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LETTER 212: BAHMAN FOZOUNI 
 
Response to Comment 212-1 (GP):  The information provided by the commenter regarding 
the history of proposed land use changes in his neighborhood is noted for the record and will 
be considered by the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors during General Plan 
deliberations. Please refer also to Letter 39. 
 
Response to Comment 212-2 (GP):  As the commenter notes, the Roadway Constrained 
Six-Lane "Plus" and Environmentally Constrained Alternatives propose different land use 
patterns and Community Region boundaries for his neighborhood.  
 
The proposed General Plan land use designations are separate and distinct from any 
Covenants, Codes, and Restrictions placed on the commenter’s property. If the Low Density 
Residential designation was assigned to the commenter’s property, the County could not 
approve any future subdivision to parcels smaller than five acres unless a project proponent 
applied for and received approval on a General Plan amendment. The General Plan 
Community Region boundaries are separate and distinct from the boundaries of the El 
Dorado Hills Community Services district and/or any future incorporation of El Dorado Hills.  
Please refer to Response to Comment 27-2 and Master Response 11. 
 
By their nature, the alternative land use plans are different from one another in a number of 
ways. One of these differences is in the various Community Region boundaries. Under the 
Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative, boundaries were based on land use 
designations. Land use designations were largely assigned based on Policy LU-1b, which 
limits future subdivision to no more than four new parcels. This is a fundamental difference in 
the Roadway Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" Alternative. The Environmentally Constrained 
Alternative has fewer and smaller Community Regions countywide, not just in the 
commenter’s neighborhood. Placement of the Community Region boundary in this 
alternative was based on existing parcel sizes and a desire to control the extension of higher 
density development into areas that are currently more rural in character.  The Roadway 
Constrained Six-Lane "Plus" and Environmentally Constrained Alternatives are two of four 
choices. The Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will make the ultimate 
decisions regarding land use designations and Community Region boundaries. As they 
deliberate the General Plan, the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will 
consider the concerns and opinions of property owners such as the commenter.  
 
Response to Comment 212-3 (GP):  The commenter’s concerns and opinions regarding 
the future ability to subdivide his parcel into three acre parcels, his property rights, and the 
comments of the El Dorado Hills Area Plan Advisory Committee are noted for the record and 
will be considered by the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors during General 
Plan deliberations. As the commenter notes, the requested Community Region boundary 
and land use designation are incorporated into and evaluated accordingly under the 1996 
General Plan Alternative. 




