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6. Require a minimum 7-year monitoring program for plantings with specific, measurable,
performance criteria and adaptive management strategies to accommodate climate change
conditions (e.g., extended drought, increased wildfire frequency) and ensure an 80%
success rate 16,790 of planted seedlings surviving to maturity.

7. Provide a clear definition of how tree planting survival is determined.

I. Preservation of Existing Oak Woodland Must be Prioritized

The County’s original approval of the Project required extensive oak woodland
preservation as mitigation for both biological resources and GHG impacts. (Addendum at 2.) The
Court of Appeals did not invalidate the practice of preserving existing oak woodlands as a viable
means of mitigation, it simply held that the County’s failure to identify the areas to be preserved
made it impossible to determine whether or not the mitigation was additive. (Court of Appeals
Decision at 52.) The logical fix for the EIR’s shortcoming would be to identify 248 acres of oak
woodland that would otherwise be developable, because the areas have slopes under 30% and are
outside stream setbacks and permanently protect those lands through a conservation easement.
County policy demonstrates a preference for preserving existing habitat, and the Board should
not depart from this scientifically-backed approach now.

Instead of the preservation route set forth in the EIR, Applicants proposed, and the
County approved, a revised measure that halves the preserved acreage and commits to planting
16,790 oak seedlings. (Addendum at 3.) There is no discussion of why this approach is favored
now, nor is there discussion of why preserving 248 developable acres within the project site is
infeasible. The Center urges the County to reconsider this approach, and instead follow the
science and prioritize the preservation of existing oak woodland, either within or outside the
Project site, over the uncertain and risky tree planting proposal. As discussed more fully below,
unless the County can provide substantial evidence demonstrating the effectiveness and
adequacy of the tree planting program, the County should require the conservation of existing
habitats to mitigate the Project’s GHG emissions as required by CEQA. (Sacramento Old City

Assn. v. City Council (1991) 229 Cal.App.3d 1011, 1027.) —

The amendment is also unclear regarding the locations of the different land uses planned =~
for the Project in relation to the GHG mitigation lands. The failure to include the revised project
footprint and the areas of undevelopable land (including the 525 acres the letters refer to)
precludes a determination of whether or not development will occur within the proposed
easement area or the available acceptable woodland area, or that 124 acres of oak woodland that
is outside riparian setbacks on slopes less than 30% will be protected. The original project
footprint provided in the FEIR appears to show a substantial amount of project footprint within
and adjacent to the proposed easement area (FEIR at Figure 3-4), which would have direct and
indirect impacts to the proposed mitigation. The amendment should be revised to provide more
information so that the public can determine that at least 124 acres of oak woodlands outside
riparian setbacks on slopes under 30% will be avoided for the purposes of GHG mitigation.
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