
Ray P. Grifliths 
POB 617 

Georgetown, CA 95634 
5301333-1299 

1 1 October 2007 

El Dorado County Board of Supervisors 
330 Fair Lane 
Placerville, CA 95667 

RE: Oak Woodland Management Plan 

Dear Board, 

I would point out that the State of California has state codes regarding the development of 
oak woodland management plans, specifically: 
FISH AND GAME CODE SECTION 1360-1 372. 1360. This article shall be known, and may be cited, as 
the Oak Woodlands Conservation Act. 

The act includes definitions of oak woodlands and management plans, including the 
following: 

"Oak woodlands" means an oak stand with a greater-than 10 percent canopy cover or that may have 
historically supported greater than 10 percent canopy cover. 

"Oak woodlands management plan" means a plan that provides protection for oak woodlands over time 
and compensates private landowners for conserving oak woodlands. 

"Special oak woodlands habitat elements" means multi-and single-layered canopy, riparian zones, cavity 
trees, snags, and downed woody debris. 

The potential impact of development from the General Plan was assessed in the General 
Plan DraR Environmental Impact Report (GPDEIR). Specifically under Section 5.12, Biological 
Resources, Section 5.12.2, Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures, the potential impacts 
to oak woodlands were assessed. On page 39 of Section 5.12, the analysis states: 

"Most of the development pressure in El Dorado County is likely to occur in the foothills near the U.S. 50 
conidor . . ." 

"The analysis prepared by Saving and Greenwood (2002) is relevant to the assessment of potential 
impacts on wildlife habitat described in this EIR because of its similarities with the 1996 General Plan 
Alternative. The authors modeled future development in western El Dorado County to assess ecological 
impacts of expanding urbanization. They focused their analysis on what they termed "wildlandsn-large 
areas of contiguous habitat composed primarily of oak woodland. Saving and Greenwood calculated 
habitat loss and fragmentation incorporating the effects of 1996 General Plan policies that were adopted 
to preserve and protect habitat." 

"Saving and Greenwood concluded that implementation of the 1996 General Plan would have a 
substantial adverse effect on wildlands and that General Plan policies only marginally mitigated habitat 




