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

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

The following reselution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the Counnty of Placer at a regular meeting held February 10, 2069,
by the following vote:

Ayes:

Noes:

Absent:

Signed by me after its passage.

F. C. Rockholm, Chairman
Alttest:

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, on December 18, 2008, the Placer County Planning Commission (“Planning
Commission™} held a public hearing 1o consider the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan (*Specific Plan™),
including certain proposed amendments to the Placer County General Plan (“General Plan™), and the
Planming Commission has made recommendations to the Board of Supervisors (“Board”) related thereto,
and

WHEREAS, on February 10, 2009, the Board held a public hczriring to consider the
recommendations of the Planning Commission and to rceetve public input regarding the propesed
amendments (o the General Plan, and the Board then closed the pubhic hearing, and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the proposed amendmgents to the General Plan, considered -
the recommendations of the Planning Commission, received and considered the written and oral
commenis submitted by the public thercon, and has adopted Resolution No, 2009-  certifying the
Final Environmental Impact Report for the Regional University Specific Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Board ﬁnds; the proposed amendments will serve to protect and enhance the
health, safeiy and general weifare of the residents of specific plan areas and the County as a whole, and

WHEREAS, thc Board further finds the proposed amendments are consistent with the
provisions of the General Plan and are in compliance with applicable requirements of State law, and
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WHEREAS, noticc of all hearings required has been given and all hearings have becn heid as
required by County ordinance and State law, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds thal the foregoing recilals seiting forth the actions of the County
are frue and caorrect,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF TIIE
COUNTY OF PLACER that Policies 1. H.6, 1.0.1, 3.A.7, 3.A8, 3.A 12, and 7.B.1 of the Placer
County General Plan are hereby amended as shown and described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and
incoerporated hercin by reference, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution shall take force and become effective
only in the cvent (hat Resolution 2007-230 adopied by the Board on July 16, 2007, is for any reason
determined to be invalid by a final order issued in (he case Sutter Counly v, Placer County et al.,
Sacramento County Supetior Courl Case No. 2007-00883516 or in any related matter. '

Reselution No.

Amending the Placer (ou_nty Cicneral IMlan 57@?



Exhibit A
Proposed Gencral Plan Amendments

General Plan Policy
Nurnber

Proposed Amendment

Agriciitfural Land Use |

1.H.8.

The County shall require new non-agricultural development immediately adjacent to agricuit-
ural lands to be designed to provide a buffer in the form of a setback of sufficient distance to
avoid land use conflicls between Lhe agricullural uses and the non-agriculiural uses except as
il may be delermined lo be unnecessary or inappropriate within a Specific Plan as part of the
Specific Plan approval, Such sethack or buffer areas shall be established by recorded
reasement ar other instrumenl, subject to the approval of Counly Counsel. A method and
|mechanism (2.g., a homaowners association or gasement dedication 1o 2 ron-prafit
grganization or public entity} for guaranteeing the maintenance of this land in a safe and

. crderly manner shall be also established at the time of development approval.

5,
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1.0.1.

’:S__-tréets and -Hlighw-ay;_

' Except as othgrwise provided in the Design Guidelines of an approved Specific Plan, the
County shall require all new deveiopment 12 be designed in compliance with applicable

provisions of lhe Placer Coynty Design Guidelines Manual.

The County shall develop and managé tts roadway system to mantain the following minimum

3AF.

levels of service (LOS), ar as otherwise specified in a Community or Specific Plan,

» LGOS 'C" on rural roadways, excepl within one-half mile of slale highways where the
slandard shall be LOS "D.”

» LOS“C" an urban/suburban roadways except within one-hall mile of state highways where
the standard shall be LOS “D."

= An LOS no worse than specified in the Placer County Congeslion Management Program
(CMP] for the slate highway system. .

The Counly may allow exceptions to these levels of service slandards whare it finds thatthe |

improverments or othér measures required to achieve the LOS standards are unacecepable

based gn established crileria, In allowing any exceplion to the standards, the County shall

consider the following factors:

«  The number of hours per day that the intersection of roadway segment would operate al
conditions worse than the slandard.

=« The abilily of the required improvement to significantly reduce peak hour detay and
improve {raffic operalions.

» The right-of-way needs and the physical impacts on surrounding properties.

« The visual aesthetics ofihe required improvement and its impact on community identity
and character.

+  Environmental impacts including air quality and noise impacts.

» Conslruclien and right-of-way acquisition costs.

+ The impacts on general safely.

« The impacts of the required construction phasing and traffic maintenance.

+ The impacls on quality of life as perceived by residents.

+ Consideration of other environmental, social, or économic factors on which the Counly

. may base finding to a%low an exceedance of the slandards.
Exceplions lo he standards will only be allowed afler all feasible measures and options are
explored, including alternative forms of transpedation.
3AB. A General Plan amendmenl is proposed ta delete Palicy 3.A 8 since the policy is proposed to

3D
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General Plan Policy
Number

Propused Amendment

: Ag rlcultura'l Land Use

be naided Policy 3.A 7, as described above.,
Proposed General Plan Amendment:

The Counby's-level of semvice-slandardsfor-the-State-highway-system-chall-be ro-worse than
these-adopledinthe Placer Ceunty Gongestion Management Program {CMP}.

3A12,

The County shall require an analysis of the effecis of traffic from all land deuelopment prolects
Each such project shall construct or fund improvemenls necessary to miligate the effects of
traffic from the projecl consistent with Policy 3.A.7. Such improvements may include g fair
share of mpmuemenls that provide benefis lo olhers.

Land Use Conflicts -

7.B1.

The County shall idenlify and maintain clear boundaries between urban/suburiran and

agricultural areas and require land use buffers between such uses where feasible, except as
ray be deterrningd to be unnecessary or inappropriate within a Specific Flan as part of the
Specilic Plan approval.

These buffers shall occur an the parcel for which the development permil is sought and shall
favor protection of the maximum amount of farmland.

B3



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

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

The following resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at a regufar meeting held February 10, 2009,
by the following vote:

Aves:

Noes:

Ahseﬁt:

Signed by me aficr its passage.

F. C. Rockholm, Chairman

Alttest:

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, on December 18, 2008, the Placer County Planning Comumission {“Planning
Commission™) held a public hearing {o consider the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan (“Specific Plan”},
including certain proposed amcndments to the Placer County General Plan (“General Plan™) and the Dry
Creel/West Placer Community Plan (the “Community Plan™), and the Planning Commission has made
recommendations to the Board of Supervisars ("Board™) related thereto, and

WHEREAS, on Febwoary 10, 2009, the Board held a pubbc hearing to consider the
recommendaitons of the Planning Commission and to receive public input regardmyg the proposed
amendmcits fo the Community Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the proposed amendments to the Community Plan,
considered the recommendations of the Planning Commission, received and considered the written and
oral comments submitted by the public thereon, and has adopled Resolution No. 2009- certifying
_ the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Regional Universily Specific Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed amendments will serve to protect and enhance the
heaith, salety and general wellare of the residents of the Community Plan area and the County as a

whole, and
375
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WHEREAS, the Board further finds the. proposed amendments are consistent with the
provisions of the General Plan and other provisions of the Community Plan and are in compliance with
applicable requirements of State law, and

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

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER that Goals 2, 25, and the description of the Low Density Residential (LDR)
land use of Section II{B}—Land Use Plan, Goals 4 and 5 of Seclion I{Dj—Public Scrvices, Goal 14 of
Scction M{A)—Natural Resources, and Goals 6 and 9 of Section IV(A}— Circulation of the Dry
Creck/West Placer Community Plan are hereby amended to read as shown and described in Exhibit A,
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, and

-~ BE IT FURTHER RESOLYED, that this Resolution shall take force and become effective as
to the amendment of Goals 6 and 9 of Section IV(A)--Circulation of the Dry Creck/West Placer
Community Plan only in the event that Resolution 2007-231 adopted by the Board on July 16, 2007, is
for any rcason determined to be invalid by a final order issued in the case Sutter County v. Placer County
et-al., Sacramento Counly Supcerior Court Case No. 2007-00883516 or in any related matter, and

BE IT FURTIIER RESOLVED, that this Resolution shall wake force and becomc effective
immediately as to the amendment of Goals 2, 25, and the description of the Low Density Residential
(LDR) land use of Section [I{B)-—Land Use Plan, Goals 4 and 5 of Section I1{D)—-Public Services, and
Goal 14 of Section III{A)—Nalural Resources, of the Dry Creek/West Placer Comumunity Plan,

Resolution No. L _
Amending the Doy CreckWest Placer Commuenily Plan 57 &)



Exhibit A
Proposed Community Plan Amendments

Policy

]
Number .

Proposed Amendment A

fi: Community Develepment: Land Use s ' A

2

The County shall require new non-agriculiural devalopment immediately adjacent to agriculiural
lands 1o be designed lg provide a buffer in the form of a selback ol sufficient distance to aveid land
use conflicts between the agricultural uses and the non-agricultural uses gxcept as it may be
_determined to be unnecessary or inappropriate within a Specific Plan as part of the Specific Plan
japproval. Such setback or buffer areas shall he eslablished by recorded easement or gther
instrument, subject to the appioval of County Counsel. A method and rechanism {e.g., a
-homeowners association or easement dedication to a non-profit organization or public entity) for
guaraniesing the maintenance of this land in & sale and orderly manner shall be also established at
the time of development approval.

25

Conlinue to implament zoning policies which minimize potential 1oss of propeny and threat to kuman
life caused by flepding and prohibit the creation of new building sites within the floodplain, Thiough
the adoption of a Specific Plan, the County may approve alleration_of the existing 100-year
floodplain, based upon a demonsiration that such aileration will not resull in an signifieant increase

in flood risk under post-development conditions.

Description
of |l ow
Density

Residential
{LOR}

Land Use
Qistrict,
liem (ch,
page 39

The LDR district allows for the graatest number of new dwelling unils in the Plan area and,
cansequently, the greatest change to the existing rural environment, Approximately 1,125 acres or
12% of the Plan area is encompassed by this land use disirict. It allows lor & range of densilres from
1-2 dwelling units per acre or approximalely 1/2-1 acre lot sizes and can accommodate in excess of
2.000 homes. 1t is less than 10% built-ou! at present,

The LOR district is found in twe separate areas. Much of the land south of Dry Creek and norh of
the Sacramento County line is included in this district as is an area between Rosevilie City limils and
East Drive in the narth-eastern partion of the Pian area. [n the area adjoining Roseville, this district
will provide = lowar density transilion area belween the higher densities in Roseville, lower densities
to the west, and commercial uses along Baseline Road.

To the south of Dry Creek and west of Walerga Road a large area {330+ acres) included in the LDR
district also has a "Developmenl Reserve” (DR) designafion attached to it. For several reasons it is .
betieved that thizs "DR" area should be planned a2 a distinct unil and therefore subject to approval by
ihe County of a “Speciiic Plan” which would address a wide range of issuas relalive to development.
Much of the property in this DR area is encumbered with California Land Conservation Act
fWilliamsan Act) contracts which guarantee that the land will stay in agricultural use for a period of
years. The landowners have filed “notices of non-renewal” meaning that the properly will not be a0
encumbered after 1998, (In some cases land in this area will be out of the Wiliamson Act as early
&5 1992} Also, the floodplain of Dry Creek in this area is exceptionally broad thus rendering a ;
1 significant amount of land unsyitable for homes but, possibly usetul for parks, goll courses, open

| space, or other recreational uses. The only cemetery in the Plan area 250 lies within this "DR” area.
A need exists to expand this use and such an expansion should be included in any design for the
area, As a taol 1o ensure the presenvation of lhe floodplain and associated, woodlands, densily can
be permiliad to be transferred off of the floodplain and used an adjcining lands. In this area the
result could be a significant increase in density on 1he lands which are found to be suitable for
development. And finally, the land remains in relatively large parcels thus increasing the opportunity |
far cogpaerative planning for the ultimate and mosl appropriale use of the land. The Specific Plan
process can address the issues of Iiming of developmenl, provision of infrastructure, preservation
and appropriale use of the Moodplains, and placement of permitted density within 1he arca. With a
specific plan, ihis area should be considered as a whole and permil the relocalion of commercial
uses 1o the best possible loeation and siill be considered compatible with lhe Community Plan. Alsc,
minimum lol sizes it PUDs within the LDR district shauld not be less than 12-15.000 sq. . A small
percentage of lots, up to a maximum of 20%, in any PUD in this district may be as small as 10,000
sq. ft. Smalier 1A sizes may be permitted wilhin 2n adopted Sgemf o P[an

.. Cornrnumty Development? Public Serwces S N S LT

4

MMamtain natural conditions within the 100-year ﬂuodplam of all streams except where wulk is
reqmred o malntaln the stream’s drainage eharacteristics and where such woark is done i in

377
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Palicy

Number

TGame r regulatmns and Clean Waler Act | prowvisions adminislerad by the U. 3. Army Corps of

F'ropns;ad Amendment

Engineers, or when facilities for the treatment of urban run-off can be located in the fioodplain
providing that there is no destrugtion of riparian vegetalion. Through the adeption of a Specific Plan,
the County may approve alteration of Ihe existinq ‘100 -year ﬂnodolain based upon a demonstration

conditions.

il Enwmnmental Reanurces Management Natural Resources . - i '

Designate the 100-year floodplain of Dry Greek, including the major tributaries as open space, and
provide for some compalitle use of these argas in order to encourage their preservation. Through
the adoption of a8 Specific Plan, the County may approve allerafion of the exisling 100-year
floodplain, based upon a_demonstration that such alteration wn!l not result in an sigrificant Ncrease
in flocd nsk under post- develupmem condmc:-ns

14

{No construction activities shall ocour within the Ory Creek ﬂmdpiam and onl\,uI limiled aiteratlon of its
tributarias shall be permiftad except as part of the development of the flacdplain as a recreational
area, or for stream enhancement, or where wark is done in accordance with the Placer County
Flaod Damage Prevention Ordinance, Department of Fish and Game Regulations, and Clean Water
Act Prawvisions administered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engingers. Through the adogption of a

Specific Plan, the County may approve altesation of the exushng 100-year floodplain, based upon a

demonstration that such alteration will not resultin an s increase in floed risk under post-

V. Transportation / Clrculahon Clrculatlon

.

&

The rights-of-way for roads Shall be wide enough to accommodate roadways Iral!s b|kewag.rs
drainage, public utiliies, 1andscaping/vegetation, and suitable separalion between facilitiss.
Minimum righl-pf-way wndlh for Walerga Road shall be 144 faet, Minimum right-ofswvay width shall
be 120 feet for FFE Road, Baseline Road, Cook-Riclo Read, Don Julio Bivd., and Wall Avenue.
Other roads shall have a 60-foet minimum right-of-way width, Through the adoptimn of a Specific
Plan, the County may modify these righl-okway standards, and may elect to exclude landscaped
areas, sidewalks and utilities from the defined public right-olway.

The level of service (LOS) on roadways and imersections identified in the Capital Improvemenl
Pregram {CIF shall be a Level C or better. The first priority for available funding shall be the 1
carrgcton of potential hazards., ;
Lanrd-develeprrert-projects-shall-beapproved -apb—H-05-L-canbe
stsiained-on-the Gl roadeand-intersaction ailer

a—Trafficfron approved-projeclts-has-been-added-to-the system.

| b-tmprovemanis-funded by this-program-have-beer-consiructad:

The County may allow exceplions fo this levei of senvice (LOS) standard where it finds that the
limprovements or ather measures required to achieve the LOS standard arg unacceptable based on
gslablished criteria. 1n allowing any exceplion lo {he standard, the County shall consider the

following factors;
+« 1ho number of hours per day ihat the intergeclion or roadway segment would operate at
condilions worse than the standard.

+ The ahbility of the reguired improvement to significantly reduce peak hour delay and improve
traffic operations.

» The right-of-way needs and ihe physical jmpacts on surrounding properties.

+ The visual aesthetics of the reguired improvemnent and its impact on community identity and

character.

+  Environméntal impacts ncluding aif guality and noise impagts.
Construction and right-of-way acquisition costs,

+« The impacts on general safety.

« The impacls of the required construction phasing and traffic majntenance.
» The impacls on qualily of life as percaived by residents. i
» Consideration of other environmental, sacial, or economic factors on which the County may base |
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Pclicy
Number

Praposed Amendment

findings to allow an gxceedance of the standards,

Exceptions to the slandard will onty be allowed after all feasible measures and opticns are explored
| including alternative forms of transpodation.

371



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

In the matter of: A RESOLUTION ADOFPTING "Resolution No. 2009-
THE RIOL.O VINEYARD SPECIFIC PLAN

The following resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at 4 regular mecting held February 10, 2009,
- by the following vote:
Aves:
‘Nocs:
Absent:

Signed by me after its passage.

F. C, Rockholm, Chairman

Attest:

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, pursuant 1o Governmmenl Code scctions 65450-65457 the County of Placer
(“County™) is avthorized o adopt specilic plans, and the Counly has adopied Placer County Code
Section 17.58.200 in furtherance thercof, and

WHEREAS, on Dccember 18, 2008, the Placer County Planning Commission (“Plannmyg
Commission”) teld a public hearing pursuant to Section 17.58.200(E)(1) of the Placer County Code to
consider the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan {“Specific Plan™), and other land use approvals related to the
Specific Plan, and thce Planning Commission has made written recommendations (o the Board of
Supervisors (“Board™) relaled thereto, and

WHEREAS, on February 10, 2009, the Board held a pubiic hearing pursuant (o Section
17 58 200(E)(2) of the Placer County Code to consider the recommendations of the Planning
Commission and to recetve public input regarding the Specific Plan and the related entitlements, and

WHEREAS, having considered the recommendations of the Planning Commmission, having
revicwed the Specific Plan, having reccived and considercd the written and oral comments submiiled by
the public thercon, and having adopled Resolution No. 2009- certifying the Final Environmental
Impact Report for the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan, (the Board finds pursuant 1o Section 17.58.200(F) of

the Placer County Code: jﬁ D
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a. The Specific Plan is consistent with the objectives, pelicies, general land uses and
programs specified in the Placer Counly General Plan, and specifically as set forth
Part 111;

b. The Specific Plan conlains all of the ¢lements required by Government Code section
65451,

¢.  Ag scl forth in Resolution No. 2009-__ certifying the Final Environmental Impact
Report, while some impacls are insignificant or can be mitipated to a level of lcss
than significant, the Specific Plan will have significant environmental impacts on the
environment in some instances, but the Board has adopted a statement of overriding
considerations in accordance with Scction 18.20.070(A)2) of the Placer County
Code and the Califormia Environmental Quality Act; '

d.  The Specific Plan is not within the area of any airporl land use plan; and

WHEREAS, notice of all hearings required by Section 17.58.200 of the Placer County Code
have been given and all hearings have been held as required by statute and ordinance, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the foregomg reciials seiting forth the actions of the County
arc true and correct,

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

(1} The Rioio Vineyard Specific Plan, a truc and correct copy of which is attached hereto as
Exhibit A and mcorporated hergin by refcrence, 1s hercby approved in accordance with Section
17.58.200(F) of the Placer County Code.

(2) The Riolo Vincyard Specific Plan shail take effect and be in full force and cffect upon the
cffective date of the ordinance adopling the Riolo Vineyard Development Agreement.

Resolution Ny, 20004- )
Adopting the Rielo Vineyard Specific Plan jfg’j
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter oft AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING ' Ordinaoce No.

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FFOR THE
RIOLO VINEYARD SPECIFIC PLAN

The following ordinance was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at a regular meeting held on February 10, 2009,
by the following vote:

Ayes:

Noes:

Absent:

Signed by me after ils passage,

F.C. Rockhtdm, Chairman
Attest:

" Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

THE BOARD OF SUPFRVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF PLACER HEREBY FINDS

THE FOLLOWING RECITALS ARE TRUE AND CORRECT:

1. On December [§, 2008, the Placer County Planning Commission {Planning Commissien™} held
public hearings pursuant to Scetions 17.58 200(E)(1) and 17.58.240{A} of the Placer County Code to
consider the Regional University Specific Plan Development Standards {the “Development
Standards™) amoeng other land use approvals related to the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan, and the

Planning Commission has madc recommendations to the Board related thereto.

2. On February 10, 2009, the Board held a noticed public heanng to consider the recommendsations of
the Planning Commission and to receive public input regarding the Development Standards, among

other igsues, and the Board then closed the public hearing.

3. Thc Board has considered the recommendations of the Planning Commission, has reviewed the
Riolo Vincyard Specific Plan and the Development Standards, has rcceived and considered the
written and oral comments submitted by the public thercon, and has adopted Resolution No. 2009-

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

rchated entitlerents.

I3
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4 The Board has determined thal the proposed ordinance is consistent with the General Plan and the
Riolo Vincyard Specific Plan and is in the interests of the County.,

5. Notice of all hearings requited by statutc and ordinance has been given and all hearings have been
held as required by statule and ordinance.

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

Section 1: - The Riolo Vinceyard Specific Plan Development Standards, a true and correct copy of which
15 attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference, arc hercby adopted and shall serve
as the zoning and usc regulaiions within the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan Ared. The Riolo Vineyard
Specific Plan Development Standards arc hereby incorporated herein by reference into Chapter 17 of the
Placer County Code in accordance with Subsection {E} of Scciion 17.51.010 thereof. To the cxtent that
a provision contained within the Development Standards is in conflict with a provision that may be
contained within Chapter 17 of the Placer County Code or within the Placer County Land Development
Manual (the “County Codes™), the provision of the Development Standards shall apply and shall take
precedence.  To the extent no specitic provision within the Development Standards is appiicable, the
County Codes shall apply und shall take precedence.

Section 2: This ordinance shall apply upon its effeetive date to the fotlowing properties as shown and
described in Figure 2.1 of the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan as adopted February 14, 2009: APNs 023-
200-019, 023-20:0-023, 023-200-027, 023-200-051 through 023-200-053, 023-200-031, 023-200-055
through 023-200-057, (23-221-004 through 023-221-007, 023-221-054,

Section 3: This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force and cffect upon thirty (30} days after its
passage. The Clerk 1s directed to publish a summary of the ordinance within fifieen (15) days in
accordance wilh Government Code Section 25124,

2
Ordinanee No.

Adopring the Rinlu\f—incj'ard Specific Plan Development Standards j g,&{
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: A RESOLUTION ADOFPTING DESIGN Reso. No.
GUIDELINES FOR THE RIOLO VINEYARD SPECIFIC PLLAN

The following resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Placer at 2 regular meeting held February 10, 2009,
by the following vote:

Ayes:

Noes:

Absent:

Signed by me after its passage.

F. C. Rockholm, Chairman

Attest:

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, on Deccember 18, 2008, the Placer County Planming Commission (“Planning
Commission”) held a public heating to consider the Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan (“Specific Plan™),
includimg the Riolo Vineyard Design Guidelines (“Design Guidelines™), and the Planning Commission
has made recommendations o the Board of Supervisors (“Board™} related thereto, and

WHEREAS, on February 10, 2009, the Board held a public hearing to consider the
recommendations of the Planning Commission and lo receive public input regarding the Design
(Guidelines, and the Board then closed the public hearing, and

WHERFEAS, the Board has reviewed the proposed Design Guidclines, considered the
recomimendations aof the Planning Commission, reccived and considered the wntien and oral coroments
subimitted by the public thereon, and has adopted Resclution No. 2009- _ cerlifying the Final
Environmental Tmpact Report for the Riolo Vineyard University Specific Plan, and

WHERFEAS, the Board finds the proposed Design Guidelines will serve (o protect and enhance
the health, satety and general welfare of the residents of the Specific Plan arca, and

WHEREAS, the Board further finds the proposed Design Guidelines arc consistent with the
provisions of the General Plan and are in compliance with applicable requirements of Staie law, and \354
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WIIEREAS, notice of all hearings required has been given and all hearings have been held as
requited by County ordinance and State law, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the foregoing recitals setting forth the actions of the County
arc true and contect,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERYISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER that the Riolo Vineyard Design Guidelines are herchy adopted as shown and
described in Exhibil A, aitached hercto and incorporated herein by refercnce, and shall be used within
the Riolo Vineyard Specilic Plan area in conjunction with all ncw development which is subject 1o
Design/Site Review 1 accordance with the procedures outlined in Section 17.52.070 of the Placer
County Zoning Qedinance

BE [T FURTHER RESOLVED, this Resolution shall take force and become effective upon the
effective date of Ordinance No. , An Ordinance Adopting Development Standards for the
Riolo Vincyard Specific Plan.

2
Resolution No.
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