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GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

MAIL: 12200-B Airport Road, Jackson, CA 95642
LOCATION: 12200-B Airport Road, Martell, CA
PHONE: (209) 223-6744 FAX: (209) 223-0749 E-MAIL: jhopkins@co.amador.ca.us

MEMORANDUM
TO: Board of Supervisors 7
FROM: Jon Hopkins, GSA Director /!
DATE: August 22, 2013 v
SUBJECT: Discussion regarding Fuel Service Operations

General Services has researched the cost effectiveness of continuing the operation of
the fuel tanks verses contracting with an outside provider. The research shows a potential cost
savings to the County by using an outside provider (spreadsheet attached). The savings is
only based upon the difference in our recovery cost (maintenance, inspections, staffing) versus
an estimated overhead and profit cost from a local wholesaler and does not include the market
cost of fuel. The market cost of fuel currently provided to the County by various suppliers
greatly fluctuates. At this time, there is no way to know what the market cost would be to the
County if we were to close our tanks and can only be determined through initiating an RFP. If
after discussions with the Board it is determined there is a potential for a cost savings, an RFP
for fuel service operations shouid be initiated.

This may also initiate the closure of the fuel tanks currently operated by the County. The
tanks can be temporarily closed for up to a year with the following requirements.

Tanks must be cleaned and triple rinsed and the rinsate properly disposed.

Gas tanks inerted with dry ice.

All fill, product line, probe and other ports and piping sealed and disconnected,
vent lines to remained connected.

All power must be disconnected except cathodic protection.

Visual inspection every three months of all caps and plugs and tank content.

Attached for reference is a memo from Christine Poe, Executive Assistant dated August
19, 2013, regarding the fuel study detailing the analysis of costs associated with keeping the
tanks vs. contracting with an outside provider. Also attached is a draft letter to outside
agencies for review and consideration if fuel tanks were to be closed.

Time is of the essence as the estimated cost for our five (5) year tank lining inspection
is approximately $19,040.00 which must be performed prior to October 25, 2013. This cost
could be applied to tank removal costs if the County decides to cease providing fuel services.
As there may be a lapse between the times services would cease to when a contract could be
executed with another provider, the County can enter into a temporary contract with a local
wholesaler in order to provide fuel after October 25, 2013.

Recommendation: Discussion and possible action.

cc:  Chuck lley, County Administration Officer
File
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INTERNAL MEMORANDUM

To: Jon Hopkins, GSA Director

From: Christine Poe, GSA Executive Assistan
Date: August 19, 2013

Subject: Fuel Study

As you requested below is a summary of information obtained from the recent fuel study
completed by myself and Mari Galino.

Amador County consumed 214,001 gallons fuel from May 1, 2012 through April 30, 2013 at a
cost of $785,142.17. This usage includes the following funds: General, Social Services, Health,
Road, Mental Health, GSA Motor Pool, GSA Support Services, and Air District. In addition,
these calculations include the various outside agencies that utilize our fueling station.

Information was requested from a local fuel company to compare their fuel costs to ours. Based
on the information provided their calculations show a savings of approximately $.02 per gallon
or $4,451 per year if we contracted with their company. This amount did not take into
consideration our staffing costs.

However after running the calculations on our own direct costs we came up with a greater
savings of $.098 per gallon should we decide to change our service to the an outside fuel
provider. Below is the detail of how this amount was obtained.

Testing for the Air District in the amount of $550.00 and monitoring in the amount of $450.00 is
required each year. Every three years a tank/lines tightness test is required costing $1057.60 and
a cathodic protection test in the amount of $272.00. Every five years a tank lining inspection is
required costing approximately $19,040.00.

Underground storage tank quarterly returns costs for the past year were $4394.18. Miscellaneous
costs for filters, powerated belts and outside maintenance were $859.00. Labor and
administrative expenses average out to be $21,724.00. All of these expenses total $32,228.27
annually. Currently a surcharge is added to the per gallon amount to recover these costs.

The price companies charge for fuel is based on the OPIS (Oil Price Information Service) rack
pricing. These numbers can change several times a day. OPIS freezes supplier prices and
averages by rack location at key times throughout the day so buyers and sellers can index their
purchases to an unbiased, third-party price at a fixed point in time.



The fuel provider contacted quoted the County a contracted rate of $.12 above OPIS for three
years. When the costs were calculated for the current in house fueling station based on the
operating costs it appears the cost to the County is currently $.218 above OPIS. Therefore
contracting with a fuel provider would create a savings to the county of $.098 per gallon or an
annual savings of $20,972.10 based on 214,001 gallons of fuel.

Should the County decide to enter into a contract for fuel the current tanks will need to be
removed properly which will cost approximately $50,000.00 to $60,000. However if the County
continues to operate the in-house fuel station there is a possibility the tanks will have to be
removed and replaced with above ground tanks in the future. The cost to replace these tanks
would be $126,200.00. This amount does not include the cost to of the required concrete
foundation pad, engineering and any required permits.

One additional item of consideration is the benefit the County provides to outside agencies.
Currently the County of Amador provides fuel to ACRA, Amador Transit, Senior
Services/Common Grounds, City of Jackson, City of Sutter Creek, Central Sierra Child Support
Agency, Amador Tuolumne Community Action Agency, American Legion Ambulance, and
Amador Fire Protection District. Hunt & Sons, Inc. did confirm they would offer the same
contract terms to these agencies if the County did decide to use their service.

In conclusion, if the County determines it would be most cost effective to contract with an
outside provider and could make that transition prior to the 5 year inspection due in October the
funds budgeted for that inspection could be used towards the closure of the tanks. Currently there
is $25,000.00 budgeted for that inspection.



GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

MAIL: 12200-B Airport Road, Jackson, CA 95642
LOCATION: 12200-B Airport Road, Martell, CA
PHONE: (209) 223-6744 FAX: (209) 223-0749 E-MAIL: jhopkins@co.amador.ca.us

August 14,2013

Outside Agency
Jackson, CA 95642

RE: Fuel Services
To Whom It May Concern:

Currently the County of Amador provides f’ueloy‘for the opely'é‘t‘ion‘k of your vehicles. This letter
serves to notify your agency effective October 25, 2013, we will no longer provide this service.

The County analyzed its fuel service operations and concluded savings may be achieved by using
local vendors. Although our research revealed a cost savmgs untxl proposals are recelved and a contract
executed, there are no guarantees. S

In our research with one vendor the County was assured the agencies we currently provide
service to would be given the same contract pricing as the County. Therefore, one of the requirements in
the Request for Proposals (RFP) will be to extend the same terms and conditions to you that the County
negottatos for a three (3) year period. If you wish to take ad“antage of this opportum‘f}, please make your
request in writing to me authorizing the use of your name and business in the RFP for the purpose of
informing proposers that you (the Entity) may wish to enter into a separate contract with the successful
proposer. Although an RFP and contract development takes time, we anticipate executing a contract
sometime prior to the first of the year, ifnot sooner.

The date above is also the date xequn‘ed to perform our costly five year tank lining inspection. In
order to divert these expenses and shift them toward tank removal costs, we must cease to provide service
by this date. As there may be a lapse betwecn the times we cease service to when we execute a contract
with another provnder the County will enter into a temporary contract with Hunt & Sons, Inc. located in
Martell. If you also wish to take advantage of the terms the County will receive with this temporary
contract, please mdlcate this in your ‘written response and we will assist you in coordinating a separate
temporary contract Wlth Hunt & SOﬁa, Inc.

The County of Amador is aware this is short notice, but we are committed to assisting you with
this transition from being your fuel service provider to an outside source in any way possible and are
available for any questions or concerns. If you would like to discuss these changes or have any questions
please contact me directly at 209-223-6759.

Sincerely,

Jon Hopkins
Director of General Services
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Amador County Recreation Agency

Invoice No. £-1{431-1

Customer | Misc |
Name County of Amador, Chief Administrative Officer Date 8/14/2013
Address Order No.
City State e Rep
Phone FOB
Qty Description Unit Price TOTAL
1 Reimbursement of Architect Fees, Prop 40 $1,500.00 | $ 1,500.00
Pine Grove Town Hall
Thank you for supporting ACRA
SECOND BILLING
SubTotal | $ 1,500.00
Shipping
Payment Select One... Tax Rate(s)
Comments TOTAL | $ 1,5600.00
Name
CC#

Expires

Office Use Only

ACRA 10877 Conductor Bivd., Suite 100, Sutter Creek, Ca. 95685 (209)223-6349

Everybody gets to PLAY!




12:46 PM County Grants Account

Total Income R

06/06/13 Profit & Loss
Accrual Basis All Transactions
Nov 2,12
Income
Grant Projects
Pioneer Park RR SS 119,698.00
River Pines
Paid to ACRA General Account 5,479.18
Donations 1,345.00
River Pines - Other 180,001.00
Total River Pines 186,825.18
Pine Grove Town Hali
Income 374,244 .85
Total Pine Grove Town Hall 374,244.85
Volcano Armory Hall
Income 325,255.15
Total Volcano Armory Hall 325,255.15
Lodge Hili 95,000.00
Piymouth Restrooms 36,489.00
Pioneer ParK Roofs 89,312.00

‘Total Grant Projects - o

1,226,824.18 .

£ 1,206,824118.

Expense, NV o e : ;
"~ GSA Support Service Charge R SR ) - 54.49 .
o -Grahts Cooe . B T o
ta et ~%- Plymouth Restroont Project . -« . N ' 36,489.00 . .
: Prop 40 Lodge Hill" ol ) 95,000.00 5
Prop 40 Park Grant Tt 196.65
Prop 40 Pine Grove Town Hall
Administration 18,478.22
Prop 40 Pine Grove Town Hall - Other 354,916.88
Total Prop 40 Pine Grove Town Hall 373,395.10
Prop 40 Volcano Armory Hall
Administration 24,263.87
Prop 40 Volcano Armory Hall - Other 301,731.80
Total Prop 40 Volcano Armory Hall 325,995.67
Prop 40 Pioneer Park Roofs 79,194.02
Prop 40 Pioneer Park RRSS
Administration 3,560.00
Prop 40 Pioneer Park RRSS - Other 124,980.01
Total Prop 40 Pioneer Park RRSS 128,540.01
Prop 40 River Pines )
Donated In-Kind Services 1,345.00
Grant Account 172,092.03
General Account 7,148.03
Administration 12,009.50
Total Prop 40 River Pines 192,594 .56
Total Grants 1,231,405.01
Total Expense 1,231,459.50
Net iIncome -4,635.32

Page 1
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COUNTY OF AMADOR OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL

GREGORY GILLOTT JENNIFER MAGEE, DEPUTY
County Counsel GRACE Pak, DepUTY
ANGELA CREACH, PARALEGAL
JULIE BROWN, LEGAL SECRETARY

STAFF REPORT

TO: Board of Supervisors
FROM: Greg Gillott
County Counsel
DATE:  August 20,2013 ’é ij
RE: Amador County Employees Association’s Petition for Decertification of Service

Employees International Union, Local 1021 as the Exclusive Representative for the
General Unit

BACKGROUND

By letter dated June 26, 2013, the Amador County Employees Association (“ACEA”)
petitioned the County to hold a representation election regarding the decertification of Service
Employees International Union (“SEIU”), Local 1021 as the exclusive representative for the County’s
General Unit employees and the concurrent certification of ACEA as the exclusive representative.
ACEA also filed its decertification petition with the Public Employment Relations Board (“PERB”).
This is ACEA’s second attempt to decertify SEIU. ACEA had previously filed a decertification
petition with the County on September 21, 2012.

In response to ACEA’s first decertification attempt, on October 9, 2012, the County voted to
move forward with the request by ACEA to call for an election regarding the possible decertification
of SEIU. On October 8, 2012, SEIU, in anticipation of the County’s action, filed an unfair practice
charge alleging that Sections 18 and 19 of the ERP contained a decertification bar that violated the
Meyers-Milias-Brown Act (‘“MMBA™). On December 7, 2012, the Office of the General Counsel
issued a complaint alleging that the County maintained an unlawful local rule in violation of the
MMBA when it voted to move forward with the processing of ACEA’s decertification petition.

On January 23, 2013, a formal hearing was held regarding the local rule violation allegation.
The Administrative Law Judge found that Section 18(b) of the Amador County Employment Relations
Policy (“Amador Policy”) violated the MMBA and instructed the County to apply PERB Regulations
for the filing of decertification/certification petitions with respect to when petitions may be filed if
there is an existing MOU, (i.e., within the “window period”). The PERB Board affirmed the
Administrative Law Judge’s decision. The PERB decision did not address Section 4 of the Amador
Policy, which is at issue here.

COUNTY ADMINISTRATION CENTER - 810 COURT STREET+ JACKSON, CALIFORNIA 95642
RECEPTION: (209) 223-6366 - FACSIMILE: (209) 223-4286



COUNTY OF AMADOR OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL

Staff Report
TO: Board of Supervisors
DATE: August 20, 2013
PAGE: 2

With respect to the current decertification petition, ACEA maintains that it is supported by over
thirty percent of the employees in the General Unit and ACEA has provided interest petitions signed
and dated by those employees as evidence of that support. ACEA also contends that its petition is
timely filed. The County’s current Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) with SEIU expires on
September 30, 2013. ACEA requests that a secret ballot election be held immediately.

ANALYSIS

Upon receipt of any petition for decertification, the Board is required to verify the proof of
employee support. Section 19 of the Amador Policy requires that ACEA’s petition must be supported
by at least 30% of the General Unit members employed at the time of the filing of the petition in order
to have sufficient support for a decertification petition.! In addition, and most critical at this point,
Section 4, subsection 2 of the Amador Policy requires that the support be “signed and dated by
employees within six months” of the date the proof is submitted.

The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors has reviewed ACEA’s petition, along with the employee
interest petitions. Upon her initial review, the Clerk has determined that all of the supporting
employee petitions are dated more than six months prior to the filing of the decertification petition on
July 26, 2013, with most signed and dated in September 2012. As such, these supporting employee
interest petitions are not timely and cannot be used to support ACEA decertification effort.

In anticipation of the County’s application of Section 4 to its decertification petition, ACEA
filed an unfair practice charge on July 8, 2013 challenging that and other sections of the Amador
County Policy alleging that it constitutes an unreasonable local rule in violation of State law. (Cal.
Gov’t Code §§ 3500 —3511.) Although under PERB Regulation 61010, similar supporting petitions
are valid for 12 months from the date of signature, the 6-month requirement of Section 4 is a
reasonable local regulation, allowed under State law, and is consistent with similar provisions of other
local jurisdictions. It is the opinion of this Office that ACEA’s challenge will be unsuccessful.

RECOMMENDATION
Reject ACEA’s petition for decertification due to its failure to submit employee support in

compliance with Section 4 of the Amador Policy because all of the employee support petitions are
dated more than six months prior to the filing of ACEA’s decertification petition on July 26, 2013.

! There is disagreement regarding the number of employees in the General Unit as of the time of the Petition; however, that
issue does not need to be resolved in order for the Board to take action on ACEA’s petition for decertification.
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County Administration

Recommendation #1: The County continue to use budget strategies to maintain a
healthy reserve. The BOS should strive to maintain a contingency fund that is 3% of
county expenditures as economic times improve.

Response: Agree.

Recommendation #2: The County annual budget documents need to contain a glossary
of terms, a narrative on the county's financial health and a fully graphed and charted
summary of the county's financial situation

Response: Agree. The upcoming budget will contain a partial implementation, and this
recommendation should be fully implemented in the 14/15 budget documents.
Clarifying the budget has been a goal of the CAO for some time now.

Recommendation #3: all budget proposal documents given to the BOS from any
department, commission, or agency overseen by the BOS be presented in a
standardized format. The BOS should develop a standardized format for budgets
submitted to them.

Response: Agree. However, the CAO is unsure as to the nature of this finding, as it is
his belief that this already occurs. ldentical spreadsheets for each budget are sent out
to the Departments by the CAO office, with the same spreadsheet being modified and
returned as the official budget request. There are no significant format differences
amongst the budgets.

Recommendation #4: The CAOQ's office should start the budget workshops with a short
refresher course to the BOS on governmental accounting.

Response: Agree. This will be implemented in the next budget cycle.

Recommendation #5: All Supervisors have opportunities to take classes on the
processes of government, which highlight the differences between private business and
government business. This should be required for all incoming Supervisors and could
be completed online.

Response: Agree. New Supervisors are already required to attend the new Supervisor
Institute that is taught by CSAC. This practice will continue.



Recommendation #6: Concentrated training be developed for all members of the BOS
on general governmental accounting and budget development specific to the County.
Training should be developed by the Office of the County Administrative Officer (CAQ).
This training should occur at the beginning of every term of each supervisor.

Response: Agree. A program will be designed and implemented when ready.



Department Head Response to
Amador County Civil Grand Jury
Final Report

This response to the Board of Supervisors was prepared by James A. Foley, to the
Grand Jury’s findings and recommendations submitted 6-21-13 regarding the Health
and Human Services Department.

FINDINGS

Finding #1: Amador County has applied for funding under the CSS, PEI and INN
programs since 2008-2009. They have applied for funding under the remaining MHSA
programs in 2012-2013.

Response to finding # 1.

Respondent disagrees. Specifically, Amador County has requested, and received, all
avallable MHSA funding including the following: CSS funding for FY 2005/2006 through
FY 2013/2014, PEI funding for FY 2007/2008 through FY 2013/2014, INN for FY
2008/2009 through FY 2013/2014, WET for FY 2006/2007 through 2008/2009 (this is
all that was available), and CFT 200772008 and 2008/2009 (also all that is available).

Finding #2: The County accounting system is out of date. It does not allow the
tracking of expenses at the level the County Behavioral Health Department requires.
Mental Health is a division of Behavioral Health.

Responses to findings # 2.

Respondent agrees that Mental Health is a division of Behavioral Health. Respondent
aoes not have direct information about the adequacy of the County wide accounting
system. Respondent disagrees, Behavioral Health expenses are tracked, in MAXIME, at
three levels: 1) department, 2) program and 3) element level. Example.: INN, CSS, etc.
are tracked within Behavioral Health in MAXIME allowing the tracking of expenditures
within each MHSA program element.




Finding #3: The MHD reconciles the MAXIME reports to the County expenditure
reports monthly.

Response to finding # 3:
Respondent agrees.

Finding #4: MHSA reports are located in 2 separate locations on the County’s website.
The reports that are available on the website are out-of-date drafts and are not the
final approved reports. This makes it difficult to compare historical data with more
recent reports.

Response to finding # 4:

Respondent agrees. Behavior Health recently funded the new
www.amador.networkofcare.org website. There you will find a new section dedicated to
the Mental Health Services Act. Currently, Behavioral Health staff are transferring over
all previous plans and updates. Once complete the other two websites will be
eliminated and the county site will re-direct viewers to the new site.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Recommendation # 1: The Grand Jury recommends that the County implement the

recommendation in the “2011-2012 County of Amador Audit Report” for governmental

trust accounts:
“...recommend that the County integrate the activity of these funds into
operating funds of the County to better reflect the revenue and expenditure
activity throughout the year. In addition, by integrating these funds into
operating funds, the County will ensure that all activity is properly budgeted for.
If the County wishes to establish separate funds rather than blending the activity
into existing funds, it may do so. The benefit of reporting the activity in an
operating fund instead of a fiduciary fund is that revenues and expenditures can
be associated with a department and a function.”

Response to Recommendation # 1. The Grand Jury recommendation is for MHSA funds
to be integrated into operating funds. The quote from the Audit Report is regarding
fiduciary / trust funds — which are different than MHSA funds. MHSA funds are already
directly deposited into a subaccount within our Behavioral Health operating fund




(11700). The subaccount is an asset account called MHSA Prop 63 (101235). When
MHSA expenditures are incurred, the monies are transferred into (101170) Behavioral
Health Account from which all monies are spent (per design of the auditor’s office). By
using this process all MHSA monies are carefully tracked.

Recommendation # 2: The MHD needs to increase transparency by providing budget
monitoring status in an easy-to-read format and post it on the County’s website. An
example would be located at www.sccgov.org/sites/MHD

Response to Recormnmendation # 2: Fiscal and budgetary planning are currently
performed in conjunction with the community and key stakeholders in a public forum

via the bi-monthly MHSA / cultural competency steering committee (per statutory
regulations). These meetings are open to the public and reflect a fully transparent
process, Minutes from these meetings are not yet available upon the county website but
are avallable upon request.

Recommendation # 3: MHD needs to consolidate and update the website to include
easier ways to find information about MHSA. They also need to provide a link directly
under the “Services” category of the County’s website. This will make it easier to locate
the plan, budgets, and expenditures for the average resident.

Response to Recommendation # 3: Respondent agrees with this recommendation. As
stated above - in response to management’s concerns around this issue Behavioral
Health recently funded the new www.amador.networkofcare.org website. There you will
find a new section dedicated to the Mental Health Services Act. Currently, Behavioral
Health staff are transferring over all previous plans and updates. Once complete the
other two websites will be eliminated and the county site will re-direct viewers to the
new site.




Regular Agenda

AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM
Consent Agenda

To: Board of Supervisors ' :
Biue Slip

Closed Session

Meeting Date Requested:

From:2usan Grijalva Phone Ext. 380 08/27/13
(Department Hea%

Department Head Signature M/&? 52%/71)

Agenda.Title:

McLaughlin Family Trust Boundary Line Adjustment:

Summary: (Provide: detailed summary of the purpose of this item; attach additional page if necessary)
Consideration of Agricultural Advisory Committee's recommendation to find that the proposed Boundary Line Adjustment for
parcels 021-180-044, 021-180-045, 012-180-051, 021-180-052, 021-180-053, & 021-180-054 meets the requirements of the California

Land Conservation Act, subject to the following conditions:

1) require a new contract for the proposed 298-acre Agricultural Preserve; and
2) require the applicant file a Notice of Non-renewal for the existing 5.0-acre parcel and for the proposed 62.5-, 63.3-, and 120.5-acre

parcels, and
3) obtaining the recision of the Joint Land Management Agreement in effect for all affected parcels, |dent|fled as Document No.

2001-0007857-00 in the Amador County Records;

See attached staff report.

Recommendation/Requested Action: :
Find the proposed BLA meets the findings required by County Code 19.24. O36D & Gov't Code 51257, subject to the above conditions.

Flsca| Impacts (attach budget transfer form if appropriate) Staffing Impacts

Is a 4/5ths vote required? : ; ;
ves [ s Contract Attached: ves[] . no[] N/A
E Resolution Attached: Yes[ ] No[] N/A
Committee Review? N/A D B :
i Ordinance Attached Yes[7] No[7] N/A
Name Agricultural Advisory Committee :
: Comments:
Committee Recommendation:
Committee recommends approval
Request Reviewed by:
Chairman ( o - Counsel
Auditor. g y i k 3 “GSA Director
{cno o : k . Risk Management

Distribution [nstructions: (Inter-Departmental Only, the requesting Department is responsible for distribution: outside County Departments)

Planning, Surveying, Assessor

FOR CLERK USE ONLY




STAFF REPORT TO THE AMADOR COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS FOR
MEETING OF AUGUST 27, 2013.

REVIEW OF REQUEST FOR A BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT TO CREATE A
298+/- ACRE AGRICULTURAL PRESERVE FROM 6 PARCELS CURRENTLY
INCLUDED IN CONTRACT NO. 137. McLAUGHLIN FAMILY TRUST.

Located along Shake Ridge Road at its intersection with Ram’s Horn Grade, in
the Lockwood area.

Contract #137 presently includes six parcels totaling 549.4 acres (individually, 5.0, 40.0,
88.7, 100.8, 155.9, and 159.0 acres). The proposed contract status and acreage of the
parcels is as follows:

Compliance Existing Adjusted Proposed

Parcel / APN Acreage Acreage Status

#1 (021-180-045) 5.0 5.0 (unchanged) Non-renewal

#2 (021-180-051) 100.8 62.5 Non-renewal

#3 (021-180-052) 88.7 63.3 Non-renewal

#4 (021-180-044) 40.0 40.0 (unchanged) Remains in Contract #137
#5 (021-180-053) 159.0 258.1 Remains in Contract #137
#6 (021-180-054) 155.9 120.5 Non-renewal

The agricultural income and improvements for each proposed parcel, as provided by the
applicant, are included in the attached information.

Compliance Parcels #1 and #4 are not included in the Boundary Line Adjustment and
will remain unchanged in size and shape. The Board must review the proposal for
findings that the proposed 298-acre agricultural preserve meets the criteria of the "AG"
zoning district required by County Code Sections 19.24.036 D2 (Parcels160 acres or
more in size) by having the potential ability to produce an annual gross income from
agriculture of not less than $5,476, or shall have permanent agricultural improvements
thereon with a value of not less than $27,381.

The remainder parcel is used for pasture, a walnut orchard, and Daffodil Hill, with an
estimated annual income of $13,350. Improvements include 2 barns, a corral, and a
well. The estimated value of the agricultural improvements is $34,000.

AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACTION:

At their July 22, 2013 meeting, the Agriculture Advisory Committee recommended to the
Board of Supervisors approval of the request with the findings that the proposal meets
the criteria of County Code Section 19.24.036 D2 (income and improvement
requirements for parcels 160 acres or larger in size) and subject to the following
conditions:

G\PLAN\WPDOCS\Williamson Act Program\Ag Committee 2013\SR 08.27.13.BOS.doc




1) require a new contract for the proposed 298-acre Agricultural Preserve; and

2) require the applicant to file a Notice of Non-renewal for the existing 5-acre parcel and
for the proposed 62.5-, 63.3-, and 120.5-acre parcels; and

3) obtaining the recension of the Joint Land Management Agreement in effect for all
affected parcels, identified as Document No. 2001-0007857-00 in the Amador County
Records.

The Agriculture Advisory Committee reviewed this proposal at their January 23, 2006
meeting and recommended approval, to the Board of Supervisors, with the findings that
the remainder parcel will meet the criteria set forth in County Code Section 19.24.036
E2, the remainder parcel meets the agricultural income or improvement requirements as
required for parcels 160 acres or larger in size and subject to the requirement that a
joint land management agreement be entered into.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: If the Board concurs with the recommendation of the
Agricultural Advisory Committee the following motion is recommended for adoption:

Motion: Find the proposal meets the criteria set forth in County Code Section
19.24.036 D2 (income or improvement requirements for parcels 160 acres or
larger in size) subject to the following conditions:

1) require a new contract for the proposed 298-acre Agricultural Preserve; and

2) require the applicant to file a Notice of Non-renewal for the existing 5-acre
parcel and for the proposed 62.5-, 63.3-, and 120.5-acre parcels; and

3) obtaining the recension of the Joint Land Management Agreement in effect for

all affected parcels, identified as Document No. 2001-0007857-00 in the Amador
County Records.

GAPLAN\WPDOCS\Williamson Act Program\Ag Committee 2013\SR 08.27.13.BOS.doc



ChairMllen recommended that County Counsel review the proposal for compliang€ with the
Governmsqt Code since property would be removed from the total acreage undegContract once
the nonrene¥al was complete. Mr. Allen further recommended that the iter be tabled until
County Counsel¢ould comment on the matter.

A motion was madeby Rich Pember, seconded by Mike Boitano, and cgefied to table the item
pending County Counssl’s review.

NOTE: This item was reopensd later in the meeting.

ITEM NO. 2 REVIEW OF PROPSSED BOUNDARY LINFADJUSTMENT BETWEEN
TWO PARCELS OF CONTRACTEDZAND TOTALING 202.72+ ACRES (167.72+ ACRES

AND 35.0+ ACRES) RESULTING IN CSNTRACTED PARCELS OF 197.92+ ACRES AND

A 5.0+ ACRES. THE 5.0+ ACRE PARCENWILL BE'TRANSFERRED TO A MEMBER OF

THE IMMEDIATE FAMILY. WATERS TRUST, PRED WATERS, TRUSTEE (CONTRACT
NO. 306).

Chair Allen introduced the item, noted the fequiremquts for creating a family member parcel
under the County Code, and asked Mr. Waters to comyment on his application. Mr. Waters
explained that a 35-acre compliance pageel would be convdted to a S-acre tract which would be
conveyed to the owner’s step-grandso.

Chuck Beatty noted that the requést met the requirements of Cotqty Code Section 19.24.036(E)
(2) which allows 5-acre parcelg’for immediate family members.

Chair Allen asked if the’ parties to the lot adjustment would be ¥equired to sign a joint
management agreemenj/for the property covered by Contract 306.

Chuck Beatty stated that staff would prepare the agreement and that it would\pe approved by the
Board of SuperyfSors when the Boundary Line Adjustment is approved.

A motion yas made by Dan Port, seconded by Mike Boitano, and carried to find the proposal
meets the criteria/requirements of County Code Section 19.24.036(F) (2), and to redgmmend to
the Behrd of Supervisors approval of the Boundary Line Adjustment for parcels cdyered by
Conftract 306 to create a 5-acre parcel for an immediate family member subject to thé\parties
e ering into a joint land management agreement as required by County Code.

ITEM NO.3 REVIEW OF PROPOSED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN
FOUR PARCELS OF CONTRACTED LAND TOTALING 526.4+ ACRES (159.0+, 155.9+,
129.8, and 81.7+ ACRES) RESULTING IN CONTRACTED PARCELS OF 280.1+, 120.5+,
63.3+, and 62.5+ ACRES. A NOTICE OF NON-RENEWAL WILL BE FILED ON THE
120.5+, 63.3+, and 62.5+ ACRE PARCELS. McLAUGHLIN TRUST, MICHAEL RYAN,
TRUSTEE (CONTRACT NO. 137).

July 22, 2013
Draft Ag Committee Minutes
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Chair Allen introduced the item and noted that he had the same concerns with this application as
with Item #1 in that the amount of land under contract would be decreased following the non-
renewal of the proposed adjusted parcels.

Discussion followed concerning whether the future non-renewal status of parcels violated the
state statutes for Boundary Line Adjustments of William Act properties by eventually reducing
the amount of land covered by a contract.

Mike Ryan noted that the McLaughlin family could seek non-renewal on all of their contracted
property without seeking a Boundary Line Adjustment, and that the property would still be
considered contract land for at least 9 years.

Susan Grijalva pointed out that the Committee and the Board of Supervisors have historically
approved Boundary Line Adjustments on contracted land with the requirement that non-renewal
be filed on any parcel that may not individually meet the criteria. However, since the parcels are
under a single contract, as a whole they meet the criteria. The Committee’s review is whether
the parcesls not being non-renewed continue to meet the criteria once the contract expires.

In the past, Boundary Line Adjustments have been approved that resulted in non-renewal of
portions of contracted property because there was no immediate loss in contracted property.
Regardless of a property owner’s intent to seek non-renewal during the Boundary Line
Adjustment application process, they always have the opportunity to apply to reinstate the
contract at a later date.

A motion was made by Dan Port, seconded by Rich Pember, and carried to recommend to the
Board of Supervisors approval of the Boundary Line Adjustment subject to entering into a new
California Land Conservation Act contract for the proposed 298-acre agricultural preserve, and
filing a Notice of Non-renewal on the parcels as identified in the application. Chair Allen voted
against the motion.

ITEM NO.

ROAD, APPROXIMATELY ONE-HALF MILE NORTH OF STEINER ROAD. SUBMITTED
BY VIECTORIA DELPART ON BEHALF OF JERRY & ANDREA BAARTMAN.

July 22, 2013
Draft Ag Committee Minutes



STAFF REPORT TO: AMADOR COUNTY AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE '
FOR MEETING OF: JULY 22,2013

ITEM #3 REVIEW OF PROPOSED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT
RESULTING IN 4 PARCELS APPROXIMATELY 62.5, 63.3, 120.5, and
258.1 ACRES IN SIZE (portion of CONTRACT NO. 137), SUBMITTED BY
MICHAEL RYAN, TRUSTEE FOR THE McLAUGHLIN FAMILY
TRUST.

Located along Shake Ridge Road at its intersection with Ram’s Horn Grade, in
the Lockwood area (APNs 021-180-44, 021-180-045, 021-180-051, 021-180-052,
021-180-053, and 021-180-054).

Contract #137 presently includes six parcels totaling 549.4 acres (individually, 5.0, 40.0, 88.7,
100.8, 155.9, and 159.0 acres). The proposed contract status and acreage of the parcels is as
follows:

Compliance Existing Adjusted Proposed

Parcel / APN Acreage Acreage Status

#1 (021-180-045) 5.0 5.0 (unchanged) Non-renewal

#2 (021-180-051) 100.8 62.5 Non-renewal

#3 (021-180-053) 88.7 63.3 Non-renewal

#4 (021-180-044) 40.0 40.0 (unchanged) Remains in Contract #137
#5 (021-180-053) 159.0 258.1 Remains in Contract #137
#6 (021-180-054) 155.9 120.5 Non-renewal

The agricultural income and improvements for each proposed parcel, as provided by the
applicant, are included in the attached information.

Compliance Parcels #1 and #4 are not included in the Boundary Line Adjustment and will
remain unchanged. The Committee must review the proposal for findings that the proposed
280.1-acre parcel meets the criteria of the "AG" zoning district required by County Code
Sections 19.24.036 D2 (Parcels160 acres or more in size) by having the potential ability to
produce an annual gross income from agriculture of not less than $5,476, or shall have
permanent agricultural improvements thereon with a value of not less than $27,381.
Additionally, California Government Code Section 51257 requires the County to find the
following:

51257 (a) To facilitate a lot line adjustment, pursuant to subdivision (d) of Section
66412, and notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, the parties may mutually
agree to rescind the contract or contracts and simultaneously enter into a new contract
or contracts pursuant to this chapter, provided that the board or council finds all
(emphasis added) of the following:



(1) The new contract or contracts would enforceably restrict the adjusted
boundaries of the parcel for an initial term for at least as long as the unexpired
term of the rescinded contract or contracts, but Jfor not less than 10 years.

(2) There is no net decrease in the amount of the acreage restricted. In cases
where two parcels involved in a lot line adjustment are both subject to contracts
rescinded pursuant to this section, this finding will be satisfied if the aggregate
acreage of the land restricted by the new contracts is at least as great as the
aggregate acreage restricted by the rescinded contracts.

(3) At least 90 percent of the land under the former contract or contracts remains
under the new contract or contracts.

(4) After the lot line adjustment, the parcels of land subject to contract will be
large enough to sustain their agricultural use, as defined in Section 51222

(5) The lot line adjustment would not compromise the long-term agricultural
productivity of the parcel or other agricultural lands subject to a contract or
contracts.

(6) The lot line adjustment is not likely to result in the removal of adjacent land
Jrom agricultural use.

(7) The lot line adjustment does not result in a greater number of developable
parcels than existed prior to the adjustment, or an adjusted lot that is inconsistent
with the general plan.

(b) Nothing in this section shall limit the authority of the board or council to
enact additional conditions or restrictions on lot line adjustments.

In the event the Committee is able to make the findings listed above, staff recommends the BLA
be conditioned as follows:

1)
2)

The final configuration of the BLA is substantially the same as proposed; and

An amended California Land Conservation Act contract for the adjusted parcel to
remain under contract must be executed upon finalizing the BLA, and a petition
for non-renewal must be filed for parcels 1, 2, 3, and 6.



REQUEST TO FORM AGRICULTURAL PRESERVE

I hereby request the Board of Supervisors of Amador County to establish my property, described below, in an
agricultural preserve inaccordance with the provisions of the California Land Conservation Act of 1965, Inthe event
that the Board elects to establish such a preserve, [ also request that the Board direct the Planning comaaission to
initiate hearings to rezone said land to an "AG," Exclusive Agriculture zone. [ aiso request that the Assessor
consolidate the tax parcels on said land wherever possible. Iunderstand the inclusion of said land in an agricultural
preserve is conditioned on the execution of a land conservation confract between myself and Amador County.

Item A Signature(s) of all owner(s), owner(s)of  Meldutitin) FAMUM Trlas™
interest, and lien holder(s) as shown on the T =

atrached tifle report, PMCAEL EDuWan  RYAY, ThasTee
ltem B Attach current title report.
e C Attach legal desceription of all property included in this request.

- Item D Attach Assessor's parcel map(s) of property. Outline exactly that property included in thisrequest,
Show on map(s) how property is used and sunumarize on the table below. List uses and acreages within
request only. Atiach additional sheets if necessary,

Assessor's Agriculiural Uses Compatible Uses
Parce] No. Acres T .
Description Asgres Description Acres
DR Prgrasie 5
oW-go-oEt | Ho TUNBES, v 26
Poestios D Ppapans 15
oN-1R0-05y | DOX TIMBE2 25
Fuam od Oy Poypasisd 5
on-18o-0s2. | 8% TienseR, 13
PorT et Ony  PasTWUE =y faepoDie Yt )
om-180-0%8% | 150 X TuABEX 5%
ARLAWT™ dheiania no
Forrr el DIy PobrwiaG 5
DWR0 « O5E Ho X Tim et 35
Total Acres +
in request. 298

Are there uses on the property which are not listed on either the agricultural or compatible use lists? _ NO
If s0, explain below,

Page 1



Item E

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION FROM THE LAND

Use Crop Production Comments
Dry Pasture Animal
Units
Irrigated Pasture Animal
Units
Tons Per
Acre
Field Crops
Tons Per
Acre
Tons Per
Acre
Row Crops
Tons Per
Acre
Orchard ) O~y  TonsPer [VARUIES Aninwala-~
WALHOTS Acre | 100y Foman G
Other
Item F
OTHER INCOME FROM THE LAND
Hunting Fishing Mineral Other
) DAFESDIL. Bl
Per _ Per Per
3 NIk Year | § NIk Year | & NIA Year [§ 10,000, 00 Year
“Ttem G
LEASES ‘
Acres
1. Portion of subject property which is owner operated, PAK S
2. Portion(s) leased or rented to others, Provide Use Cash Rent
Name & Address of lesseeds). Per Acre
Dop + enris SWETT Posoans %1800/ ne. 752
B15Y 5 v uA, TAKEA), e 45LH T
3. Portion(s) share cropped to others. Provide Name Cro %% to Owner
& Address of 1&3368125) P ’ NIA

If operating expenses are shared by owner, explain:




BemH

IMPROVEMENT AND INCOME STATEMENT

L PERMANENT AGRICULTURAL IMPROVEMENTS
Type of Improvement ‘ Estimated Value
Bam(s) () 20,000, 0O
Corral(s) ) R
Fences 3, 001, OO
Wells oy i, 000, O
Water Systems »ia
Other (specify) QA
TOTAL A, 000, 0O
2, ESTIMATED INCOME
Use | Estimated Annual Income
WARUT pronaeD 2,000, 0O
Promats (Spert wase) 1,350, (O
DaFFoon. miL. 0, X0 . a9
TOTAL 13,250, 0O

T certify that the information presented in this application is true and correct to the best of my knowledge,

NAME: Michod. gowhven 2yen |, Pwsnog
ADDRESS: PO for 781, _

CITY: ___ AMXESew, (4 A4S

PHONE: __(2e8) 223 - b bt

e = S Ow L Taszas

Signature of person who prepared application,
207 LN

Date

Additional persons ta be notifjed concerning action on this request:

NAME: 681066 W, BYOR | "PwasTes
ADDRESS: _ 34 Sumwmur 57, sp £
CITY: _ acieSodd | O 450420
PHONE: _(209) 213 -153d

NAME:; AMaand AL an | JossTiag

ADDRESS: <2985 SiLRSumemy  La)

CITY: __ SWITerL cHuazy, |, A G5LBY

PHONE: (W04) 1 - 6Svo

Page 3



McLAUGHLIN TRUST - BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT #2011-016
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McLAUGHLIN TRUST - BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT #2011-016
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McLAUGHLIN TRUST —~ BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT #2011-016
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AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM

. Reguiar Agenda
To: Board of Supervisors L_| Consent Agenda
[ | Bie Slip

|} Closed Session

Date: August 14,2013
. Meeting Date Requested:

From:2usan Grijalva Phone Ext. 380 08/27/13
(Department Hea@pe) :
Department Head Signature %{//Q/ /&)

Agenda Title:
: Waters Family Trust - 5-acre Parcel for Family Member

Summary: (Provide detailed summary of the purpose of this item; attach additional page if necessary)
Consideration of Agricultural Advisory Committee's recommendation to find that the proposal to create a 5-acre parcel foran
immediate family member within APN 008-010-049 and 008-010-054 meets the requirements of the County Code Section 19.24.036
(E) and California Government Code 51230, and to find that the remainder parcel continues to meet the "AG" zoning district criteria
for parcels over 160 acres, subject to the owners entering into a Joint Land Management Agreement for the affected parcels.

See attached staff report.

Recommendation/Requested Action:
Find the proposed BLA meets the findings required by County Code 19.24.036E & Gov't Code 51230, subject to the above conditions.

Fiscal Impacts (attach budget transfer form if appropriate) Staffing Impacts
Is a 4/5ths vote required? Yes D : No Contract Attached: Yes |:| No[:] N/A
Resolution Attached: Yes[ ] No[ ] N/A
Committee Review? N/A: D .
Ordinance Attached Yes[] No[T] N/A
Name. Agricultural Advisory Committee ‘
s Comments:
Committee Recommendation:
Committee recommends approval R
Request Reviewed by:
Chairman ; Counsel
Auditor é 929 GSA Director
‘CAQ s Risk Management

Distribltion Instructions: (Inter-Deparimental Only, the requesting Department is responsible for distribution outside County Departments)

Planning; Surveying, Assessor

FOR CLERK USE ONLY




STAFF REPORT TO AMADOR COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS FOR MEETING
OF AUGUST 27, 2013:

REVIEW OF REQUEST FOR A BOUNADRY LINE ADJUSTMENT TO CREATE A 5-
ACRE FOR FAMILY MEMBER PARCEL (CONTRACT NO. 306) - WATERS RANCH.

Located at the intersection of Old Sacramento Road and Greilich Road.

This application is a proposal to create a 5-acre parcel as a home site for an immediate
family member of the landowner. The Board must review the application to determine if
the proposal meets the criteria set forth in Section 19.24.036 E.2 (see attached) and
furthermore to determine that the creation of this parcel does not reduce the remainder
parcel's ability to continue to meet either the agricultural income ($5,476) or
improvement criteria ($27,381) as required for parcels 160 acres or larger, in size.

The remainder parcel is used for cattle grazing and hay farming with an estimated gross
annual income of $20,000. The improvements include three barns, a corral, fencing, 3
wells, and sub-irrigation with a total estimated value of $253,000.

AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACTION:

At their July 22, 2013 meeting, the Agricultural Advisory Committee recommended to
the Board of Supervisors approval of the request with the findings that the proposal
meets the criteria of County Code Section 19.24.036 E2; that the remainder parcel
meets the agricultural income or improvement criteria required for parcels 160 acres or
larger in size; and subject to the parties entering into a Joint Land Management
Agreement as required by County Code Section 19.24.036 E2.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
If the Board concurs with the recommendation of the Agricultural Advisory Committee
the following motion is recommended for adoption:

Motion: Find the proposal meets the conditions and findings set forth in County
Code Section 19.24.036 E2 ("AG" zone district regulations) and approve the
request subject to entering into a Joint Land Management Agreement as required
by County Code.

G:\PLAN\WPDOCS\Williamson Act Program\Ag Committee 2013\SR 08.27.13.BOS.doc



Chair Allen recommended-i} preptsal for compliance with the
Government Code since property Wwos a1 the total acreage under contract once
the nonrenewal was complete. Mr. Allen Turthef recommended that the item be tabled until
County Counsel could comment on the atter. ,
A motion was made by Rich Pember, seconded by Mike Boitailoya

d carried to table the item
pending County Counsel’s review. ha

NOTE: This itgar Wwas reopened later in the meeting.

ITEM NO. 2 REVIEW OF PROPOSED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN
TWO PARCELS OF CONTRACTED LAND TOTALING 202.72+ ACRES (167.72+ ACRES
AND 35.0+ ACRES) RESULTING IN CONTRACTED PARCELS OF 197.92++ ACRES AND
A 5.0+ ACRES. THE 5.0+ ACRE PARCEL WILL BE TRANSFERRED TO A MEMBER OF
THE IMMEDIATE FAMILY. WATERS TRUST, FRED WATERS, TRUSTEE (CONTRACT

NO. 306).

Chair Allen introduced the item, noted the requirements for creating a family member parcel
under the County Code, and asked Mr. Waters to comment on his application. Mr. Waters
explained that a 35-acre compliance parcel would be converted to a 5-acre tract which would be
conveyed to the owner’s step-grandson.

Chuck Beatty noted that the request met the requirements of County Code Section 19.24.036(E)
(2) which allows 5-acre parcels for immediate family members.

Chair Allen asked if the parties to the lot adjustment would be required to sign a joint
management agreement for the property covered by Contract 306.

Chuck Beatty stated that staff would prepare the agreement and that it would be approved by the
Board of Supervisors when the Boundary Line Adjustment is approved.

A motion was made by Dan Port, seconded by Mike Boitano, and carried to find the proposal
meets the criteria/requirements of County Code Section 19.24.036(E) (2), and to recommend to
the Board of Supervisors approval of the Boundary Line Adjustment for parcels covered by
Contract 306 to create a S-acre parcel for an immediate family member subject to the parties
entering into a joint land management agreement as required by County Code.

\D TOTALING 526.4+ ACRES (159.0+, 155.9+,
+CQNTRACTED PARCELS OF 280.1+, 120.5+,

FOUR PARCELS OF CONTI .
129.8, and 81.7+ ACRES) RESULA

'RACT NO. 137).

TRUSTEE (CO}

July 22, 2013
Draft Ag Committee Minutes




STAFF REPORT TO: AMADOR COUNTY AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
FOR MEETING OF: JULY 22,2013

ITEM #2 REVIEW OF REQUEST TO CREATE A 5 ACRE FOR FAMILY MEMBER
PARCEL (CONTRACT NO. 306) - WATERS RANCH, FRED WATERS,

TRUSTEE

Located along Old Sacramento Road at the intersection with Greilich Road

This application is a proposal to create a parcel approximately 5 acres in size as a home site for an
immediate family member of the landowner. The Committee must review the application to
determine if the proposal meets the criteria set forth in Section 19.24.036 E.2 (below) and
furthermore to determine that the creation of this parcel does not reduce the remainder parcel’s
ability to continue to meet either the agricultural income or improvement criteria as required for
parcels 160 acres or larger, in size.

The remainder parcel is used for cattle grazing and oat hay production. The estimated value of the
agricultural improvements and estimated gross annual income can be found in the attached
information. If the Committee recommends approval of this request it should be conditioned
upon the signing of a joint land management agreement between the two parties as required by
County code (below).

County Code Section 19.24.036 E.2 requirements for subdivisions and boundary line adjustments:

The subdivision shall meet the goal of the providing of residential parcels for immediate family
members of the landowner while continuing the agricultural use of the resulting parcels.

The remainder parcel shall meet all county qualifications set forth in the contract and the AG
district regulations.

All the resulting parcels shall remain subject to the same contract as the original parcel. Any
notice of nonrenewal of the contract shall be filed by all of the owners of all of the resulting

parcels.

The number of resulting parcels shall conform to the maximum density limitations set forth in the
general plan for the area and subsection D hereof. No new parcel may be less than five acres in
size and is permitted only if the remainder parcel meets said subsection D requirements. If one
new parcel is created, the remainder parcel shall be no less than seventy-five acres. One
additional new parcel may be created for every additional forty acres in the remainder parcel.

All of the resulting parcels shall be subject to one written agreement for joint agricultural
management as one agricultural unit. The written agreement for joint agricultural management
shall have been reviewed and approved by the board of supervisors and shall have been recorded
in the office of the Amador County recorder as a covenant running with the land.  Said written
agreement shall be between the landowner and the immediate family members who take title to



any resulting parcel after the subdivision. The written agreement shall require that the land
which is subject to the contract, which shall include all of the resulting parcels shall be operated
under the joint agricultural management of the parties subject to the terms and conditions and for
the duration of the contract. The resulting parcels Jointly managed under one agreement and one
contract shall total at least forty acres in size multiplied by the number of resulting parcels (e.g.,
one new five-acre parcel requires a seventy-five acre remainder parcel).

The landowner or his/her immediate family shall have owned the original parcel for at least ten
years prior to the application for the subdivision.

New parcels shall be located where they are not disruptive to the agricultural use of the remainder
parcel.

The landowner may transfer title and the right to occupy the resulting parcels only to members of
his/her immediate family.

A member of the immediately family who is the transferee of the landowner or successor transferee
shall not voluntarily sell, lease, or rent any new parcel or improvement thereon while the land is
subject to the contract except to a member of the immediate Jamily of the transferee.



REQUEST TO FORM AGRICULTURAL PRESERVE

[ hereby request the Board of Supervisors of Amador County to establish my property, described below, in an
agricultural preserve inaccordance with the provisions of the California Land Conservation Act of 1965, In the event
that the Board elects to establish such a preserve, I also request that the Board direct the Planning commission to
initiate hearings to rezone said land to an “AG," Exclusive Agriculture zone. [ also request that the Assessor
consolidate the tax parcels on said land wherever possible. Tunderstand the inclusionof said land in an agricultural
preserve is conditioned on the execution of a land conservation contract between myself and Amador County.

’%Mﬁ’/l&f (I? {ztjf}ﬁzua

Item A Signature(s) of all owner(s), ownex(s) of
interest, and lien holder(s) as shown on the

attached title report.
Ol Sac

1

/87.77

Item B Attach current title report.

Ttem G Attach legal deseription of all property mcluded in thzs rcqucst

a Itéiﬁ.D ‘ Attach Assessors parcel map(s) of pmpeny Ouﬂme exact{y that pmperty mc:iudcci in thxs rcquest,

Show on map(s) how property is used and summarize on the table below, List uses and acreages within-
request only, Attach additional sheets if necessary,. ,

Asséssor's Agricultural Uses " Compatible Uses
Parcel No. Acres ) " ‘ - T
Description Acres Deseription Acres
|o8-ow-4Y 1927 | Oat “Het jand.| Y0
Tolal Avres .
in request. j’ ()] /‘7

Are there uses on the property which are not listed on either the agricultural or compatible use lists? _// 1/2

If so, explain below.

Page |



tem B

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION FROM THE LAND

& Address of Icssec(s}

Use Crop Production Comments
Dry Pasture J@M‘}w &ém L}/CD Animal /'(_7&!’&? %M ot Fottiio
/2;: Wl oat Units
Irrigated Pasture | 5 Reres Animal ﬁ
; , Units 344 o Karge P&%-f
0D otnes Tons Per 7 Hoes
. Lf ;‘T'F\;W ) 01 Acre 823 ens g ! /
Field Crops Oa 7
Tons Per
Acre
Tons Per
S Acre
Row Crops
' Tons Per
Acre
Orchard Tons Per
Acre
Other
ltem F
. - “OTHER INCOME FROM THE LAND
Hunting Fishing Mineral Other
Per Per Per 7, Per
§ Year | § Year [§ Year | § '%’ » Year
' Item G”
LEASES
~ Acres
_‘l.. Pcrtion:.of subject property whi_gh is owner operated. /QLL / C}?, 7
2. Portion(s) leased orrented'to others, Provide Use Cash Rent
Name & Address of lessee(s). Per Acre
3. Portion(s) share croppc:d to others. Provide Name Crop % ta Owner

If operating expenses are shared by owner, explain:

Page 2



Item H

IMPROVEMENT AND INCOME STATEMENT

1. PERMANENT AGRICULTURAL IIVIPRO"E}V@NTS
- Typeof Improvement Estimated Value
Bam(s) % SAS O
Corral(s) 7/ , ACD, DD LD
Fences 470000 / ‘ ] i s A
Wells 2 Spfan M@&{’{&&w@ 4 73, o>
Water Systems {  Suls rprma oo /. zfi o>
Other (specify) ‘ ' ‘
o | 953 g0,
2. &~ ESTIMATEDINCOME | |
- Use ~ Estimated Annual Income
Cong o 2o o, B
H@}z %Z&ﬁ,m foy 12220 . <
TOTAL A OB D O

L certify that the information presented in this application is true and correct to- the best of my knowledge.

NAME: iﬂ'xﬂf LL 9&,7_‘;;3 _

ADDRESS: __ 730 24 // B Lo Slgnature person who prepared application.
CITY: /2% (e 95'/5,{ @ edlees [y ]zg@
PHONE: _ 329 Acf< LB ﬁ‘) WD”,E/&’;’ / =
Additional persons to be notified concerning action on this request:

NAME: NAME:

ADDRESS: ADDRESS:

CITY: CITY:

PHONE: PHONE:
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AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM

Regular Agenda
Consent Agenda
Blue Slip

Closed Session

To: Board of Supervisors

Date: August 14, 2013
j Meeting Date Requested:

From;3usan Grijalva Phone Ext. 380 08/27/13
(Department HZ/F-pease type) (Zﬁ

Department Head Signatur //M g @ / 278)

Agenda Title:

Normian S. Waters Trust Boundary Line Adjustment

Summary: (Provide detailed summary of the purpose of this item; attach additional page if necessary)
Consideration of Agricultural Advisory Committee's recommendation to find that the proposed Boundary Line Adjustment for
parcels 008-090-140, 008-130-028, & 008-130-044 meets the requirements of the California Land Conservation Act, subject to the

conditions that the applicant file a Notice of Non-renewal on the proposed 20-acre parcel.

See attached staff report.

Recommendation/Requested Action: :
Find the proposed BLA meets the findings required by County Code 19.24.036E & Gov't Code 51257, subject to the above conditions.

Fiscal Impacts (attach budget transfer form if appropriate) Staffing Impacts

Is a 4/5ths vote required? ves [] o Contract Attachied: ~ooves[h o no[] N/A
Resolution Attached: Yes[ ] No[] N/A

- Py

Committee ReV'?W~ NA ] Ordinance Attached ~Yes[]  No[] N/A

Name ‘Agricultural Advisory Committee : ‘ ;

: : E Comments:

‘Committee Recommendation: :

Committee recommends approval

Request Reviewed by:

Chairman . s Counsel

Auditor __ 43092/ GSA Director

CAO . o o Risk‘Managemként}

Distribution Instructions: (Inter-Departmental Only, the requesting Department is responsible for distribution outside County Departments):

Planning, Surveying, Assessor

FOR CLERK USE ONLY




STAFF REPORT TO THE AMADOR COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS FOR
MEETING OF AUGUST 27, 2013.

REVIEW OF REQUEST FOR A BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN TWO
PARCELS TOTALING 139.15 ACRES (97.19 ACRES AND 41.96 ACRES)
RESULTING IN A 119.15 ACRE PARCEL AND A 20.0 ACRE PARCEL. (CONTRACT
NO. 104) - WATERS RANCH.

Located on CA Highway 16, between Greilich Road and Willow Creek Road

This application is a proposal to reconfigure two compliance parcels of 97.19 and 41.96
acres into two parcels of 119.15 and 20.0 acres. The applicant proposes to file a Notice
of Non-renewal for the 20-acre parcel. The Board must review the application to
determine if the proposed 119.15-acre parcel meets both the agricultural income
($5,476) and improvement criteria ($27,381) as required by County Code Section
19.24.036 D3, for parcels at least 100 acres, but less than 160 acres in size.

The proposed 119.15-acre parcel is used for cattle grazing and production, and hay
storage with an estimated gross annual income of $18,000. The improvements include
three barns, a corral, fencing, 3 wells, and a water system with a total estimated value
of $202,000.

AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACTION:

At their July 22, 2013 meeting, the Agriculture Advisory Committee recommended to the
Board of Supervisors approval of the request with the findings that the proposal meets
the criteria of County Code Section 19.24.036 D3 (income and improvement
requirements for parcels at least 100 acres but less than 160 acres in size) and subject
to the owner filing a Notice of Non-renewal for the 20-acre parcel.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: If the Board concurs with the recommendation of the
Agricultural Advisory Committee the following motion is recommended for adoption:

Motion: Find the proposal meets the conditions and findings of County Code
Section 19.24.036 D3 (income and improvement requirements for parcels at
least 100 acres but less than 160 acres in size) and subject to the owner filing a
Notice of Non-renewal for the 20-acre parcel.

GAPLAN\WPDOCS\Williamson Act Program\Ag Committee 2013\SR 08.27.13.BOS.doc



MINUTES
AMADOR COUNTY AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING OF MONDAY, JULY 22, 2013

The meeting of the Amador County Agricultural Advisory Committee was called to order at 4:00
PM in Conference Room C at the County Administration Center, 810 Court Street, Jackson,
California, by Chair John Allen.

The following members were present:
Rich Pember, Assessor’s Office
Mike Boitano, Agricultural Commissioner
Denise Tober, Planning Commission
John Allen, District 4, (Chair)
Dan Port, District 2, (Vice Chair)
David Bassett, District 1

Also in attendance:
Susan Grijalva, Planning Department
Chuck Beatty, Planning Department
Michael Ryan, applicant
Martin Ryan, applicant
Fred Waters, applicant
Victoria Delpart, representative for applicant Baartman

CORRESPONDENCE: None.

PUBLIC MATTERS AND PERSONS WISHING TO ADDRESS THE
COMMITTEE REGARDING NON-AGENDA ITEMS: None.

C. MINUTES: It was moved by Dan Port, seconded by Mike Boitano, and carried to
approve the May 3, 2012 minutes as presented. "

=

AGENDA ITEMS:

ITEM NO.1 REVIEW OF PROPOSED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN
TWO PARCELS OF CONTRACTED LAND TOTALING 139.15+ ACRES (97.19+ ACRES
AND 41.96+ ACRES) RESULTING IN A 119.15+ ACRE PARCEL AND A 20.0+ ACRE
PARCEL OF CONTRACTED LAND. A NOTICE OF NON-RENEWAL WILL BE FILED ON
THE 20.0+ ACRE PARCEL. WATERS TRUST, FRED WATERS, TRUSTEE (CONTRACT
NO. 104).

Chair Allen introduced the item explaining that the Committee needed to make several findings
as required by the California Government Code prior to making a recommendation. He then s
asked Fred Waters to comment on his application.

Mr. Waters explained that he was requesting to create a 20-acre parcel that had been bequeathed
by his father to his son. The son currently lives on the property and the parcel will be placed into
non-renewal status at a later date.

July 22, 2013
Draft Ag Committee Minutes



Chair Allen recommended that County Counsel review the proposal for compliance with the
Government Code since property would be removed from the total acreage under contract once
the nonrenewal was complete. Mr. Allen further recommended that the item be tabled until
County Counsel could comment on the matter.

A motion was made by Rich Pember, seconded by Mike Boitano, and carried to table the item
pending County Counsel’s review. T ]

NOTE: This item was reopened later in the meeting.

ITEM NO. 2 REVIEW OF PROPOSED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN
TWOWARCELS OF CONTRACTED LAND TOTALING 202.72+ ACRES (167.72+ ACRES
AND 330+ ACRES) RESULTING IN CONTRACTED PARCELS OF 197.92+ACRES AND
A 5.0+ AORES. THE 5.0+ ACRE PARCEL WILL BE TRANSFERRED TO, A MEMBER OF
THE IMMERIATE FAMILY. WATERS TRUST, FRED WATERS, TRUZTEE (CONTRACT
NO. 306).

Chair Allen introddged the item, noted the requirements for creatjg a family member parcel
under the County COe, and asked Mr. Waters to comment on/his application. Mr. Waters
explained that a 35-acré\¢ompliance parcel would be converted #0 a 5-acre tract which would be
conveyed to the owner’s stgp-grandson.

Chuck Beatty noted that the redyest met the requiremenj# of County Code Section 19.24.036(E)
(2) which allows 5-acre parcels fowimmediate family gfembers.

Chair Allen asked if the parties to Npe lot agfustment would be required to sign a joint
management agreement for the property ogvered by Contract 306.

Chuck Beatty stated that staff would prepgre thg agreement and that it would be approved by the
Board of Supervisors when the Boundary’Line A8justment is approved.

A motion was made by Dan Port, #geconded by MikeNBoitano, and carried to find the proposal
meets the criteria/requirements gf County Code Section49.24.036(E) (2), and to recommend to
the Board of Supervisors apprOval of the Boundary LineN\Adjustment for parcels covered by
Contract 306 to create a 5-gCre parcel for an immediate fanN]y member subject to the parties
entering into a joint land pfanagement agreement as required by Sounty Code.

ITEM NO.3 REVIZ&% OF PROPOSED BOUNDARY LINE ADJOSTMENT BETWEEN
FOUR PARCELS #F CONTRACTED LAND TOTALING 526.4+ ACRES (159.0+, 155.9+,
129.8, and 81.75/ACRES) RESULTING IN CONTRACTED PARCELS QF 280.1+, 120.5+,
63.3+, and 624+ ACRES. A NOTICE OF NON-RENEWAL WILL BE FN\ED ON THE
120.5+, 63,4%, and 62.5+ ACRE PARCELS. McLAUGHLIN TRUST, MICBRAEL RYAN,
TRUSTRE (CONTRACT NO. 137).

July 22,2013
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Chair Allen introduced the item and noted that he had the same concerns with this application as
with\tem #1 in that the amount of land under contract would be decreased following the nen-
renewahQf the proposed adjusted parcels. /

Discussion followed concerning whether the future non-renewal status of parcelgiolated the
state statutes for Bowgdary Line Adjustments of William Act properties by eyehtually reducing
the amount of land coveted by a contract.

Mike Ryan noted that the MCch wughlin family could seek non-reneyed] on all of their contracted
property without seeking a Boundary Line Adjustment, and thatthe property would still be
considered contract land for at least Qyears.

Susan Grijalva pointed out that the Commyittee and thg"Board of Supervisors have historically
approved Boundary Line Adjustments on codracted land with the requirement that non-renewal
be filed on any parcel that may not individuallyfgeet the criteria. However, since the parcels are
under a single contract, as a whole they megt'the ci¥eria. The Committee’s review is whether
the parcesls not being non-renewed contifue to meet the criteria once the contract expires.

In the past, Boundary Line Adjusgefients have been approveththat resulted in non-renewal of
portions of contracted propert because there was no immediatdJoss in contracted property.
Regardless of a property owfier’s intent to seek non-renewal duriny the Boundary Line
Adjustment apphcatlon pfocess, they always have the opportunity to ply to reinstate the
contract at a later dat ‘

A motion was prade by Dan Port, seconded by Rich Pember, and carried to recqmmend to the
Board of Supérvisors approval of the Boundary Line Adjustment subject to entertyg into a new
CalifornigA.and Conservation Act contract for the proposed 298-acre agricultural prsgerve, and
filing g Notice of Non-renewal on the parcels as identified in the application. Chair Altgn voted

agaipét the motion.
' =\DRAFT

A motion was made by David Bassett, seconded by Denise Tolbert, and carried to reopen Item
No. 1 in light of the discussion had for Item No. 3, above.

ITEM NO. 1 REOPENED:

A motion was made by Mike Boitano, seconded by Dan Port, and carried to recommend to the
Board of Supervisors approval of the Boundary Line Adjustment subject to requiring a Notice of
Non-renewal on the 20-acre parcel. Chair Allen voted against+he motion.

ITEM NO4-REVIEW CLUSION INTO THE CALIFORNIA LAND
CONSERVATION ACT FO T EACRES LOCATED ON THE EAST SIDE OF UPTON

July 22, 2013
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STAFF REPORT TO: AMADOR COUNTY AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
FOR MEETING OF: JULY 22, 2013

ITEM #1 REVIEW OF PROPOSED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN
TWO PARCELS OF CONTRACTED LAND TOTALING 139.15+ ACRES
(97.19+ ACRES AND 41.96+ ACRES) RESULTING IN A 119.15+ ACRE
PARCEL OF CONTRACTED LAND AND A 20.0+ ACRE PARCEL OF
CONTRACTED LAND. A NOTICE OF NON-RENEWAL WILL BE
FILED ON THE 20.0+ ACRE PARCEL. WATERS TRUST, FRED
WATERS, TRUSTEE (CONTRACT NO. 104).

APNs 008-090-0140; 008-130-044; & 008-130-0287, located on CA Highway 16,
between Grelich Road and Willow Creek Road.

The proposed boundary line adjustment would result in a 97.19+ acre parcel and a 41.96+ acre
parcel, both subject to Williamson Act contracts, being reconfigured into a 119.15+ acre parcel
and a 20.0+ acre parcel. A Notice of Non-renewal will be filed for the 20.0+ parcel at the time
the BLA is recorded.

The agricultural income and improvements for each propesed parcel, as provided by the
applicant, are included in the attached information.

The Committee must review the proposal for findings that the proposed 119.15-acre parcel meets
the criteria of the "AG" zoning district required by County Code Sections 19.24.036 D2 by
having the potential ability to produce an annual gross income from agriculture of not less than
$5,476, and shall have permanent agricultural improvements thereon with a value of not less than
$27,381. Additionally, California Government Code Section 51257 requires the County to find
the following:

51257. (a) To facilitate a lot line adjustment, pursuant to subdivision (d) of Section
66412, and notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, the parties may mutually
agree to rescind the contract or contracts and simultaneously enter into a new coniract
or contracts pursuant to this chapter, provided that the board or council finds all
(emphasis added) of the following:
(1) The new contract or contracts would enforceably restrict the adjusted
boundaries of the parcel for an initial term for at least as long as the unexpired
term of the rescinded contract or contracts, but for not less than 10 years.
(2) There is no net decrease in the amount of the acreage restricted. In cases
where two parcels involved in a lot line adjustment are both subject to contracts
rescinded pursuant to this section, this finding will be satisfied if the aggregate
acreage of the land restricted by the new contracts is at least as great as the
aggregate acreage restricted by the rescinded contracts.
(3) At least 90 percent of the land under the former contract or contracts remains
under the new contract or contracts.

Page 1 of 2



(4) After the lot line adjustment, the parcels of land subject to contract will be
large enough to sustain their agricultural use, as defined in Section 51222,

(3) The lot line adjustment would not compromise the long-term agricultural
productivity of the parcel or other agricultural lands subject to a contract or
contracits.

(6) The lot line adjustment is not likely to result in the removal of adjacent land
Jrom agricultural use.

(7) The lot line adjustment does not result in a greater number of developable
parcels than existed prior to the adjustment, or an adjusted lot that is inconsistent
with the general plan.

(b) Nothing in this section shall limit the authority of the board or council to
enact additional conditions or restrictions on lot line adjustments.

In the event the Committee is able to make the findings listed above, staff recommends the BLA
be conditioned as follows:

1) The final configuration of the BLA is substantially the same as proposed; and

2) An amended California Land Conservation Act contract for the proposed 119-acre
parcel must be executed upon finalizing the BLA, and a petition for non-renewal
for the proposed 20-acre must be filed.

Page2 of 2



REQUEST TO FORM AGRICULTURAL PRESERVE

I hereby request the Board of Supervisors of Amador County to establish my property, described below, in an
agricultural preserve inaccordance with the provisions of the California Land Conservation Act of 1965. Inthe event
that the Board elects to establish such a preserve, I also request that the Board direct the Planning commission to
initiate hearings to rezone said land to an "AG,"” Exclusive Agriculture zone. I also request that the Assessor
consolidate the tax parcels on said land wherever possible. Iunderstand the inclusion of said land in an agricultural
preserve is conditioned on the execution of a land conservation contract between myself and Amador County.

Item A Signature(s) of all owner(s), owner(s)of
interest, and lien holder(s) as shown on the

attached title report.
eah sy y=

Item B Attach current title report.

Item C Attach legal description of all property included in this request.

Item D Attach Assessor's parcel map(s) of property. Outline exactly that property included in this request.
Show on map(s) how property is used and summarize on the table below. List uses and acreages within

request only. Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Assessor's Agricultural Uses Compatible Uses
Parcel No. Acres

Description -~ ] Acres Description Acres

L2p.5 ]

L0.5"

Total Acres

in request. /1;9[9. s

Are there uses on the property which are not listed on either the agricultural or compatible use lists?
If so, explain below.

Page |



ItemE

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION FROM THE LAND

Use Crop Production Comments
Dry Pasture Animal &~ Dooll coatics
2O 25" i) R
Irrigated Pasture Animal
Units
Tons Per
Acre
Field Crops
Tons Per
Acre
Tons Per
Acre
Row Crops
Tons Per
Acre
- Orchard Tons Per
Acre
Other
LemF
OTHER INCOME FROM THE LAND
Hunting Fishing Mineral Other
Per Per Per Per
$ Year | § Year | $ Year | $ Year
Ltem G
LEASES
Acres
L. Portion of subject property which is owner operated. ,4 ZZ, Q@
2. Portion(s) leased or rented to others. Provide Use Cash Rent
Name & Address of lessee(s). Per Acre
3. Portion(s) share cropped to others. Provide Name Crop % to Owner

& Address of lessee(s)

If operating expenses are shared by owner, explain:

Page 2



Ttem H
IMPROVEMENT AND INCOME STATEMENT

1. PERMANENT AGRICULTURAL IMPROVEMENTS
Type of Improvement ‘ Estimated Value
Bam) 3 /45 Lo
Comral(s) | 5 Oa oo
Fences I}@@g { ?é@@ ;
Wells =& :
Water Systems 7 § &/@ 6/ &/ 5D
Other (specify)
TOTAL ,77422 OB, 89

2. ESTIMATED INCOME
Use : © Estimated Annual Income

A_Q{Z%;,@dm L5, 50,
i A

TOTAL | /85005 . © =
7/

I certify that the information presented in this application is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

, &”{ . slgnature f person who prepared applicatig
s sy
CITY: ,//L. /& . Pt F ,;;7,//,?52{4/

PHONE: ___2'/5 — oo 52 Date
Additional persons to be notified concerning action on this request:

NAME: NAME:

ADDRESS: ADDRESS:

CITY: CITY:

PHONE: PHONE:

Page 3
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Department Head Signature

- Agenda Title: : : : :
Restoring Health Forests for Healthy Communities Act (H.R. 1526)

Summary: (Provide defailed summary of the purpose of this item; attach additional pa‘ge if necéssary)

|Discussion and possible action relative to potential Board support of the subject legislation.

Recommendation/Requested:-Action:

Fiscal Impacts (attach budget transfer form'if appropriate) Staffing Impacts

- Is'a 4/5ths.vote required? e D : No D Contract Attachied: Yes D NoD N/A D
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: Comments:
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Jennifer Burns< jburns@amadorgov.org>

Fwd: FW: BNA: House Committee Approves Logging Bill That Would Limit

Reviews, Curb Litigation
1 message

Jennifer Burns< jburns@amadorgov.org> Wed, Aug 21, 2013 at 4:33 PM
To: Richard Forster <RForster@amadorgov.org>

Richard,

Please advise if you approve of this going on the next agenda. We will finalizing and posting the agenda
and packet mid-morning tomorrow.

Thanks!

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Brian Oneto <boneto@amadorgov.org>

Date: Wed, Aug 21, 2013 at 4:24 PM

Subject: Fwd: FW: BNA: House Committee Approves Logging Bill That Would Limit Reviews, Curb
Litigation

To: Jennifer Burns <jburns@amadorgov.org>

Cc: Richard Forster <rforster@amadorgov.org>, Chuck lley <ciley@amadorgov.org>

Hello Jennifer,

With the Chairman's approval, would you please put this on our next agenda. | would like for the Board
to discuss H.R. 1526 and possibly take action.

Thank you,
Brian

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Bill Wickman <billwickman@sbcglobal.net>

Date: Mon, Aug 5, 2013 at 1:40 PM
Subject: Fwd: FW: BNA: House Committee Approves Logging Bill That Would Limit Reviews, Curb

Litigation
To:

This article highlights what was passed last week in committee and the opposition from Huffman that |
mentioned in earlier message. | am working on a letter to Mr. Huffman that will explain the concerns of
SFAC in the hopes that he and other Democrats will have an understanding of our rural counties needs

and dire straights of our public fands.

FYI -- one more article from last week's markup -- this one from BNA.

House Committee Approves Logging Bill That Would Limit Reviews, Curb

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=05d 1 {197a3 & view=pt&search=sent&th=140a3... 8/22/2013
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Litigation
By Alan Kovski | July 31, 2013 10:16PM ET

(BNA) -- Restoring Healthy Forests for Healthy Communities Act (H.R.
1526)

Key Provisions: The bill would mandate increased timber harvesting on
federal lands while streamlining environmental review and reducing
litigation.

Potential Impact: The bill could boost the fortunes of timber companies
and rural communities.

What's Next: The full House will consider the bill next.

A bill to expand timber harvests on federal lands won the approval July
31 of the House Natural Resources Committee despite Democrats'
misgivings about provisions to streamline environmental reviews and
limit litigation.

The committee passed the Restoring Healthy Forests for Healthy
Communities Act (H.R. 1526) on a voice vote in the form of a greatly
expanded amendment in the nature of a substitute. That was accepted
after a couple of amendments were rejected on the grounds that those
amendments would have maintained the status quo.

Republicans defended the bill as a partial solution to the economic
suffering of rural communities in areas dominated by federal forests.
Joblessness and poverty are widespread in many such communities.

Rep. Doc Hastings (R-Wash.), chairman of the committee and lead sponsor
of the bill, said the legislation's requirement for active management of
forests would produce a long-term solution not only for jobs in rural

areas but also for funding of schools and governments in those areas.

An amendment by Rep. Raul Grijalva (D-Ariz.) to delete the environmental
regulatory streamlining provisions from the bill was defeated 23-15, and
an amendment by Rep. Jared Huffman (D-Calif.) to delete that language
and other elements lost by the same vote.

Support for Taking Some Action

Democrats agreed that something needed to be done. Rep. Peter DeFazio
(D-Ore.) said he was pleased to see some of his own proposed legisiation
included in the bill to require more timber harvesting in southwestern
Oregon. Two counties in DeFazio's district are extreme examples of
counties facing insolvency despite being rich with federal forests.

"But | don't believe we need to go to broad waivers of environmental
taws," DeFazio said.

Grijalva and Huffman both suggested the bill simply could not become
law, especially because of the environmental streamlining elements.

DeFazio suggested the bill might be headed for House passage but would
have to be reconciled with a more moderate bill that would come from the
Senate, especially under the guidance of Sen. Ron Wyden (D-Ore.). Wyden,
like the House members, has made it clear that he wants action to

hitps://mail .google.com/mail/u/0/2ui=2&ik=05d 1 ff97a3 & view=pt&search=sent&th=140a3... 8/22/2013
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increase timber harvests.

Rep. Rob Bishop (R-Utah) said the bill was not intended to prevent
environmental reviews but to expedite them, and to reduce litigation.
Litigation is such a central obstacle to timber harvests that a bill

without some reform cannot accomplish the task of boosting the harvests,
he said.

Many Ideas Incorporated in Bill

The amendment in the nature of a substitute expanded the bill into
something of an omnibus by incorporating legislation proposed by DeFazio
and Reps. Scott Tipton (R-Colo.), Paul Gosar (R-Ariz.), and Raul

Labrador (R-ldaho).

Some of the pieces of legislation received a public airing in April,
motivated not only by the economic distress of rural areas but wildfires
that have devastated large swathes of forest in recent years (73 DER
A-30, 4/16/13).

One of the amendments that won acceptance during the July 31 markup was
offered by Gosar to promote long-term stewardship contracts, which are
widely supported by members of both parties as ways to actively manage
forests. Much forest management requires significant investment that

cannot readily be accomplished through short-term contracts, Gosar said.

For More Information

The Restoring Healthy Forests for Healthy Communities Act (H.R. 1526) in

its expanded and amended form is available at
http://docs. house. gov/meetings/I/1100/20130731/101244/BILLS-113-HR 1586-
H000329-Amdt-1.pdf.

Brian Onato

Supervisor 5th District

Armador County

810 Court Straet

Jackson, CA 95642

Phone: (209) 223-6495

Fax: (209) 257-0619

e-mail: boneto@amadorgov.org

Jennifer Burns

Clerk of the Board

Amador County Board of Supervisors
810 Court Sireet

Jackson, CA 95642

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=05d 1 ff97a3& view=pt&search=sent&th=140a3... 8/22/2013
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To: Board of Supervisors
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Closed: Session
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Review:and approval of the July 23, 2013 Board of Supervisors Meeting Minutes.
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Comments:
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Amendment to Chapter 14.06, Amador County Code, Regarding Well Drilling Permits and Standards

Department Head Signature /-G
Agenda Title:

Summary: (Provide detailed summary of the purpose of this item; attach additional page if necessary)
The proposed ordinance would amend the existing Chapter 14.06 to identify the Environmental Health Department and
Environmental Health Director in the role of oversight, establish yield and/or storage requirements for water wells supporting new
construction, establish nitrate and bacteriological analysis of water supply wells and clarify work to be performed by appropriately
licensed contractors.

Recommendation/Requested Action:
Waive reading of the ordinance and schedule for future adoption
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ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH DEPARTMENT
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

810 COURT STREET -+ JACKSON, CA 95642-2132 + PHONE (209) 223-6439 « FAX (209) 223-6228
WEBSITE www.co.amador.ca.us + EMAIL aceh@amadorgov.org

MEMORANDUM

TO: Amador County Board of Supervisors
FROM: Michael W. Israel, Environmental Health Department \/ \f I\/(/U . >
DATE: July 15, 2013

SUBJECT:  Water Well Ordinance

At the May 1, 2013 meeting, the Land Use and Community Development Committee meeting
discussed value of a policy which would require property owners know their well yield prior to
issuance of residential building permits. Staff was directed to return with a policy to accomplish
that.

In2011 Environmental Health Department staff met with local well drillers and pump contractors to
discuss possible changes to the water well ordinance. One such change relates to production and the
requirement for storage for low yield wells. Other changes include a change of references from the
Health Officer to the Environmental Health Director or Department as appropriate, a requirement for
nitrate and bacteriological analysis, and clarification on the requirement that certain work be
performed by a licensed contractor, consistent with state law. This was presented to the Committee
at their June 13, 2013. The Committee recommended pursuing the ordinance.

In addition to the proposed ordinance, a copy of the current code, chapter 14.06, including strike out
and underline proposed changes is provided.



Chapter 14.06
WELL DRILLING PERMITS AND STANDARDS

Sections:
14.06.010 Adoption by reference of State Department of Water Resources Bulletin.
14.06.020 Permit required.
14.06.030 Posting of permit on premises.
14.06.040 Permit application.
14.06.050 Provisions for sewage disposal.
14.06.060 Permit application fee.
14.068.070 Persons to whom permits shall be issued.
14.06.080 Conditions.
14.06.090 Grounds for refusal of permit.
14.06.100 Review and appeal.
14.06.110 Completion and inspection of work.
14.06.120 Emergency repairs.
14.06.130 Revocation or suspension.
14.06.140 Persons permitted to drill a well.
14.06.150 Acts prohibited.
14.06.160 Notification and inspections.
14.06.170 Standards for wells:
14.06.180 Well setbacks.
14.06.180 = Qualifications for performing well tests:
14.06.200 Woater storage facilities.
14.06.210 Sections not applicable to existing weils.
14.06.220 Prohibition of well pits.
14.06.230 - Disinfection of wells.
14.06.240 Qualifications of pump installers.
14.06.250 Out of service wells.
14.06.260 Abandoned wells.
14.06.270 Uses prohibited.
14.06.280 Stop work order.
14.06.290 Regulations.
14.06.300 Enforcement and penaity for violation--Injunction and abatement.

14.06.010 Adoption by reference of State Department of Water Resources Bulletin.

The State Department of Water Resources Bulletin Number 74-81, as supplemented by 74-90, entitled
"Water Well Standards: State of California," are adopted by reference as a part of this chapter. (Ord.
1232 §1(part), 1990). o



14.06,015 Work defined,
For the purposes of this Chapter “work” shall be defined as construgction, repair (excluding installation of or
repairs to pumps, telemetry or other electric parts), deepening, rehabilitation or destruction of any well,

14.06.020 Permit required.

Except as otherwise provided in this chapter, it is unlawful for any person to work on seastrush-repair
{excluding-installation-of errepairs-to-pumpsielemetry-or-other elactrie pars)-take-out-of-senvies;
rehabilitate-or-destroy-{eoliectively-‘work ortwork-en™-hereinafier) any well unless that person is an
appropriately licensed contractor who-has-without first having- and a permit has been obtained a-permit to
do so from the health-officerEnvironmental Health Department (Department). (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.030 Posting of permit on premises.
A copy of the permit required under this chapter shall be maintained at all times in a:conspicuous place on
the site while work on a well is carried out. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.040 Permit application.
Application for permits required under this chapter shall be made on forms furnished by the department
and shall contain such information-as the department may require, including, but not limited {o:

A. Aplot plan showing the-location of the proposed well with respect to the following items within a
radius of two hundred feet from the proposed well:

1. Property lines,

2. Sewer piping,

3. Location of existing on-site sewage system,

4. Location of proposed permitted on-site sewage system,

5. Al intermittent or perennial natural or artificial bodies of water or watercourses,
6. The approximate drainage pattern of the property,

7. Other wells,

8. Existing structures,

9. Utility easements;



B. The location of the property (assessor’s parcel number/ vicinity maps);
C. The name and contractor license number of the person who will work on the well;
D. The proposed use of the weli;
E. Where the proposed work is the destruction of a well, the following information, if available:
1. Total depth of well,
2. Depth of casing,
3. Depth of any casing perforations,
4. Welllog,
5. Description of proposed method of destruction;
F. Other information as may be necessaryto determine if the underground water will be adequately

protected. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.050 Provisions for sewage disposal.
Where the well is to serve a dwelling or-other structure requiring on-site sewage disposal, an on-site
sewage disposal permit shall‘be issued prior to the issuance of a well permit. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.08.085 Production requirements for water supply wells

A, Where the well is a water supply to serve anew single family dwelling no storage shall be required if
and when rated welbvield, based on‘a minimum 30 minute air lift test, is five (5) gallons per minute or
areater. If the rated vield is from one half (1/2) 1o less than five (5) gallons per minute, a minimum of
2.000 gallons storage shiglibe provided in addition to any storage required by applicable fire requlation
requirements. If the rated vield is less than one half (1/2) gallon per minute the well shall not be
considered adequate to supbort a single family dwelling unless a proposal by a licensed well drilling

contractor, licensed purmp contractor or registered professional engineer has been submitted for review

and aporoved by the Department proposing storage or other design features that must be implemented as

- { Formatted: Tab stops: 0.25", Left

a condition of well permit final approval.

B.  Where the well is a water supply to serve two, three or four dwellings, the minimum required vield
shall be 10, 15 or 20 _agpm, respectively. If the rated vield does not meet this standard a proposal by a
registered professional engineer shall be submitted for review and approval by the Departiment proposing
storage or other design features that must be implemented as a condition of well permit final approval,




C. _Where the well is a water supply to serve non-residential or mixed uses the applicant shall retain g
registered professional engineer to submit a proposal for review and approval by the Department
describing water demand and proposing storage or other desian features that must be implemented as a
condition of well permit final approval.

D. _This section shall not apply fo wells intended solely for non-domestic use.

14.06.060 Permit application fee.

Any person desiring to secure a permit or approval required under this chapter shall pay a fee set by
resolution of the board of supervisors. Such fee shall be payable to the health department upon the filing
of an application for such a permit or approval. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.070 Persons to whom permits shall be issued.

Permits shall be issued pursuant to this chapter only to a person holding a C-57 license issued in
accordance with the provisions of Business and Professions Code 7000 et seq. or to the owner of the
property or his authorized representative. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.080 Conditions.

Permits shall be issued in:compliance with standards provided in this chapter. Permits may also include
any other conditions or requirements found by the health-officerDepartment to be necessary to protect
public health; including; but not limited to, bacteriological-and/or chemical analysis. (Ord. 1232 §1(part),
1990).

14.06.090 Grounds for refusal of permit.
The health-officerDepartment may refuse to issue a permit for any of the following reasons:
A. The permit application.is not complete or in proper form;

B. The proposed work on the well would create a health hazard, aggravate a preexisting heaith hazard,
or violate any of the standards established by this chapter;

C. Failure to comply with reporting requirements set forth in Section 14.06.120. (Ord. 1232 §1(part),
1990).

14.06.100 Review and appeal.
Any person aggrieved by the refusal, revocation or suspension of a permit or the terms of a permit
required by this chapter may appeal in writing to the health-effiserDirector of Environmental Health




(Director). The appeal shall be filed with the health-efficerDirector within thirty calendar days after such
refusal, revocation or suspension. The health-efficerDirector shall within fwenty-one days review the
appeal and render his decision in writing to the applicant. The application-appellant may appeal in writing
the decision of the health-officerDirector to the board of supervisors. The appeal shall be filed with the
clerk of the board of supervisors within twenty-one days after the health-efficerDirector’s decision. The
board of supervisors shall;_schedule a hearing within thirty days after the filing of an appeal; determine
whether-or-notie-hold-a-hearng-onthe-appealor-in-the-allernativeto-deny-heardng-of- the-appeal-and-iHt
determines-to-hear-the-appeakThe board of supervisors shall cause written notice to be mailed to the
appellant specifying the date and time the appeal will be heard at least fifteen days before the hearing
date. The hearing may be continued from time to time by the board of supervisors. (Ord. 1232 §1(part),
1990).

14.06.110 Completion and inspection of work.

A. Permits shall be valid for a period of one year from the date of issuance- and shall expire unless
placement of the annular seal has been completed and approved by the Department. An expired permit
shall be of no further force or effect.

B. 4 If the owner submits to the health-officerDepariment an application for a permit extension while the
permit is still valid, the heaith-officerDepartment shall, at no charge, grant one extension of the permit for a
period of ninety days forthe sole purpose of allowing the owner to complete work on the well.

----%&WW%MH@@%@W&MWW@M%WWM
W@W@ﬁ%&@%@n@y&a&m sa%s%eﬂwm%m -additionalrenewals-eash-fora
poried-ofoneyearunless-the-health-officerDepariment-has-evidense-of circumstances-justifiing
denial-of-the-renewak

C. The well driller shall notify the health-offiserDepartment upon completion of the work by submitting a
copy of the well drilter’s report as provided in Water Code 13751 et seq. within thirty days, and no work
shall be deemed completed until:such notification has been received.

D Prior to final approval of any permit for a water well intended for domestic usesupply-er-irrigation-well,
the permittee shall submit to the Department for review and approval results of bacteriological and nitrate
analysis of water produced by the well from a laboratory accredited by the California Environmental
Laboratory Accreditation Program in the appropriate fields of testing. If analysis resuits for a water supply
well indicate the presence of any coliform bacteria or nitrate in excess of 45 ma/l the permitiee may be
directed to resampie the well, Upon request the Department shall sample the well with the permittee
bearing the cost for laboratory fees and additional staff time, if any. A permit for a domestic well producing
water which tesis positive for coliform bagcteria shall not receive final approval nor shall the well be
considered a potable source for new construction. A permit for a domestic well producing water which




exceeds the nitrate standard shall not receive final approval nor shall the well be considered a potable
source for new construction unless a treatment device from CDPH's list of devices certified for pitrate

reduction is installed and demonsirated and a constructive notice statement is recorded that will disclose
the condition in the event of title search.

EB. A final inspection of the work shall be made by the health-officerDepartment ne-laterthan-fiteen
days-after said completion report isnetice-is received unless such inspection is waived in writing by the
health-officerDepartment, and no permittee shall be deemed to have complied with this chapter until such
inspection has been performed or waived_and results of water analysis have been approved by the
Department. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.120 Emergency repairs.

In the event of an emergency, well repairs may be commenced without application for permit. "Emergency
repairs" means repairs or replacement immediately necessary to protect the health, safety or welfare of
any persons resulting from the failure or contamination of a:water supply. All emergency repairs shall
comply with the standards established by this chapter. Emergency repairs shall require retroactive
approval by the health-officerDepartment. Within forty-eight hours, excluding holidays and weekends, of
commencing emergency repairs, the person making such repairs shallfile an application for emergency
repairs. The application shall include the information required in Section 14.06.040 of this chapter, and
shall also include a statement of facts constituting the:emergency necessitating the repairs. An inspection
of the work shall be made by the health-officerDepartiment unless he-waives-such inspection _is waived.
(Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.130 Revocation or suspension.

A permit issued hereunder may be revoked or suspended by the health-officerDepartment if it is he
determinesdetermined that a violation of this-chapter exists. The health-officerDepartment’s decision may
be appealed as set forth in this chapter. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.140 Persons permitted to drill a well.
Wells shall be worked on only by a person holding a C-57 license issued in accordance with Business and
Professions Code 7000 et seq. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.150 Acts prohibited.

No person shall work on any well uniess a permit has first been obtained from the heaith
officerDepartment as provided in this chapter, unless that person is an appropriately licensed contractor,
and unless the work done conforms to the standards specified in this chapter and aii the conditions of the
permit. Any person who performs any work for which a permit is required by this chapter and who fails to




obtain such permit prior to commencing work permitted by this chapter shall be in violation of this chapter.
(Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.160 Notification and inspections.

The health-officerDepariment shall make inspections for the purpose of enforcing the provisions of this
chapter. No permittee shall be deemed to have complied with this chapter untit any such inspection has
been made or waived in writing, and installation approved. The well driller shall notify the health
officerDepartment twenty-four hours (excluding weekends and holidays) in advance of working on the
well, including drilling the well, ptacing the annular seal of any well, or destroying a well. (Ord. 1232
§1(part), 1990).

14.06.170 Standards for welis.

Standards for the location, construction, and work on wells shall be as set forth in Chapter I of the State
Department of Water Resource Bulletins 74-81 and 74-90-entitled "Water Well Standards: State of
California." (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.180 Well setbacks.

in addition to the horizontal distances set forth inthe "Water Well Standards," wells shall be located a
minimum of ten feet from property lines except that.a minimum distance of fifty feet shall be required on
parcels created after October 14, 1987 (the effective date of Ordinance No. 1148). (Ord. 1232 §1(part),
1990).

14.06.190-Qualifications for performing well tests.

For the purpose of this chapter, pump tests shall be conducted by persons possessing a C-57 or C-61-
D21 license or other persons qualified by training or experience, in the opinion of the health
officerDepartment, to perform suchtests. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.200 Water storage facilities.

Water storage tanks intended for domestic water supply systems shall be designed and constructed for
potable water use and approved according to the Uniform Plumbing Code. Such tanks shall be instalied
as per manufacturer's specifications. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.210 Sections not applicable to existing wells.

Wells constructed prior to the adoption of this chapter shall not be subject to the provisions of this chapter
unless work thereon includes deepening, reconstructing, rehabilitating or extensive remodeling. (Ord.
1232 §1(part), 1990).



14.06.220 Prohibition of well pits.
Well pits are prohibited unless prior approval relating to design and construction is granted by the health
officerDepartment. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.230 Disinfection of wells.

All new wells shall be provided with a pipe or other effective means by which disinfectants can be
introduced into the well. Newly constructed or repaired wells, distribution systems and pumps, shall be
chlorinated with sufficient chlorine solution of at least fifty ppm available chiorine and held for at least
twenty-four hours or an equivalent method of disinfection satisfactory to the health-officerDepartment.
(Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.240 Qualifications of pump installers.

For the purpose of this chapter, pumps and their appurtenances shall'be installed by the property owner_or
their authorized representative, by persons possessing a C-57 or'C-61-D21 license, or by-other persons
qualified by training or experience in the opinion of the health department to make such installation. (Ord.
1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.250 Out of service wells.

Any out of service well, for which the owner has declared an intent to use at a later date, shall be
maintained by the owner in a manner in which no defects shall impair the quality of the water or water-
bearing formations. All such wells shall.be capped with a tamperproof, watertight seal and shall be
marked so-as to-be-easily seen and shall otherwise meet the requirements of this chapter. (Ord. 1232
§1(part), 1990).

14.06.260 Abandoned wells.

Any well which has been abandoned, or which has fallen into a state of disrepair which may result in the
impairment of the quality of the groundwater, or which constitutes a safety hazard shail be destroyed.
Abandoned wells shall be destroyed as set forth in applicable portions of Chapter |l of the State
Department of Water Resource Bulletins 74-81 and 74-90 entitled "Water Well Standards: State of
Caiifornia." (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.270 Uses prohibited.
No well shall, at any time, be used for the disposal of any material which may adversely impact any aquifer
or result in a potential heaith hazard. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.280 Stop work order.



Whenever any well construction, destruction or repair work is being done contrary to the requirements of
this chapter, the health-officerDepartment shall order the work stopped by posting a notice to do so at the
well site and/or by notifying the contractor. Work shall not be resumed until authorization is received from
the health-officerDepartment. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.290 Regulations.

The health-officerDepartment is authorized to make-propose for adoption by the Board of Supervisors
stich regulations and standards as deemed necessary for the protection of the public health with respect
to the construction, repair and abandonment of wells, consistent with the provisions of this chapter. (Ord.
1232 §1(part), 1990).

14.06.300 Enforcement and penalty for violation--Injunction and abatement.

A. Any person violating any provision of this chapter is guilty of a misdemeanor and-upon conviction
thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding five hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county
jail for not more than six months, or by both:such fine and imprisonment.

B. Violation of any provision of this chapter constitutes a:public nuisance subject to abatement and
injunctive relief in accordance with-the law. (Ord. 1232 §1(part), 1990).



AN ORDINANCE REPEALING CHAPTER 14.06 OF THE AMADOR COUNTY
CODE AND ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 14.06 OF THE AMADOR COUNTY
CODE RELATING TO WELL DRILLING PERMITS AND STANDARDS

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Amador, State of California, ordains

as follows:

SECTION 1. Chapter 14.06 of the Amador County Code is hereby repealed in

its entirety.

SECTION 2. A new Chapter 14

Y add{é‘td'_fto the Amador County
Code which shall ,Feéai‘-Qa's.::r;fqllows:

epartment of Water Resources

t of‘lWater Resources Bulletin Number 74-81, as
, entitled "Water Well Standards: State of

by reference as a part of this chapter.
14.06.015 Work defined.

For the purposes of this Chapter “work” shall be defined as construction,
repair (excluding installation of or repairs to pumps, telemetry or other

electric parts), deepening, rehabilitation or destruction of any well.



14.06.020 Permit required.

Except as otherwise provided in this chapter, it is unlawful for any
person to work on any well unless that person is an appropriately
licensed contractor and a permit has been obtained to do so from the

Environmental Health Department (Depart

14.06.030 Posting of permit on premise

A copy of the permit required un
all times in a conspicuous place on

carried out.

14.06.040 Permit aj

~ A A plot plan showing the location of the proposed well with
respect to théﬁ;fgllowing items within a radius of two hundred feet
fromthe proposed well:
1 Property lines,
:;:"‘Sewer piping,
Location of existing on-site sewage system,

Location of proposed permitted on-site sewage system,

a & DN

All intermittent or perennial natural or artificial bodies
of water or watercourses,

6. The approximate drainage pattern of the property,



7. Other wells,

8. Existing structures,

9. Utility easements;
B. The location of the property (assessor's parcel number/
vicinity maps); F
C. The name and contractor Iicensf‘eﬁ}ffriumber of the person who

will work on the well;

D.  The proposed use of
E.  Where the proposed

2. Depth of ;cé‘s’inyg‘,
Depth of";fény casing perfor

Where they\‘we_;l}li‘is toserve a dwelling or other structure requiring on-site
sewage disposvéf;{fjéﬁ on-site sewage disposal permit shall be issued prior

to the issuance of a well permit.
14.06.055 Production requirements for water supply wells

A. Where the well is a water supply to serve a new single

family dwelling no storage shall be required if and when rated well



yield, based on a minimum 30 minute air lift test, is five (5)
gallons per minute or greater. If the rated yield is from one half
(1/2) to less than five (5) gallons per minute, @ minimum of 2,000
gallons storage shall be provided in addition to any storage

required by applicable fire regulation re irements. If the rated

yield is less than one half (1/2) gall r minute the well shall

not be considered adequate to s ingle family dwelling

unless a proposal by a licens‘“ d well drilling contractor, licensed

B.  Where the well
dwellmgs the minimum r

respectwely If the rated‘ yield does not meet this standard a

engineer to submit a proposal for review and approval by the
Department describing water demand and proposing storage or
other design features that must be implemented as a condition of
well permit final approval.

D. This section shall not apply to welis intended solely for non-

domestic use.



14.06.060 Permit application fee.

Any person desiring to secure a permit or approval required under this
chapter shall pay a fee set by resolution of the board of supervisors.
Such fee shall be payable to the health department upon the filing of an

application for such a permit or approval.

14.06.070 Persons to whom permits sha \ ’issued“_»i,;,

Permits shall be issued pursuant to hlS chapter only to a person holding

a C-57 license issued in accordance provisions of Business and

Professions Code 7000 ét“lééqv;:;;or‘ to the ‘owner of the property or his

authorized representative. |

Perhi‘i{s"s‘*h‘a;lil,.rpe | ce with standards provided in this

':chapter Pérhﬁiis _may lso includ “any other conditions or requirements
found by the Department necessary to protect public health,

mcludmg, but not Ilmited to bactenologlcal and/or chemical analysis.

14.06.090 Grounds\"'fov'gi;.,,‘;e sal of permit.

The Department may refuse to issue a permit for any of the following
reasons:

A. The permit application is not complete or in proper form;



B. The proposed work on the well would create a health
hazard, aggravate a preexisting health hazard, or violate any of the
standards established by this chapter;

C. Failure to comply with reporting requirements set forth in
Section 14.06.120.

14.06.100 Review and appeal.

Any person aggrieved by the re revocation or"yyézgj'spension of a

permit or the terms of a permit req ed by this chapter*may appeal in

writing to the Director oijnvironme (Director). The appeal

shall be filed with the Dlre_tor W|th|n th lendar days after such
days revie

applicant.

wnthm thlrty days after the filing of an appeal. The board of supervisors
shall cause written notlce to be mailed to the appellant specifying the

date and tlme the appeal will be heard at least fifteen days before the
hearing date. The Hearmg may be continued from time to time by the

board of supervisors.
14.06.110 Completion and inspection of work.

A. Permits shall be valid for a period of one year from the date

of issuance and shall expire unless placement of the annular seal



has been completed and approved by the Department. An expired
permit shall be of no further force or effect.

B. If the owner submits to the Department an application for a
permit extension while the permit is still valid, the Department
shall, at no charge, grant one extension of the permit for a period

of ninety days for the sole purpose wing the owner to

complete work on the well.
C.  The well driller shall notlfy the Dep
of the work by submitting "a "éopy of the wel

ent upon completion

'S report as
provided in Water Code 13751 et seq.. W|th|n thi ys, and no

work shall be de ompleted untll such notification has been
received.
D. Prior to final approval o per'h;ii'te,for a water well

shall submit to the

onmental Laboratory Accreditation

e appropnate'flelds of testing. If analysis results for

ss of 45 mg/l the permittee may be directed to

l. Upon request the Department shall sample the
well witP\ permittee bearing the cost for laboratory fees and
additional staff time, if any. A permit for a domestic well
producing water which tests positive for coliform bacteria shall not
receive final approval nor shall the well be considered a potable
source for new construction. A permit for a domestic well
producing water which exceeds the nitrate standard shall not

receive final approval nor shall the well be considered a potable



source for new construction unless a treatment device from
CDPH's list of devices certified for nitrate reduction is installed and
demonstrated and a constructive notice statement is recorded that
will disclose the condition in the event of title search.

E. A final inspection of the work shall be made by the

is received unless such

Department after said completion repot
inspection is waived in writing by ‘ ,é” gypartment, and no

permittee shall be deemed iave complied with this chapter until

such inspection has bee ormed or waived and results of

water analysis have been approved by the Depafffrient.
14.06.120 Emergency repairs. -

In the eve rgencys,:};{fWell,:{répéirs;;xmay be commenced without

mergeh‘éy‘:;??épairs" means repairs or replacement
immediately n otect fﬁf‘ei_health, safety or welfare of any
persons ':'V'ly"és.;;!;tjng ‘Z'Vc":"c)ntamination of a water supply. Al
”'étrﬁgrgency repafrssh 1 the standards established by this
chapter Emergency rep hall require retroactive approval by the
Departérhfefnt.“ Withiri;;%%i;&fférrty-eight hours, excluding holidays and weekends,
of commencmg emyei{cjéncy repairs, the person making such repairs shall
file an applicatlo'n; or‘emergency repairs. The application shall include
the information required in Section 14.06.040 of this chapter, and shall
also include a statement of facts constituting the emergency necessitating
the repairs. An inspection of the work shall be made by the Department

unless such inspection is waived.

14.06.130 Revocation or suspension.



A permit issued hereunder may be revoked or suspended by the
Department if it is determined that a violation of this chapter exists. The

Department’s decision may be appealed as set forth in this chapter.

14.06.140 Persons permitted to drill a well.

Wells shall be worked on only by ,a”f\iéieréon hdldfing a C-57 license

issued in accordance with Bus nd Professions Qode 7000 et seq.

14.06.150 Acts prohibited.

No person shall work on anywellunless a permit has first been

hapter, unless that

obtained fro : artmeh:f%f'i‘ﬁas provided in t

contractor, and unless the work done
cified in this chapter and all the conditions

rforms any work for which a permit is

14.06.160 Notificatio inspections.

The Department shall make inspections for the purpose of enforcing the
provisions of this chapter. No permittee shall be deemed to have
complied with this chapter until any such inspection has been made or
waived in writing, and installation approved. The well driller shall notify

the Department twenty-four hours (excluding weekends and holidays) in



advance of working on the well, including drilling the well, placing the

annular seal of any well, or destroying a well.

14.06.170 Standards for wells.

Standards for the location, construction, ant rk on wells shall be as
set forth in Chapter Il of the State De
Bulletins 74-81 and 74-90 entitledw',‘;,,vV,\‘ffat

California."

.of Water Resource

Well 1dards: State of

14.06.180 Well setbacks.

feet shall be required on

7 (the effective date of Ordinance

persons posse a C-57 or C-61-D21 license or other persons
qualified by trainm‘g or experience, in the opinion of the Department, to

perform such tests.



14.06.200 Water storage facilities.

Water storage tanks intended for domestic water supply systems shall be
designed and constructed for potable water use and approved according
to the Uniform Plumbing Code. Such tanks shall be installed as per

manufacturer’s specifications.

14.06.210 Sections not applicable to existi

Well pits are

construction is gr

provided with a pipe or other effective means by
which disinfectat n be introduced into the well. Newly constructed
or repaired wells, distribution systems and pumps, shall be chlorinated
with sufficient chlorine solution of at least fifty ppm available chlorine and
held for at least twenty-four hours or an equivalent method of disinfection

satisfactory to the Department.



14.06.240 Qualifications of pump installers.

For the purpose of this chapter, pumps and their appurtenances shall be
installed by the property owner or their authorized representative, by
persons possessing a C-57 or C-61-D21 license, or by other persons

ion of the health

qualified by training or experience in the ¢

department to make such installation. . |

14.06.250 Out of service wells.

Any out of service well, for which th r has declared an intent to

€ owner in a manner in

en ab“a“ndoned, or which has fallen into a state of
sult in the impairment of the quality of the
groundwater, « h constitutes a safety hazard shall be destroyed.
Abandoned wells shall be destroyed as set forth in applicable portions of
Chapter Il of the State Department of Water Resource Bulletins 74-81

and 74-90 entitled "Water Well Standards: State of California."



14.06.270 Uses prohibited.

No well shall, at any time, be used for the disposal of any material
which may adversely impact any aquifer or result in a potential health

hazard.

14.06.280 Stop work order.

Whenever any well construction; destructi ork is being done

autl . propose for adoption by the Board of
egﬁviéﬁtigqns an_a“"éténdards as deemed necessary for the
lic helth with respect to the construction, repair and
: consﬁi?‘s;ient with the provisions of this chapter.

14.06.300 Enforcem penalty for violation--Injunction and abatement.

A. Any person violating any provision of this chapter is guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by
a fine not exceeding five hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in
the county jail for not more than six months, or by both such fine

and imprisonment.



B. Violation of any provision of this chapter constitutes a public
nuisance subject to abatement and injunctive relief in accordance

with the law.

SECTION 3. This ordinance was introduced and the tltle thereof read at the
regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors -on and on
further readin aived by the unanlmous vote of

the Supervisors present.

n and after thirty (30)
expiration of fifteen (15)
lished once with the names of
r and against the same,

ral circulation publlshed in

This ordinance shall take effect and be in
days from the date of its passage, and bef
days from the date of its passage it shall be
the members of the Board of Supervis

said publication to be made in a newspaper of g
the County of Amador. . "

| f

On a motion by , seconded by Supervisor

the Board of Supe | County f Amador, State of California, this
AYES: o
NOES: . Supervisor
ABSENT:" Supervisors,
Chairperson of the Board of Supervisors
of Amador County California
ATTEST:

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors



