergrounding of utility lines. Policies and implementation actions also implement applicable
provisions of the PCSP. While Implementation Programs IM 8.I.5.1, IM 8.I.5.3, and IM 8.I.5.4
include infrastructure improvements and vegetation/debris clearance, no specific projects have
been identified. After the Health and Safety Element Update is adopted, the County would
evaluate specific activities for these implementation programs. Adoption of the Health and Safety
Element Update and associated proposed implementation programs would be a policy-level
action to allow the County to initiate work. Potential activities under these implementation
programs would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether they
would cause environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.
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The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
as well as the Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and
strategies of all elements of the General Plan. Additional text clean-ups are also included to update the
date for recently updated programs.
Revisions to other sections of the General Plan include:
•

General Plan, Introduction Section: Recently adopted programs such as Placer County
Sustainability Plan were added, and the dates for recently updated programs were added as
follows:
−
−
−
−

•

Community Wildfire Protection Plan (2012)
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP), 2021
Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (adopted by Airport Land
Use Commission) February 26, 2014
Placer County Sustainability Plan adopted January 28, 2020.

General Plan, Part I: Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards. Land Use Buffer Zone
Standards, Section 4. Public Facility Buffers: A reference to the Airport Overflight (AO) Combining
District and compatibility buffers was added as follows (Revisions shown in underlined format):
4. Public Facility Buffers (b) Uses Allowed in Buffer: All public facility buffer zones may
include greenbelt and open space uses. Buffers may also include the following uses,
depending on the type of public facility being protected:
(1)Airports: May also include industrial and recreation uses consistent with the buffer
requirements of Table1-5 for recreational uses. See the -AO Combining District or
applicable airport land use compatibility plans for airport compatibility buffers.

•

General Plan, Part II: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs -Section 3: 3.F.2.
Transportation and Circulation Element: Minor text changes were made for consistency with
General Plan goals relating to Airport Hazards as follows (Revisions shown in underlined format):
The County shall work with the Airport Land Use Commission as described under Section
8.D in the planning of land uses around the Auburn Municipal Airport, the Lincoln
Municipal Airport, Blue Canyon Airport, and the Truckee-Tahoe Airport to ensure
protection of airport operations from urban encroachment.

•

Placer County Zoning Ordinance, Section 17.52.030: Applicable airports were added to the
Aircraft Overflight Combining District, and additional text to Subsection 4, Other Regulations for
consistency with General Plan goals and policies as it relates to Airport Hazards as follows
(Revisions shown in underlined format):
B. Applicability. The Aircraft Overflight combining district is applied to:
2. Safety areas surrounding each airport as identified in the applicable airport land use
plan adopted by the Airport Land Use Commission;
a. Auburn Municipal Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (Month 2021)
b. Blue Canyon Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (February 2014)
c. Lincoln Regional Airport Land Use Compatibility (Month 2021)
d. Truckee-Tahoe Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (October 2016)
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4. Other Regulations. This Zoning Ordinance includes other regulations regarding airfields
and heliports in Section 17.56.040 (Airfields and heliports). In the event of conflict
between any provisions of this -AO and other zoning districts, the more restrictive
provision shall apply.
B. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
2021 Health and Safety Element Update Environmental Analysis Relative to the 2013 Targeted
General Plan Amendment IS/ND
The purpose of this analysis is to evaluate the environmental resource categories in terms of any
“changed condition” (i.e., changed circumstances, project changes, or new information of substantial
importance) that may result in environmental impact significance conclusions different from those found
in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND. The purpose of the analysis is to provide answers
to the following questions:
•

Would Proposed Changes Result in New Significant Impacts?
The analysis considers the significance of the environmental impacts of the Health and Safety
Element Update that were not considered in the adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND.

•

Would Any New Circumstances Result in New or Substantially More Severe Significant
Impacts?
Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(2) of the State CEQA Guidelines, the analysis determines whether
changes (circumstances under which the Health and Safety Element Update is undertaken) have
occurred subsequent to release of the prior environmental documents that would result in the
Health and Safety Element Update having significant environmental impacts that were not
considered in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND or having significant impacts
that would be substantially more severe than the previously identified significant impacts.

•

Does Any New Information Require New Analysis or Verification?
Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3) of the State CEQA Guidelines, the analysis determines whether
information of substantial importance that was not known when the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND was adopted is now available, requiring an update to the analysis in the 2013
Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND to ensure that the environmental conclusions remain
valid. The analysis would determine whether the Health and Safety Element Update would have
one or more significant effects not discussed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment
IS/ND or whether significant effects previously examined would be substantially more severe than
shown in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND. If the additional analysis completed
as part of this analysis finds that the conclusions of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment
IS/ND remain the same and no new significant impacts are identified, or identified significant
environmental impacts are not found to be substantially more severe, no additional environmental
review would be required.

I.

AESTHETICS

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that no impact would occur on
aesthetics or visual resources because the Amendment would not affect any text in the General Plan
relative to design or aesthetics. Where scenic vistas within the County are identified, policies are already
in place to protect them, and the Targeted General Plan Amendment would not change any aesthetic
provisions.
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The current visual character of the County is largely similar to conditions that existed in 2013 based on
review of satellite imagery of the County between 2013 and 2020 (Google Earth imagery). There has
been an expansion of urban land uses associated with urban development in the City of Roseville west
of Fiddyment Road, construction within the Placer Vineyards Specific Plan area, and urban and rural land
use infill development within unincorporated communities of the County.
The Health and Safety Element Update’s policies and implementation programs would not commit the
County to the approval of projects or development that could result in impacts on aesthetic resources.
Furthermore, no new substantial sources of light or glare would be created that could adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area. Proposed policy provisions would not alter the Placer County Design
Guidelines Manual, Landscape Design Guidelines, or community design elements of community plans
associated with County design review (Placer County Code Section 17.52.070) that address scenic
resources, visual character, or compatibility.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts relating to aesthetics.
Therefore, the adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to effects on a scenic vista, damage to scenic
resources within a state scenic highway, degradation of the visual character of public views of a site, or
creation of new sources of light or glare beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new aesthetic impacts
or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
II.

AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that adoption of the amendments would
not affect agriculture and forestry resources because the Amendment would not change current General
Plan policies that protect agricultural operations from incompatible land uses. The 2013 Targeted General
Plan Amendment IS/ND further determined that the Amendment would not convert Prime Farmland,
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance or conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use or a Williamson Act contract, because it would not result in the conversion of existing farmland or
rezone land.
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines was updated in December 2018 (after adoption of the 2013
Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND) to address potential impacts associated with the loss of
forestry resources. The environmental effects associated with the loss of oak woodlands and other
sensitive habitat communities was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND
(Section IV, “Biological Resources” of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND).
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not convert existing farmland or rezone land. No Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance would be converted into nonagricultural uses, and
existing zoning for agricultural use and Williamson Act contract–designated land would remain in place.
Forestry resources, including designated forestland and timberland, would not be rezoned with the
adoption of the policies and programs proposed under the Health and Safety Element Update. Adoption
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of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed implementation programs would be
a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work. Potential activities under these implementation
programs would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether they would
cause environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA. The Health and Safety Element Update includes Goal
8.I.4 and associated policies and implementation programs, which consist of measures to remove
diseased trees and coordinate with federal and state agencies in support of pest management activities.
These activities would improve forest health.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts related to the loss of important
farmland.
Therefore, the adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to the loss of important farmland; conflict with
agricultural zoning, forestland zoning, or Williamson Act contracts; or result in the conversion of farmland
or forestland beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new agriculture and
forestry resource impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013
Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
III.

AIR QUALITY

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that no impact would occur on air quality
because the General Plan Amendment would not revise, replace, or attempt to supersede existing
standards and procedures to ensure compliance with state and County codes and policies that pertain to
air quality. The Amendment does not include any provisions that would supersede or otherwise conflict
with rules or procedures governing assessment or control of air pollutant emissions. The project does not
propose any construction, and no change in density is proposed. Future development projects would be
subject to Placer County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) rules, monitoring, and best management
practices. No additional development potential or new land uses not currently allowed would be allowed
as a result of the Targeted General Plan Amendment.
APCD adopted the “Review of Land Use Projects under the California Environmental Quality Act Policy”
(Policy) on October 13, 2016 (after adoption of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND). The
Policy establishes the thresholds of significance for criteria pollutants, as well as greenhouse gases
(GHGs), and the review principles that serve as guidelines for APCD staff when APCD acts as a
commenting agency to review and comment on the environmental documents prepared by the lead
agencies.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that
could result in air quality impacts. There are no proposed policies or programs that would relax air quality
standards or result in creation of land use activity that would create substantial air pollutant or odor
sources beyond what was anticipated in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
Subsequent projects implemented after adoption of the proposed Health and Safety Element Update
would be required to comply with all applicable laws and regulations related to air quality. APCD has local
air quality jurisdiction over projects within the County and would approve specific permits and review
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environmental documents for air quality impacts. Construction activities would comply with APCD Rule
228 and Rule 242, which regulate the amount of fugitive dust, nitrogen oxide, and carbon monoxide
emissions generated from construction. In addition, APCD Rule 202, Visible Emissions Limitations,
details the equipment exhaust emission limits that cannot be exceeded during construction. This would
consist of submittal of a comprehensive equipment inventory and emissions calculations for the proposed
construction equipment to APCD for approval in accordance with Rule 202. Furthermore, construction
activities would comply with policies that regulate idling time for all diesel-powered equipment (Placer
County Code Chapter 10, Article 10.14), grading operations (APCD Rule 228), construction vehicle
speeds (APCD Rule 228), and dust control measures (APCD Rule 228).
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in an increase in criteria pollutant emissions and therefore would not result in any adverse
impacts related to air quality.
Therefore, the adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not obstruct the
implementation of applicable air quality plans, result in cumulatively considerable new increases of
criteria air pollutants for which the County is in nonattainment, expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations, or result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) that could adversely
affect a substantial number of people beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new air quality impacts
or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
IV.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that no impact would occur on biological
resources because it does not involve development activity. Therefore, it was not expected to create any
new action that could have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or sensitive natural
community, or have a substantial adverse effect on any native resident or migratory fish, wildlife corridors,
or wildlife species. Future development projects will be subject to all applicable County codes and
policies, including General Plan and community plan policies, such as the Tree Preservation Ordinance,
that discourage development in environmentally sensitive areas and protect significant ecological areas,
habitat resources, watersheds, and riparian vegetation.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that
could result in biological resource impacts. While some policies and implementation programs identify
actions that may affect biological resources, no specific projects have been identified. After the Health
and Safety Element Update is adopted, the County would evaluate specific activities for these policies
and implementation programs. Potential activities under these policies and implementation programs
would undergo a separate environmental review process and would be required to comply with applicable
federal, state, and County standards and guidelines that protect biological resources within the County.
For example, protections are provided to special-status plant and wildlife species listed as threatened or
endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) or California Endangered Species Act;
deemed as rare or endangered plant and wildlife species under CEQA; and considered to be rare,
threatened, or endangered by the California Native Plant Society. The County’s conditions of approval
support these special-status species protections and would require evaluation of parcels before
178
Negative Declaration Addendum
10 of 27

development to determine the presence or absence of special-status species and implementation of
feasible measures to mitigate potential impacts on special-status species and sensitive habitats.
The County adopted the Placer County Conservation Program (PCCP) on September 1, 2020 (after
adoption of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND). The PCCP is designed to protect,
enhance, and restore covered special-status species and natural communities in western Placer County
while streamlining state and federal permitting for covered development activities. The PCCP includes
three separate but complementary components that support two sets of state and federal permits:
•

The Western Placer County Habitat Conservation Plan and Natural Community Conservation
Plan (HCP/NCCP) will protect fish and wildlife and their habitats and fulfill the requirements of
the ESA, and the California Natural Community and Conservation Planning Act (NCCP Act).

•

The Western Placer County Aquatic Resources Program (CARP) will protect streams, wetlands,
and other water resources and fulfill the requirements of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA) and
analogous state laws and regulations.

•

The in-lieu fee program allows requirements under Section 404 of the CWA to be fulfilled by
payment of a fee for compensatory mitigation of impacts on aquatic resources from activities
covered under the HCP/NCCP and the CARP.

The state and federal endangered species laws prohibit “take” of protected species without a permit.
“Take” is broadly defined to include harm and habitat loss. The PCCP permits allow “incidental take” of
covered species and habitat and streamlines future compliance under the CWA.
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW’s) Lake and Streambed Alteration Program
requires notification to CDFW of any proposed activity that may substantially modify a river, stream, or
lake (Fish and Game Code Section 1602). General Plan Policies 6.A.1 and 6.C.11 further protect riparian
habitat and other sensitive natural communities by requiring sensitive habitat buffers around streams and
riparian zones and evaluation of parcels before development for the presence of valley foothill and
montane riparian habitats. These and other habitat protection policies and implementation of the PCCP
would reduce potentially significant impacts on riparian habitats and other sensitive natural communities,
including oak woodlands.
Wetlands and other waters of the United States and state are protected through Sections 404 and 401 of
the CWA. If a project could potentially affect waters of the United States or state, the project proponent
would be required to apply for a Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the State Water Resources
Control Board or regional water quality control board and/or a Section 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers. Compensatory mitigation for loss of wetlands and nonwetland waters could be required as
part of the conditions of the 401 and 404 permits. The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and Section 3505
of the California Fish and Game Code provide protections for birds and their nests. The County’s conditions
of approval support these protections by requiring a focused surveys during nesting bird season (February
1 through September 1) and specific provisions (e.g., nest buffers, cease-work orders) if active nests are
discovered. Subsequent activities would be subject to the provisions of the CWA related to state-protected
and federally protected wetlands, along with the MBTA and Fish and Game Code Section 3505, which
protect nesting birds.
Placer County Code Article 19.50 includes provisions to protect trees in unincorporated areas within the
County. A permit would be required to remove designated protected trees, as well as trees within riparian
areas, and removed trees would be required to be replaced (Placer County Code Section 19.50.090).
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
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Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse effects on biological special species or their
habitat, wetlands, or conflict with the County’s General Plan.
Therefore, the adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to adverse effects on candidate, sensitive, or specialstatus species or their habitat; adversely affect riparian habitat, other sensitive habitat communities, or
wetlands; obstruct wildlife movement or use of wildlife nursery sites; or conflict with County General Plan,
conservation program, or County Code requirements and standards related to biological resources
beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new biological
resource impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013
Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
V.

CULTURAL AND TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that no impact on cultural or historic
resources would occur with adoption of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment because the
Amendment did not involve a change in density, changes of use, or specific development project and
therefore is not expected to have foreseeable impacts on archaeological or historical resources or an
impact on paleontological resources or unique geologic features. The Recreational and Cultural
Resources Element of the General Plan contains policies to conserve historic, cultural, archaeological,
and paleontological resources and to ensure the protection of known resources. There are no substantial
changes to these policies. In addition, the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND noted that all
development of residential uses would be in accordance with applicable federal, state, and County
standards and guidelines, as well as the requirements mandated during the environmental review of
individual projects.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that
could result in cultural or tribal cultural resource impacts. While some policies and implementation
programs identify actions that may affect cultural and tribal cultural resources, no specific projects have
been identified. After the Health and Safety Element Update is adopted, the County would evaluate
specific activities for these policies and implementation programs. Potential activities under these policies
and implementation programs would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine
whether the specific candidate sites proposed for rezoning would cause potential impacts on cultural and
tribal cultural resources. Placer County Code Article 15.60 includes regulations for cultural, tribal, and
historic resources preservation. The historical advisory board is responsible for identifying and protecting
cultural resources in the County (Placer County Code Section 15.60.040). Buildings, sites, and other
areas designated as a cultural or historic resource by the historical advisory board are included in the
Placer County Official Register of Cultural and Historic Resources (official register) (Placer County Code
Section 15.60.060). Housing developers would be required to obtain a permit or entitlement from the
County for construction work on or demolition of cultural or historic resources listed in the official register
(Placer County Code Sections 15.60.150 and 15.60.180). These ordinances would require identification
and avoidance of historic and cultural resources as a part of project design.
Assembly Bill (AB) 52 requires the lead agency for projects subject to environmental review through
CEQA to consult with geographically affiliated California Native American tribes. Tribal cultural resources
include sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe (California Public Resources Code [PRC] Section 5020.1). Consultation
with tribes would allow determination of whether any tribal cultural resources are present on a potential
project site and, if so, which avoidance measures would need to be implemented to reduce impacts on
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those tribal cultural resources. The County sent offers to consult under AB 52 on the Health and Safety
Element Update to those tribes that are culturally and geographically affiliated with the County. The
United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC) responded on August 17, 2021 with an email declining
consultation. No other Native American tribes responded to the offer to consult. Subsequent projects
may be subject to AB 52 consultation.
If human remains were discovered during construction of a future project, the project proponent would
be required to stop work and contact the County coroner (California Health and Safety Code Section
7050.5; PRC Section 5079.98; California Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites Act). If
the remains are Native American in origin, the coroner must notify the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC). NAHC would then notify the Most Likely Descendant, and procedures set in place
by the California Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites Act would be followed for
treatment of the remains.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts related to historic, archaeological,
or tribal cultural resources or human remains.
Therefore, the adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to historic, archaeological, or tribal cultural resources
or human remains beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new cultural or tribal
cultural impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted
General Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
VI.

ENERGY

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND did not include an analysis of the potential impacts
on energy resources from the adoption of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment. Updates to the
State CEQA Guidelines in 2018 included a new subdivision (b), Energy Impacts, in Section 15126.2 and
a new impact category “Energy” in Appendix G. These amendments occurred after adoption of the 2013
Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND, which precluded including an energy analysis in the original
IS/ND. The energy analysis provided below complies with the current State CEQA Guidelines.
Health and Safety Element Update goals, policies, and programs would not commit the County to the
approval of a project or development that could result in the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy or conflict with applicable energy plans or regulations. Energy impacts caused by
individual projects would be evaluated, and additional environmental review in compliance with CEQA
may be required. New buildings constructed in the state are required to comply with the California Building
Energy Efficiency Standards (California Code of Regulations [CCR] Title 24, Parts 6 and 11; Placer
County Ordinance 15.04.210). The 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards include provisions to
reduce wasteful and unnecessary energy consumption in newly constructed and existing buildings.
These requirements include provisions for renewable energy and energy efficiency standards to improve
energy savings. The California Green Building Standards Code, a component of the California Building
Energy Efficiency Standards, establishes additional energy efficiency standards, including planning and
design for sustainable site development and measures for water and material conservation (CCR Title
24, Part 11).
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The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy or conflict with
applicable energy plans or regulations.
Therefore, the adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in the wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy or conflict with applicable energy plans or regulations.
Addendum Conclusion:
The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment did not analyze energy impacts related to adoption
of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment. Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element
Update would not result in impacts on energy resources for the reasons described above, and
project impacts would be less than significant.
VII.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that no impact would occur on geology
or soil resources, because no specific development projects were proposed as part of the Targeted
General Plan Amendment. The Targeted General Plan Amendment would not expose people or structures
to additional potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death. Future
developments are subject to all applicable County codes and policies for residential, commercial, and other
projects, including existing General Plan policies and standard requirements under the California Building
Code designed to reduce risk from geologic activity to acceptable levels.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, Health and Safety Element Update goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that
could result in geologic or paleontological resource impacts. While some policies and implementation
programs identify actions that may affect geologic resources, no specific projects have been identified.
After the Health and Safety Element Update is adopted, the County would evaluate specific activities for
these policies and implementation programs. Potential activities under these policies and implementation
programs would undergo a separate environmental review process and would be subject to federal, state,
and County regulations related to geology and soils. Construction activities involving cuts or fills greater
than 4 feet in depth or excavation of more than 250 cubic yards of graded material would be subject to
the County’s Grading, Erosion, and Sediment Control Ordinance, and the project applicant would be
required to apply for a grading permit through the County (Placer County Code Article 15.48). The building
design would also be reviewed by the County and would be required to comply with the California Building
Code, which regulates the design, construction, location, and maintenance of all buildings to safeguard
life and property (CCR Title 24). Chapter 16 of the state building code includes structural design
requirements to protect buildings from earthquake risk. Chapter 18 of the state building code includes
requirements for foundation and soil investigations (Section 1803); excavation, grading, and fill (Section
1804); allowable load-bearing values of soils (Section 1806); and foundation support system
requirements (Sections 1808–1810). Appendix J of the state building code includes grading requirements
for excavation and fill (Sections J106 and J107), maximum limits on the slope of cut-and-fill surfaces and
required setbacks and slope protection for cut-and-fill slopes (Section J108), and erosion control through
drainage facilities and terracing (Sections J109 and J110).
The County would evaluate building plans and permit applications for compliance with the state building
code before granting building permits (Placer County Code Section 15.04.210). Individual projects would
comply with the requirements of the state building code, which would help prevent adverse effects from
earthquakes, seismic ground shaking, seismic-related ground failure, and landslides. Grading activities
would be regulated through the County’s Grading, Erosion, and Sediment Ordinance, which would help
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limit adverse effects caused by soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. Placer County Code Article 15.60,
Cultural Resources Preservation, provides protection of scientifically important natural features, which
include significant geological and paleontological objects. Projects would be required to comply with this
County ordinance to protect potential paleontological resources or unique geologic features on-site.
Buildings proposed outside of public sewer service systems would be required to comply with Placer
County Code Article 8.24, which requires that on-site sewage systems be designed consistent with the
siting, operation, monitoring, and maintenance standards of the Placer County On-Site Sewage Manual
to protect the environment and public health.
The Health and Safety Element Update includes Goals 8.A.1 and 8.A.2 and associated policies and
implementation programs, which identify measures that address protection of life and property from
seismic and geologic hazards. These policy provisions include the evaluation of seismic and geologic
hazards for development through the preparation of geologic-seismic analyses and incorporation of
design features to minimize hazards.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse geological or soil impacts.
Therefore, the adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to the rupture of a known earthquake fault, strong
seismic ground shaking, seismic-related ground failure, or landslides; result in substantial soil erosion or
loss of topsoil; potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse; cause substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property by being located on expansive soils;
have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems; or directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new geology and soil
impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General
Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
VIII.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that adoption of the General Plan
amendments would not result in the release of GHG emissions, because the Amendment did not grant
entitlements for any projects. Since no development was called for under the Targeted General Plan
Amendment, the specific effects on GHG emissions were determined to be speculative. Future
development would be required to comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulation related to
GHG emissions.
The County adopted the PCSP on January 28, 2020 (after adoption of the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND). The PCSP includes an inventory of baseline (2005) and forecasted emissions in
2020, 2030, and 2050 and establishes a target of reducing the County’s GHG emissions goals by 15
percent below 2005 levels by 2020 and the statewide per capita reduction efficiency target of 6 metric
tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) per person by 2030. Reductions of GHG emissions within
the PCSP are designed to achieve the state’s adopted AB 32 and Senate Bill 32 reduction targets. The
PCSP contains six GHG mitigation strategies that can be applied to discretionary projects, as feasible,
when applicable project-level CEQA GHG thresholds are exceeded (strategies E-4, E-21, WW-2, T-1.2,
T-1.3, and T-1.4). Under the PCSP, the County uses the APCD-recommended GHG threshold of 1,100
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MTCO2e per year to determine whether PCSP emission reduction measures are required. The PCSP
would not be applicable to projects that were previously analyzed in a certified EIR, that are consistent
with that analysis, and that address the most recent GHG regulatory requirements.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that
could result in GHG emission impacts.
As described in Section VI, “Energy,” the building design of future potential projects would be subject to
compliance with the energy efficiency requirements of the California Building Energy Efficiency Standards
(CCR Title 24, Parts 6 and 11; Placer County Code Section 15.04.210), which would assist in reducing
GHG emissions from energy use. Future projects under the Health and Safety Element Update would be
subject to environmental review under CEQA and would be required to demonstrate consistency with the
PCSP and APCD guidance. APCD maintains a list of recommended mitigation measures to reduce GHG
emissions from construction and operation, which include maintaining all construction equipment properly
according to manufacturers’ specifications and ensuring that building design exceeds the current Title 24
energy efficiency standards by 20 percent (APCD 2017).
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse GHG impacts.
Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to the generation of GHG emissions that may have a
significant impact on the environment or conflict with applicable plans or regulations adopted for the
purpose of reducing GHG emissions beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new GHG impacts or
impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
IX.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that adoption of the General Plan
amendments would not create concerns regarding hazards, hazardous materials, or wildland fire hazards,
because no substantive modifications to the General Plan policies concerning hazards and hazardous
materials were included. Future development in the County would be subject to hazardous materials
regulations and would be required to meet fire safety guidelines.
Since adoption of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND, the County adopted the PCSP.
The PCSP includes a vulnerability assessment that identifies vulnerable populations and assets located
within high fire severity zones. The PCSP contains the following mitigation strategies:
•

Strategy WF-5: Provide multiple points of ingress and egress to improve evacuation and
emergency response access.

•

Strategy WF-7: Provide fire-safe improvements including hardening of the home, installation of
sprinklers, and fire-safe exterior materials.
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•

Strategy WF-9: Coordinate with the Placer County Fire Safe Alliance and local Fire Safe Councils
to join the Placer County Firewise Communities program.

Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that
could create hazards or be exposed to hazards. Subsequent projects would be subject to applicable
regulations that control the disposal and use of hazards and hazardous materials. For example, the
Hazardous Materials Release Response Plans and Inventory Act would require applicable projects to
report the amounts of liquid and solid hazardous materials and compressed gases that would be used
during construction and operation to the Environmental Health Division of Placer County (California
Health and Safety Code Division 20, Chapter 6.95). Underground storage tanks are required to apply for
a permitting under Placer County Code Section 8.20.040.
The proposed Health and Safety Element Update includes Goal 8.F.1, associated policies (8.F.1 through
8.F.11), and Implementation Programs IM 8.F.1 and 8.F.3, which address minimizing risk of loss of life
and damage from hazardous materials. The proposed element update also includes Goals 8.C.1 and
8.C.2, associated policies (8.C.1.1 through 8.C.1.18 and 8.C.2.1 through 8.C.2.5), and Implementation
Programs IM 8.C.1 through 8.C.13, which address protection of life, property, and watersheds from
unwanted fires, as well as manage forests in a sustainable manner that does not endanger urban areas
with wildfires. Policy provisions require the provision of adequate fire protection measures in existing and
new development consistent with local and state requirements (Policies 8.C.1.1 through 8.C.1.18). Forest
management policies include coordination with federal, state, and local fire protection agencies, as well
as expansion of the County’s capacity to manage and restore conifer forest health (Policies 8.C.2.1
through 8.C.2.3 and 8.C.2.5).
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse hazard impacts.
Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed implementation programs
would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work. Potential activities under these
implementation programs would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether
they would cause environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA. Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and
Safety Element Update would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts related to
the public related to the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or the accidental
release of hazardous materials; affect schools through the release of hazardous emissions; cause
development to be located on a hazardous materials site and, as a result, create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment; result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area;
impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan; or expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wildland fires beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new hazard impacts
or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
X.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that no impact would occur on hydrology
or water quality resources, because the Amendment would not involve any development activity or
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changes in permitted land uses. All future development would be subject to the County’s and other
agencies' runoff/stormwater and floodplain regulations, permits, and approvals, including Placer County's
Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance, Stormwater Management Manual, and National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Stormwater Permit, and would comply with all
applicable County policies related to hydrology and water quality.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that
could result in hydrology or water quality impacts. While some policies and implementation programs
identify actions that may affect hydrology and water quality, no specific projects have been identified.
After the Health and Safety Element Update is adopted, the County would evaluate specific activities for
these policies and implementation programs. Potential activities under these policies and implementation
programs would undergo a separate environmental review process and would be subject to federal, state,
and County regulations related to hydrology and water quality. Projects would be required to comply with
Placer County’s Stormwater Quality Ordinance, which would ensure that construction and operation of
development comply with federal and state laws that protect water resources.
Section 402 of the CWA establishes the NPDES permit program to control discharges of pollutants from
point sources. Most construction activities that disturb 1 acre of land or more would be required to obtain
coverage under the NPDES General Permit for Construction Activities (Construction General Permit).
Construction activities subject to the Construction General Permit include clearing, grading, and
disturbing the ground, such as through stockpiling or excavating, in a way that would result in soil
disturbances of at least 1 acre of total land area. The Construction General Permit would require the
applicant to file a notice of intent to discharge stormwater and to prepare and implement a storm water
pollution prevention plan (SWPPP). The SWPPP would include an overview of the best management
practices that would be implemented to prevent soil erosion and discharge of other construction-related
pollutants that could contaminate nearby water resources and demonstration that construction activities
comply with relevant local ordinances and regulations.
CWA Section 402 also mandates permits for municipal stormwater discharges, which are regulated under
the NPDES General Permit for Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems. Placer County’s Grading,
Erosion, and Sediment Control Ordinance regulates grading on property in the unincorporated area of
the County to avoid pollution of watercourses with hazardous materials, nutrients, sediments, or other
earthen materials generated on or caused by surface runoff on or across the permit area (Placer County
Code Article 15.48). The County’s grading ordinance would require projects to apply for a grading permit
for construction activities involving cuts or fills greater than 4 feet in depth or excavation of more than 250
cubic yards of graded material. Individual projects would be required to comply with these state and
County ordinances, along with all other applicable regulations and the County’s conditions of approval,
to prevent potential impacts on hydrology and water quality.
Operational water quality is addressed through compliance with Placer County Code Article 8.28 and
implementation of water quality control measures pursuant to Placer County Code Section 8.28.150.
Development would also be required to design drainage facilities to avoid increases in drainage rates
and flooding consistent with Section 5 of the Land Development Manual, the Placer County Storm Water
Management Manual, and the West and East Placer Storm Water Quality Design Manual.
The County currently is not under an adopted sustainable groundwater management plan. Groundwater
use would be subject to Placer County Code Article 13.08 and Placer County Water Agency Standards
– Standard Specifications, Standard Drawings, regarding the proper design of groundwater wells to
protect groundwater resources.
The proposed Health and Safety Element includes Goals 8.B.1 and 8.B.2, associated policies (8.B.1.1
through 8.B.1.12 and 8.B.2.1 through 8.B.2.6), and Implementation Programs IM 8.B.1 through 8.B.10,
which address protection of life and property from flood hazards, as well as the need for flood protection
and infrastructure that is adaptable to changing conditions and able to handle floodwater year-round.
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The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts relating to new hydrology and water
quality impacts.
Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to violation of water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements; decrease groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge; alter the
existing drainage pattern of a site or area; result in substantial erosion or siltation; conflict with or obstruct
implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan; or cause
any other physical impacts on hydrology and water quality resources in the County beyond what was
addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new hydrology and
water quality impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013
Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XI.

LAND USE AND PLANNING

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that the General Plan amendments would
not cause impacts on land use or planning, because they would not modify current zoning, subdivision
regulations, grading ordinances, or other related County standards. Further, the Targeted General Plan
Amendment would not amend or conflict with any applicable conservation plan, nor would it divide an
established community or result in increased development in sensitive ecological areas.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the General
Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning
Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies of all
elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land Use/Circulation
Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance would not result
in new or substantially more severe adverse land use and planning impacts.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update
would not commit the County to the approval of development or modification and land use policies and
regulations. The proposed policies, programs, and goals would not conflict with the Land Use Element
or physically divide established communities.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new land use and
planning impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted
General Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XII.

MINERAL RESOURCES

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that the Targeted General Plan
Amendment would not result in the loss of mineral resources, because the Amendment would not change
any land use designations or zones that would otherwise allow mineral resource recovery and would not
result in the loss of the availability of mineral resources. All future development would be subject to all
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applicable County codes and policies, including existing General Plan and community plan policies that
protect known mineral resources reserves from encroachment of incompatible land uses.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the General
Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning
Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies of all
elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land Use/Circulation
Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance would not result
in new or substantially more severe adverse mineral impacts.
Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed implementation programs
would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work. Potential activities under these
implementation programs would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether
they would cause environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that could
result in mineral resource impacts. Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts related to changes to the physical
environment that could affect mineral resources beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted
General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new mineral resource
impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General
Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XIII.

NOISE

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that the General Plan amendments would
not affect noise conditions because they would not involve any substantive change to existing General
Plan noise policies. The Targeted General Plan Amendment did not involve zone changes or changes to
the existing land use designations that could affect density or noise levels in residential, commercial, or
industrial neighborhoods. The County's existing Noise Ordinance (Article 9.36 of the County Code) and
standards would apply to proposed future developments.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that could
result in construction or operational noise or ground vibration impacts. As discussed in the 2013 Targeted
General Plan Amendment IS/ND, construction associated with subsequent projects would be subject to
the Placer County Noise Ordinance (Placer County Code Article 9.36). This ordinance sets noise limits
for construction in the County. Construction activities would be allowed only between 6 a.m. and 8 p.m.
Monday through Friday and between 8 a.m. and 8 p.m. Saturday and Sunday, and all construction
equipment would be required to be fitted with factory-installed muffling devices. The County Noise
Ordinance also sets noise limits for sensitive receptors and limits construction noise levels for work close
to property that is owned, leased, or occupied (Placer County Code Section 9.36.060).
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse noise or vibration impacts.
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Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or substantially
more severe adverse impacts related to the generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in
ambient noise levels, result in the generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels,
or expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels beyond what was
addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in a new noise and
vibration impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013
Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XIV.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that the General Plan amendment would
not induce population growth or displace a substantial amount of existing housing, because the
Amendment would not change any existing land use designations or result in an increase in new home
construction beyond the existing capacity. The population assumptions used in the General Plan remain
unchanged. The existing General Plan accounts for increased growth and includes policies to reduce
potential growth-related impacts. The project would not revise any of these policies. No aspect of the
Targeted General Plan Amendment proposed the displacement of existing housing.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update goals,
policies, and programs would not alter current General Plan policy provisions regarding growth or induce
substantial unplanned population growth, because no new residential development would be approved
and no infrastructure that could support unplanned housing would be developed. Adoption of the Health
and Safety Element Update policy provisions would not include actions that would displace substantial
numbers of people or housing, because no land use changes would occur.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts related to population and housing.
Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to unplanned growth or displace a substantial number
of existing housing or people beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in a new population and
housing impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted
General Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XV.

PUBLIC SERVICES

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that the General Plan amendments would
not cause an increased demand for public services because the Amendment would not change residential
land use designations within the Land Use Element of the Placer County General Plan or community plans
and, therefore, would not cause an increase in demand for public services. Further, no specific
development projects are proposed in the Targeted General Plan Amendment; therefore, it is not expected
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to result in any increase in population density that would generate the need to require additional
infrastructure or other governmental services.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development.
The proposed Health and Safety Element Update includes Goals 8.E.1 through 8.E.3, associated policies
(8.E.1.1 through 8.E.1.7, 8.E.2.1 through 8.E.2.3, and 8.E.3.1 through 8.E.3.3), and Implementation
Programs IM 8.E.1 through 8.E.13, which address the maintenance of effective responses to disasters,
protection of structures for public safety, and provision of medical and public health systems to proactively
address human health hazards and inequities in the community. The proposed element also includes
Goal 8.I.5, associated policies (8.I.5.1 through 8.I.5.3), and Implementation Programs IM 8.I.5.1 through
IM 8.I.5.5, which identify measures to ensure that utilities, buildings, and infrastructure can meet
community needs during and after severe weather events.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts to public services.
Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed implementation programs
would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work. Potential activities under these
implementation programs would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether
they would cause environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.
Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to the demand for fire protection, sheriff protection,
schools, maintenance of public facilities, or other governmental services that could generate significant
environmental impacts beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment
IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new public service
impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General
Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XVI.

RECREATION

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that the General Plan amendments would
not cause an increased demand for recreational facilities, because the Amendment would not involve any
development activity. They would not change residential land use designations in the Land Use Element
of the Placer County General Plan and, therefore, would not cause an increase in demand for recreational
facilities. Further, the Targeted General Plan Amendment does not include facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment. The policies of the current General Plan's Recreational and Cultural Resources Element
regarding park facilities would remain in place.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of projects or development that
would affect recreation facilities and services. Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element
Update would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts related to parks and
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recreation service impacts beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment
IS/ND.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts to recreation.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new recreation
impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General
Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XVII.

TRANSPORTATION

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment would not affect transportation facilities or traffic conditions, because it would not directly result
in any new development and, therefore, would not directly result in the generation of vehicle trips. It would
not directly affect transportation facilities or traffic conditions and would not alter any existing standards or
requirements related to transportation and traffic. A new goal and associated policy in the Transportation
and Circulation Element calls for integrating Complete Streets infrastructure and design features into street
design and construction to create safe and inviting environments for all users. Adoption of the Complete
Street guidelines is not expected to affect population growth or capacity. Vehicular traffic congestion would
not be affected because the project does not involve any zone changes or changes to existing land use
designations that would increase population or employment densities. Adopted policies, plans, and
programs that support alternative modes of transportation remain in place. The Circulation Diagram has
been updated.
Since adoption of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND, Senate Bill 743 changed CEQA
(PRC Section 210099[b]) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 regarding the evaluation of
transportation impacts. CEQA analyses are now required to evaluate transportation impacts of a project
through using the vehicle miles traveled (VMT) metric rather than through evaluating vehicle delay (i.e.,
level of service). The County has adopted its own VMT thresholds and assessment process, which have
been incorporated into the Placer County Transportation Study Guidelines. This includes screening
criteria for projects that are expected to result in a less-than-significant VMT impact, thresholds, analysis
methodology, and suggested mitigation.
The Health and Safety Element Update goals, policies, and programs would not commit the County to
the approval of projects or development that could result in VMT impacts. The proposed Health and
Safety Element Update would not conflict with or alter Circulation Element policy provisions. The Health
and Safety Element Update includes Implementation Program IM 8.B.8, which states that the County will
improve the resiliency of single-access roads and trails to flooding, which would benefit County
emergency access needs. Proposed policy provisions would also require the provision of adequate fire
protection measures in existing and new development consistent with local and state requirements,
including those related to fire access (Policies 8.C.1.1 through 8.C.1.18).
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse transportation impacts.
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Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed implementation programs
would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work. Potential activities under these
implementation programs would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether
they would cause environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.
Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in any significant
impacts or conflicts with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy that addresses the circulation system or
with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b), which addresses transportation impacts associated with
VMT; substantially increase hazards related to a geometric design feature; or result in inadequate
emergency access.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new transportation
impacts or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General
Plan Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XVIII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that the General Plan amendments would
not result in significant utility and service system impacts, because they would not involve any development
activity and are not expected to result in an increase in the potential for new construction or a redirection
of population growth. They do not propose development that would directly affect utilities and service
systems. The Targeted General Plan Amendment does not change the planned locations of future growth
or the overall level of future growth and demand for services.
Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s goals,
policies, and programs would not commit the County to the approval of a project or development that
could affect utilities and service systems. The proposed Health and Safety Element Update includes Goal
8.I.5, associated policies (8.I.5.1 through 8.I.5.3), and Implementation Programs IM 8.I.5.1 through IM
8.I.5.5, which consist of measures to ensure that utilities, buildings, and infrastructure can meet
community needs during and after severe weather events. This includes policy provisions that identify
installation of redundant facilities and undergrounding of utility lines. Proposed element update Goals
8.B.1 and 8.B.2, associated policies (8.B.1.1 through 8.B.1.12 and 8.B.2.1 through 8.B.2.6), and
Implementation Programs IM 8.B.1 through 8.B.10 address protection of life and property from flood
hazards, as well as the need for flood protection and infrastructure that is adaptable to changing
conditions and able to handle floodwater year-round. Also, Goal 8.I.2, associated policies (8.I.2.1 through
8.I.2.8), and Implementation Programs IM 8.I.2.1 through IM 8.I.2.8 identify actions to provide for a
resilient water supply through updates of County standards and coordination with local water agencies
and private interests for water storage and efficiency measures.
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse impacts to utilities and services.
Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed implementation programs
would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work. Potential activities under these
implementation programs would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether
they would cause environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.
Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new or
substantially more severe adverse impacts related to the relocation or construction of water, wastewater
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treatment, stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities; result in an
inadequate amount of water supplies in normal, dry, and multiple dry years; result in a determination by
the wastewater treatment provider that there is an inadequate capacity to serve the project’s wastewater
demand; generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards or in excess of the local
infrastructure’s capacity; or be out of compliance with federal, state, or County management reduction
regulations related to solid waste beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new utility impacts or
impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XIX.

WILDFIRE

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND addressed wildland fire hazards as part of the
impact analysis in Section VII, “Hazards and Hazardous Materials,” of the IS/ND. The State CEQA
Guidelines were updated in 2018 and now include a new impact category, “Wildfire,” in Appendix G.
Since adoption of the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND, the County adopted the PCSP.
The PCSP includes a vulnerability assessment that identifies vulnerable populations and assets located
within high fire severity zones. The PCSP contains the following mitigation strategies:
•

Strategy WF-5: Provide multiple points of ingress and egress to improve evacuation and
emergency response access.

•

Strategy WF-7: Provide fire-safe improvements including hardening of the home, installation of
sprinklers, and fire-safe exterior materials.

•

Strategy WF-9: Coordinate with the Placer County Fire Safe Alliance and local Fire Safe Councils
to join the Placer County Firewise Communities program.

The Health and Safety Element Update includes Goals 8.C.1 and 8.C.2, associated policies (8.C.1.1
through 8.C.1.18 and 8.C.2.1 through 8.C.2.5), and Implementation Programs IM 8.C.1 through 8.C.13,
which address protection of life, property, and watersheds from unwanted fires, as well as manage forests
in a sustainable manner that does not endanger urban areas with wildfires. Policy provisions require the
provision of adequate fire protection measures in existing and new development consistent with local and
state requirements (Policies 8.C.1.1 through 8.C.1.18). Forest management policies include coordination
with federal, state, and local fire protection agencies, as well as expansion of the County’s capacity to
manage and restore conifer forest health (Policies 8.C.2.1 through 8.C.2.3 and 8.C.2.5).
The proposed amendments to the Health and Safety Element would require minor revisions to the
General Plan’s Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element,
and Zoning Ordinance to ensure and maintain internal consistency with the goals, policies, and strategies
of all elements of the General Plan, as they relate to Airport Hazards. The revisions to the Land
Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards, Transportation and Circulation Element, and Zoning Ordinance
would not result in new or substantially more severe adverse wildfire impacts.
Adoption of the Health and Safety Element Update and associated proposed implementation programs
would be a policy-level action to allow the County to initiate work. Potential activities under these
implementation programs would undergo a separate environmental review process to determine whether
they would cause environmental impacts pursuant to CEQA.
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Therefore, adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in significant impacts
on emergency response or evacuation plans, exacerbate wildfire hazards, or expose residential
structures to postfire slope instability or drainage changes. Furthermore, adoption of the Health and
Safety Element Update would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving wildland fires beyond what was addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment
IS/ND.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new wildfire impacts
or impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
XX.

CUMULATIVE ANALYSIS - MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

The 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND determined that the General Plan amendments
would not cause cumulatively considerable impacts, because the Targeted General Plan Amendment
was a policy-level action that approved a program but did not identify or approve any individual projects.
The reader is referred to Sections III (“Air Quality”), IV (“Biological Resources”), V (“Cultural and Tribal
Cultural Resources”), IX (“Hazards and Hazardous Materials”), XIII (“Noise”), and XIX (“Wildfire”)
regarding the Health and Safety Element Update’s potential to substantially degrade the quality of the
environment and adverse effects on human beings. Similar to the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment, the Health and Safety Element Update’s policies and programs would not commit the
County to the approval of projects or development. Environmental review for subsequent projects would
be required to consider cumulative impacts.
Addendum Conclusion:
Adoption of the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in new impacts or
impacts substantially more severe than those addressed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan
Amendment IS/ND. Project impacts would be less than significant.
C.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONCLUSION

The County has concluded, based on the proposed Health and Safety Element Update, the
environmental review conducted for the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND, and the
analysis provided in this addendum to the ND for the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment, that
adopting the 2021 Health and Safety Element Update would not result in any significant impacts not
previously disclosed in the 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND, nor would it result in a
substantial increase in the magnitude of any significant environmental impact previously identified in the
2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND.
This addendum need not be circulated for public review; however, the decision-making body must
consider it before making a decision on the project.

Prepared by:

September 20, 2021
Date:

Placer County Community Development Resource Agency
Environmental Coordination Services
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3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
530.745.3132
email: cdraecs@placer.ca.gov
Appendices:
A. Adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment IS/ND
B. Health and Safety Element Update Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
(Strikethrough/Underline Document)
C. General Plan Amendments (Strikethrough/Underline Document)
D. Zoning Ordinance Amendments (Strikethrough/Underline Document)
All referenced documentation is available for public review at the Community Development
Resource Agency building, 3091 County Center Drive, Auburn.
References
Placer County Air Pollution District. 2017. CEQA Handbook: Appendix C, Recommended Construction
Mitigation Measures and Appendix E Recommended Operational Mitigation Measures. Available:
https://www.placer.ca.gov/1801/CEQAHandbook#:~:text=The%20District's%20California%20Legislature%20enacted,projects%20locat
ed%20within%20Placer%20County. Accessed: February 17, 2021.

Negative Declaration Addendum

195

27 of 27

Appendix A
Adopted 2013 Targeted General Plan Amendment
Initial Study/Negative Declaration
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COUNTY OF PLACER
Community Development Resource Agency
Michael J. Johnson, AICP
Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL
COORDINATION
SERVICES
E. J. Ivaldi, Coordinator

NOTICE OF INTENT
TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
The project listed below was reviewed for environmental impact by the Placer County
Environmental Review Committee and was determined to have no significant effect upon
the environment. A proposed Negative Declaration has been prepared for this project and
has been filed with the County Clerk's office.
PROJECT: Placer County Targeted General Plan Amendment (PGPA 20120356)
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The project proposes a limited number of targeted
amendments to its 1994 General Plan, which mostly consist of edits, corrections, status
updates, revised figures, and several new programs and policies necessary to comply with
new State and Federal laws and associated requirements.
PROJECT LOCATION: County-wide, Placer County
APPLICANT: Placer County Community Development Resource Agency, 3091 County
Center Drive, Suite 180, Auburn, CA 95603 (530)745-3076
The comment period for this document closes on February 14, 2013. A copy of the Negative
Declaration is available for public review at the Community Development Resource Agency
public counter, the County’s public libraries, and the County’s web site below: (A copy of the
proposed targeted amendments can also be found at the same link.)
http://www.placer.ca.gov/Departments/CommunityDevelopment/EnvCoordSvcs/NegDec.aspx
Additional information may be obtained by contacting the Environmental Coordination Services,
at (530)745-3132, between the hours of 8:00 am and 5:00 pm, at 3091 County Center Drive,
Auburn, CA 95603.
Published in Sacramento Bee on Wednesday, January 16, 2013
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COUNTY OF PLACER
Community Development Resource Agency
Michael J. Johnson, AICP
Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL
COORDINATION
SERVICES
E. J. Ivaldi, Coordinator

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
In accordance with Placer County ordinances regarding implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act, Placer
County has conducted an Initial Study to determine whether the following project may have a significant adverse effect on
the environment, and on the basis of that study hereby finds:
The proposed project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment; therefore, it does not require the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and this Negative Declaration has been prepared.
Although the proposed project could have a significant adverse effect on the environment, there will not be a significant
adverse effect in this case because the project has incorporated specific provisions to reduce impacts to a less than
significant level and/or the mitigation measures described herein have been added to the project. A Mitigated Negative
Declaration has thus been prepared.
The environmental documents, which constitute the Initial Study and provide the basis and reasons for this determination are
attached and/or referenced herein and are hereby made a part of this document.
PROJECT INFORMATION
Title: Placer County Targeted General Plan Amendment

Plus# PGPA 20120356

Description: The project proposes a limited number of targeted amendments to its 1994 General Plan, which mostly
consist of edits, corrections, status updates, revised figures, and several new programs and policies necessary to comply
with new State and Federal laws and associated requirements.
Location: County-wide, Placer County
Project Applicant: Placer County Community Development Resource Agency, 3091 County Center Drive, Suite 180,
Auburn, CA 95603
County Contact Person: Christopher Schmidt

530-745-3076

PUBLIC NOTICE
The comment period for this document closes on February 14, 2013. A copy of the Negative Declaration is available for
public review at the Community Development Resource Agency public counter, the County’s public libraries, and the
County’s web site below: (A copy of the proposed targeted amendments can also be found at the same link.)
http://www.placer.ca.gov/Departments/CommunityDevelopment/EnvCoordSvcs/NegDec.aspx
Additional information may be obtained by contacting the Environmental Coordination Services, at (530)745-3132 between
the hours of 8:00 am and 5:00 pm at 3091 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603. For Tahoe projects, please visit our
Tahoe Office, 775 North Lake Blvd., Tahoe City, CA 96146.
If you wish to appeal the appropriateness or adequacy of this document, address your written comments to our finding that
the project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment: (1) identify the environmental effect(s), why they
would occur, and why they would be significant, and (2) suggest any mitigation measures which you believe would eliminate
or reduce the effect to an acceptable level. Regarding item (1) above, explain the basis for your comments and submit any
supporting data or references. Refer to Section 18.32 of the Placer County Code for important information regarding the
timely filing of appeals.
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COUNTY OF PLACER
Community Development Resource Agency
J

Michael J. Johnson, AICP
Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL
COORDINATION
SERVICES

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 ● Auburn ● California 95603 ● 530-745-3132 ● fax 530-745-3003 ● www.placer.ca.gov/planning

INITIAL STUDY & CHECKLIST
This Initial Study has been prepared to identify and assess the anticipated environmental impacts of the following
described project application. The document may rely on previous environmental documents (see Section C) and
site-specific studies (see Section I) prepared to address in detail the effects or impacts associated with the project.
This document has been prepared to satisfy the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public
Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 15000 et seq.) CEQA requires
that all state and local government agencies consider the environmental consequences of projects over which they
have discretionary authority before acting on those projects.
The Initial Study is a public document used by the decision-making lead agency to determine whether a project
may have a significant effect on the environment. If the lead agency finds substantial evidence that any aspect of
the project, either individually or cumulatively, may have a significant effect on the environment, regardless of
whether the overall effect of the project is adverse or beneficial, the lead agency is required to prepare an EIR, use
a previously-prepared EIR and supplement that EIR, or prepare a Subsequent EIR to analyze the project at hand. If
the agency finds no substantial evidence that the project or any of its aspects may cause a significant effect on the
environment, a Negative Declaration shall be prepared. If in the course of analysis, the agency recognizes that the
project may have a significant impact on the environment, but that by incorporating specific mitigation measures the
impact will be reduced to a less than significant effect, a Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be prepared.
A. BACKGROUND:
Project Title:

Placer County Targeted General Plan Amendment

Plus# PGPA 20120356

Entitlements: General Plan Amendment
Site Area: Countywide

APN: Various

Location: Unincorporated Placer County
Project Description:
The County of Placer (County) is proposing a limited number of targeted amendments to its 1994 General Plan.
Targeted General Plan Amendments mostly consist of edits, corrections, status updates, revised figures, and
several new programs and policies necessary to comply with new State and Federal laws and associated
requirements. The 2009 Housing Element has been incorporated into the new General Plan document.
This project consists of proposed changes to the General Plan. It does not include any specific development
projects, does not modify General Plan land use designations, the land use map or capital improvement program.
Project Site: County-wide
B. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:
The project affects those portions of unincorporated Placer County that are under the jurisdiction of the County. It
does not include land under federal jurisdiction, such as within Tahoe National Forest. Placer County is a
geographically diverse county. While the western portion of the County contains suburbs of the Sacramento
region, the eastern portion lies within the Lake Tahoe Basin and region. Placer County is one of the fastest
growing counties in the California. Between 2000 and 2010, the County’s population grew from 248,399 to
348,432.
T:\ECS\EQ\PGPA 2012 0356 targeted GPA\Neg Dec\Initial Study_ECS.docx
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C. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:
The County has determined that an Initial Study shall be prepared in order to determine whether the potential exists
for unmitigatable impacts resulting from the proposed project. Relevant analysis from the existing County-wide
General Plan and associated environmental document, and other studies and reports that have been generated to
date, were used as the database for the Initial Study. The decision to prepare the Initial Study utilizing the analysis
contained in the General Plan and Specific Plan Certified EIRs, and project-specific analysis summarized herein, is
sustained by Sections 15168 and 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines.
Section 15168 relating to Program EIRs indicates that where subsequent activities involve site-specific operations,
the agency should use a written checklist or similar device to document the evaluation of the site and the activity, to
determine whether the environmental effects of the operation were covered in the earlier Program EIR. A Program
EIR is intended to provide the basis in an Initial Study for determining whether the later activity may have any
significant effects. It will also be incorporated by reference to address regional influences, secondary effects,
cumulative impacts, broad alternatives, and other factors that apply to the program as a whole.
The following documents serve as Program-level EIRs from which incorporation by reference will occur:
Ä Placer County General Plan EIR
Ä Community Plans
Ä Local Hazard Mitigation Plan and EIR
Section 15183 states that “projects which are consistent with the development density established by existing
zoning, community plan or general plan policies for which an EIR was certified shall not require additional
environmental review, except as may be necessary to examine whether there are project-specific significant effects
which are peculiar to the project or site.” Thus, if an impact is not peculiar to the project or site, and it has been
addressed as a significant effect in the prior EIR, or will be substantially mitigated by the imposition of uniformly
applied development policies or standards, then additional environmental documentation need not be prepared for
the project solely on the basis of that impact.
The above stated documents are available for review Monday through Friday, 8am to 5pm, at the Placer County
Community Development Resource Agency, 3091 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603. For Tahoe projects, the
document will also be available in our Tahoe Division Office, 775 North Lake Boulevard, Tahoe City, CA 96145.
D. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:
The Initial Study checklist recommended by the State of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines is
used to determine potential impacts of the proposed project on the physical environment. The checklist provides a
list of questions concerning a comprehensive array of environmental issue areas potentially affected by the project
(see CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G). Explanations to answers are provided in a discussion for each section of
questions as follows:
a) A brief explanation is required for all answers including “No Impact” answers.
b) “Less Than Significant Impact” applies where the project’s impacts are insubstantial and do not require any
mitigation to reduce impacts.
c) "Less Than Significant with Mitigation Measures" applies where the incorporation of mitigation measures has
reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less than Significant Impact." The County, as lead
agency, must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less-thansignificant level (mitigation measures from earlier analyses may be cross-referenced).
d) "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If
there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.
e) All answers must take account of the entire action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well
as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts [CEQA Guidelines,
Section 15063(a)(1)].
f)

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, Program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has
been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration [CEQA Guidelines, Section 15063(c)(3)(D)]. A
brief discussion should be attached addressing the following:
Ä

Earlier analyses used – Identify earlier analyses and state where they are available for review.

Ä

Impacts adequately addressed – Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of,
and adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards. Also, state whether
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

Initial Study & Checklist
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Ä

Mitigation measures – For effects that are checked as “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Measures,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the
extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

g) References to information sources for potential impacts (i.e. General Plans/Community Plans, zoning ordinances)
should be incorporated into the checklist. Reference to a previously-prepared or outside document should include a
reference to the pages or chapters where the statement is substantiated. A source list should be attached and
other sources used, or individuals contacted, should be cited in the discussion.

Initial Study & Checklist
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I. AESTHETICS – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? (PLN)

X

2. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings,
within a state scenic highway? (PLN)
3. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surroundings? (PLN)
4. Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
(PLN)

X
X
X

Discussion- All Items:
The overall population of the county is not expected to change as a result of the General Plan amendments, nor will
development expand beyond those areas already identified for future development in the current General Plan. The proposed
amendments will not affect any text in the General Plan relative to design or aesthetics. Where scenic vistas within the county
are identified, policies are already in place to protect them and this proposal would not change any existing provisions. The
project will not substantially damage scenic resources including trees, rock outcroppings and historic buildings with a state
scenic highway. The project would not degrade the existing visual character of the county or its surroundings. The project will
not adversely affect day or nighttime views. Therefore, there is no impact to aesthetics associated with this project.

II. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide or Local Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use? (PLN)
2. Conflict with General Plan or other policies regarding land
use buffers for agricultural operations? (PLN)

X

X

3. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? (PLN)
4. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland (including livestock grazing) to non-agricultural use?
(PLN)

X

X

Discussion- All Items:
The project does not intensify or change the growth pattern or projections anticipated by the 1994 plan. The existing
General Plan contains policies to protect agricultural operations from incompatible land uses. The proposed project will
not change these policies. No rezoning is proposed as part of this project and would therefore not result in the
conversion of existing farmland nor result in the loss of any existing property with an existing Williamson Act contract.
No impact would occur.

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District
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III. AIR QUALITY – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan? (APCD)

X

2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation? (APCD)
3. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)? (APCD)
4. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? (APCD)

X

X

X

5. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people? (APCD)

X

Discussion- All Items:
The General Plan update does not make modifications to the General Plan policies concerning air quality and
objectionable odor. The project does not revise, replace or attempt to supersede existing standards and procedures to
ensure compliance with State and County codes and policies that pertain to Air Quality. It does not include any
provisions that would supersede or otherwise conflict with rules and procedures governing assessment or control of air
pollutant emissions. The project does not propose any construction and no change in density is proposed. Future
development projects will be subject to Placer County Air Pollution Control District rules, monitoring, and best
management practices. No additional development potential or new land uses not currently allowed would be allowed
as a result of the project. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
& Game or U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service? (PLN)
2. Substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
substantially reduce the number of restrict the range of an
endangered, rare, or threatened species? (PLN)
3. Have a substantial adverse effect on the environment by
converting oak woodlands? (PLN)
4. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional
plans, policies or regulations or by the California Department of
Fish & Game or U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service? (PLN)
5. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District

X

X

X

X

X
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through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means? (PLN)
6. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites? (PLN)
7. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance? (PLN)
8. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan? (PLN)

X

X

X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project will not impact existing zoning and land use designations and does not involve development
activity. Therefore, it is not expected to create any new action that could have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or sensitive natural community, or have a substantial adverse effect on any native resident or
migratory fish, wildlife corridors or wildlife species. Future development projects will be subject to all applicable
County codes and policies including General Plan and Community Plan policies such as the Tree Preservation
Ordinance that discourages development in environmentally sensitive areas and protect significant ecological areas,
habitat resources, watersheds and riparian vegetation. There are no impacts to biological resources as a result of this
project.
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines, Section
15064.5? (PLN)
2. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a
unique archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines,
Section 15064.5? (PLN)
3. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature? (PLN)

X

X
X

4. Have the potential to cause a physical change, which would
affect unique ethnic cultural values? (PLN)

X

5. Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential
impact area? (PLN)

X

6. Disturb any human remains, including these interred outside
of formal cemeteries? (PLN)

X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project does not involve a change in density, changes of use, or specific development project and
therefore is not expected to have foreseeable and foreseeable impacts on archaeological or historical resources or an
impact to paleontological resources or unique geologic features. The Recreational and Cultural Resources Element of
the General Plan contains policies to conserve historic, cultural, archeological and paleontological resources and to
ensure the protection of known resources. There are no substantial changes to these policies.
Site-specific projects will be required to submit environmental documentation with a planning application. Adherence to
applicable County, State, and Federal standards and guidelines related to the protection/preservation of cultural
resources will be implemented when a future project is proposed. State regulations requiring the reporting and proper
PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District
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handling of human remains uncovered during construction projects remain unchanged.
impacts to cultural resources.

Therefore, there are no

VI. GEOLOGY & SOILS – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Expose people or structures to unstable earth conditions or
changes in geologic substructures? (ESD)

X

2. Result in significant disruptions, displacements, compaction
or overcrowding of the soil? (ESD)

X

3. Result in substantial change in topography or ground surface
relief features? (ESD)

X

4. Result in the destruction, covering or modification of any
unique geologic or physical features? (ESD)

X

5. Result in any significant increase in wind or water erosion of
soils, either on or off the site? (ESD)
6. Result in changes in deposition or erosion or changes in
siltation which may modify the channel of a river, stream, or
lake? (ESD)
7. Result in exposure of people or property to geologic and
geomorphological (i.e. Avalanches) hazards such as
earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar
hazards? (ESD)
8. Be located on a geological unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? (ESD)
9. Be located on expansive soils, as defined in Chapter 18 of
the California Building Code, creating substantial risks to life or
property? (ESD)

X
X

X

X

X

Discussion- All Items:
No specific development projects are being proposed as part of the General Plan update. The proposed project
does not expose people or structures to additional potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury
or death. Future developments will be subject to all applicable County codes and policies for residential, commercial
and other projects, including existing General Plan policies and standard requirements under the California Building
Code designed to reduce risk from geologic activity to acceptable levels. There are no impacts to geology and soils
resulting from this project.
VII. HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine handling, transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials? (EHS)
2. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment? (EHS)
PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District

X

X
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3. Emit hazardous emissions, substances, or waste within onequarter mile of an existing or proposed school? (APCD)
4. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment? (EHS)
5. For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area? (PLN)
6. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing in the
project area? (PLN)
7. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands? (PLN)

X

X

X

X

X

8. Create any health hazard or potential health hazard? (EHS)

X

9. Expose people to existing sources of potential health
hazards? (EHS)

X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project consists of an update to a regulatory and policy document and will not directly result in any
new construction. There are no substantive modifications to the General Plan policies concerning hazards and
hazardous materials. Future development in the county will be subject to hazardous materials regulations and would
be required to meet fire safe guidelines. The proposed project is a policy document. Project-specific health hazards
will be evaluated at the time a specific development proposal is made. Therefore, there is no impact to hazards and
hazardous materials.
VIII. HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Violate any potable water quality standards? (EHS)

X

2. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be
a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lessening of local groundwater
supplies (i.e. the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses
or planned uses for which permits have been granted)? (EHS)
3. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area? (ESD)

X

X

4. Increase the rate or amount of surface runoff? (ESD)

X

5. Create or contribute runoff water which would include
substantial additional sources of polluted water? (ESD)

X

6. Otherwise substantially degrade surface water quality?(ESD)

X

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District
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7. Otherwise substantially degrade ground water quality? (EHS)

X

8. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped
on a federal Flood Hazard boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation map? (ESD)
9. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area improvements
which would impede or redirect flood flows? (ESD)
10. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the
failure of a levee or dam? (ESD)

X
X
X

11. Alter the direction or rate of flow of groundwater? (EHS)

X

12. Impact the watershed of important surface water resources,
including but not limited to Lake Tahoe, Folsom Lake, Hell Hole
Reservoir, Rock Creek Reservoir, Sugar Pine Reservoir,
French Meadows Reservoir, Combie Lake, and Rollins Lake?
(EHS, ESD)

X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project does not involve any development activity nor will it change permitted land uses. Therefore, it will
not involve ground disturbance or any discharges to water bodies. All future development will be subject to County and
other agencies’ runoff/stormwater and floodplain regulations, permit and approvals, including Placer County’s Flood
Damage Prevention Ordinance, Stormwater Management Manual, and NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit, and will
comply with all applicable County policies related to hydrology and water quality. No impact is anticipated as a result of
the General Plan update.
IX. LAND USE & PLANNING – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Physically divide an established community? (PLN)

X

2. Conflict with General Plan/Community Plan/Specific Plan
designations or zoning, or Plan policies adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
(EHS, ESD, PLN)
3. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan or other County policies,
plans, or regulations adopted for purposes of avoiding or
mitigating environmental effects? (PLN)
4. Result in the development of incompatible uses and/or the
creation of land use conflicts? (PLN)
5. Affect agricultural and timber resources or operations (i.e.
impacts to soils or farmlands and timber harvest plans, or
impacts from incompatible land uses)? (PLN)
6. Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established
community (including a low-income or minority community)?
(PLN)
7. Result in a substantial alteration of the present or planned
land use of an area? (PLN)
8. Cause economic or social changes that would result in
significant adverse physical changes to the environment such
as urban decay or deterioration? (PLN)
PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District

X

X

X
X

X
X
X
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Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project does not modify current zoning, subdivision regulations, grading ordinance or other related
County standards. No specific development projects are being proposed as part of the General Plan update.
Density and intensity factors proposed under the 1994 plan remain in place.
The proposed project does not amend or conflict with any applicable conservation plan nor does it divide and
established community or result in increased development in sensitive ecological areas. No impact is anticipated as
a result of the General Plan update.
X. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the project result in:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. The loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?
(PLN)
2. The loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or
other land use plan? (PLN)

X

X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project would not change any land use designations or zones that would otherwise allow mineral
resource recovery and will not result in the loss of the availability of mineral resources, particularly mineral (minerals
include several different types of aggregate that are used for purposes other than petroleum) resources. All future
development will be subject to all applicable County codes and policies, including existing General Plan and
Community Plan policies that protect known mineral resources reserves from encroachment of incompatible land uses.
Therefore, there is no impact to mineral resources resulting from the project.
XI. NOISE – Would the project result in:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local General Plan,
Community Plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies? (PLN)
2. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
(PLN)
3. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project? (PLN)
4. For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels? (PLN)
5. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels? (PLN)

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District

X

X

X

X

X

10 of 15

209

Placer County Targeted General Plan Amendments Initial Study & Checklist continued

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project does not propose any substantive change to existing General Plan noise policies. The
project does not involve zone changes or changes to the existing land use designations that could affect density or
noise levels in residential, commercial or industrial neighborhoods. The County’s existing Noise Ordinance (Article
9.36 of the County Code) and standards would apply to proposed future developments. The project would not subject
new populations to excessive noise levels resulting from a nearby airstrip. There is no impact resulting from the project.
XII. POPULATION & HOUSING – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (i.e. by proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (i.e. through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)? (PLN)
2. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere? (PLN)

X

X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project would not change any existing land use designations or result in an increase in new home
construction beyond the existing capacity. The population assumptions used in the General Plan remain unchanged.
The existing General Plan accounts for increased growth and includes policies to reduce potential growth related
impacts. The project will not review any of these policies. No aspect of the project involves the displacement of
existing housing. Therefore, there is no impact to population and housing resulting from updating the General Plan.
XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES – Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental services and/or facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services?

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Fire protection? (EHS, ESD, PLN)

X

2. Sheriff protection? (EHS, ESD, PLN)

X

3. Schools? (EHS, ESD, PLN)

X

4. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? (EHS, ESD,
PLN)

X

5. Other governmental services? (EHS, ESD, PLN)

X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project will not change residential land use designations within the Land Use Element of the Placer
County General Plan and / or Community Plans and, therefore, would not in and of itself cause an increase in demand
for public services. No specific development projects are proposed, therefore, the project is expected to result in any
increase in population density that would generate the need to require additional infrastructure or other governmental
services. Therefore, there is no impact to public services.
PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District
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XIV. RECREATION – Would the project result in:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated? (PLN)
2. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the environment? (PLN)

X

X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project does not involve any development activity. It will not change residential land use designations in
the Land Use Element of the Placer County General Plan and, therefore, would not cause an increase in demand for
recreational facilities. The project does not include facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment. The policies of the current General Plan’s
Recreational and Cultural Resources Element regarding park facilities remain in place. Therefore, there is no impact to
recreation resulting from the General Plan update.
XV. TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC – Would the project result in:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. An increase in traffic which may be substantial in relation to
the existing and/or planned future year traffic load and capacity
of the roadway system (i.e. result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio
on roads, or congestion at intersections)? (ESD)
2. Exceeding, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the County General Plan
and/or Community Plan for roads affected by project traffic?
(ESD)
3. Increased impacts to vehicle safety due to roadway design
features (i.e. sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? (ESD)
4. Inadequate emergency access or access to nearby uses?
(ESD)

X

X

X
X

5. Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? (ESD, PLN)

X

6. Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? (ESD)

X

7. Conflicts with adopted policies supporting alternative
transportation (i.e. bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? (ESD)
8. Change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks? (ESD)

X
X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project will not directly result in any new construction and as such, will not directly result in the generation
of vehicle trips. It will not directly affect transportation facilities or traffic conditions and does not alter any existing
PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District
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standards or requirements related to transportation and traffic. A new goal and associated policy in the Transportation
and Circulation Element calls for integrating Complete Streets infrastructure and design features into street design and
construction to create safe and inviting environments for all users. Adoption of the Complete Street guidelines is not
expected to impact population growth or capacity. Vehicular traffic congestion would not be impacted because the
project does not involve any zone changes or changes to existing land use designations that would increase population
or employment densities. Adopted policies, plans and programs that support alternative modes of transportation
remain in place. The Circulation Diagram has been updated. There are no impacts to transportation or increases in
traffic resulting from the General Plan update.
XVI. UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board? (ESD)
2. Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater delivery, collection or treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects? (EHS, ESD)
3. Require or result in the construction of new on-site sewage
systems? (EHS)
4. Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects? (ESD)
5. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed? (EHS)
6. Require sewer service that may not be available by the
area’s waste water treatment provider? (EHS, ESD)
7. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs in
compliance with all applicable laws? (EHS)

X

X

X

X

X
X
X

Discussion- All Items:
The proposed project does not involve any development activity and is not expected to result in an increase in the
potential for new construction or a redirection of population growth. It does not propose development that would
directly affect utilities and service systems. The update does not change the planned locations of future growth or
the overall level of future growth and demand for services. Future development would be evaluated at the time of
application submittal and will continue to be subject to health and safety regulations including water, wastewater,
storm water drainage and solid waste disposal. Therefore, there is no impact to utilities and service systems.
XVII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant and/or cumulative impact
on the environment? (PLN AQ)
2. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases? (PLN AQ)
PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District

X

X
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Discussion- Items:
The proposed project does not grant entitlements for any projects. Since no development is called for, the specific
effects to greenhouse gas emissions would be speculative at this time. Future development shall comply with federal,
state, and local statutes and regulation related to greenhouse gas emissions. Site-specific projects will be required to
submit environmental documentation, including an evaluation of greenhouse emissions, with a planning application.
There is no impact to greenhouse gas emissions.
E. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:
Environmental Issue

Yes

No

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially impact biological resources, or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?

X

2. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects
of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects.)

X

3. Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

X

F. OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES whose approval is required:
California Department of Fish and Game
California Department of Forestry
California Department of Health Services
California Department of Toxic Substances
California Department of Transportation
California Integrated Waste Management Board
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO)
National Marine Fisheries Service
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
U.S. Army Corp of Engineers
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

G. DETERMINATION – The Environmental Review Committee finds that:
The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION
will be prepared.
H. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE (Persons/Departments consulted):
Planning Services Division, Christopher Schmidt, Chairperson
Engineering and Surveying Division, Rebecca Taber
Facility Services, Environmental Engineering Division, Wastewater, Janelle Heinzler
Department of Public Works, Transportation Division, Andrew Gaber
Environmental Health Services, Laura Rath
Flood Control Districts, Andrew Darrow
Facility Services, Parks, Andy Fisher
Placer County Fire/CDF, Bob Eicholtz/Brad Albertazzi

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District
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Signature

Date

January 14, 2013

E.J. Ivaldi, Environmental Coordinator
I. SUPPORTING INFORMATION SOURCES:
The following public documents were utilized and site-specific studies prepared to evaluate in detail the effects or
impacts associated with the project. This information is available for public review, Monday through Friday, 8 am to
5 pm, at the Placer County Community Development Resource Agency, Environmental Coordination Services,
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190, Auburn, CA 95603. For Tahoe projects, the document will also be available in
our Tahoe Division Office, 775 North Lake Boulevard, Tahoe City, CA 96145.
Community Plan(s)
Environmental Review Ordinance
General Plan
Grading Ordinance
County
Documents

Land Development Manual
Land Division Ordinance
Stormwater Management Manual
Tree Ordinance
2009 Housing Element

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District
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Health and Safety Element Update Goals, Policies, and
Implementation Programs
(Strikethrough/Underline Document)
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Section

Proposed Changes

Flood Hazards

Fire Hazards

SE-15

SE-21

1|Page

Hazards Profiles
Seismic and Geological
Hazards

SE-3
SE-4

[New background information]
Includes 2021 seismic activity.
Includes potential earthquake and seiches in the Lake Tahoe area based on stakeholder
input.
Figure 1: Regional Fault Lines
Figure 2: Landslide Risks
[New background information]
Table 1: Unincorporated Placer County -Count and Improved Value of Parcels in Flood Zone
Table 2: Unincorporated Placer County -Flooded Acres
Table 3: Unincorporated Placer Count -Population at Risk to Flooding
Figure 3: Flood Hazard Zones
Figure 4: Dam Inundation Areas
[New background information]
Table 4: Count and Value of Parcels in Unincorporated Placer County by Fire Severity Zone
Figure 5: Fire Hazard Severity Zones
Figure 6: Wildland-Urban Interface
Figure 7: Placer County Wildfire History
Figure 8: Future Change in Annual Acres Burned by Wildfire
[New background information based on stakeholder input]
[Includes 2021 wildfire activity]

Purpose, Scope, and
[New background information]
Content
Regulatory Framework
[New background information based on stakeholder input and regulatory requirements]
SE 1-3 Relationship to the Office
[New background information based on stakeholder input and regulatory requirements]
of Emergency Services
Relationship to Other
[New background information based on stakeholder input and regulatory requirements]
Documents
Chapter 2: Existing Conditions (NEW)

Page
No.

Chapter 1: Introduction (NEW)

Revisions are formatted as follows: Deleted; New; Moved; [Supplemental Notes]. The full text change for new goals, policies, and
programs is provided in the applicable hazard sections in the Final Draft 2021 Health and Safety Element Update (October 2021).
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Extreme Heat

Agriculture and Forestry
Hazards
Drought

Crime
Climate Change
Vulnerability
Constraints

SE-52

SE-58

SE-64
SE-68

2|Page

SE-71

SE-63

SE-45
SE-47
SE-48

Airport Hazards
Public Safety and
Emergency Management
Hazardous Materials
Severe Weather
Winter Hazards

SE-42
SE-44

Figure 13: Limited Evacuation Residential Properties
[New background information]

[New background information]
[New background information]
Figure 9: Avalanche Hazard Zones
[New background information]
Figure 10: Future Change in Average High Temperatures
[New background information]
Figure 11: Bark Beetle Infestation Areas
[New background information]
Figure 12: Future Change in April Snowpack
[New background information]
[New background information]
[New background information]

[New background information]
[New background information]
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Goals and Policies
Goal 8.A
Policy 8.A.1.

Policy 8.A.2.
Policy 8.A.3.
Policy 8.A.4.
Policy 8.A.5.
Policy 8.A.6.

Policy 8.A.7.
Policy 8.A.8.
Policy 8.A.9.
Policy 8.A.10.

SE-76
SE-76

SE-76
SE-76
SE-76
SE-77
SE-77

SE-76
SE-76
SE-76
SE-76
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Goal/Policy/Program
(2013/2015)

Page
No.

Policy 8.A.1.6.
Policy 8.A.1.7.
Policy 8.A.1.5.
Policy 8.A.1.1.

Policy 8.A.1.2.
Policy 8.A.1.3
Policy 8.A.1.4.
Policy 8.A.2.5.
Policy 8.A.2.1.

Goal 8.A.1
Policy 8.A.1.1.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)
Proposed Changes

[No Change]
The County shall require the preparation of a soils engineering and
geologic-seismic analysis prior to permitting development in areas prone
to geological or seismic hazards (i.e., e.g., ground shaking,
landslides, liquefaction, critically expansive soils, avalanche), prepared
by a California registered civil engineer and based upon adequate test
borings as needed.
[Deleted/Combined with Policy 8.A.10.; Modified to include avalanche]
[No Change]
[No Change]
[No Change]
[No Change]
The County shall restrict new development in areas prone to geologic
hazards (e.g., landslides, steep topography, slope instability), unless
adequately mitigated. The County shall require the preparation of Any
development in hillside areas shall prepare drainage plans for
development that to direct runoff and drainage away from potentially
unstable slopes. [Deleted/Combined with Policy 8.A.11; Addresses
Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B); Moved under Goal 8.A.2]
[No Change]
[No Change]
[No Change]
The County shall require that new structures permitted the preparation of
a soils engineering and geologic-seismic analysis prior to permitting
development in areas prone to geological or seismic hazards (e.g., ground
shaking, landslides, of high liquefaction, critically expansive soils),
prepared by a California registered civil engineer and based upon
adequate test borings as needed. potential be sited, designed, and
constructed to minimize the dangers from damage due to earthquakeinduced liquefaction.
[Deleted/Combined with Policy 8.A.1.]

Chapter 3: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Section A: Seismic and Geological Hazards

Strikethrough/Underline Document

ADDENDUM APPENDIX B

219

Policy 8.A.2.4.

Implementation Programs
Program 8.1.
Program 8.A.1.

Program 8.2.

Program 8.3.

SE-77

SE-77

SE-77

SE-78

4|Page

SE-78

Policy 8.A.2.3.

SE-77

Program 8.A.4.

Program 8.A.3.

Program 8.A.2.

Policy 8.A.2.2.

SE-77

Policy 8.A.2.1.
Goal 8.A.2.

Policy 8.A.11.

SE-77

SE-77

The County shall continue to enforce provisions of the California Building
Code that which address seismic and geologic concerns, including
masonry building design requirements, and shall establish additional local
standards as needed.
[Updated to include moved portions of Program 8.2.]
The County shall assess the need for an ordinance requiring evaluation of
The County shall enforce requirements to repair or replace identified
unreinforced masonry structures and the repair or replacement of
identified hazardous structures. that may be hazardous.
[Revised. Updated to moved portion to Program 8.1. See Program 8.A.1.]
Responsibility: Community Development Resources Agency (CDRA),
Engineering and Surveying Division, Environmental Health
[Program revision. Adds Environmental Health as Responsibility Agency.]
The County shall conduct structural retrofits of at-risk bridges to protect
against flooding and landslides/debris flows. (Placer County Sustainability
Plan (PCSP), LS-2) (Addresses California Government Code Section
65302 (g)(4)(C)(iii))
Responsibility: Department of Public Works

[Deleted/Combined with Policy 8.A.11; Addresses Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(4)(B); Moved under Goal 8.A.2]
To ensure that infrastructure and buildings are structurally resilient to
landslides and that communities are prepared for future slope instabilities.
[New Goal -Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B)]
The County shall encourage building retrofits that improve resiliency to
geologic and seismic hazards.
[New policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(i)]
The County shall implement the adaptation strategies as contained in the
Placer County Sustainability Plan necessary to ensure that infrastructure
and buildings are structurally resilient to landslides and that communities
are prepared for future slope instabilities.
[New policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B)]
The County shall ensure that areas of slope instability are adequately
investigated and that any development in these areas incorporates
appropriate design provisions to prevent landslides.
[New policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B)]
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Program 8.A.7.

SE-79
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Program 8.A.6.

SE-78

Cross References

Program 8.A.5.

SE-78

Time Frame: Ongoing
Funding: General Fund, Highway Bridge Program (Caltrans), Bonds
[New program -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(iii)]
The County shall conduct an evaluation of County-owned buildings and
facilities in areas prone to flood, landslide/debris flows, and wildfire to
maximize defensible space and outdoor fireproofing, improve drainage
systems, stabilize nearby slopes, and take actions to harden the property
as needed. (PCSP, LS-4) (Addresses California Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(iii))
Responsibility: Department of Facility Services
Time Frame: Ongoing
Funding: General Fund, Capital Improvement Program, Bonds
[Updated and moved Program 8.16; -Addresses Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(iii)]
As funding is available, the County shall make single-access roads and
key trails less vulnerable to landslides and mudflows using retaining walls,
slope stabilization techniques, and other strategies. The County shall
emphasize resiliency for roads and trails that are on or below steep slopes
and have a history of being damaged or blocked by landslide events.
(PCSP, LS-5) (Addresses California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(4)(C)(iii))
Responsibility: Department of Public Works
Timeframe: Ongoing
Funding: General Fund, Grant Funding, Bonds
[New program -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(iii)]
The County shall update the standards in the County’s existing
“Geological Hazard combining zoning district (-GH)” to ensure structural
stability in areas deemed at an unreasonably high risk of landslide or
debris flows. (PCSP, LS-6) (Addresses California Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(i))
Responsibility: CDRA Planning Services Division
Timeframe: By 2025
Funding: General Fund
[New program -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(C)(i)]
[See also Goals 8.E.2 and 8.E.3 in Public Safety and Emergency
Management] [New cross references]
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Goals and Policies
Goal 8.B.
Policy 8.B.1. (2015)
Policy 8.B.2. (2015)

Policy 8.B.3. (2015)
Policy 8.B.4. (2015)

Policy 8.B.5.

Policy 8.B.6. (2015)

SE-79
SE-80
SE-80

SE-79
SE-81

SE-80

SE-79
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Goal/Policy/Program
(2013/2015)

Page
No.

Policy 8.B.1.2.

Policy 8.B.1.11.

Policy 8.B.1.1.
Policy 8.B.2.4.

Goal 8.B.1.
Policy 8.B.2.1.
Policy 8.B.1.8.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)
Proposed Changes

[No Change]
[No Change]
The County shall continue to participate maintain the highest feasible
rating under the Community Rating System of the National Flood
Insurance Program to reduce flood risks and the cost of private property
insurance. (PCSP, FL-1).
[Updated - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]
[No Change]
The County shall require that the design and location of dams, and levees,
and their related potential inundation areas be designed, located, and
constructed in accordance with all applicable design standards and
specifications and accepted state- of-the-art design and construction
practices. The County shall require flood control Such structures, facilities,
and improvements to be designed to shall conserve resources,
incorporate and preserve scenic values if possible, and to incorporate
opportunities for recreation, where appropriate.
[Combined with 8.B.7.; Moved to Goal 8.B.2.; Minor text edits.]
The County shall coordinate with neighboring jurisdictions to mitigate the
impacts of new development in the unincorporated Placer County that
could increase or potentially affect runoff onto parcels downstream in a
neighboring jurisdiction and shall encourage neighboring jurisdictions to
require development occurring adjacent to the County to consider the
impact of flooding and flood control measures on properties within
unincorporated Placer County.
[Updated]
The County shall prohibit the construction of projects, including public
facilities and other facilities essential for emergencies and large public
assembly, within the County’s Regulatory Floodway, unless the structure
and access to the structure is adequately protected are free from flood
hazards, incorporates all required flood protection specific to that area in

Chapter 3: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Section B: Flood Hazards
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Program 8.4

Program 8.5
Program 8.6 (2015)

SE-81
SE-81

7|Page

Policy 8.B.1.4.
Policy 8.B.1.5.
Policy 8.B.1.6.
Policy 8.B.1.9.
Policy 8.B.1.10.
Policy 8.B.1.12.
Goal 8.B.2.
Policy 8.B.2.2.
Policy 8.B.2.5.
Policy 8.B.2.6.

Policy 8.B.2.4.
Policy 8.B.2.3.
Policy 8.B.1.3.
Policy 8.B.1.12
Policy 8.B.1.7.

Program 8.B.2.
Program 8.B.3.

Program 8.B.1.

Implementation Programs

Cross References

Policy 8.B.7.
Policy 8.B.8.
Policy 8.B.9 (2015)
Policy 8.B.10. (2015)
Policy 8.B.11. (2015)

SE-81

SE-79
SE-79
SE-80
SE-80
SE-80
SE-80
SE-80
SE-80
SE-81
SE-81

SE-81
SE-80
SE-79
SE-80
SE-80

Responsibility: Department of Public Works, CDRA Engineering and
Surveying Division, Placer County Flood Control and Water Conservation
[Update to responsible agencies]
[No Change]
[No Change]

[New goal -Addresses Government Code Section (g)(4)(B)]
[New policy - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]
[New policy -Addresses Government Code section 65302(g)(2)(B)(v)]
[New policy - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]
[See also policies/programs under Goal 4.E.; Stormwater Drainage; and
Goal 4.F., Flood Protection and flood maps in Part 1, Goal 8.I.1, Climate
Adaptation and Resiliency.]
[Cross references updated]

[New policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(2)(C)]

[New policy based on stakeholder input]

accordance with County ordinances and guidelines, and will not result in
any significant adverse impacts inundation.
[Updated]
[Combined with 8.B.4.; Moved under Goal 8.B.1]
[No Change]
[No Change]
[No Change]
If any project, including the modification of an existing project (including
repair or maintenance), falls within the jurisdiction regulated by the Central
Valley Flood Protection Board CVFPB (e.g., levees, regulated streams,
and designated floodways), the project applicant must obtain an
encroachment permit must be obtained from the Central Valley Flood
Protection Board CVFPB by the project applicant.
[Updated]
[New policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(2)]
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Program 8.24 (2015)
Program 8.25 (2015)

SE-82
SE-82
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SE82, 83

Program 8.23 (2015)

SE-82

Program 8.B.7.
-8.B.10

Program 8.B.5.
Program 8.B.6.

Program 8.B.4.

[New Program - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]

The County shall develop mapping covering the County’s Regulatory
Floodplain to include areas subject to the Urban Level of Flood Protection
(200-year storm event), areas currently regulated for FEMA 100-year
storm events, and State Plan of Flood Control infrastructure.
Time Frame: Commenced August 2015 Ongoing
[Timeframe updated, as this program is ongoing.]
[No Change]
The County shall update the Zoning Ordinance as necessary to comply
with state requirements for flood control.
Time Frame: July 2016 Ongoing
[Minor text edits. Timeframe updated, as this program is ongoing.]
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Policy 8.C.2.

Policy 8.C.3.
Policy 8.C.4.

SE-84

SE-83
SE-83

9|Page

Policy 8.C.5.

Goals and Policies
Goal 8.C.
Policy 8.C.1.

SE-83
SE-83

SE-83

Goal/Policy/Program
(2013-2015)

Page
No.

Policy 8.C.1.3.

Policy 8.C.1.1.
Policy 8.C.1.2.

Policy 8.C.1.7.

Goal 8.C.1.
Policy 8.C.1.1.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)
Proposed Changes

[No Change]
The County shall ensure require that new development is designed and
meets all applicable state and County fire standards meet State, County,
and local fire district standards for fire protection, including the California
Building Standards Code, the International Wildland-Urban Interface
Code, and the Placer County Municipal Code as applicable.
[Updated; Combined with Policy 8.C.3.]
The County shall require that discretionary permits for all new
development projects with land classified as state responsibility areas
(Public Resources Code Section 4102), land classified as very high fire
hazard severity zones (VHFHSZs; Section 51177), or within areas defined
as a “wildland urban interface” (WUI), to prepare in fire hazard areas be
conditioned to include requirements for fire-resistant vegetation, cleared
fire breaks, or a long-term comprehensive fuel management program
including provisions for multiple points of ingress and egress to improve
evacuation and emergency response access and adequate water
infrastructure for water supply and fire flow. and fire equipment access.
(See Gov. Code, Section 66474.02.) (PCSP, WF-5). Fire hazard
reduction measures shall be incorporated into the design of development
projects in fire hazard areas.
[Updated; Addresses Gov. Code, Section 66474.02.)]
[Combined with Policy 8.C.1.]
The County shall refer applicants of development projects in the
unincorporated county to the appropriate local fire agencies for review for
compliance with fire safety standards. If dual responsibility exists, then
both agencies shall review and comment relative to their area of
responsibility. If standards are different or conflicting, the more stringent
standards shall be applied. All development in high fire hazard areas shall
be developed and constructed to minimize the risk from fire hazards.
[Updated]
[No Change]

Chapter 3: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Section C: Fire Hazards

Strikethrough/Underline Document

ADDENDUM APPENDIX B

225

Policy 8.C.9.
Policy 8.C.10.
Policy 8.C.11.

Policy 8.C.12.

SE-85
SE-84

SE-85
SE-84
SE-84
SE-84
SE-84
SE-84
SE-84
SE-85
SE-85
SE-85
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Cross References

Policy 8.C.8.

SE-83

SE-85
SE-85
SE-85
SE-85
SE-85

Policy 8.C.6.
Policy 8.C.7.

SE-85
SE-85

Policy 8.C.2.1.
Policy 8.C.2.2.
Policy 8.C.2.3.
Policy 8.C.2.4.
Policy 8.C.2.5.

Policy 8.C.1.17.
Policy 8.C.1.5.
Policy 8.C.1.8.
Policy 8.C.1.9.
Policy 8.C.1.10.
Policy 8.C.1.11.
Policy 8.C.1.12.
Policy 8.C.1.13.
Policy 8.C.1.18
Goal 8.C.2

Policy 8.C.1.16.
Policy 8.C.1.6.
Policy 8.C.2.1.

Policy 8.C.1.4.

Policy 8.C.1.14.
Policy 8.C.1.15.

[No Change]
The County shall work with local fire protection agencies, CAL FIRE the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, and the U.S. Forest
Service to maintain promote the maintenance of existing fuel breaks and
emergency access routes for effective fire suppression.
[Update -Text Cleanup]
The County shall encourage and promote installation and maintenance of
smoke detectors and fire safe improvements in existing residences and
commercial facilities that were constructed prior to the requirement for
their installation.
[Update to incorporate TAC comments]
[No Change]
[No Change]
The County shall continue to work cooperatively with the US Forest
Service, CAL FIRE California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection,
and local fire protection agencies in managing wildland fire hazards.
[Updated -Addresses Gov. Code, Section 66474.02.]
[No Change]
[New policy based on stakeholder input]
[New policy -Addresses Gov. Code, Section 66474.02.]
[New policy based on TAC feedback]
[New policy based on stakeholder input]
[New policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(3)(C)(i))]
[New policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(3)(c)(iv))]
[New policy - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]
[New policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(3)(c)(iv))]
[New goal -Incorporates the PCSP Goals to address climate adaptation
and resiliency]
[New policy based on stakeholder feedback.]
[New policy based on stakeholder feedback.]
[New policy - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]
[New policy - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]
[New policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B))]
[See also policies/programs under Goal 4.1, Fire Protection Services,
Goal 8.I.1, Climate Adaptation and Resiliency. Goal B, Housing]
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SE-86
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SE-86
SE-86
SE-86
SE86 - 89

Program 8.8.

SE-86

Program 8.C.3.
Program 8.C.4.
Program 8.C.5.
Program 8.C.6.
-8.C.13.

Program 8.C.2.

Implementation Programs
Program 8.7.
Program 8.C.1.

[New program - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]

The County shall periodically evaluate fire protection services in the
County to determine if fire protection resources are being effectively and
efficiently used.
Responsibility: County Executive Office, Office of Emergency Services
Time Frame: Periodically
Funding:
General Fund
[Updated to delete OES based on TAC feedback]
The County shall work with CAL FIRE, California Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection, local fire protection agencies, and city fire
departments to maximize the use of resources to develop functional
and/or operational consolidations and standardization of services and to
maximize the efficient use of fire protection resources.
Responsibility: County Executive Office, Office of Emergency Services
Time Frame: Ongoing
Funding:
General Fund
[Updated to delete OES based on TAC feedback]
[New program based on stakeholder feedback]
[New program based on stakeholder feedback]
[New program based on stakeholder feedback]

[Cross references updated]
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Goals and Policies
Goal 8.D:

Policy 8.D.1.

Policy 8.D.2.

Policy 8.D.3.

SE-89

SE-89

SE-89

SE-89
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Goal/Policy/Program
(2013-2015)

Page
No.

Policy 8.D.3.

Policy 8.D.2.

Policy 8.D.1.

Goal 8.D:

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)
Proposed Changes

To minimize the exposure of the public and risk of loss of life, injury,
damage to property, and economic and social dislocations resulting from
airport safety hazards through land use controls and policies for property
in the vicinity of existing airports; and to limit urban encroachment around
airports in order to preserve the safety of flight operations and the
continued viability of airports.
[Updated based on stakeholder feedback]
The County shall ensure that new development around airports does not
create safety hazards such as physical obstructions that would create
hazards to air navigation (such as tall structures that could result in
penetrations of protected airspaces, result in hazardous wildlife
attractants, etc.) distracting lights from direct or reflective sources, smoke,
thermal plumes, electrical interference, hazardous chemicals, or fuel
storage in violation of adopted safety standards.
[Updated based on stakeholder feedback]
Land Use Compatibility. The County shall limit land uses in airport safety
zones to those uses listed as compatible uses in the applicable airport
comprehensive land use compatibility plans (CLUPsALUCPs, formerly
known as comprehensive land use plans or CLUPs) as compatible uses.
Exceptions shall be made only as provided for in the applicable
CLUPsALUCPs. Such uses shall also be regulated to ensure compatibility
in terms of safety, noise, height, and overflight, residential density, and
non-residential density intensity location, height, and noise.
[Updated based on stakeholder feedback]
Hazardous Obstructions. The County shall ensure that development
complies with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) notification
requirements and height limits of objects set by Title 14 of the Code of
Federal Regulation (CFR) Part 77 Safe, Efficient Use, and Preservation of
the Navigable Airspace within the airport approach and departure zones
complies with Part 77 of the Federal Aviation Administration Regulations
(objects affecting navigable airspace).

Chapter 3: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Section D: Airport Hazards
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Program 8.D.2.

SE-90
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Implementation Programs
Program 8.9
Program 8.D.1.

Policy 8.D.4.

SE-89

SE-89

The County shall review all development projects within the Aircraft
Overflight (AO) overflight zones Combining District of Placer County
airports (Section 17.52.030) for consistency with applicable airport land
use compatibility plans (ALUPs ALUCPs).
Responsibility: CDRA Planning Services Division, Planning Commission
Time Frame: Ongoing
Funding:
Permit fees
[Updated based on stakeholder feedback]
The County shall refer to the applicable Airport Land Use Commission for
review projects within the Airport Influence Area requiring amendments of
the General Plan, zoning text amendments, building code amendments,
airport development plans, rezoning applications, and other discretionary
entitlements for consistency with the airport land use compatibility plans
(ALUCPs).
Responsibility: CDRA Planning Services Division
Time Frame: Ongoing
Funding:
Permit fees
[New program based on stakeholder feedback]

[Updated based on stakeholder feedback]
Airport Development Plans. R The County shall require future airport
development plans to be compatible with existing and planned land uses
that surround airports.
[New policy based on stakeholder feedback]
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Policy 8.E.6.

SE-91
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SE-90

Policy 8.E.5.

Goals and Policies
Goal 8.E:
Policy 8.E.1.
Policy 8.E.2.
Policy 8.E.3.
Policy 8.E.4.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2013-2015)

Policy 8.E.1.4.

Policy 8.E.2.1.

Goal 8.E:1:
Policy 8.E.1.1.
Policy 8.E.1.6.
Policy 8.E.1.2.
Introduction/Program
8.E.1.
Policy 8.E.1.3.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)

[No Change]
[No Change]
[No Change]
[No Change]
[Deleted -redundant with background information and similar policies
and Program 8.E.1.]
The County shall maintain an emergency operations center to
coordinate emergency response, management, disaster planning, and
recovery activities.
[Updated]
The County shall ensure that the siting of critical emergency response
facilities such as hospitals, fire stations, sheriff's offices and
substations, dispatch centers, emergency operations centers, and
other emergency service facilities and utilities have minimal exposure
to flooding, seismic and geological effects, fire, avalanche, and
explosions.
The County shall not locate new County structures necessary for the
protection of public safety and/or the provision of emergency services
in areas subject to wildfire, inundation, subsidence, slope failure,
surface rupture, or ground failure in a seismic event. Exception to this
policy may be granted if the only alternative location would be so
distant as to jeopardize the safety of the community, and in such
cases, the facility shall be designed to effectively protect against
hazardous conditions. (Addresses California Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(3)(C)(ii))
[Revised policy -Addresses Government Code Section 65302
(g)(3)(C)(ii)]
[New policy - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]

Proposed Changes

[Combines Sections E and F under one Emergency Management Section]

Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Public Safety and Emergency Management

SE-90

SE-90
SE-90
SE-90
SE-90
SE-2, 91

Page No.

Chapter 3:
Section E:

Strikethrough/Underline Document

ADDENDUM APPENDIX B

230

15 | P a g e

SE-92

Program 8.E.5.

Policy 8.E.3.2.
Policy 8.E.3.3.
Implementation Programs
Program 8.10.
Program 8.E.1.
Program 8.11.
Program 8.E.2.
Program 8.12.
Program 8.E.3.
Program 8.13.
Program 8.E.4.
Program 8.14.
Program 8.E.5.
(2016)

SE-91
SE-91

Program 8.15.

Policy 8.E.3.1.

SE-91

SE-91
SE-92
SE-92
SE-92
SE-92

- 8.E.1.5.
Policy 8.E.1.7.
Policy 8.E.2.3.
Goal 8.E.3:

SE-90
SE-91
SE-91

The County shall comply with AB 2140 by preparing a Placer County
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) The LHMP shall outline all

Responsibility: County Executive Office, Office of Emergency Services
Status: Adopted 2005, Updated 2010, Updated 2016 2021
Time Frame: Ongoing Review, Five Year Updates
Funding:
General Fund
[Updated based stakeholder feedback and to address AB 2140, and
combines a portion of Program 8.15]

[No Change]
[No Change]
[No Change]
[No Change]
The County shall continue to update the A Local Hazard Mitigation
Plan at least once every five years, shall be prepared and adopted in
accordance with the Federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 and
Government Code Sections 8685.9 and 65302.6 shall serve as the
implementation program for the coordination of hazard mitigation
planning and disaster response within the County. The Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan shall be reviewed annually by the County Office of
Emergency Services and updated as necessary to ensure compliance
with the Federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, as it exists or as may
be amended. The 2021 LHMP is incorporated within this General Plan
by reference, in accordance with Assembly Bill 2140, and is available
at https://www.placer.ca.gov/1381/Local-Hazard-Mitigation-Plan.

[New policy -Addresses Government Code 95302(g)(6)]
[New policy - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]
[New goal to address California Government Code Section 65302
(g)(4)(B))]
[New policy to incorporate Goal 8.E.3. and addresses Government
Code Section 65302(g)(4)]
[New policy to incorporate Goal 8.E.3.]
[New policy based on stakeholder feedback]
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SE-93

Program 8.E.6.
– Program 8.E.13.

[New programs - Addresses Government Code Section 65302(g)(4)]

Responsibility: County Executive Office, Office of Emergency Services
Time Frame: Completed
Funding:
General Fund
[Combined with Program 8.14. See proposed Program 8.E.5.]

natural hazards in or potentially affecting the county and the
corresponding mitigation measures being undertaken in the
unincorporated County, cities and towns, as well as by special
districts. The LHMP maintains the most current status of the natural
threat as well as the mitigation measures taken to ensure public safety
in Placer County. The completed LHMP is incorporated within this
General Plan by reference.
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Policy 8.F.2.
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Page No.

Chapter 3:
Section F:

Policy 8.F.1.

SE-91

Policy 8.E.2.2.

Policy 8.E.2.1.

Goal 8.E.2:

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)

Goals and Policies
Goal 8.G:

Goal/Policy/Program
(2013-2015)

Goal 8.F.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)

Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Section F: Hazardous Materials

Implementation Programs
Program 8.16
Program 8.A.5.

Goals and Policies
Goal 8.F:

Goal/Policy/Program
(2013-2015)

Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
(Previously Section F): Public Safety and
Emergency Management Facilities

SE-91

Page No.

Chapter 3:
Section E:

[Format change only]

[Replaces Section G]
Proposed Changes

[Deleted/Combined with Program 8.A.5.]

To protect public health and safety through safe location of
structures necessary for the protection of public safety and/or the
provision of emergency services.
[Moved to Section E. Goal 8.E.2]
The County shall not locate new County structures necessary for
the protection of public safety and/or the provision of emergency
services in areas subject to inundation, subsidence, slope
failure, surface rupture, or ground failure in a seismic event.
Exception to this policy may be granted if the only alternative
location would be so distant as to jeopardize the safety of the
community, given that adequate precautions are taken to protect
the facility.
[Deleted/Combined -Policy is duplicative of Policy 8.E.6]
The County shall, within its authority, ensure that emergency
dispatch centers, emergency operations centers,
communications systems, vital utilities, and other essential public
facilities necessary for the continuity of government be designed
in a manner that will allow them to remain operational during and
following an earthquake or other disaster.
[Moved to Section E, Goal 8.E.2]

Proposed Changes

[Combines Sections E and F under one Emergency Management
Section]
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Policy 8.G.1.
Policy 8.F.1.
Policy 8.G.2.
Policy 8.F.2.
Policy 8.G.3.
Policy 8.F.3.
Policy 8.G.4.
Policy 8.F.4.
Policy 8.G.5.
Policy 8.F.5.
Policy 8.G.6.
Policy 8.F.6.
Policy 8.G.7.
Policy 8.F.7.
Policy 8.G.8.
Policy 8.F.8.
Policy 8.G.9.
Policy 8.F.9.
Policy 8.G.10.
Policy 8.F.10.
Policy 8.G.11.
Policy 8.F.11.
Policy 8.G.12.
Policy 8.F.12.
Policy 8.G.13.
Policy 8.F.13.
Implementation Programs
Program 8.17
Program 8.F.1.
Program 8.18
Program 8.F.2.
Program 8.19
Program 8.F.3.
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]

[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
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Page No.

Chapter 3:
Section G:

Policy 8.G.1.

Policy 8.H.2.

Policy 8.H.3.
Policy 8.G.1.
Implementation Programs
Program 8.20.
Program 8.G.1.
Program 8.G.2.

Goal 8.G.1:
Policy 8.G.2.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)

Goals and Policies
Goal 8.H:
Policy 8.H.1.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2013-2015)

Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Avalanche Hazards
Proposed Changes

[Format change only]
[New program - Addresses Government Code Section
65302(g)(4)]

[Format change only]
The County shall maintain maps of potential avalanche
hazard areas. (Addresses California Government Code
Section 65302 (g)(4)(B))
[Policy updated]
The County shall require not issue permits for new
development in potential areas of avalanche hazard areas
(PAHAs) as designated in the Placer County Avalanche
Management Ordinance, to be sited, designed, and
constructed to minimize avalanche hazards. Permits for
development in such areas shall only be issued if the project
proponents can demonstrate that such development will be
safe under anticipated snow loads and conditions of an
avalanche.
[Combined with Policy 8.H.3.]
[Combined with Policy 8.H.2.]

[Replaces Section H]
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Goal 8.H.1:
Policy 8.H.1.1.
Policy 8.H.1.2.
Goal 8.H.2:

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)

Program 8.H.3.

Program 8.H.2.

Policy 8.H.2.1.
Policy 8.H.2.2.
Policy 8.H.2.3.
Implementation Programs
Program 8.21.
Program 8.H.1.
Program 8.22.

Goals and Policies
Goal 8.I:
Policy 8.I.1.
Policy 8.I.2.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2013-2015)

Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Public Health

20 | P a g e

Page No.

Goal 8.I.1:
Policy 8.I.1.
Policy 8.I.2.
Program 8.I.1.1.

Goal/Policy/Program
(2021 -Proposed)

Chapter 3: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Section I: Climate Adaptation and Resiliency

Page No.

Chapter 3:
Section H:
Proposed Changes

[New goals, policies, and programs to address Government
Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B).]

Proposed Changes

(New Hazard Section)

[format change only]
The County shall identify and seek to provide a suitable
location for a branch office of the Environmental Health
Division in the western county.
Responsibility: Environmental Health Division
Time Frame: 2004
Funding: General Fund
[Deleted based on TAC recommendations]
[New program to implement PCSP Adaptation Strategies and
to address Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B)]
[New program to implement PCSP Adaptation Strategies and
to address Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B)]

[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[Format change only]
[New goal to address Government Code Section 65302
(g)(4)(B)]
[New policy to implement proposed Goal 8.H.2.]
[New policy to implement proposed Goal 8.H.2.]
[New policy to implement proposed Goal 8.H.2.]

[Replaces Section I]
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Program 8.I.1.2.
Program 8.I.1.3.
Program 8.I.1.4.
Drought (DR) (NEW)
Goal 8.I.2:
Policy 8.I.2.1.
Policy 8.I.2.2.
Policy 8.I.2.3.
Policy 8.I.2.4.
Policy 8.I.2.5.
Policy 8.I.2.6.
Policy 8.I.2.7.
Policy 8.I.2.8.
Program 8.I.2.1.
Program 8.I.2.2.
Program 8.I.2.3.
Program 8.I.2.4.
Program 8.I.2.5.
Program 8.I.2.6.
Program 8.I.2.7.
Program 8.I.2.8.
Extreme Heat (EH) (NEW)
Goal 8.I.3:
Policy 8.I.3.1.
Policy 8.I.3.2.
Policy 8.I.3.3.
Policy 8.I.3.4.
Policy 8.I.3.5.
Policy 8.I.3.6.
Policy 8.I.3.7.
Policy 8.I.3.8.
Policy 8.I.3.9.
Policy 8.I.3.10.
Cross-references
Program 8.I.3.1.

[New goals, policies, and programs to address Government
Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B).]

[New goals, policies, and programs to address Government
Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B).]
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Program 8.I.3.2.
Program 8.I.3.3.
Program 8.I.3.4.
Program 8.I.3.5.
Program 8.I.3.6.
Pests and Diseases in Agriculture and Forestry (PD) (NEW)
Goal 8.I.4:
Policy 8.I.4.1.
Policy 8.I.4.2.
Policy 8.I.4.3.
Program 8.I.4.1.
Program 8.I.4.2.
Program 8.I.4.3.
Program 8.I.4.4.
Program 8.I.4.5.
Severe Weather and Severe Winter Weather (SW) (NEW)
Goal 8.I.5:
Policy 8.I.5.1.
Policy 8.I.5.2.
Policy 8.I.5.3.
Cross-references
Program 8.I.5.1
Program 8.I.5.2
Program 8.I.5.3
Program 8.I.5.4
Program 8.I.5.5
APPENDIX A: VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT RESULTS (NEW)
Vulnerability Assessment Results

[New Appendix containing the results to the Vulnerability
Assessment (as contained within the PCSP) to address
Government Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B).]

[New goals, policies, and programs to address Government
Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B).]

[New goals, policies, and programs to address Government
Code Section 65302 (g)(4)(B).]
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APPENDIX C
General Plan Amendments (Strikethrough/Underline Document)
Introduction
OTHER DOCUMENTS
Community Wildfire Protection Plan (201207)
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP), 200521.
Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (adopted by Airport Land Use Commission)
October 24, 2000 September 22, 2021.
Placer County Sustainability Plan adopted January 28, 2020.
Part I: Diagrams and Standards
Land Use/Circulation Diagrams and Standards
Land Use Buffer Zone Standards/Public Facility Buffers
4. Public Facility Buffers. These buffer zones are required to protect the long-term viability of
critical public facilities such as solid waste transfer and disposal sites, sewage treatment plants,
and *****************
b. Uses Allowed in Buffer: All public facility buffer zones may include greenbelt and open space
uses. Buffers may also include the following uses, depending on the type of public facility being
protected:
(1) Airports: May also include industrial and recreation uses consistent with the buffer
requirements of Table1-5 for recreational uses. See the -AO Combining District or applicable
airport land use compatibility plans for airport compatibility buffers.
Part II: Goals, Policies, and Implementation Programs
Section 3: Transportation and Circulation Element
Policy 3.F.2.
The County shall work with the Airport Land Use Commission as described under Section 8.D in
the planning of land uses around the Auburn Municipal Airport, the Lincoln Municipal Airport,
Blue Canyon Airport, and the Truckee-Tahoe Airport to ensure protection of airport operations
from urban encroachment.
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APPENDIX D
Zoning Ordinance Amendments (Strikethrough/Underline Document)
17.52.030. – Aircraft Overflight (-AO).

B. Applicability. The Aircraft Overflight combining district is applied to:
2. Safety areas surrounding each airport as identified in the applicable airport land use plan
adopted by the airport land use commission;
a. Auburn Municipal Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (September 22, 2021)
b. Blue Canyon Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (February 2014)
c. Lincoln Regional Airport Land Use Compatibility (September 22, 2021)
d. Truckee-Tahoe Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (October 2016)

17.56.040 -Combining District Requirements

C. Combining District Requirements. The requirements and standards that apply to land uses
within the -AO combining district shall be the same as otherwise required by Sections 17.06.060
et seq., for the applicable zone with which the -AO district is combined, except as follows:
4. Other Regulations. This Zoning Ordinance includes other regulations regarding airfields and
heliports in Section 17.56.040 (Airfields and heliports). In the event of conflict between any
provisions of this -AO and other zoning districts, the more restrictive provision shall apply.
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ATTACHMENT E

MEMORANDUM
DATE

June 2, 2020

TO

Angel Green, Placer County Community Development Resource Agency, Senior Planner

FROM

Eli Krispi, PlaceWorks, Climate Action & Resilience Senior Associate
Ryan Shepard, PlaceWorks, Planner

SUBJECT

Health and Safety Element Update – Crosswalk of Revisions

The PlaceWorks team has reviewed the County of Placer’s existing Health and Safety Element, adopted in
2013. We have identified the necessary updates to the Element to ensure consistency with the current
State requirements, as identified in Section 65302(g) 1 of the California Government Code. We have also
identified content from existing County-wide planning documents that can be incorporated into the
updated Health and Safety Element to help meet these requirements, ensuring an efficient update that
maintains consistency with other existing efforts. This memo summarizes the results of this review.

California Government Code Review
PlaceWorks has identified the following sections of the California Government Code that will require
updates to the Health and Safety Element to ensure continued consistency with State law.
•

Section 65302(g)(1): The Health and Safety Element will need to incorporate some of the updated
mapping, risk analyses, and other data associated with hazard conditions in Placer County, either
in the Element itself or in a background report. It will also need to incorporate new data and
applicable policies around particular topics, such as evacuation routes, peak-load water
requirements, road widths, and clearances around structures. Other requirements in this section
continue to be met by the existing Element.
Section 65302(g)(2): The Health and Safety Element or an associated background report will need
to include new flood mapping, historical data on flooding, and updated information on the
regulatory policy framework associated with flooding. The updated Element will include policies
to support cooperative efforts between the County and flood control districts. The existing
Element remains in compliance with some other requirements of this section.
Section 65302(g)(3): The Health and Safety Element or a background report document will need
to contain the most recent wildfire mapping, information about recent wildfire events, data on
land uses in wildfire-prone areas, and information about agencies with responsibility for fire

•

•

1

Available at
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=65302.&lawCode=GOV
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•

•

protection. Policies and implementation measures in the updated Element will need to ensure
protection of new land uses, new essential public facilities, and key infrastructure against wildfires.
Section 65302(g)(4): The Health and Safety Element will need to include a reference to and achieve
greater synthesis with the climate change vulnerability assessment prepared for the County in
2018 as part of the Placer County Sustainability Plan. The existing vulnerability assessment
identifies populations and assets in the county susceptible to climate change and includes a set of
goals, policies, and implementation actions to improve community resilience. Many of these goals,
policies, and implementation actions can be integrated into the updated Element to meet State
requirements. New language will be drafted to ensure the updated Element complies with State
mandates to protect essential public facilities and key infrastructure, and to support collaboration
with external agencies. This section of the California Government Code codifies Senate Bill (SB)
379.
Section 65302(g)(5): The Health and Safety Element will need to identify residential developments
located in hazard-prone areas that lack at least two evacuation routes. This section of the California
Government Code codifies SB 99.

Supportive Documents Review
To meet these requirements and other best planning practices, PlaceWorks will incorporate information
and other content from other planning documents as appropriate. We anticipate using the following
documents:
•

•

•

•

Placer County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP): This plan includes currently valid data on the
frequency, extent (including recent mapping), and potential severity of hazard events. It contains
information about how critical facilities and some populations may be susceptible to climaterelated hazards. It also contains data about Placer County’s existing capacity to support hazard
mitigation and a suite of strategies to build community resilience. Since the Plan expires in 2021,
however, much of this data will not be considered current and so new mapping will need to be
done to support compliance with Sections 65302(g)(1) to 65302(g)(3).
Placer County Vulnerability Assessment: This study, which serves as an appendix to the Placer
County Sustainability Plan, identifies the climate-related hazards in Placer County and how
susceptible populations and assets may be to these hazards. We will make minor adjustments to
this assessment to incorporate new data and information that have become available since the
study was prepared in 2018. Some of the source data used to develop the maps in the Vulnerability
Assessment will also aid Placer County in addressing its 65302(g)(1) to (g)(3) requirements.
Placer County Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP): This document provides detailed
information about wildfire in Placer County, including the history of wildfires in the area, how
wildfires can be harmful to the community, existing policies and other efforts to reduce wildfire
susceptibility, and recommendations to increase wildfire resilience. The information in this plan
can support compliance with Section 65302(g)(3).
Placer County Sustainability Plan (PCSP): This plan includes a comprehensive set of adaptation
policies meant to increase resilience to climate-related hazards across Placer County. Some of
these adaptation policies can act as an appropriate foundation for polices in the County’s Safety
Element that are responsive to multiple sections of the California Government Code requirement,
including Section 65302(g)(4).
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Crosswalk Document
The attached spreadsheet contains the detailed results of the crosswalk analysis, divided into the following
color-coded headers:
•

•

•

Blue: The blue heading section pertains to the individual sections of the California Government
Code (CGC) Requirements for Safety Elements of General Plans (Section 65302(g)). Each row in
this section contains one subclause of CGC Section 65302(g) requirements. Rows 2 through 55
contain the requirements for 65302(g)(1) through 65302(g)(5) which pertain to the content of the
Safety Element. Rows 56 through 61 contain the requirements for 65302(g)(5) through 65302
(g)(9) and 65302.15 which pertain to the integration of the Safety Element with other documents
as well as conditions for plan maintenance and updates.
Orange: The orange heading section of the workbook evaluates the County’s existing Health and
Safety Element and whether it fulfills (partially or completely) or does not fulfill each clause
reported in the Blue heading section. It discusses whether each component of the existing plan
requires an update or whether it is sufficient to leave it as is. Existing Health and Safety Element
content is referenced by figure, table, and/or page number and notes are provided, as feasible, as
to how to update or integrate the content into the Health and Safety Element Update.
Green: The green heading section of the workbook evaluates the County’s other existing
documents related to hazard mitigation, resilience, and safety. Like the orange heading section, it
displays whether these documents fulfill (partially or completely) or do not fulfill each clause
reported in the Blue heading section. Each existing document component is referenced by figure,
table, and/or page number and notes are provided, as feasible, as to how to integrate the content
of these documents into the updated Health and Safety Element. These documents include:
o LHMP: Sections of the Placer County LHMP that contain relevant information to the Health
and Safety Element update and could be incorporated into the updated document, and
which sections of the California Government Code are met by this information.
o PCSP: Sections of the PCSP (including the Vulnerability Assessment) that can serve as a
foundation for policy or informational background for the updated Health and Safety
Element, and which sections of the California Government Code are met by this
information.
o CWPP: Sections of the Countywide Wildfire Protection Plan containing information that
can be included in the updated Health and Safety Element to satisfy state requirements,
and which sections of the California Government Code are met by this information.

Next Steps
Please review the information contained in this summary memo and in the attached crosswalk results
sheet. After any revisions, this memo and the crosswalk will serve as a guide to preparing new content for
the Health and Safety Element and incorporating content from other plans into the updated document.
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California Government
Code 65302

Safety Element/General Plan Requirement

Is the requirement applicable?

If yes or partially, should the content (data,
Addressed in Existing
Existing Content (e.g. Mapping, Narrative, or
mapping, goal, policy, or program) be kept as
Safety Element?
Goal/Policy Language)
is or revised?

GP Notes

Addressed in Existing
LHMP?

Existing LHMP Content

LHMP Notes

Existing PCSP
Content

PCSP Notes

Addressed in
Community
Wildfire Protection
Plan?

Existing CWPP
Content

CWPP Notes

Partially

See cell P2

the CWPP only pertains to
wildfire risks -- visit
requirement (g)(3) for more
details.

(g)(1)

A safety element for the protection of the community from any unreasonable risks associated with the effects
of seismically induced surface rupture, ground shaking, ground failure, tsunami, seiche, and dam failure; slope
instability leading to mudslides and landslides; subsidence; liquefaction; and other seismic hazards identified
pursuant to Chapter 7.8 (commencing with Section 2690) of Division 2 of the Public Resources Code, and other
Yes
geologic hazards known to the legislative body; flooding; and wildland and urban fires. The safety element shall
include mapping of known seismic and other geologic hazards. It shall also address evacuation routes, military
installations, peakload water supply requirements, and minimum road widths and clearances around structures,
as those items relate to identified fire and geologic hazards.

Partially

Existing geologic/seismic hazards policies are
likely fine. Flooding and fire hazards section
should be updated to include mapping to
meet this requirement. Evacuation routes,
peakload water requirements, road widths
and clearances need to be addressed.

Figure 1-8 "Circulation Plan Diagram"
("General Plan - Land Use and Circulation");
Table 1-7 "Functional Classifications by
Geographic Area" ("General Plan - Land Use
and Circulation");
Goal 8.A, Policies 8.A.1 to 8.A.11, and
Implementation Programs 8.1 to 8.3 (Seismic
and Geological Hazards);
Goal 8.B, Policies 8.B.1 to 8.B.8, and

(g)(2)

The safety element, upon the next revision of the housing element on or after January 1, 2009, shall also do the
Yes
following:

Partially

See cells E4 to E22

See cells F4 to F22

See cells G4 to G22

Partially

See cells I3 to I22

See cells J3 to J22

Partially

See cells L3 to L22

See cells M3 to M22

No

N/A

N/A

Partially

See cells E17 to E21

See cells F17 to F21

See cells G17 to G21

Yes

See cells I17 to I21

See cells J17 to J21

Partially

See cells L17 to L21

See cells M17 to M21

No

N/A

N/A

No commentary.

Yes

No commentary.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No commentary.

Yes

No commentary.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

Policy 8.B.6 generally addresses the
requirement but there should be
more specific language on
maintaining operations at public
facilities.

Yes

No commentary.

Yes

Strategy FL-3:
Increase resiliency of
single-access roads
and trails (particularly
popular trails and

No commentary.

No

N/A

N/A

No commentary.

Yes

No commentary.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

Partially

See cells O24 to O36

See cells P24 to P36

No commentary.

See cells P31 to P35

(g)(2)(B)

Establish a set of comprehensive goals, policies, and objectives based on the information identified pursuant to
subparagraph (A), for the protection of the community from the unreasonable risks of flooding, including, but not
limited to:

Yes

(g)(2)(B)(i)

Avoiding or minimizing the risks of flooding to new development.

Yes

Yes

Kept as is

(g)(2)(B)(ii)

Evaluating whether new development should be located in flood hazard zones, and identifying construction
methods or other methods to minimize damage if new development is located in flood hazard zones.

Yes

Yes

Kept as is

(g)(2)(B)(iii)

Maintaining the structural and operational integrity of essential public facilities during flooding.

Yes

Yes

Revised

(g)(2)(B)(iv)

Locating, when feasible, new essential public facilities outside of flood hazard zones, including hospitals and health
care facilities, emergency shelters, fire stations, emergency command centers, and emergency communications
facilities or identifying construction methods or other methods to minimize damage if these facilities are located in
flood hazard zones.

Yes

Yes

Kept as is

(g)(2)(B)(v)

(g)(2)(C)

(g)(3)

Establishing cooperative working relationships among public agencies with responsibility for flood protection.

Establish set of implementation measures to carry out goals, policies, and objectives for (g)(2)(B).

Upon next revision of housing element, must address risk of fire for land classified as state responsibility areas (Public
Resources Code Section 4102) and land classified as very high fire hazard severity zones (Section 51177). The review of
the Safety Element will apply OPR’s “Fire Hazard Planning, General Plan Technical Advice Series” and include the
following:

Yes

Yes

Yes

Policy 8.B.1 "The County shall promote flood
control measures that maintain natural conditions
within the 100-year floodplain of rivers and
streams.";
Policy 8.B.3 "The County shall require flood
Policy 8.B.3 "The County shall require flood
proofing of structures in areas subject to
flooding.";
Policy 8.B.6 "The County shall prohibit the
construction of facilities essential for emergencies
Policy 8.B.6 "The County shall prohibit the
construction of facilities essential for emergencies
and large public assembly in the 100-year
floodplain, unless the structure and access to the
structure are free from flood inundation."
Policy 8.B.6 "The County shall prohibit the
construction of facilities essential for emergencies
and large public assembly in the 100-year
floodplain, unless the structure and access to the
structure are free from flood inundation."
Policy 8.E.2 "The County shall continue to
coordinate emergency preparedness, response,
recovery, and mitigation activities with special
districts, service agencies, voluntary organizations,
cities within the County, surrounding cities and
Implementation Programs
8.4.
The County shall continue to maintain
flood hazard maps and other relevant
floodplain data and shall revise or update this
information as new information becomes

Figure 1-8 could be used to
develop evacuation route
mapping for SEU;
Table 1-7 displays the roadway
segments and their location in the
County which could help with
evacuation route mapping;
Seismic and Geological Hazards
goals policies and

Yes

Policy 8.E.2 generally addresses this
but it could more specifically meet
this requirement by naming the flood
control districts in Placer County or
by simply referring to flooding in this
Generally these programs address
the requirement(s). However, a
program relating to the preservation
of facilities' operational status
during a flood event and to

Partially

Revised

Yes

Kept as is

Partially

Revised

See cells F24 to F36

See cells G24 to G36
These policies generally seem
sufficient to address fire risks in
Placer County. However, (g)(3)(B)
requires that the policies be based
on the information from (g)(3)(A).

Yes

Yes

Yes

Partially

Figure 4-29 "Active Faults in
County";
The plan is still current so
Figure 4-31 "Maximum
these maps could be
Expectable Earthquake
adopted by reference or
Intensity";
the source data may be
Figure 4-32 "Peak Horizontal
used to create new maps
Acceleration with 10%
entirely.
Probability of Occurrence in
50 Years";

Addressed in Placer
County
Sustainability Plan?

Goal 1: Minimize risk and
vulnerability of Placer County
to the impacts of natural
hazards and protect lives and
reduce damages and losses to
Goal 1: Minimize risk and
vulnerability of Placer County
to the impacts of natural
hazards and protect lives and
reduce damages and losses to
Goal 2: Provide protection for
critical facilities, infrastructure,
utilities and services
from hazard impacts.
➢ Provide protection for
Goal 2: Provide protection for
critical facilities, infrastructure,
utilities and services
from hazard impacts.
➢ Provide protection for
Goal 4: Increase communities'
capabilities to mitigate losses
and to be prepared for,
respond to, and recover from a
Action 15. Community Rating
System (CRS) Maintain and
Enhance;
Action 16. Stream Channel
Clearing – Western Placer
See cells I24 to I36

(g)(3)(B)

A set of goals, policies, and objectives based on the information identified pursuant to subparagraph (A) for the
protection of the community from the unreasonable risk of wildfire.

Yes

Partially

Revised

Goal 8.C:
To minimize the risk of loss of life, injury,
and damage to property and watershed
resources resulting from unwanted fires.
Policies

(g)(3)(C)

A set of feasible implementation measures designed to carry out the goals, policies, and objectives based on the
information identified pursuant to subparagraph (B) including, but not limited to, all of the following:

Yes

Partially

Revised

See cells F32 to F35

See cells G32 to G35

Partially

See cells I32 to I35

Yes

No commentary.

Yes

No commentary.

Partially

See cells J24 to J36

Partially

Goal 2: Provide protection for
critical facilities, infrastructure, These can serve as a basis
utilities and services from for drafting updates to new
hazard impacts.
goals in the Safety Element.
➢ Provide protection for

Map 4 "Current
Landslide Risk";
Map 8
Map 8's data can be used to
"Transportation
address evacuation route
Infrastructure";
requirements.
Map 14 "Utility
Infrastructure and
Landslide Risk"

Strategy FL-4: Work
with the Placer
County Water Agency
No commentary.
and other dam
owners to maintain
Action FL-3-1
More implementation
"Prioritize roads and
measures need to be
trails running
developed to fully implement
alongside or across the full scope of adaptation
streams or creeks,
strategies.
See cells L24 to L36

See cells M24 to M36

Yes

Strategy WF-1 to
Strategy WF-17

No commentary.

Yes

Narrative Text
"Goals and
Objectives" and
"Other Desired
Outcomes" (p. 12,

See cells J32 to J35

Partially

See cells L32 to L35

See cells M32 to M35

Yes

See cells O31 to O35

(g)(3)(C)(i)

Avoiding or minimizing the wildfire hazards associated with new uses of land.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

Yes

Action 26. Large Strategic Fuel
Break;
Action 27. Fuel Breaks in the
Wildland Urban Interface (WUI);
Action 29. Natural Systems

No commentary.

Yes

Action WF-9-1:
Coordinate with the
Placer County Fire
Safe Alliance and
local Fire Safe

No commentary.

Yes

(g)(3)(C)(ii)

Locating, when feasible, new essential public facilities outside of high fire risk areas, including, but not limited to,
hospitals and health care facilities, emergency shelters, emergency command centers, and emergency
communications facilities, or identifying construction methods or other methods to minimize damage if these
facilities are located in a state responsibility area or very high fire hazard severity zone.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

Yes

(g)(3)(C)(iii)

Designing adequate infrastructure if a new development is located in a state responsibility area or in a very high fire
hazard severity zone, including safe access for emergency response vehicles, visible street signs, and water supplies
for structural fire suppression.

Yes

Yes

Kept as is

No commentary.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

Yes

(g)(3)(C)(iv)

Working cooperatively with public agencies with responsibility for fire protection.

Yes

Yes

Kept as is

No commentary.

Yes

Action 33. Annual Multi-Agency
Wildland Fire Drill

No commentary.

No

N/A

N/A

Yes

Yes

Kept as is

The LHMP is incorporated by
reference via Implementation
Program 8.15

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

Partially

See cells L38 to L55

See cells M38 to M50

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

Yes

PSCP Vulnerability
Assessment

No commentary.

No

N/A

N/A

(g)(3)(D)

(g)(4)

(g)(4)(A)(i)

If a city or county has adopted a fire safety plan or document separate from the general plan, an attachment of, or
reference to, a city or county’s adopted fire safety plan or document that fulfills commensurate goals and objectives
and contains information required pursuant to this paragraph.

Yes

Upon the next revision of a local hazard mitigation plan, adopted in accordance with the federal Disaster Mitigation Act
of 2000 (Public Law 106-390), on or after January 1, 2017, or, if a local jurisdiction has not adopted a local hazard
mitigation plan, beginning on or before January 1, 2022, the safety element shall be reviewed and updated as necessary Yes
to address climate adaptation and resiliency strategies applicable to the city or county. This review shall consider advice
provided in the Office of Planning and Research’s General Plan Guidelines and shall include all of the following:
A vulnerability assessment that identifies the risks that climate change poses to the local jurisdiction and the
geographic areas at risk from climate change impacts, including, but not limited to, an assessment of how climate
change may affect the risks addressed pursuant to paragraphs (2) and (3).

Yes

Implementation Program
8.7.
The County shall periodically
evaluate fire protection services in the County
to determine if fire protection resources are being
effectively and efficiently used.
Implementation Program
8.8.
The County shall work with the
California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection, local fire protection agencies, and
city fire departments to maximize the use of
8.15.
The County shall comply with AB
2140 by preparing a Placer County Local
Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) The LHMP
shall outline all natural hazards in or
potentially affecting the county and the

Narrative Text "Placer
County Vegetation
Abetment Ordinance"
(p. 19);
Narrative Text
Narrative Text
"Critical
Infrastructure
Recommendations"
(p. 134)
Table 22 "Critical
Infrastructure
Recommendations";
Table A4
"Infrastructure
Narrative Text
"Recommendations
for the Placer County
Fire Safe Alliance" (p.
135)

No commentary.

No commentary.

No commentary.

No commentary.

(g)(4)(B)

A set of adaptation and resilience goals, policies, and objectives based on the information specified in subparagraph (A)
for the protection of the community.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

Yes

Goals and Strategies
(pp. 195-218)

Only relevant goals and
policies to be carried over.

No

N/A

N/A

(g)(4)(C)

A+ including, but not limited to, all of the following:

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

Partially

See cells L49 to L53

See cells L49 to L53

No

N/A

N/A
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Safety Element/General Plan Requirement

Is the requirement applicable?

If yes or partially, should the content (data,
Addressed in Existing
Existing Content (e.g. Mapping, Narrative, or
mapping, goal, policy, or program) be kept as
Safety Element?
Goal/Policy Language)
is or revised?

GP Notes

Addressed in Existing
LHMP?

Existing LHMP Content

LHMP Notes

Addressed in Placer
County
Sustainability Plan?

Existing PCSP
Content

PCSP Notes

Addressed in
Community
Wildfire Protection
Plan?

Existing CWPP
Content

CWPP Notes

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

(g)(4)(C)(i)

Feasible methods to avoid or minimize climate change impacts associated with new uses of land.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

Yes

Strategy AH-19: As
needed, develop
additional hazardrelated combining
districts, such as a

(g)(4)(C)(ii)

The location, when feasible, of new essential public facilities outside of at-risk areas, including, but not limited to,
hospitals and health care facilities, emergency shelters, emergency command centers, and emergency
communications facilities, or identifying construction methods or other methods to minimize damage if these
facilities are located in at-risk areas.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

(g)(4)(C)(iii)

The designation of adequate and feasible infrastructure located in an at-risk area.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

Implementation
This could be adopted into the
Strategy 3: Continue
Safety Element with the
to build partnerships
addition of state and federal
with agencies and
agencies.
community

(g)(4)(C)(iv)

Guidelines for working cooperatively with relevant local, regional, state, and federal agencies.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

Yes

(g)(4)(C)(v)

The identification of natural infrastructure that may be used in adaptation projects, where feasible. Where feasible,
the plan shall use existing natural features and ecosystem processes, or the restoration of natural features and
ecosystem processes, when developing alternatives for consideration. For purposes of this clause, “natural
infrastructure” means using natural ecological systems or processes to reduce vulnerability to climate change
related hazards, or other related climate change effects, while increasing the long-term adaptive capacity of coastal
and inland areas by perpetuating or restoring ecosystem services. This includes, but is not limited to, the
conservation, preservation, or sustainable management of any form of aquatic or terrestrial vegetated open space,
such as beaches, dunes, tidal marshes, reefs, seagrass, parks, rain gardens, and urban tree canopies. It also includes
systems and practices that use or mimic natural processes, such as permeable pavements, bioswales, and other
engineered systems, such as levees that are combined with restored natural systems, to provide clean water,
conserve ecosystem values and functions, and provide a wide array of benefits to people and wildlife.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

(g)(4)(D)(i)

If a city or county has adopted the local hazard mitigation plan, or other climate adaptation plan or document that
fulfills commensurate goals and objectives and contains the information required pursuant to this paragraph,
separate from the general plan, an attachment of, or reference to, the local hazard mitigation plan or other climate
adaptation plan or document.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

(g)(4)(D)(ii)

Cities or counties that have an adopted hazard mitigation plan, or other climate adaptation plan or document that
substantially complies with this section, or have substantially equivalent provisions to this subdivision in their
general plans, may use that information in the safety element to comply with this subdivision, and shall summarize
and incorporate by reference into the safety element the other general plan provisions, climate adaptation plan or
document, specifically showing how each requirement of this subdivision has been met.

Yes

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

Needs to be addressed.

No

N/A

N/A

Partially

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

To be completed.

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

No

N/A

N/A

Figure K-4 "Northstar CSD Evacuation Routes"

Figure K-4 shows preferred
evacuation route for
Northstar. Maybe used for
evacuation route mapping
efforts for Safety Element.

No

N/A

N/A

(g)(5)

(g)(6)

(g)(7)

(g)(8)

(g)(9)

65302.15

Upon the next revision of the housing element on or after January 1, 2020, the safety element shall be reviewed and
updated as necessary to identify residential developments in any hazard area identified in the safety element that do not Yes
have at least two emergency evacuation routes.
After the initial revision of the safety element pursuant to paragraphs (2), (3), (4), and (5), the planning agency shall
review and, if necessary, revise the safety element upon each revision of the housing element or local hazard mitigation
plan, but not less than once every eight years, to identify new information relating to flood and fire hazards and climate Yes
adaptation and resiliency strategies applicable to the city or county that was not available during the previous revision of
the safety element.
Cities and counties that have flood plain management ordinances that have been approved by FEMA that substantially
comply with this section, or have substantially equivalent provisions to this subdivision in their general plans, may use
that information in the safety element to comply with this subdivision, and shall summarize and incorporate by reference Yes
into the safety element the other general plan provisions or the flood plain ordinance, specifically showing how each
requirement of this subdivision has been met.
Before the periodic review of its general plan and before preparing or revising its safety element, each city and county
shall consult the California Geological Survey of the Department of Conservation, the Central Valley Flood Protection
Board, if the city or county is located within the boundaries of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Drainage District, as set Yes
forth in Section 8501 of the Water Code, and the Office of Emergency Services for the purpose of including information
known by and available to the department, the agency, and the board required by this subdivision.
To the extent that a county’s safety element is sufficiently detailed and contains appropriate policies and programs for
adoption by a city, a city may adopt that portion of the county’s safety element that pertains to the city’s planning area No
in satisfaction of the requirement imposed by this subdivision.
No not for another two years but it
Upon the next revision of a local hazard mitigation plan on or after January 1, 2022, or, if a local jurisdiction has not
is good practice to address this
adopted a local hazard mitigation plan, beginning on or before January 1, 2022, the safety element shall be reviewed and requirement which will be covered
updated as necessary to identify evacuation routes and their capacity, safety, and viability under a range of emergency as part of this SEU project to the
extent feasible.
scenarios.

No

N/A

The County does have a floodplain
See County Code of Ordinances Title 15 Chapter management regulation in its Code
of Ordinances but it isn't referenced
52
in the Safety Element.

N/A

To be performed during the public
review draft of the Safety Element.

N/A

N/A

Partially

Partially

Strategy WF-5:
These strategies do not
Require all new large
identify any residential
development
developments but they can
projects in
nonetheless provide the policy
support for doing so.
Moderate, High, or

Strategy WF-5:
This strategy does not identify
Require all new large or evaluate any residential
development
developments but it can
projects in
nonetheless provide the policy
support for doing so.
Moderate, High, or
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Purpose and Background
Upon the next revision of the housing element on or after January 1, 2014, the safety element is required
to be reviewed and updated as necessary to address the risk of fire for land classified as state
responsibility areas and land classified as very high fire hazard severity zones. (Gov. Code, § 65302,
subd. (g)(3).)
The safety element is required to include:
• Fire hazard severity zone maps available from the Department of Forestry and Fire Protection.
• Any historical data on wildfires available from local agencies or a reference to where the data can
be found.
• Information about wildfire hazard areas that may be available from the United States Geological
Survey.
• The general location and distribution of existing and planned uses of land in very high fire hazard
severity zones (VHFHSZs) and in state responsibility areas (SRAs), including structures, roads,
utilities, and essential public facilities. The location and distribution of planned uses of land shall
not require defensible space compliance measures required by state law or local ordinance to
occur on publicly owned lands or open space designations of homeowner associations.
• The local, state, and federal agencies with responsibility for fire protection, including special
districts and local offices of emergency services. (Gov. Code, § 65302, subd. (g)(3)(A).)
Based on that information, the safety element shall include goals, policies, and objectives that protect
the community from the unreasonable risk of wildfire. (Gov. Code, § 65302, subd. (g)(3)(B).) To carry
out those goals, policies, and objectives, feasible implementation measures shall be included in the
safety element, which include but are not limited to:
• Avoiding or minimizing the wildfire hazards associated with new uses of land.
• Locating, when feasible, new essential public facilities outside of high fire risk areas, including,
but not limited to, hospitals and health care facilities, emergency shelters, emergency command
centers, and emergency communications facilities, or identifying construction methods or other
methods to minimize damage if these facilities are located in the SRA or VHFHSZ.
• Designing adequate infrastructure if a new development is located in the SRA or VHFHSZ,
including safe access for emergency response vehicles, visible street signs, and water supplies
for structural fire suppression.
• Working cooperatively with public agencies with responsibility for fire protection. (Gov. Code, §
65302, subd. (g)(3)(C).)
The safety element shall also attach or reference any fire safety plans or other documents adopted by
the city or county that fulfill the goals and objectives or contains the information required above. (Gov.
Code, § 65302, subd. (g)(3)(D).) This might include Local Hazard Mitigation Plans, Unit Fire Plans,
Community Wildfire Protection Plans, or other plans.
There are several reference documents developed by state agencies to assist local jurisdictions in
updating their safety elements to include wildfire safety. The Fire Hazard Planning, General Plan
Technical Advice Series from the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR), referenced in
Government Code section 65302, subdivision (g)(3) and available at
1400 Tenth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 322-2318
The Technical Advice Series is also available from the OPR website (Technical Advice Series link).*
The Technical Advice Series provides policy guidance, information resources, and fire hazard planning
examples from around California that shall be considered by local jurisdictions when reviewing the
safety element of its general plan.
The Board of Forestry and Fire Protection (Board) utilizes this Safety Element Assessment in the Board’s
review of safety elements under Government Code section 65302.5. At least 90 days prior to the
adoption or amendment of their safety element, counties that contain SRAs and cities or counties that
contain VHFHSZs shall submit their safety element to the Board. (Gov. Code, § 65302.5, subd. (b).) The
Board shall review the safety element and respond to the city or county with its findings regarding the
uses of land and policies in SRAs or VHFHSZs that will protect life, property, and natural resources from
1

* https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/Final_6.26.15.pdf
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unreasonable risks associated with wildfires, and the methods and strategies for wildfire risk reduction
and prevention within SRAs or VHFHSZs. (Gov. Code, § 65302.5, subd. (b)(3).)
The CAL FIRE Land Use Planning team provides expert fire protection assistance to local jurisdictions
statewide. Fire captains are available to work with cities and counties to revise their safety elements and
enhance their strategic fire protection planning.

Methodology for Review and Recommendations
Utilizing staff from the CAL FIRE Land Use Planning team, the Board has established a standardized
method to review the safety element of general plans. The methodology includes
1) reviewing the safety element for the requirements in Government Code section 65302,
subdivision (g)(3)(A),
2) examining the safety element for goals, policies, objectives, and implementation measures that
mitigate the wildfire risk in the planning area (Gov. Code, § 65302, subd. (g)(3)(B) & (C)), and
3) making recommendations for methods and strategies that would reduce the risk of wildfires (Gov.
Code, § 65302.5, subd. (b)(3)(B)).
The safety element will be evaluated against the attached Assessment, which contains questions to
determine if a safety element meets the fire safety planning requirements outlined in Government Code,
section 65302. The reviewer will answer whether or not a submitted safety element addresses the
required information, and will recommend changes to the safety element that will reduce the wildfire risk
in the planning area. These recommended changes may come from the list of sample goals, policies,
objectives, and implementation measures that is included in this document after the Assessment, or may
be based on the reviewer’s knowledge of the jurisdiction in question and their specific wildfire risk. By
answering the questions in the Assessment, the reviewer will determine if the jurisdiction’s safety element
has adequately addressed and mitigated their wildfire risk. If it hasn’t, any specific recommendations
from the reviewer will assist the jurisdiction in revising the safety element so that it does.
Once completed, the Assessment should provide clear guidance to a city or county regarding any areas
of deficiency in the safety element as well as specific goals, policies, objectives, and implementation
measures the Board recommends adopting in order to mitigate or reduce the wildfire threat in the
planning area.

2
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General Plan Safety Element Assessment
Jurisdiction: City of Auburn
County: Placer

Notes: Final Review
LUPP Reviewer: Fire Captain
Chase Beckman

CAL FIRE Unit: AEU
UNIT CONTACT: Chief Brian Estes

Date Received: 8/19/2020
Date Reviewed: 8/28/2020

BACKGROUND INFORMATION SUMMARY
The safety element must contain specific background information about fire hazards in each jurisdiction.
Instructions for this table: Indicate whether the safety element includes the specified information. If YES, indicate in the comments where that information can be
found; if NO, provide recommendations to the jurisdiction regarding how best to include that information in their revised safety element.
Required Information
Are Fire Hazard Severity Zones Identified?
CAL FIRE or Locally Adopted Maps
Is historical data on wildfires or a reference to where the
data can be found, and information about wildfire hazard
areas that may be available from the United States
Geological Survey, included?
Has the general location and distribution of existing and
planned uses of land in very high fire hazard severity
zones (VHFHSZs) and in state responsibility areas
(SRAs), including structures, roads, utilities, and
essential public facilities, been identified?
Have local, state, and federal agencies with responsibility
for fire protection, including special districts and local
offices of emergency services, been identified?
Are other fire protection plans, such as Community
Wildfire Protection Plans, Local Hazard Mitigation Plans,
CAL FIRE Unit or Contract County Fire Plans, referenced
or incorporated into the Safety Element?
Are residential developments in hazard areas that do not
have at least two emergency evacuation routes
identified?
Have evacuation routes and their capacity, safety, and
viability under a range of emergency scenarios been
identified?

Yes or No

Comments and Recommendations

Yes

Page SE-25

Yes

Pages SE-27 to SE-31

Yes

Pages SE-25 and SE-27

Yes

Pages SE-30 and SE-33 to SE-35

Yes

Pages SE-35 to SE-36, pages SE-83 to
SE-86

Yes

Page SE-73

Yes

Pages SE-70 to SE-71 (not required,
element will be adopted prior to 2022)

Is there any other information in the Safety Element regarding fire hazards in SRAs or VHFHSZs?
No
3

251

GOALS, POLICIES, OBJECTIVES, AND FEASIBLE IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES
The safety element must contain a set of goals, policies, and objectives based on the above information to protect the community from unreasonable risk of wildfire
and implementation measures to accomplish those stated goals, policies, and objectives.
Instructions for this table: Critically examine the submitted safety element and determine if it is adequate to address the jurisdiction’s unique fire hazard. Answer YES
or NO appropriately for each question below. If the recommendation is irrelevant or unrelated to the jurisdiction’s fire hazard, answer N/A. For NO, provide
information in the Comments/Recommendations section to help the jurisdiction incorporate that change into their safety element revision. This information may utilize
example recommendations from Sample Safety Element Recommendations and Fire Hazard Planning in Other Elements of the General Plan below, may indicate
how high of a priority this recommendation is for a jurisdiction, or may include other jurisdiction-specific information or recommendations.

Section 1 Avoiding or minimizing the wildfire hazards associated with new uses of land
Questions
Does local ordinance require development standards that
meet or exceed title 14, CCR, division 1.5, chapter 7,
subchapter 2, articles 1-5 (commencing with section
1270) (SRA Fire Safe Regulations) and title 14, CCR,
division 1.5, chapter 7, subchapter 3, article 3
(commencing with section 1299.01) (Fire Hazard
Reduction Around Buildings and Structures
Regulations) for SRAs and/or VHFHSZs?
Are there goals and policies to avoid or minimize new
residential development in VHFHSZs?
Has fire safe design been incorporated into future
development requirements?
Are new essential public facilities located outside high
fire risk areas, such as VHFHSZs, when feasible?

Yes or No
Yes

Comments and Recommendations
Pages SE-81, SE-82, and SE-85

Yes

Pages SE-82 and SE-85

Yes

Pages SE-81, SE-82, SE-84, and SE-85

Yes

Page SE-89

Yes

Pages SE-81 to SE-86

Yes

Page SE-82

Yes

Pages SE-82 and SE-84

Are there plans or actions identified to mitigate existing
non-conforming development to contemporary fire safe
standards, in terms of road standards and vegetative
hazard?

Does the plan include policies to evaluate redevelopment after a large fire?
Is fuel modification around homes and subdivisions
required for new development in SRAs or VHFHSZs?
4
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Questions
Are fire protection plans required for new development in
VHFHSZs?
Does the plan address long term maintenance of fire
hazard reduction projects, including community fire
breaks and private road and public road clearance?
Is there adequate access (ingress, egress) to new
development in VHFHSZs?
Are minimum standards for evacuation of residential
areas in VHFHSZs defined?
If areas exist with inadequate access/evacuation routes,
are they identified? Are mitigation measures or
improvement plans identified?
Are there policies or programs promoting public outreach
about defensible space or evacuation routes? Are there
specific plans to reach at-risk populations?
Does the plan identify future water supply for fire
suppression needs?
Does new development have adequate fire protection?

Yes or No
Yes

Comments and Recommendations
Pages SE-82 to SE-84

Yes

Pages SE-82 and SE-84

Yes

Page SE-82

Yes

Pages SE-82, SE-83, and SE-85

Yes

Pages SE-73, SE-82, SE-83, and SE-85

Yes

Pages SE-82, SE-83, SE-85, and SE-86

Yes

Pages SE-82, SE-85, and SE-89

Yes

Pages SE-81 to SE-85

Section 2 Develop adequate infrastructure if a new development is located in SRAs or
VHFHSZs.
Does the plan identify adequate infrastructure for new
development related to:
Water supply and fire flow?
Location of anticipated water supply?
Maintenance and long-term integrity of water supplies?
Evacuation and emergency vehicle access?
Fuel modification and defensible space?
Vegetation clearance maintenance on public and private
roads?
Visible home and street addressing and signage?

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Pages SE-82, SE-84, SE-85
Page SE-85
Page SE-85
Pages SE-82, SE-85
Pages SE-82, SE-84
Pages SE-82, SE-84

Yes
Community fire breaks? Is there a discussion of how Yes
those fire breaks will be maintained?

Pages SE-82
Pages SE-82, SE-83, SE-84

5
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Section 3 Working cooperatively with public agencies responsible for fire protection.
Question
Is there a map or description of existing emergency
service facilities and areas lacking service, specifically
noting any areas in SRAs or VHFHSZs?
Does the plan include an assessment and projection of
future emergency service needs?
Are goals or standards for emergency services training
described?
Does the plan outline inter-agency preparedness
coordination and mutual aid multi-agency agreements?

6

Yes or No
Yes

Comments and Recommendations
Page SE-25

Yes

Pages SE-83 to SE-85

Yes

Pages SE-83 to SE-85, SE-88

Yes

Pages SE-30, SE-33 to SE-36, SE-44, and
SE-90
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Sample Safety Element Recommendations
These are examples of specific policies, objectives, or implementation measures that may be used to meet the intent of Government Code sections 65302,
subdivision (g)(3) and 65302.5, subdivision (b). Safety element reviewers may make recommendations that are not included here.

A. MAPS, PLANS AND HISTORICAL INFORMATION
1. Include or reference CAL FIRE Fire Hazard Severity Zone maps or locally adopted wildfire hazard zones.

2. Include or reference the location of historical information on wildfires in the planning area.
3. Include a map or description of the location of existing and planned land uses in SRAs and VHFHSZs, particularly habitable structures, roads, utilities, and essential public
facilities.
4. Identify or reference a fire plan that is relevant to the geographic scope of the general plan, including the Unit/Contract County Fire Plan, Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, and
any applicable Community Wildfire Protection Plans.
5. Align the goals, policies, objectives, and implementation measures for fire hazard mitigation in the safety element with those in existing fire plans, or make plans to update
fire plans to match the safety element.
6. Create a fire plan for the planning area.

B. LAND USE
1. Develop fire safe development codes to use as standards for fire protection for new development in SRAs or VHFHSZs that meet or exceed the statewide minimums in the
SRA Fire Safe Regulations.
2. Adopt and have certified by the Board of Forestry and Fire Protection local ordinances which meet or exceed the minimum statewide standards in the SRA Fire Safe
Regulations.
3. Identify existing development that do not meet or exceed the SRA Fire Safe Regulations or certified local ordinances.
4. Develop mitigation measures for existing development that does not meet or exceed the SRA Fire Safe Regulations or certified local ordinances or identify a policy to do
so.

C. FUEL MODIFICATION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Develop a policy to communicate vegetation clearance requirements to seasonal, absent, or vacation rental owners.
Identify a policy for the ongoing maintenance of vegetation clearance on public and private roads.
Include fuel breaks in the layout/siting of subdivisions.
Identify a policy for the ongoing maintenance of existing or proposed fuel breaks.
Identify and/or map existing development that does not conform to current state and/or locally adopted fire safety standards for access, water supply and fire
flow, signing, and vegetation clearance in SRAs or VHFHSZs.
6. Identify plans and actions for existing non-conforming development to be improved or mitigated to meet current state and/or locally adopted fire safety
standards for access, water supply and fire flow, signing, and vegetation clearance.
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D. ACCESS
1. Develop a policy that approval of parcel maps and tentative maps in SRAs or VHFHSZs is conditional based on meeting the SRA Fire Safe Regulations and
the Fire Hazard Reduction Around Buildings and Structures Regulations, particularly those regarding road standards for ingress, egress, and fire equipment
access. (See Gov. Code, § 66474.02.)
2. Develop a policy that development will be prioritized in areas with an adequate road network and associated infrastructure.
3. Identify multi-family housing, group homes, or other community housing in SRAs or VHFHSZs and develop a policy to create evacuation or shelter in place
plans.
4. Include a policy to develop pre-plans for fire risk areas that address civilian evacuation and to effectively communicate those plans.
5. Identify road networks in SRAs or VHFHSZs that do not meet title 14, CCR, division 1.5, chapter 7, subchapter 2, articles 2 and 3 (commencing with section
1273.00) or certified local ordinance and develop a policy to examine possible mitigations.

E. FIRE PROTECTION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
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Develop a policy that development will be prioritized in areas with adequate water supply infrastructure.
Plan for the ongoing maintenance and long-term integrity of planned and existing water supply infrastructure.
Map existing emergency service facilities and note any areas lacking service, especially in SRAs or VHFHSZs.
Project future emergency service needs for the planned land uses.
Include information about emergency service trainings or standards and plans to meet or maintain them.
Include information about inter-agency preparedness coordination or mutual aid agreements.
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Fire Hazard Planning in Other Elements of the General Plan
When updating the General Plan, here are some ways to incorporate fire hazard planning into other elements. Wildfire safety is best accomplished by holistic,
strategic fire planning that takes advantage of opportunities to align priorities and implementation measures within and across plans.

LAND USE ELEMENT
Goals and policies include mitigation of fire hazard for future development or limit development in very high fire hazard severity zones.
Disclose wildland urban-interface hazards, including fire hazard severity zones, and/or other vulnerable areas as determined by CAL FIRE or local fire agency.
Design and locate new development to provide adequate infrastructure for the safe ingress of emergency response vehicles and simultaneously allow citizen egress
during emergencies.
Describe or map any Firewise Communities or other fire safe communities as determined by the National Fire Protection Association, Fire Safe Council, or other
organization.

HOUSING ELEMENT
Incorporation of current fire safe building codes.
Identify and mitigate substandard fire safe housing and neighborhoods relative to fire hazard severity zones.
Consider diverse occupancies and their effects on wildfire protection (group housing, seasonal populations, transit-dependent, etc).

OPEN SPACE AND CONSERVATION ELEMENTS
Identify critical natural resource values relative to fire hazard severity zones.
Include resource management activities to enhance protection of open space and natural resource values.
Integrate open space into fire safety planning and effectiveness.
Mitigation for unique pest, disease and other forest health issues leading to hazardous situations.

CIRCULATION ELEMENT
Provide adequate access to very high fire hazard severity zones.
Develop standards for evacuation of residential areas in very high fire hazard severity zones.
Incorporate a policy that provides for a fuel reduction maintenance program along roadways.
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ATTACHMENT G
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ATTACHMENT H
SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE DRAFT HEALTH AND SAFETY ELEMENT UPDATE
NO PUBLIC COMMENTS RECEIVED TO DATE ON THE ADOPTION DRAFT (08-2021)
COMMENTS FROM STATE AGENCIES/ SPECIAL DISTRICTS ON THE PUBLIC REVIEW DRAFT (02-2021)
1. Nathan Hicks, State Department of Water Resources, Flood Operations Center -Flood Hazards
2. Timothy Dawson, California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey -Seismic and Geological
Hazards
3. Fred W. Gius, California Department of Conservation, Mineral Resources Program - Seismic and Geologic
Hazards
LATE PUBLIC COMMENTS ON THE PUBLIC REVIEW DRAFT (02-2021)
1. Sandy Harris (April 20, 2021)
2. Lee from Sheridan (April 30, 2021)
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Angel Green
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hicks, Nathan@DWR <Nathan.Hicks@water.ca.gov>
Friday, March 26, 2021 8:02 AM
Angel Green
[EXTERNAL] RE: Placer County Health and Safety Element

Hello Angel,
I reviewed that rest of Placer County’s Health and Safety Element that I had comments on. I was able to find the
remaining information in goal 8.B.1.
I reached out to the Central Valley Flood Protection Board to get some more information on whether they need to
review the document. A gentleman I did talk to confirmed that a little portion of Placer County does fall within the
Sacramento – San Joaquin Drainage District but was unable to tell me if it was enough to constitute a review. I have
been working on reaching out to more people and will continue today as well. I wanted to update you on where I was in
the process and please let me know if you have any questions.
Thank you,
Nathan Hicks, EIT
O: (916) 574-2153
C: (916) 628-8059

From: Angel Green <AGreen@placer.ca.gov>
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2021 2:37 PM
To: Hicks, Nathan@DWR <Nathan.Hicks@water.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: Placer County Health and Safety Element
Thanks Nate!
Looking forward to our chat.
I haven’t had a chance to review them yet but happy to walk through them and answer any questions.
Angel
From: Hicks, Nathan@DWR <Nathan.Hicks@water.ca.gov>
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2021 11:49 AM
To: Angel Green <AGreen@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Placer County Health and Safety Element
Hello Angel,
I have attached my comments with regards to the plans compliance to Government Code 65302. As I mentioned, I
reviewed the document as if it were a Flood Safety Plan which follows Water Code 9650. The sections included my Word
Document are those not addressed by the HSE. Please note that my comments are very brief and will most likely need
an explanation. I was hoping to cover this in our meeting this afternoon but wanted to give you an idea of what we are
going to talk about. Let me know if you have any questions!
Thank you,
1
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Nathan Hicks, EIT
Engineer, Water Resources
Flood Operations Center
O: (916) 574-2153 | C: (916) 628-8059
3310 El Camino Avenue, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95821

Disclaimer
The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient and
others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or
taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.
This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd, an innovator in
Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more useful place for your human generated data. Specializing in;
Security, archiving and compliance. To find out more Click Here.
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(ii) National Flood Insurance Program maps published by FEMA.
-

These may be included in the maps provided.

(iv) Designated floodway maps that are available from the Central Valley Flood
Protection Board.
-

Are there any maps available from the CVFPB for Placer County?

(vi) Awareness Floodplain Mapping Program maps and 200-year flood plain maps
that are or may be available from, or accepted by, the Department of Water
Resources.
-

Figure 3 addressed this but I was unable to find it on the map.

(vii) Maps of levee protection zones.
-

Mentioned the levees along Folsom Lake but are there any other Levees
within the County? Does the inundation map show these areas?

(viii) Areas subject to inundation in the event of the failure of project or nonproject
levees or floodwalls.
-

If no levees in the county, this is not applicable.

(ix) Historical data on flooding, including locally prepared maps of areas that are
subject to flooding, areas that are vulnerable to flooding after wildfires, and sites
that have been repeatedly damaged by flooding.
-

Did not see this in the plan but would be a good idea to address it if there
are any areas susceptible to natural flooding and flooding after a wildfire.

(x) Existing and planned development in flood hazard zones, including structures,
roads, utilities, and essential public facilities.
-

This could be a map or discussion within the plan.

(xi) Local, state, and federal agencies with responsibility for flood protection,
including special districts and local offices of emergency services.
-

Placer County Flood Control, City flood control entities, California Department
of Water Resources, and Army Corp. of Engineers
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Dawson, Timothy@DOC
Angel Green
[EXTERNAL] Comments on the scope and content of the Placer County Health and Safety Element Update.
Wednesday, June 30, 2021 1:22:29 PM
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June 30, 2021
Angel Green
Senior Planner
Placer County Community Development Resource Agency
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
SUBJECT: Comments on the scope and content of the Placer County Health
and Safety Element Update.
Dear Mr. Green,
The California Geological Survey (CGS) has received the draft County of
Placer Health and Safety Element. This letter conveys suggestions and
recommendations from the California Geological Survey concerning seismic
hazards issues related to the planning area.
The California Geological Survey recommends the General Plan update
address the following items and issues within the planning area:
Seismic Hazards
CGS has not established Earthquake Fault Zones or Seismic Hazards
Zones within Placer County. However, the Lake Tahoe Basin is cut by
several active faults including the West Tahoe-Dollar Point fault zone;
the North Tahoe fault zone, and the Incline Village fault zone. In
addition to the hazards of strong ground motion, surface fault
rupture, liquefaction and earthquake-induced landslides, there is
also the potential of tsunami inundation and seismically-induced
seiche along the near-shore areas of Lake Tahoe from earthquakes
produced by these faults. The potential of tsunami and seismic
seiche inundation along the west shore of Lake Tahoe in Placer
County should be addressed in the draft Health and Safety element.
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns with the comments
in this letter.
Sincerely,
Timothy Dawson, CEG
265

Senior Engineering Geologist
California Geological Survey
1900 S. Norfolk Street
San Mateo, CA 94403
650-350-7307
Timothy.Dawson@conservation.ca.gov

Tim Dawson

Senior Engineering Geologist
Seismic Hazards Assessment and Zonation

California Geological Survey

California Department of Conservation
1900 S. Norfolk St., Suite 300, San Mateo, CA 94403
(650) 350-7307
timothy.dawson@conservation.ca.gov

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or
legally privileged information. It is solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized
interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws, including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the
sender and destroy all copies of the communication.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Gius, Fred@DOC
Angel Green
Newton, Jeff@DOC
[EXTERNAL] RE: Placer County Health and Safety Element Update -Public Review Draft Available - CGS MRP Comments
Friday, March 19, 2021 10:00:56 AM
image001.png

Angel Green,
Staff of the Mineral Resources Program of the California Geological Survey (CGS) reviewed the
project document. Specifically, we focused on the section titled “Seismic and Geologic Hazards” (SE4 through SE-13) and have the following comments and recommendations:
1. This section needs to address the potential for the presence of naturally occurring minerals or

elements that may be hazardous to human health. In particular, these include naturally
occurring asbestos and radon, which are known carcinogens. Both of these potential hazards
are described in the following CGS publications that cover all or part of Placer County:

https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Pages/MineralHazards/placer.aspx (Potential for
naturally occurring asbestos in the entire county)
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Pages/MineralHazards/radon2.aspx#mapsandreports
(Potential for radon in the Lake Tahoe Basin)
2. This section needs to address the widespread presence of mines and prospects in the county,

especially in the lower elevations of the Sierra Nevada. Many of these are potential sources of
physical and chemical hazards. Most common are those mined or prospected for gold, the ore
deposits of which commonly contained other metals that may be of concern as toxic
contaminants. These include, but are not limited to, copper, lead, zinc, and arsenic. Also,
potentially present at, or downstream of, many of these gold properties is mercury, which was
used to recover gold through amalgamation.
A useful source of data on mines and prospects in the entire county is the U.S. Geological
Survey’s (USGS) Mineral Resource Data System (MRDS), which is available for Placer
County under “California” at the following website:
https://mrdata.usgs.gov/mrds/geo-inventory.php

Users of this database should be aware, however, that some of the locations (latitude,
longitude) and other data may be inaccurate. Other valuable sources of data and information
on mining activity in the county include publications by the CGS and the series of topographic
maps published by the USGS. The latter range over different scales and years, and show
locations of numerous mine-working symbols such as shafts and adits. They also show the
areal extent of many tailings ponds, waste dumps, and dredge tailings; these features may
contain toxic metals such as mercury. Digital versions of the maps can be accessed at:
https://ngmdb.usgs.gov/topoview/
In addition, the California Division of Mine Reclamation has digitized these features from one
set of USGS 7.5-minute (1:24,000) scale topographic maps that cover all of Placer County.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Health and Safety Element Update.

Fred W. Gius, PG, CEG

Supervising Engineering Geologist
Mineral Resources Program Manager
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California Geological Survey
Department of Conservation
801 K Street, MS 12-31, Sacramento, CA 95814
E: fred.gius@conservation.ca.gov
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the
use of the intended recipient(s).
Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws, including the Electronic Communications Privacy
Act.
If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the communication.

From: Angel Green <AGreen@placer.ca.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2021 1:51 PM
Subject: Placer County Health and Safety Element Update -Public Review Draft Available
Hello, you are receiving this email because you have been identified as having an interest in the
Placer County Health and Safety Element Update.
Placer County has completed a public review draft of the Health and Safety Element Update
(SEU). The SEU is being developed concurrently with the Housing Element Update. Updates to the
Safety Element will meet the requirements of California Government Code Section 65302(g) as
updated by Senate Bills 1241, 379, and 1035 and will incorporate policies from the County Local
Hazard Mitigation Plan, as well as the recent work done on the Placer County Sustainability Plan
(PCSP). The SEU addresses potential and existing hazards in the County, which are outlined in the
following categories: Seismic and Geological Hazards; Flood Hazards; Fire Hazards; Airport
Hazards; Public Safety and Emergency Management Facilities; Hazardous Materials; Avalanche
Hazards; and Public Health. Among other updates, an additional category for Climate
Adaptation is being considered for the Safety Element.
The comment period for the SEU is from February 17 – March 19, 2021.
Additional information: https://www.placer.ca.gov/6655/2021-Safety-Element-Update
Comments can be sent to Angel Green via email at agreen@placer.ca.gov or by mail at 3091
County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603.
Thank you for your interest in the Health and Safety Element Update.
Best,

Angel Green | Senior Planner| Planning Services Division
Community Development Resource Agency
p. 530.745.3084 | f. 530.745.3080 | placer.ca.gov

Disclaimer
The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient
and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution
or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.
This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd, an
innovator in Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more useful place for your human generated
data. Specializing in; Security, archiving and compliance. To find out more Click Here.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandra H. Harris
Angel Green
[EXTERNAL] Safety Element Update
Tuesday, April 20, 2021 3:26:15 PM

Hi Angel,
I have been looking through draft for the Safety Element Update and under the draught segment
have a suggestion for a goal. Years ago (around 2015) residents passed a bond issue to build Sites
Reservoir for the storage of water. As far as I know, it has been a stalled project. The population in
California continues to grow, but there has been no new water storage facilities for more than 40
years. Big agriculture and southern California continue to look to our area to supply their needs at
the expense of fisheries, wildlife, and rationing for residents. The Delta tunnels proposed could have
a devastating effect on this area. Perhaps it is time to put some pressure on the powers that be to
follow through on what residents voted for and get Sites Reservoir constructed. There is no reason
to be held hostage to draught conditions when we have not taken measures to plan ahead.
Suggestion for Goal: County will work to ensure completion of Sites Reservoir in order to capture
and store water to ensure an adequate supply of water in low precipitation years.

Sandy Harris
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ATTACHMENT I

April 14, 2021

Central Valley Flood Protection Board
Safety Element Review
3310 El Camino Avenue, Suite 170
Sacramento, California 95821
RE:

Placer County Health & Safety Element Review Request

Dear Board of Central Valley Flood Protection:
Placer County is requesting review of the updated 2021 General Plan Health & Safety Element.
The Health and Safety Element Update is available via the County’s website at
https://www.placer.ca.gov/6655/2021-Safety-Element-Update.
Please let us know if you require any additional information or have any concerns regarding this
submittal. If you have any questions or would like to discuss this inquiry, please contact me at
(530) 745-3084 or at agreen@placer.ca.gov.
Sincerely,

Angel Green
Angel Green, Senior Planner

CC:

Department of Public Works
Office of Emergency Services
Project File

Planning Services Division  E.J. Ivaldi, Planning Director
3091 County Center Drive  Auburn, CA 95603
(530) 745-3000 office  (530) 745-3080 fax  planning@placer.ca.gov
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