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1  

Policy Document Introduction I-5 Add a discussion of the San Joaquin 
Valley Smart Growth Principles to 
the Introduction (Part I, page 5). 

Agriculture 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. 
 

 General Plan uses Valley 
Blueprint principles where 
appropriate. 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ELEMENT 

2  

Policy ED‐1.8: Jobs/Housing Balance (RDR) 
Encourage all communities, and require 
new or expanded Community Plans, to 
include sufficient employment-based land 
uses to maintain a 1:1 jobs/housing 
balance. 

ED-3 Replace "encourage" with 
"require." 

Valley Land 
Alliance  
 
Farm Bureau 

Not Recommended. 
 

 “Require” is used for new 
or expanded Community 
Plans – “encourage” is 
appropriate for existing 
towns. 

3  

Policy ED‐2.3: Sustainable Business 
Development (JP) 
Encourage the development of 
environmentally-sustainable businesses 
that capitalize on industry sector strengths, 
particularly new emerging green 
technologies such as solar energy. 

ED-4 Delete the phrase “environmentally 
sustainable.”  
 
NOTE: MARG commented that the 
title of the policy is to encourage 
businesses that focus on 
environmentally-sustainable 
development – either don’t modify 
or add another policy for it. 

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. Companies that are 
involved in constructing 
and implementing new 
technology such as wind 
and solar should be 
encouraged to locate 
within the County. 

4  

Goal ED‐6, Policy ED‐6.1 through 6.4 ED-9, 
ED-10 

Revise Workforce Training and 
Education policies to add more 
emphasis to training and education. 

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group 

Recommended.   

5  

Policy ED‐7.1: Tourism Promotion (IGC) 
Continue to work with the Merced Visitor 
Services, Greater Merced Chamber and 
Visitors Bureau, UC Merced, the Farm 
Bureau, and interested public and private 
stakeholders to market Merced County as a 
premier tourist destination. 

ED-11 Add reference to the Castle Air 
Museum and Challenger Learning 
Center. 

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group 

Recommended.   

6  

Policy ED‐7.4: Agritourism Promotion (SO) 
Promote existing and new agritourism 
opportunities, such as the Hilmar Cheese 
Factory, Grasslands Education Center, 
Buchanan Hollow Nut store, The Fruit Barn, 
and Double T Ranch. 

ED-11 Add a fourth implementation 
program to implement Policy ED-
7.4 Agritourism Promotion.  The 
program should be modeled after 
the programs developed for 
Mariposa and Calaveras counties.    

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group 
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommended with 
modification. 

 Add implementation 
through Zoning Code, but 
don’t list specific Counties 
and don’t list specific 
business names which may 
change over the life of this 
General Plan. 
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7  

  Add a new policy to facilitate 
partnerships to promote and 
facilitate agriculture-related 
economic development.  The 
partnerships could include the 
County, cities, Farm Bureau, 
chambers of commerce, Merced 
Ahead, and NGOs. 

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group    
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommended.   

8  

  Add a new policy that supports the 
development of a convention 
center at Castle Commerce Center. 

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. 
 

 Too project-specific for 
GP. 

9  

  Add a new policy that requires or 
encourages green technology 
businesses to hire locally. 

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group 

Recommended.   

10  

  Add a new policy that requires new 
businesses be located in areas 
supported by available, adequate 
infrastructure. 

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. 
 

 Already required in Public 
Facilities Element. 

11  

  Add a new policy or policies to 
regulate solar facilities in 
agricultural areas.  The policy 
should address the following 
points: 
• Limit the size of solar facilities 
that are located on productive 
agricultural land to a portion of a 
parcel or parcels. 
• Prohibit solar facilities on 
productive farm land or develop 
standards for the location of solar 
facilities located on productive 
agricultural land through size 
limitation. 
• Obtain financial assurances that 
obsolete or antiquated facilities will 
be removed. 
• Encourage solar companies that 

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group   
 
Valley Land 
Alliance           
 
Farm Bureau 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. 
 

 This is not the correct 
Element for limiting solar 
projects, refer to Item #43 
in the Agricultual Element. 
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require public infrastructure to 
locate in cities or at Castle 
Commerce Center. 
 
NOTE: MARG questioned focusing 
concern on solar impacts to ag. and 
not other energy  producers. 

12  

       

13  

Throughout Economic Development 
Element 

 Replace the term “solar farms” with 
“solar facilities” throughout the 
Policy Document. 

Economic 
Development 
Focus Group 

Recommended.   

LAND USE ELEMENT 

14  

Land Use Diagram LU-2, 
LU-3 

Add two new land use categories: 
 
“Recreation” (includes parks, 
wetlands, and natural preserves 
such as the Grasslands.  
 
“Underdeveloped” (vacant, pasture 
land not economically viable for 
intensive agriculture). 
 
Explanation for recommendation: 
The current “Agriculture” and 
“Pastureland/Grazing” land use 
categories are misleading because 
they are applied to some land that 
is not viable for agriculture.  This 
implies that there is more land 
available for agriculture than 
actually exists. 

Agricultural 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. 
 

 Recreation includes public 
parks, preserves and public 
open space in Background 
Report.  Private recreation 
is allowed in Ag areas by 
Admin. Permit or CUP.  
“Underdeveloped” is a 
fluid land use that would 
be infeasible to monitor 
and modify in the General 
Plan Land Use Diagram. 
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15  

  Add a policy to direct growth 
toward infill in the urban 
communities.  Require some level 
of infill, maybe a percent of 
available land, before allowing 
build out. 

Sierra Club Not recommended. This issue is addressed in 
Community Plan Updates 
which limit community 
expansion before 
significant growth within 
the plan area occurs. 

16  

Policy LU‐1.5: Highway Interchange 
Centers (RDR) 
Continue to allow Highway Interchange 
Centers that meet the specific needs of the 
traveling public along Interstate 5 and 
major State Highways. 

LU-8 Limits on the size of these are 
needed to prevent sprawl. 

MARG Not recommended. Policies and 
implementation under 
Goal LU-6 provide 
adequate direction for the 
design and review of these 
centers. 

17  

Policy LU‐1.10: Infrastructure Equity 
(RDR/MPSP) 
Ensure that new development does not 
erode current levels of County service and 
that demands on public facilities and 
services from new development do not 
result in an unreasonable and inequitable 
burden on existing residents and property 
owners. 

LU-9 Revise policy so that there is no 
burden on existing residents and 
property owners for maintaining 
the level of public facilities and 
services. 
 
NOTE: MARG requests “Ensure” be 
replaced with “Require.” 

Sierra Club 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. 
 

“Unreasonable and 
inequitable” are adequate 
qualifiers rather than word 
“no” burden.  Word 
“Ensure” carries same 
policy weight as “Require” 
since the analysis would be 
part of the planning 
process. 

18  

Agricultural and Foothill Pasture (Intro)                          
The vast majority of land in Merced County 
lies outside of existing cities, Rural Centers, 
Urban Communities, and Highway 
Interchange Centers. The Agricultural and 
Foothill Pasture land use designations are 
applied to the majority of the land within 
the County to acknowledge the importance 
of agriculture and seek ways to protect 
productive agricultural land, promote 
agricultural processing and support 
operations, recognize and preserve 
valuable open space resources, and allow 
for the development of energy production 
facilities in rural parts of the County. 

LU-9 Revise the last sentence to read: 
 
“… and allow for the development 
of small scale energy production 
facilities in rural parts of the County 
that do not hinder productive 
agricultural land.” 

Farm Bureau Not Recommended. 
 

Places too much emphasis 
on energy production: 
small scale may not always 
be appropriate, and ag. 
land quality is better 
addressed in policy rather 
than this Intro statement. 
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19  

Goal LU‐2                                                          
Preserve, promote, and expand the 
agricultural industry in Merced County. 

LU-10 Switch the numbering and order of 
the Goals so that Goal LU-2 
switches with Goal LU-1.  

Sierra Club Not Recommended. 
 

Agriculture is the priority 
in the Agricultural 
Element; not appropriate 
for the Land Use Element. 

20  

Policy LU‐2.X: Industrial Uses (RDR/JP) 
Allow, where appropriate, employment-
generating industrial uses in Agricultural 
areas that are not suitable in urban areas 
due to their size, buffer requirements, or 
specific use. 

LU-11 Change "where appropriate” to a 
less wide open term.   

Sierra Club Recommended. Delete highlighted text, 
and add at end: “where 
the use will not conflict 
with agricultural and 
environmental resources.” 

21  

Alternative Policy Language Suggestion: 
Policy LU‐3.X: New Rural Residential 
Centers (RDR) 
Consider designating new Rural Residential 
Centers for locations currently zoned 
agriculture where there are clusters of 
existing small residential parcels. 

LU-12 Include allowed water availability 
as an overriding consideration 
before expanding small residential 
parcels.   

Sierra Club 
 
 

Recommended.   

22  

Policy LU‐4.4: Efficient Development (RDR) 
Require efficient, environmentally sound 
development within Rural Centers. 

LU-14 Define "environmentally sound 
development." 
 
NOTE: MARG commented that 
McSwain should not qualify as a 
Rural Center and is inefficient. 
 

Sierra Club 
 
MARG 

Recommended. Regarding McSwain, this 
area is a “Rural Residential 
Center” governed by Goal 
LU-3, and related policies. 

23  

Urban Communities:                                                 
In addition, a “Study Area” for a potential 
Urban Community called “Yosemite Lake 
Estates” has also been designated in Figure 
LU-1, and completion of a Community Plan 
is required before it will become a 
designated Urban Community. 

LU-15 Delete paragraph referring to the 
Yosemite Lakes Estates Study Area. 

Agricultural 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. 
 

This project requires 
completion of Community 
Plan and subsequent CEQA 
or it won’t become Urban 
Community. 

24  

Goal LU‐5.A                                                       
Preserve and enhance the character of 
Merced County by focusing future 
unincorporated development towards 
Urban Communities. 

LU-15 Replace "urban" with 
"incorporated." 

Valley Land 
Alliance               
 
Farm Bureau 

Not Recommended. 
 

Goal is focused on location 
for “unincorporated” 
development. 
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25  

 
Policy LU‐1.4: New Urban Communities 
(RDR)  
Allow a limited number of new urban 
communities in areas off productive 
agricultural land in order to accommodate 
projected growth while minimizing the 
conversion of productive agricultural lands. 
Policy LU‐5.A.1: Urban Community 
Establishment (RDR) 
Allow consideration of new Urban 
Communities that include a balance of land 
uses for jobs, tax revenues, and housing. 

LU-8, 
LU-15 

Define “limited” and delete 
policies. 

Agricultural 
Focus Group     
 
Sierra Club 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. 
 

This comment is contrary 
to Growth Alternative 
Selected by Board and 
Commission.  Also see 
Item #26. 

26  

Policy LU‐5.A.5: Smart Growth (RDR) 
Promote the principles of smart growth in 
Community Plans for each Urban 
Community, including: 
a) creating walkable neighborhoods; 
b) providing a mix of residential densities; 
c) creating a strong sense of place; 
d) mixing land uses; 
e) directing growth toward existing 
communities; 
f) building compactly; 
g) discouraging sprawl; 
h) encouraging infill; 
i) preserving open space; and 
j) creating a range of housing opportunities 
and choices. 

LU-16 List the top three principles of 
smart growth as:         
1) Direct growth toward existing 
communities,           
 2) Discourage sprawl                                                                  
3) Encourage infill 

Valley Land 
Alliance               
 
Farm Bureau 

Not Recommended. 
 

All principles have equal 
weight under General Plan 
policy. 

27  

Goal LU‐5.F, Policy LU‐5.F.1 through LU‐
5.F.3 

LU-20 -
LU-23 

Delete all discussion related to New 
Towns in the Land Use Element. 
 
NOTE: MARG stated there is no 
justification for these types of 
developments, but if Goal LU-5.F is 
included, they recommend adoption 
of the alternate policy language in 
Policy LU-5.F.1 (on page LU-23 of 

Agricultural 
Focus Group   
 
Sierra Club 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. 
 

Comment is contrary to 
Growth Alternative 
selected. 
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28  

Policy LU‐5.F.X: Water Impacts, and LU‐
5.F.4 Jobs/Housing Balance 
Prohibit new Urban Communities if they 
will negatively impact the water supply of 
existing users, and requires 1:1 
jobs/housing balance. 

LU-23 Support these policy options. MARG 
 
Farm Bureau 
 
 

Recommended.  Note is only opinion. 

29  

Alternative Policy Language Suggestions: 
Policy LU‐6.10: New Commercial 
Designation (RDR) 
Amend the Zoning Code to allow a limited 
form of Highway Interchange Center on a 
State Highway on parcels of 10 acres or 
less, are limited to agricultural support and 
visitor commercial uses, and similar 
features. 

LU-25  MARG Neutral. 
 

Policy issue for 
consideration, somewhat 
similar to Item #46. 
 
 

AGRICULTURAL ELEMENT 

30  

Agricultural Economy                                     
Agriculture plays a key role in shaping the 
economy and unique character of Merced 
County. A top priority for the County is to 
protect the existing agricultural economy, 
and to also find ways to expand the 
agricultural economy in the future. The 
policies in this section address the 
protection, expansion, and diversification 
of the local agricultural economy and its 
support industries. 

AG-1 Revise section to begin with 
"Agriculture is the leading industry 
that shapes the economy…" 

Valley Land 
Alliance 

 Neutral.   

31  

Policy AG‐1.5: On‐Site Product Sales 
(SO/JP) 
Identify locations where on-site farm 
product sales have good economic 
potential, such as on major roadways and 
support creation of agricultural tours and 
trails which promote agricultural tourism. 

AG-2 Include farm-stays, farm tours and 
trails in order to promote tourism. 

Valley Land 
Alliance 

Recommended.   
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32  

Policy AG‐1.6: Farmers Markets (JP) 
Support private and public farmers markets 
and produce stands that sell locally-grown 
farm products by working with local 
Chambers of Commerce and agricultural 
groups. 

AG-2 Divide into the following two 
policies: 
 
“Policy AG-1.6.1: Certified Farmers 
Markets.  The County shall support 
Certified Farmers Markets by 
working with local communities, 
local farm groups, and the CDFA 
Certified Farmers Market Program.”         
 
“Policy AG-1.6.2: Produce Stands: 
The County shall encourage farmer 
owned and operated produce 
markets and stands of local farm 
produce within the agricultural 
areas of the County.” 

Agricultural 
Focus Group          
 
Valley Land 
Alliance 

Recommended.   

33  

Policy AG‐1.8: Legislative Advocacy (IGC) 
Actively monitor, review, comment, and 
advocate on pending major State and 
Federal legislation and executive orders 
which could have an impact on agriculture 
in Merced County. Coordinate position 
statements with the Farm Bureau and 
other agricultural 
interest groups in the County. 

AG-2 Include an Agricultural Advisory 
Committee (see recommendation 
regarding Implementation Program 
AG-F) to advise the Board on 
legislative advocacy.  The Modified 
policy would read: 
 
“Policy AG-1.8: Legislative 
Advocacy. Direct the Agricultural 
Advisory Committee to actively 
monitor pending major Federal and 
State legislation and Executive 
Orders which have an impact on 
agriculture in Merced County and 
advise the Board of Supervisors 
regarding appropriate comments 
and actions.  Coordinate position 
statements with the Farm Bureau 
and other agricultural interest 
groups in the County.” 

Agricultural 
Focus Group 

 Neutral.   



Focus Group Suggested Changes To Draft 2030 General Plan Goals, Policies, and Programs 
 

 
Merced County General Plan Update   
Compiled by County Staff and Mintier Harnish 9 April 22, 2011  

# Goal, Policy, or Implementation Program Page Suggested Change Source Staff Recommendation Comments 

34  

Policy AG‐2.2: Agricultural Land Mitigation 
(RDR) 
Protect agricultural areas from conversion 
to non- agricultural uses by establishing 
and implementing an agricultural 
mitigation program in cooperation with the 
six cities in Merced County, with consistent 
standards for county and city governments, 
that matches acres converted with 
farmland acres preserved at a 1:1 ratio. 

AG-3 Revise the mitigation ratio to 4:1.  
In the alternative, adopt a sliding 
scale based on the LESA model 
ranging from 4:1 to 1:1.   
                                                    NOTE: 
Agricultural focus group 
recommended a higher ratio 
whether or not cities had similar 
programs in place. 

Agricultural 
Focus Group  
 
Farm Bureau           
 
Valley Land 
Alliance 

Not Recommended. 
 

No other jurisdiction in 
County has adopted any 
mitigation.  Stanislaus 
County’s 1:1 ratio has 
been upheld in recent 
court decision.  Merced 
County has historically 
applied 1:1 mitigation in 
Community Plan Updates 
since 2001. 

35  

Policy AG‐2.7: Merced County Agricultural 
Preserve Consolidation (RDR) 
Remove land not under Williamson Act 
contracts from the Merced County 
Agriculture Preserve by redrawing the 
current boundary of the Agricultural 
Preserve to create one or a series of 
smaller preserves aligned with contracted 
land. 

AG-4 Delete Policy. Agricultural 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. 
 

Need to amend preserve 
to match Zoning Code 
provisions for allowed uses 
and parcel size exceptions. 

36  

Policy AG‐2.8: Conservation Easements 
(RDR/MPSP) 
Support the efforts of public, private, and 
non-profit organizations to preserve 
agricultural areas in the County through 
dedicated conservation easements, and 
range land held as environmental 
mitigation for the development of UC 
Merced. 

AG-4 Delete the last phrase “…for the 
development of UC Merced.”  

Agricultural 
Focus Group 

Recommended.   

37  

Policy AG‐2.9: Infrastructure Extension 
(RDR/MPSP) 
Oppose the extension of urban services, 
such as sewer lines, water lines, or other 
urban infrastructure, into areas designated 
for agricultural use, unless necessary to 
protect public health, safety, and welfare. 

AG-4 Add the phrase “related to existing 
development” at the end of the 
policy so the policy reads: 
 
“Policy AG-2.9: Infrastructure 
Extension. Oppose the extension of 
urban services, such as sewer lines, 
water lines, or other urban 
infrastructure, into areas 
designated for agricultural use, 

Agricultural 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. New land uses may also 
benefit from urban water 
or sewer services such as 
farm labor camps and ag 
processing facilities. 
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unless necessary to protect public 
health, safety, and welfare related 
to existing residential 
development.” 

38  

Policy AG‐2.12: Antiquated Subdivisions 
(RDR) 
Encourage the voluntary merger of 
antiquated subdivision lots that conflict 
with adjacent agricultural uses, and 
continue to require environmental review 
of permits that could result in adverse 
environmental impacts in agricultural and 
rural areas, including traffic generation, 
groundwater contamination, stormwater 
drainage disposal, and air quality 
deterioration. 

AG-4 Revise policy so that antiquated 
subdivisions must be merged into 
units no smaller than 40 acres.                  
Encourage "voluntary mergers" for 
antiquated subdivisions. We 
suggest that county staff and the 
consultants take a serious look at 
and possibly use the language 
included in Solano as a means to 
help legally merge these 
subdivisions under current state 
codes (sect: Uniform Rule 10.3 –
Certificates of Compliance). 

Valley Land 
Alliance               
 
Farm Bureau 

Not Recommended. County previously had to 
rescind merger ordinance 
targeting Antiquated 
Subdivisions – County also 
has environmental review 
ordinance addressing this 
problem. 

39  

Policy AG‐2.X: Transfer of Water Rights 
(RDR) 
Discourage the retirement of active 
farmland for the purpose of transferring 
water rights to new urban development. 

AG-5 Move policy to the list of 
recommended policies and 
renumber as Policy AG-2.15.  
Replace "discourage" with 
"eliminate." 

Agricultural 
Focus Group          
 
Valley Land 
Alliance 

 County has no authority to 
“eliminate” this water 
right. 

40  

Goal AG‐2, New Policy AG‐2.16 AG-5 Add a new policy to address the 
High Speed Rail line location, such 
as: 
 
“Policy AG-2.16: High Speed Rail 
Line Location. The High Speed Rail 
line shall be located along existing 
major transportation corridors, 
such as state Routes 99 and 152, to 
minimize the conversion of 

Agricultural 
Focus Group             
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommended with 
modification. 

Agree with intent, but high 
speed rail is not a County 
project.   The statement 
“shall” should be replaced 
with: “The County supports 
the location of the HSR 
routes along existing major 
transportation corridors...” 
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productive agricultural land to non-
agricultural uses.” 

41  

Policy AG‐3.4: Residential Buffers from 
Agriculture (RDR) 
Require a minimum 200-foot buffer 
between new residential development and 
existing agricultural operations, and 
establish design/maintenance guidelines 
for developers and property owners. 

AG-6 Revise policy to clarify that the 
provision and maintenance of 
buffers is the responsibility of new 
development, not agriculture, such 
as: 
 
“Policy AG-3.4: Agriculture Buffer 
Standards. Establish agriculture 
buffer size, location, and 
maintenance standards, based on 
the type of agricultural operation, 
that are required of new residential 
development proposals adjacent to 
productive agricultural land and 
agricultural-related facilities, 
including agricultural buffers for 
single rural residences in 
agricultural areas.” 

Agricultural 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. This policy is applied in 
Community Plans at the 
edge of urban 
development – it is not the 
responsibility of 
agricultural land owners to 
provide the buffer. 

42  

Policy AG‐3.9: New Confined Animal 
Facility Location Requirements (RDR) 
Require new or expanded confined animal 
facilities to be located, at a minimum: 
a) One-half mile from any Rural Center or 
Urban Community boundary; 
residentially-designated or zoned property; 
sensitive uses such as schools, 
hospitals, jails, Federal wildlife areas, State 
wildlife areas, and public parks; or 
concentrations of five or more off-site 
residences. This does not include areas 

AG-7 Delete the phrase “or expanded.” Agricultural 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. This policy is part of the 
adopted Animal 
Confinement Ordinance 
and is required as a 
mitigation measure. 
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for municipal uses such as wastewater 
treatment facilities, airports, or solid 
waste recycling or disposal facilities located 
outside urban areas; and 
b) One thousand feet from any off-site 
residence, unless there is written 
permission from the off-site property 
owner. 

43  

  Add a new policy that addresses 
solar and wind energy production 
facilities on agricultural land 
(similar to the recommendation of 
the Economic Development and 
Open Space/Habitat Focus Groups).  
The policy should address the 
following issues: 
 
• Agricultural land and 
environmental mitigation 
• Aquifer impacts 
• Water transfer 
• Erosion control 
• Decommissioning financial 
assurances 
• Williamson contracts 

Agricultural 
Focus Group    
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommended. The Ag. Element is the 
appropriate location to 
add such policy. 

44  

  Add a new policy to include the 
previously eliminated section under 
GP Objective AG.1.C, but amend it 
so it reads:     
 
“The County shall consider 
programs which reduce the tax 
burden on farmland and aid in the 
conservation of agricultural lands.” 

Farm Bureau Not Recommended. This Objective focused on 
the Williamson Act which 
has since been adopted, 
which provides sufficient 
tax benefits.  

45  

Program AG‐F: Agricultural Land 
Conservation Advisory Committee (SO, PI) 
Re-establish the Technical Advisory 
Committee for Agricultural Land 
Conservation. Once re-established, the TAC 

AG-12 Revise implementation program to 
establish a broad-based agricultural 
advisory committee to provide 
advice and input to the Board of 
Supervisors on all agricultural 

Agricultural 
Focus Group      
 
Valley Land 
Alliance 

 Neutral.  
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ALC shall undertake a study to define 
options and incentives for increasing 
minimum parcel sizes in agricultural zones. 

issues, not just land conservation.  
Change the name of the 
implementation measure to 
“Agricultural Advisory Committee.” 
Have the main task of the 
committee be forming policies. 

46  

Program AG‐G: Legislative Advocacy (JP, 
PI) 
Actively monitor, review, comment, and 
advocate on pending major State and 
Federal legislation and executive orders 
which could have an impact on agriculture 
in Merced County. The County will also 
coordinate position statements with the 
Farm Bureau and other agricultural interest 
groups in the County. 

AG-13 Revise implementation program to 
include policies and zoning 
standards to cover the construction 
of large solar facilities.  There must 
be mitigation if farmland is 
involved, assurance that farmland 
will be reclaimed and restored to 
agricultural uses if and when the 
facility is no longer in use, never 
placed on prime farmland, the 
percentage of land used for 
conversion from agriculture to solar 
farms must be limited, and the 
creation of these facilities should 
be used for property owners' direct 
uses.  

Valley Land 
Alliance 

Not Recommended. Addressed under #43 
above. 
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47  

Program AG‐J: Agricultural Tourist Center 
Identification and Standards (RDR, SP) 
Establish and adopt criteria for the creation 
of new agricultural tourism centers and 
visitor tourist centers located along 
Interstate 5, State Route 99, State Route 
152, and other State highways within the 
County. 
Criteria should address: 
a. Require legitimate agriculture 
commercial activities only, and encourage 
local grown or produced commodities; 
b. Ensure new centers are compatible with 
adjacent land uses, using buffers where 
necessary to avoid conflicts; 
c. Require adequate and safe vehicle access 
to site; 
d. Require adequate water and wastewater 
facilities and other sanitation; 
e. Limit any ancillary uses, such as gas 
stations, mini markets, motels, restaurants, 
etc; 
f. Establish appropriate functions, such as 
fundraises, barn dances, weddings parties; 
and 
g. Establish location criteria such as 
minimum parcel size, existing uses, 
proximity to cities, and capability with 
surrounding agricultural, residential, and 
animal confinement uses. 

AG-14 Expand the implementation 
program to emphasize broad-based 
promotion of agritourism.   

Agricultural 
Focus Group 

Recommended.  

48  
Program AG‐F through J AG-11 - 

AG-14 
Add UC Cooperative Extension as a 
supporting department to all 
implementation programs. 

Agricultural 
Focus Group 

Recommended.  

49  
Agriculture Element  Properly define "productive" ag 

land in all sections. 
Farm Bureau Recommended.  It is defined in the GP 

Glossary. 

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION ELEMENT 
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50  

TABLE CIR‐1 
Functional Classifications – Desired 
Roadway Characteristics 

CIR-4 Clarify or remove the 
“Mobility/Operating Speed” 
column. If revised, Focus Group 
recommends replacing this column 
with typical speeds and/or 
functions. 

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.    Public Works sees need to 
describe speed in words 
rather than list in mph. 

51  

Policy CIR‐1.1: Functional Roadway 
Classification System (RDR) 
Require a Countywide roadway system, 
consisting of interstate/principal arterial, 
minor arterial, major collector, minor 
collector, collector, and local roadways, 
and specific to urban and rural areas, that 
adequately serves existing and planned 
land uses. 

CIR-6 Either remove or better define the 
term “adequately.” 

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Recommended.  Delete word 
“adequately.” 

52  

Policy CIR‐1.14: Required Structural 
Improvements (RDR/MPSP) 
Require developers of mining, large 
commercial, agricultural commercial, and 
industrial projects to either make 
appropriate roadway improvements and/or 
provide a funding mechanism for 
maintenance of the structural sections of 
County roadways when such projects could 
result in appreciable increases to 
commercial truck traffic and/or 
compromise the integrity of existing road 
sections. 

CIR-8 Revise policy to read "making 
appropriate roadway 
improvements AND providing a 
future funding mechanism for 
maintenance".  

Sierra Club Not Recommended. 
 

There needs to be nexus 
for improvement 
requirement and 
sometimes only funding is 
needed rather than 
improvements. 



Focus Group Suggested Changes To Draft 2030 General Plan Goals, Policies, and Programs 
 

 
Merced County General Plan Update   
Compiled by County Staff and Mintier Harnish 16 April 22, 2011  

# Goal, Policy, or Implementation Program Page Suggested Change Source Staff Recommendation Comments 

53  

Policy CIR‐1.X: Bypasses (RDR/PSR) 
Identify communities, locations, and 
circumstances where through traffic 
bypasses and diversions are appropriate 
and avoid potential growth- and 
sprawl-inducing impacts by restricting or 
prohibiting development along such 
bypasses unless adequate mitigation 
through fees or improvements is required 
as part of the permit approval. 

CIR-9 Move Policy CIR-1.X Bypasses to the 
list of recommended policies and 
renumber as Policy CIR-1.23, and 
revise to read: 
 
“Policy CIR-1.X Bypasses: Identify 
communities, locations, and 
circumstances where through traffic 
bypasses and diversions are 
appropriate and avoid potential 
growth- and sprawl-inducing 
impacts by restricting or prohibiting 
development along such bypasses.”                                                                                  

Circulation 
Focus Group                     
 
Sierra Club 

Not Recommended. 
 

Policy is oriented to 
protecting the function of 
a bypass to serve regional 
and through traffic, it is 
not a growth policy, and 
the suggested language 
changes its meaning. 

54  

Policy CIR‐1.X: Truck‐Related Development 
(RDR) 
Discourage development that causes 
significant increases in truck traffic on 
facilities that are not capable of 
accommodating truck traffic due to 
pavement section deficiency  or other 
capacity limitations, unless adequate 
mitigation through fees or improvements in 
required as part of the permit approval. 

CIR-10 Move Policy CIR-1.X Truck-Related 
Development to the Air Quality 
Element list of recommended 
policies. 
 
NOTE: MARG recommended all text 
be deleted after words “truck 
traffic” so the policy is about air 
quality not road impacts. 

Circulation 
Focus Group 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. 
 

Purpose of policy is to 
ensure rural roads can 
accommodate truck traffic 
from a project – this is 
separate issue from air 
quality. Air quality must be 
studied for new truck 
projects as part of the 
CEQA process. 

55  

Policy CIR‐2.3: Comprehensive Parking 
Program (RDR) 
Develop and adopt a comprehensive 
parking program that encourages shared 
parking, walking, biking, and public 
transportation use during the drafting of 
Community Plans in Urban Communities. 

CIR-10 Replace the word “encourages” 
with “prioritizes” on the first line.  

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Recommended.  

56  

Goal CIR‐2 CIR-1 - 
CIR-10 

For all policies, consider allowing 
congestion instead of maximizing 
the LOS to encourage the use of 
transportation alternatives. 

Sierra Club Not Recommended. 
 

 If LOS standard not used, 
County has no basis for 
collecting improvement 
fees.  This issue is better 
addressed by complete 
streets and transit policies. 
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57  

Goal CIR‐4 or Policy CIR‐4.1 CIR-13 Revise policy to encourage or give 
priority to Class I bicycle paths as 
opposed to Class II or III lanes for 
safety, health, and welfare reasons.  
It was agreed that MCAG’s Regional 
Bikeway Plan needed to include all 
identified bicycle routes in order to 
obtain grant funds, and either the 
County should play a more active 
role in this regional planning, or 
adopt a specific County Regional 
Bikeway Plan on behalf of the 
County. The Focus Group was told 
that unincorporated community 
bicycle plans are identified in the 
Community Plan update process. 
Recommended new text: 
 
Prioritize Class I bicycle paths and 
separate trails between 
communities as part of the MCAG 
Regional Bikeway Plan.  Use 
railroads and canals as right-of-way 
instead of streets where possible to 
promote safety.  

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Recommended.  

58  

Policy CIR‐4.10: Bicyclist Amenities (RDR) 
Encourage non-residential developments to 
provide amenities for bicyclists, including 
bicycle racks, showers, and changing 
facilities. 

CIR-14 Replace “encourage” with “require 
new.” 

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Recommended with 
modification. 

Insert word “Require” but 
add “when appropriate” at 
end of policy and add 
implementation measure 
to modify Zoning Code. 

59  

  Add a policy that requires Class I 
Bike Lanes to be 
established/funded between 
incorporated and unincorporated 
communities in the county.  

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Recommended with 
modification. 

 “The County will promote 
Class I bicycle lanes 
between communities and 
seek adequate funding 
through grants and other 
programs.” 
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60  

  Add a policy tying the facilities and 
amenities to the amount of use the 
pedestrian/bike way receives. 

Sierra Club Not Recommended. 
 

 This is common practice 
with fees and 
improvement conditions. 

61  

  Add a policy stating that the county 
will try to coordinate with the cities 
to fashion a unified countywide 
master bike plan. 

Sierra Club Not Recommended. 
 

This is coordinated 
through MCAG’s Regional 
Bikeway Plan. 

62  

Policy CIR‐6.5: Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plan (RDR) 
Review building permits and discretionary 
applications in areas subject to potential 
safety or noise impacts from public airports 
to assure compatibility with the Merced 
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 
or other adopted ALUC plans. 

CIR-16 Move policy to the Health and 
Safely Element.  

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended. 
 

This topic complies with 
State General Plan 
Guidelines for Circulation 
Elements to protect 
airports. 

63  

Program CIR‐G: Parking Standards (MPSP) 
Prepare and adopt comprehensive parking 
programs for each Community Plan area 
that encourages shared parking, walking, 
biking, and public transportation use in 
Urban Communities during the community 
plan preparation /update process. 

CIR-18 Revise title to read “Parking and 
Bicycle Standards.”                                         
Add new program (CIR-G) to 
develop new standards in the 
Zoning Code for bicycle parking and 
related rider facilities. 

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Recommended. 

 
PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES ELEMENT 

     PUBLIC FACILITIES AND 
SERVICES ELEMENT 

64  

Policy PFS‐2.4: Intensive Agricultural 
Processing Activities (RDR) 
Discourage the development of intensive 
agricultural processing activities that have 
heavy wastewater discharge characteristics 
in areas identified as having high 
groundwater or drainage problems unless 
effective mitigation measures are available. 

PFS-5 Remove the word “agricultural” in 
the title and policy text so as to 
apply to all processing activities 
(whether or not they are related to 
agriculture).  

Public 
Infrastructure 
Focus Group    
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommended. 
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65  

Policy PFS‐4.1: Landfill Buffers 
(RDR/MPSP) 
Require open space buffers and larger 
minimum parcel sizes around existing and 
abandoned (i.e., unreclaimed) solid waste 
landfill sites. 

PFS-7 Revise policy to read: 
 
Locate appropriate land uses and 
encourage larger parcel sizes 
around existing and abandoned 
(i.e., un-reclaimed) solid waste 
landfill sites. 

Public 
Infrastructure 
Focus Group 

Recommended. 

  

66  

Policy PFS‐8.9: University and College 
Expansions (SO) 
Work cooperatively with the University of 
California and Merced Community College 
to support the expansion of curriculum, 
enrollment, and facilities at the University 
of California, Merced. 

PFS-13 Revise policy to clarify that the 
expansion of a UC should not 
include housing development, but 
should only include UC Merced 
educational facilities. 

Valley Land 
Alliance          
 
Farm Bureau 

Not Recommended. 
 

Student and faculty 
housing is an appropriate 
component of university 
growth. 
 
 
 

67  

Goal PSF‐8 PFS-12, 
PFS-13 

Add new Policy PFS-8.10 School 
District Consultation (page PFS-13) 
that reads: 
 
Encourage early consultation 
between school districts and the 
County when proposing new, or 
modifying existing, school site 
locations.” 

Public 
Infrastructure 
Focus Group 

Recommended. 

 

68  

Policy PFS‐9.3: First 5 Program (FB) 
Continue to provide financial and/or 
technical support through the Merced 
County First 5 Program. 

PFS-13 Remove the specific reference to 
the First 5 Program and instead 
refer to early care and education 
programs. Revise text would read: 
 
Continue to research potential 
financial and/or technical support 
for early care and education 
programs.  

Public 
Infrastructure 
Focus Group 

Recommended with 
modification. 

 At end of modified text 
add “such as the First 5 
Program.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 

69  

Policy PFS‐9.4: Childcare Facilities at Major 
Job Centers 
Encourage the inclusion of childcare 
centers at major job centers to serve the 
employees of those centers, as well as 
those to whom the location provides 
convenient access. 

PFS-14 Add the words “and facilities” after 
job centers in both the title and 
policy text.  

Public 
Infrastructure 
Focus Group 

Recommended. 
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70  

Program PFS‐E: Reuse and Recycling 
Materials (PI) 
Prepare educational materials to inform 
residents about reuse, recycling, and 
composting of solid waste materials. 

PFS-16 Include the Agricultural 
Commissioner as the Responsible 
Department. 

Public 
Infrastructure 
Focus Group 

Recommended. State permitting and 
monitoring authority has 
been transferred to 
Agricultural Commissioner 
from Environmental 
Health. 
 

NATURAL RESOURCES ELEMENT      NATURAL RESOURCES 
ELEMENT 

71  

Policy NR‐1.1: Habitat Protection 
(RDR/PSR) 
Identify and protect areas that have 
significant long-term habitat and wetland 
values from urban and incompatible 
agricultural encroachment, including 
riparian corridors, wetlands, grasslands, 
rivers and waterways, oak woodlands, and 
vernal pools. 

NR-1 Add the phrase “but not limited to” 
after “including.” 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group 

Recommended. 

  

72  

Policy NR‐1.6: Terrestrial Wildlife Mobility 
(SO) 
Encourage property owners within or 
adjacent to designated habitat connectivity 
corridors that have been mapped or 
otherwise identified by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service to install 
wildlife-friendly fencing, provide roadway 
undercrossing, or install oversized culverts 
and bridges to allow movement of 
terrestrial wildlife. 

NR-2 Revise policy to apply as a 
requirement on new development, 
new facilities, and agricultural 
activities subject to a grading 
permit. 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group 

Not Recommended. This policy is oriented to 
help support wildlife 
movement on existing 
property.  Policy 1.8 
addresses proposed 
grading permit 
requirement which would 
apply to “new 
development.” 
 
 
 

73  

Policy NR‐1.7: Agricultural Practices (SO) 
Encourage agricultural practices and other 
related activities to minimize adverse 
effects to important or sensitive biological 
resources. 

NR-2 Revise the policy so that the ag 
industry is not singled out, but the 
county emphasizes coordination 
between all industries and 
environmental groups to minimize 
ad-verse impacts to biological and 
natural resources. 

Farm Bureau Recommended with 
modification. 

Replace “agricultural 
practices and other related 
activities” with 
“landowners and 
commercial enterprise 
owners.” 
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74  

Policy NR‐1.8: Grading Permits (RDR) 
Amend the Zoning Code to add the 
requirement for landowners to obtain a 
grading permit prior to the removal of 
natural vegetation, wetlands, or the 
alteration of any drainage feature. 

NR-2 Modify policy and add a new 
implementation program requiring 
a grading permit for previously 
undisturbed land.  Proposed policy 
language: 
 
“Require a permit for all grading 
activities that affect land contours, 
alter natural drainage patterns, 
change land use from natural 
pasture to crops or urban uses, 
remove natural vegetation or 
impact sensitive habitats". 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group 

Neutral. 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

75  

Policy NR‐1.11: Aquatic and Waterfowl 
Habitat Protection (MPSP) 
Cooperate with local, State, and Federal 
water agencies in their efforts to protect 
significant aquatic and waterfowl habitats 
against excessive water withdrawals or 
other activities that would endanger or 
interrupt normal migratory patterns or 
aquatic 
habitats. 

NR-2 Define “excessive water 
withdrawals” and delete “…or other 
activities that would endanger or 
interrupt normal migratory 
patterns or aquatic habitats.” 

Farm Bureau Not Recommended. 
 

The County’s role and 
authority in water supply is 
very limited – policy 
promotes coordination 
with water districts and 
state and federal agencies.  
 
 
 
 
 

76  

Policy NR‐1.13: Wetland Avoidance 
(RDR/PSR/MPSP) 
Avoid or minimize significant loss of 
existing wetland resources by careful 
placement and construction of any 
necessary new public utilities and facilities, 
including roads, sewage disposal ponds, gas 
lines, electrical lines, and water 
/wastewater systems. 

NR-3 Delete the word “significant” and 
add “railroads” and "high speed 
rail" to the list of example facilities. 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group                      
 
Valley Land 
Alliance 

Recommended.   
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77  

Policy NR‐1.17: Hazardous Waste Residual 
Repository Location(RDR) 
Require new hazardous waste residual 
repositories to be located at least a half 
mile from significant wetlands, designated 
sensitive species habitat, and State and 
Federal wildlife refuges and management 
areas. 

NR-3 Revise policy to change “half mile” 
to “mile.”                                                                       
Define “hazardous waste residual 
repositories.” 
 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group                      
 
Valley Land 
Alliance             
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommended with 
modification. 

Neutral on distance 
change, but replace 
“residual repositories” 
with 
”landfills and storage 
facilities.”  

78  

Policy NR‐1.19: San Joaquin River 
Restoration Program Support (MPSP/SO) 
Support the San Joaquin River Restoration 
Program efforts to restore and maintain 
fish populations in the San Joaquin River 
and avoid/reduce adverse water supply 
impacts to Friant Division long-term 
contractors. 

NR-3 Remove the word “maintain.”        
 
NOTE: The focus group was divided 
on the language of this policy.   
Some members wanted to qualify 
the policy to assure downstream 
users would not be negatively 
affected.  Other group members 
want the policy unchanged.   
 
The Farm Bureau suggests either 
properly address all of the issues 
and concerns brought forth by this 
federal law which also involves 
third-party impacts or delete this 
policy. 
 
CCID Suggests revision to monitor 
this program to insure protection of 
landowners, local water agencies, 
and other third parties. 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group                  
 
Farm Bureau 
 
CCID 

Recommended. 

Recommend with CCID 
modification. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

79  

Policy NR‐1.20: Merced River Restoration 
Program Support (MPSP/SO) 
Support the restoration efforts for the 
Merced River consistent with the Merced 
River Corridor Restoration Plan. 

NR-3 Properly address all of the issues 
and concerns brought forth by this 
federal law which also involves 
third-party impacts or delete this 
policy. 

Farm Bureau Not Recommended. 
 

This policy pertains to 
locally prepared 
Restoration Plan, not 
federal law. 
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80  

Policy NR‐2.4: Solar Power (RDR) 
Encourage on-site solar power use in 
residential, commercial, and industrial 
buildings, and solar power farms in rural 
locations that do not harm long-term 
agricultural productivity and habitat values. 

NR-5 Change the phrase “solar power 
farms” to “solar power facilities.”         
 
Encourage solar power in rural 
locations only if they are not 
located on prime agland, they are 
mitigated, the land must be 
restored upon disuse of the solar 
facility, and the facility must be for 
direct use by landowners.                                                                           
Require facilities that do not 
contribute to the general 
operations to place facilities on 
non-prime, non-Williamson Act 
land. 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group                      
 
Valley Land 
Alliance             
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommended with 
modification. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Recommended change 
from “farms” to 
“facilities.”   
 
Not Recommended for 
other changes. 
They address agricultural 
issues already addressed in 
Item #43. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

81  

Policy NR‐2.5: Legislative Advocacy (RDR) 
Actively monitor, review, comment, and 
advocate on pending major State and 
Federal legislation, executive orders, and 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control 
District rulemaking that may have an 
impact on the development of alternative 
energy resources in Merced County. 

NR-5 Add the phrase “for the purposes of 
furthering alternative energy 
resources” following the word 
“advocate." 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group 

 
 Neutral. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

82  

Policy NR‐2.9, NR 2.11, NR 2.12 NR-5, 
NR-6 

For policies NR-2.9, NR-2.11, and 
NR-2.12: adopt the alternative 
language so that these policies 
would be mandatory, not advisory.  
 
NOTE: MARG proposed adding 
Policy NR-2.2 to this list. 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. Alternative language 
proposes word “require” 
rather than “encourage.” 
 
 
 
 

83  

Policy NR‐3.6: Buffers Between Mining 
Operations and Adjacent Uses (RDR) 
Require operators of new mines to provide 
buffers or physical barriers between the 
mining operation and any existing nearby 
incompatible land uses when a significant 
impact is identified during the 
development review process. 

NR-7 Delete policy. Farm Bureau Not Recommended. 
 

Mining operations are 
required to mitigate 
identified significant 
impacts as required under 
SMARA. 
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84  

Policy NR‐3.7: Merced River Corridor 
Buffers (RDR) 
Encourage surface mining operations in 
dredge tailing areas along the Merced River 
corridor to design riparian vegetation 
buffers consistent with the Merced River 
Corridor Restoration Plan 

NR-8 This policy should require, not 
encourage, consistency with the 
Restoration Plan. 

MARG Not Recommended. Restoration Plan has 
alternatives and has not 
been adopted by the 
County. 

85  

Policy NR‐3.9: Riparian and Critical Habitat 
Protection (RDR) 
Protect or mitigate, in compliance with 
local, State, and Federal requirements, 
areas of riparian vegetation along rivers, 
streams, and other habitats that support 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise 
sensitive species. This shall include: 

a) Requiring mining operators that 
proposed mining operations that 
will have a significant adverse 
impact on these resources to 
mitigate to the fullest extent that 
the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) requires for 
such impacts and obtain the 
necessary State and Federal 
permits prior to operation. 

b) Encouraging mining operators that 
impact natural resources to 
propose and end use that will 
result in minimal loss of resources. 

c) Referring all surface mining 
applications to the appropriate 
local, State, and Federal agencies 
to coordinate project design, 
mitigation, and reclamation 
efforts. 

NR-8 a) If it is up to the County to 
decide what and how 
much to mitigate then a 
strong statement of the 
extent of mitigation is 
needed here. 

b) This should be required. 

MARG Not Recommended. a) Mitigation is 
determined on a 
case-by-case 
basis. 

b) This is 
coordinated with 
the State during 
preparation of the 
Reclamation Plan. 



Focus Group Suggested Changes To Draft 2030 General Plan Goals, Policies, and Programs 
 

 
Merced County General Plan Update   
Compiled by County Staff and Mintier Harnish 25 April 22, 2011  

# Goal, Policy, or Implementation Program Page Suggested Change Source Staff Recommendation Comments 

86  

Policy NR‐3.11: Disturbance to Productive 
Agricultural Farmland (RDR) 
Require reclamation of mining sites 
concurrent with extraction activities rather 
than after extraction has been completed. 

NR-8 Add reclamation for solar facilities. Farm Bureau Not Recommended. 
 

 Solar is covered under 
Item #42. 
 
 
 

87  

Policy NR‐3.12: Sand and Gravel Extraction 
Control (RDR) 
Ensure that strict control is maintained on 
sand and gravel extractions in streambed 
channels and within areas designated as 
having sensitive habitat and open space 
resources. 

NR-8 What is meant by ‘strict control’? 
This should be defined, or else this 
policy sounds like it provides 
comfort rather than guidance. 

MARG Not Recommended. Numerous State and 
Federal regulations 
provide guidelines for 
avoidance of impacts, and 
mitigation. 

88  

Policy NR‐3.13: Agricultural Land 
Disturbance (RDR) 
Require mining projects to obtain 
agricultural conservation easements at a 
minimum of 1:1 for each acre of productive 
agricultural land converted as a result of 
mining and not returned to agricultural 
production. 

NR-9 Include mitigation measures similar 
to that of the Land Use Section 
using the LESA model or some sort 
of sliding scale, with 4:1 mitigation 
used for prime ag land. 
 
NOTE: MARG recommends 1:1 
mitigation for habitat too. 

Farm Bureau 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. 
 

 Same comment as Item 
#33. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

89  

  Add a new policy to address the 
prevention of hydrological impacts 
from mineral extraction activities. 
 
NOTE: MARG also requested 
policies to protect sensitive habitat 
not just mineral lands, without the 
option for trading the loss of one 
area for the protection of another. 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. 
 

This is part of State SMARA 
regulations and impacts 
are addressed through the 
CEQA process. 
 
 
 
 
 

90  

  Add a new policy or policies to 
regulate solar facilities (similar to 
the recommendations of the 
Economic Development and 
Agriculture Focus Groups).  The 
policy should address the following 
points: 
• Location 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. 
 

Addressed in Item #43, no 
need to be repeated in 
each Element. 
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• Size 
• Natural and agricultural land 
resource impacts 
• Operations  
• Financial assurances addressing 
the removal of obsolete or 
antiquated facilities 
 
NOTE: MARG questioned focusing 
concern on solar impacts to ag. and 
not other energy  producers. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

91  

  Add a new policy that requires the 
County mow roadside vegetation 
instead of spraying adjacent to 
agricultural land, particularly near 
ditches and canals. 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group 

Not Recommended. 
 

Mowing is common 
practice, but some 
spraying required for 
invasive species. 
 

92  

  Add a new implementation 
program:  
 
“Program NR-E: Prepare Grading 
Ordinance.  Prepare and adopt a 
county-wide grading ordinance to 
require a permit for grading 
previously undisturbed land.” 

Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group 

Not Recommended. 
 

 This proposed policy is 
addressed in Item #74. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

RECREATION AND CULTURAL RESOURCES ELEMENT 
     RECREATION AND 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 
ELEMENT 

93  

Policy RCR‐1.7: Agricultural Land Use 
Compatibility (RDR) 
Consider agriculture as a compatible land 
use and appropriate buffer for public and 
private recreation areas. 

RCR-3 Revise policy to read: 
 
“Consider agriculture as a 
compatible land use with public and 
private recreation areas.” 
 
NOTE: MARG stated concern over 
chemical drift and runoff from 
agriculture and asked to add text at 
the end: “…dependent upon 
demonstration by the agricultural 

Public 
Infrastructure 
Focus Group 
 
MARG 

Not Recommended. 
 

Agricultural land does 
serve as a buffer and 
should not be deleted. 
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location of its ability to contain and 
restrict its chemicals to avoid 
potential harm to adjacent uses.” 

 
 

94  

Goal RCR‐2 RCR-5 Create a new Policy RCR-2.8: 
Historical Preservation Areas (page 
RCR-5) that reads: 
 
“Allow sites of historical and 
archaeological significance to be 
designated as historical 
preservation areas.” 

Public 
Infrastructure 
Focus Group 

 
 Neutral. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AIR QUALITY ELEMENT      AIR QUALITY ELEMENT 

95  

Introduction; Fugitive Dust and PM 10 AQ-1; 
AQ-7 - 
AQ-8 

Revise so that air quality 
goals/policies also specifically 
address PM2.5 and ozone (not just 
PM 10). 

Circulation 
Focus Group                    
 
Sierra Club 

Recommended. 

 

96  

Introduction; Fugitive Dust and PM 10 AQ-1; 
AQ-7 - 
AQ-8 

Add a symbol within the text or a 
specific index page pointing to 
policies to highlight policies or 
significant references to GHG and 
air quality as they occur throughout 
the GPU to comply with AB 32 and 
state scrutinization. 
 
 

Sierra Club Recommended with 
modification. 

This will be tracked and 
quantified in EIR.  
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97  

Policy AQ‐1.5: Climate Action Plan (RDR, 
PSR) 
Prepare a Climate Action Plan that includes 
an inventory of 1990 and 2010 greenhouse 
gas emissions, determines project air 
quality impacts using analysis methods and 
significance thresholds recommended by 
the SJVAPC, and identify strategies to 
achieve the emission reduction targets of 5 
percent by 2020 and 10 percent by 2035 
set by SJVAPC. 

AQ-2 Revise policy to read: 
 
“AQ-1.5: Climate Action Plan.  
Prepare a Climate Action Plan that 
includes an inventory of 1990 and 
2010 greenhouse gas emissions, 
determines air quality impacts, and 
identifies strategies to achieve 
emission reduction targets.” 
 
 

Circulation 
Focus Group                    
 
Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group      
 
MARG                   

Recommended. 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 

98  

Policy AQ‐1.8: Climate Change Adaptation 
(RDR) 
Prepare appropriate strategies to adapt to 
climate change based on sound scientific 
understanding of the potential impacts. 

AQ-3 Replace the words “based on sound 
scientific understanding” which is 
difficult to determine with “based 
on peer reviewed scientific findings 
of the potential impacts.” 

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Recommended. 

 

99  

Policy AQ‐1.9: Interagency Coordination 
(IGC) 
Coordinate with local, regional, State, and 
Federal agencies and organizations to 
collaborate on a comprehensive approach 
to planning for climate change. 

AQ-3 Replace the words “local agencies” 
with the word “cities.” 

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Recommended. 

 

100  

Policy AQ‐4.2: Increasing Road Capacity 
(RDR) 
Increase the capacity of the existing road 
network prior to constructing more 
capacity. These measures could include: 
modifying intersections using turn 
restrictions or channelization, where 
feasible; and redirecting truck traffic during 
peak hours. 

AQ-6 Change the word “capacity” to 
“efficiency” and changing the 
words “more capacity” to 
“additional efficiency.”  

Circulation 
Focus Group 

Recommended with 
modification. 

Change “capacity” to 
“efficiency” but modify the 
words “more capacity” to 
read “more road capacity.” 
 
 
 
 
 

101    Add policies regarding PM 2.5 and 
ozone. 

Valley Land 
Alliance 

Recommended. Same as Item #95 

102  
  Add a policy to abide by AB 3 and 

SB 375 regulations for urban 
development. 

Valley Land 
Alliance 

Not Recommended. 
 

This is already State law. 
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103  

Program AQ‐A: Climate Action Plan 
(MPSP) 
Prepare, maintain, and implement a 
Climate Action Plan (CAP) for the County 
that identifies strategies the County can 
take to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 
through land use and transportation 
planning. The plan shall also address 
economic and social adaptation to the 
effects of global and local climate change. 
The plan shall include: 
a. a baseline analysis to determine 1990 
and 2010 (or most appropriate base year) 
greenhouse gas emission levels in the 
County; 
b. actions necessary to reduce Countywide 
greenhouse gas emissions relative to the 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control 
Districts adopted reduction target of 5 
percent by 2020 and 10 percent by 2035. 
c. implementation strategies to help the 
County adapt to the effects of global and 
local climate change; and 
d. a program to regularly monitor 
emissions and verify results a minimum of 
every five years starting in 2010. 
e. A provision to amend the General Plan to 
include the policies and programs of the 
Climate Action Plan. 
f. A requirement that County operations 
and actions, as well as land use approvals, 
are consistent with the Climate Action Plan. 

AQ-9 Revise implementation program by 
removing the percent targets and 
reference to SJVAPC. Add “Health 
Department” as a supporting 
department.                              

Circulation 
Focus Group                       
 
Open Space/ 
Habitat Focus 
Group        

Recommended. 

 WATER ELEMENT 

104  

Introduction W-1 Include language that the County 
will require a clear nexus between 
approving new land uses and the 
availability of actual water (not just 
paper water).  

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   This is a policy issue, not 
needed as an introductory 
statement. 
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105  

Water Supply W-1 Include language that the County 
will require a clear nexus between 
approving new land uses and the 
availability of actual water (not just 
paper water).  

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   
This is a policy issue, not 
needed as an introductory 
statement. 
 

106  

Goal W‐1                                                                      
Ensure a reliable water supply sufficient to 
meet the existing and future needs of the 
County. 

W-1 Revise goal to read as follows: 
 
Protect water supply by requiring a 
direct nexus between water 
availability and new development in 
order to ensure there is sufficient 
supply to meet the existing and 
future needs of the County.  

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   This goal statement is 
more inclusive of water 
needs in the County than 
just new development. 
 
 
 
 

107  

Policy W‐1.2: Demonstrating Sufficient 
Water Supply for New Development 
Require all new development within the 
adopted service area of a water purveyor 
to demonstrate adequate quantity and 
quality of water will be available prior to 
issuing building permits. 

W-2 Remove the word “new” in the first 
line.      
 
Address all development, including 
the expansion of existing projects 
as well as new ones. Include 
evaluation of water during 
droughts which occur regularly in 
the Central Valley. 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group                  
 
Sierra Club         
 
Farm Bureau 

Not Recommended.   The deleting the word 
“new” does not change 
the focus – projects 
needing a building permits.  
Drought evaluation is in 
State Law (AB 610). 
 
 
 

108  

Policy W‐1.4: Groundwater Recharge 
Projects (RDR) 
Encourage the development of 
groundwater recharge projects to minimize 
overdraft of groundwater and ensure the 
long-term availability of groundwater. 

W-2 Replace the words “Encourage the 
development of…” with the words 
“Support implementation of…” in 
the first line.  Then add “consistent 
with adopted Integrated Regional 
Water Management Plans” after 
the words “groundwater recharge 
projects” in the first line.  
 
NOTE: The Farm Bureau has an 
alternative proposed revision, 
"Encourage collaboration of 
recharge during flooding times for 
the development..." 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group                  
 
Sierra Club         
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommended. 
Recommended text 
change with “Support 
implementation of…” 
increasing County’s role in 
regional water 
management plans.  Farm 
Bureau’s proposal focuses 
on flooding which is not as 
broad as Focus Group’s 
recommendation. 
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109  

Policy W‐1.5: New Well Guidelines 
(RDR/IGC) 
Coordinate with the cities and special 
districts in developing County-wide 
guidelines regarding the location and 
construction of new water wells. 

W-2 Define "special districts". Farm Bureau Not Recommend. Should be in glossary:  
these are all the water and 
irrigation districts in the 
county. 
 
 

110  

Policy W‐1.7: Water Sufficiency 
Requirement (RDR) 
Require new large developments to 
prepare a detailed source water sufficiency 
study and water supply assessment per 
Title 22 and SB 610. This shall include 
studying the effect of new development on 
the water supply of existing users, with 
public input. 

W-2 Remove the word “large” from the 
first sentence and link it to the 
Regional Water Management Plan. 
Revise to read:   
 
Require new developments to 
prepare a detailed source water 
sufficiency study and water supply 
assessment per Title 22 and SB 610, 
consistent with any Integrated 
Regional Water Management Plan 
or similar water management plan.  
 
 NOTE: MARG recommended 
second sentence: “This shall include 
studying the effect of new 
development on the water supply of 
existing users, with public input.”               

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 
 
Sierra Club 
 
MARG 

Recommended. 
County will follow SB 610 
and Title 22 requirements 
and review for consistency 
with any regional water 
management plans which 
will include public input as 
part of the CEQA and 
project approval process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

111  

Policy W‐1.9: Additional Surface Water 
Supply (SO/IGC) 
Encourage programs by Federal, State, or 
regional bodies to supply additional surface 
water to deficient areas of the County. 
Encourage efforts by local districts to 
obtain grants or other funding for irrigation 
projects. 

W-2 Revise policy to read: 
 
Encourage programs by Federal, 
State, or regional bodies to supply 
any uncommitted surface water for 
irrigation to underserved areas of 
the County.                

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Recommended.  
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112  

Policy W‐1.11: Groundwater Overdraft 
Protection 
Support increased use of surface water and 
groundwater conjunctive use programs to 
reduce the potential for groundwater 
overdraft. 

W-3 Modify policy to call out the use of 
secondary water and other sources 
of reclaimed water to lessen use of 
groundwater.    
 
Where "practical" (source nearby), 
require large water consumers 
(non-ag) to use secondary water.  
School athletic fields, sports 
complexes, and large landscape 
areas could use surface water, like 
canals, instead of pumping from 
the groundwater table. 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group                  
 
Sierra Club 

Recommend with 
modification. Recommend with 

modification to read: 
“Where a water supply 
source is nearby and 
accessible, encourage 
large water consumers to 
use available surface 
irrigation water (secondary 
water) for school athletic 
fields, sports complexes 
and large landscape 
areas.” 

113  

Goal W‐1 W-1 - 
W-3 

Add a policy to prevent pumping 
and exporting water out of the 
County.  All Federal, State and Local 
agencies should collaborate and 
communicate to ensure that all 
water resources within Merced 
County are managed to benefit 
Merced County first and foremost. 

Sierra Club Not Recommended.   This may be desirable, but 
is outside the County’s 
authority and jurisdiction. 
 
 
 
 
 

114  

Goal W‐1 W-1 - 
W-3 

Add a new Policy W-1.12: 
Groundwater Pumping Limitations 
(page W-3) that reads: 
 
Prohibit pumping of groundwater 
for the purpose of exporting water 
outside irrigation district 
boundaries without a replacement 
agreement being implemented 
between the irrigation district and 
the buyer. 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   
This may be desirable, but 
is outside the County’s 
authority and jurisdiction. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

115  

Goal W‐1 W-1 - 
W-3 

Add a new policy in section W-1 
targeting groundwater protection 
and sustainability more directly 
than that implied in policy W-1.1, 
and leading to a Groundwater 
Ordinance. 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   This may be desirable, but 
is outside the County’s 
authority and jurisdiction. 
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116  
Goal W‐1 W-1 - 

W-3 
Add a policy to require new 
development to help finance 
groundwater recharge. 

Sierra Club Not Recommended.   This may be desirable, but 
is outside the County’s 
authority and jurisdiction. 

117  
Goal W‐1 W-1 - 

W-3 
Add a policy for flood irrigation to 
push the efforts in groundwater 
recharge. 

Sierra Club Not Recommended.   This is covered in Item 
#108. 
 

118  

Water Quality                                                                    
Water quality is a concern in many areas of 
the County where contamination has 
degraded water. Water contamination can 
come from various sources, including soil 
erosion, ground leaching from septic tanks, 
runoff from impervious surfaces, and 
discharge from agricultural activities. 
Impacts on water quality can be mitigated 
by using proper management practices for 
agricultural and livestock operations by 
reducing or eliminating excess sediment, 
nutrients, and pathogens in downstream 
waters; requiring new development to use 
best management practices; and enforcing 
septic tank regulations. The policies in this 
section seek to protect water resources 
and maintain the highest quality water for 
human and natural use. 

W-4  Revise goal section introduction, 
fifth line, to include proper 
management practices for “urban 
industrial and commercial” in 
addition to agricultural.   

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

 Recommended. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

119  

Goal W‐2                                                                    
Protect the quality of surface and 
groundwater resources to meet the needs 
of all users. 

W-4 Include language about a land use 
and water availability nexus.  

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   This Goal addresses water 
quality, not quantity. 
 
 

120  

Policy W‐2.1: Water Resource Protection 
(RDR) 
Ensure that land uses and development on 
or near water resources will not impair the 
quality or productive capacity of these 
resources. 

W-4 Revise Policy to read "productive 
capacity of these water resources" 

Farm Bureau  Recommended. 
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121  

Policy W‐2.4: Agricultural Practices to 
Minimize Water Contamination (JP) 
Encourage farmers and ranchers to comply 
with the requirements of the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board for irrigated 
lands and confined animal facilities, which 
mandate agricultural practices that 
minimize erosion and the generation of 
contaminated runoff to ground or surface 
waters by providing assistance and 
incentives. 

W-4 Revise Policy Title to read 
"Agriculture and Urban Practices to 
Minimize Water Contamination".  
Delete "farmers and ranchers" and 
replace with "agriculture and urban 
practices". 

Farm Bureau Not Recommended.   This policy specifically 
targets farming and animal 
confinement facilities – 
not urban uses. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

122  

Policy W‐2.8: Water Contamination 
Protection (RDR/MPSP) 
Coordinate with the State Water Resources 
Control Board, Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, and other responsible 
agencies to ensure that sources of water 
contamination (including boron, salt, 
selenium and other trace element 
concentrations) do not enter agricultural or 
domestic water supplies, and will be 
reduced where water quality is already 
affected. 

W-4 - 
W-5 

Add the words “urban and 
agricultural” before “boron, salts, 
selenium…”  

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   
This policy is broad enough 
to apply to all sources of 
water contamination, it is 
not focused on ag. 
contamination. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

123  

Alternative Policy Language Suggestions: 
Policy W‐2.2: Development Regulations to 
Protect Water Quality (RDR) 
Establish regulations, such as a grading 
ordinance and best management practices, 
to prevent adverse effects on water 
resources from construction and 
development activities and from 
agricultural practices. 

W-5 Keep alternative language for Policy 
W-2.2: Development Regulations to 
Protect Water Quality (page W-5), 
but modify language to make it 
clear that the change in agricultural 
use required would be substantial 
modification to the land (e.g., tie in 
to Grading Ordinance and major 
soil disruption).        
 
Add countywide grading ordinance 
to protect the quality of surface 
waters by controlling erosion 
impacts.   

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group                  
 
Sierra Club 

Neutral. 
 

  
This is also in Item # 74. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Focus Group Suggested Changes To Draft 2030 General Plan Goals, Policies, and Programs 
 

 
Merced County General Plan Update   
Compiled by County Staff and Mintier Harnish 35 April 22, 2011  

# Goal, Policy, or Implementation Program Page Suggested Change Source Staff Recommendation Comments 
 
 
 
 

124  

Goal W‐2 W-3 - 
W-5 

Add a policy that addresses water 
quality issues related to urban 
stormwater, and urban and 
industrial pollutants. 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   Urban pollution is covered 
in Items #119, 120, &122. 
 
 

125  

Goal W‐3                                                                 
Maximize the efficient use and reuse of 
water supplies through water conservation, 
water recycling, and public education. 

W-5 Include language about a land use 
and water availability nexus.  

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   Nexus concept is 
addressed in Item #105 & 
107. 
 

126  

Policy W‐3.2: Landscape Water Efficiency 
(SO/PI) 
Promote the conservation of water in 
urban areas through the implementation of 
the State Model Water Efficient Landscape 
Ordinance as implemented in Section 18.38 
(Landscaping Standards) of the County 
Zoning Ordinance. 

W-6 Change "promote" to "mandate." Valley Land 
Alliance          
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommended with 
modification. 

Recommended with 
modification:  Replace 
“Promote” with “Ensure.” 
 
 
 
 
 

127  

Policy W‐3.4: High Water Use Processing 
Activities (RDR) 
Prohibit agricultural processing activities 
with high water use practices near areas 
where groundwater overdraft problems 
exist, unless the facility uses water 
recycling and conservation techniques that 
minimize affects of water use to the 
groundwater table. 

W-6 Remove the word “agricultural” in 
the first line and replace with "any".  
Define "high water use".                                                 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group                  
 
Sierra Club         
 
Farm Bureau 

 Recommended. 
 
 

Note: “High water use” 
would be evaluated in the 
environmental review 
process. 
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128  

Policy W‐3.6: New Construction (RDR/SO) 
Promote efficient water conveyance 
systems in new construction, including 
systems for the recycling of greywater. 

W-6 Change “Promote” to “Require” at 
the beginning of each policy and 
"including systems" to "requiring 
systems for the recycling of grey 
water." (See Policy W-3X: Efficiency 
standards). 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group  
 
Valley Land 
Alliance         
 
Farm Bureau 

Not Recommended.   
This may be desirable, but 
is outside the County’s 
authority and jurisdiction. 
 
 
 
 

129  

Policy W‐3.8: Water Reuse Programs 
(RDR/SO) 
Encourage water reuse programs to 
conserve raw or potable water supplies 
(such as the capture of rainwater) 
consistent with State Department of Public 
Health guidelines. 

W-6 Replace "encourage" with 
"require." 

Valley Land 
Alliance 

Not Recommended.   This may be desirable, but 
is outside the County’s 
authority and jurisdiction. 
 
 
 
 

130  

Policy W‐3.12: Water Conservation 
Information (IGC/PI) 
Provide information on water conservation 
measures to farmers, and coordinate with 
conservation efforts of the University of 
California, Cooperative Extension, local 
Resource Conservation Districts, the 
Natural Resource Conservation Service, and 
irrigation districts. 

W-6 Replace "farmers" with "the 
general public." 

Farm Bureau Recommend with 
modification. 

Recommend with 
modification: include both 
farmers and the general 
public in this policy 
statement. 
 
 
 
 

131  

Policy W‐3.14: Agricultural Water 
Conservation (JP) 
Encourage farmers to use irrigation 
methods which conserve water. 

W-7 Add the following text to the end of 
the policy: “…in areas where flood 
irrigation is not needed for 
groundwater recharge.”   
 
NOTE: The Farm Bureau suggested 
"...conserve water in areas with 
flood irrigation for groundwater 
recharge." 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group     
 
Farm Bureau 

Recommend with 
modification. Recommend with Focus 

Group modification. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

132  

Policy W‐3.4 through W‐3.10, and W‐3.13, 
W‐3.14 

W-6 - 
W-7 

Revise policies with wording that 
shows a more forceful intent to 
pursue these goals to use water 
judiciously.  At the very least some 
action should be specified to help 
achieve each objective e.g. 

Sierra Club Not Recommended.   The County will primarily 
play a coordinating role 
with water districts and 
agencies. 
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133  

Alternative Policy Language Suggestions: 
Policy W‐3.X: Efficiency Standards (RDR) 
Require water conservation by 
implementing efficiency standards for new 
development, ensuring that public facilities 
(including parks) minimize water use 
through project design and efficient 
appliances, and coordinating with water 
purveyors to develop and implement 
retrofitting programs to replace inefficient 
water facilities and practices. 

W-7 Keep alternative policy language W-
3.X: Efficiency Standards (page W-
7) as worded.  Add a provision to 
require a dual water disposal 
system. 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group                  
 
Sierra Club 

Not Recommended.   Adequately addressed in 
Items # 110 & 125. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

134  

Alternative Policy Language Suggestions: 
Policy W‐3.7: New Construction (RDR/SO) 
Require efficient water conveyance 
systems in new construction including 
greywater. 

W-7 Keep alternative policy language W-
3.7: New Construction (page W-7) 
as worded.  

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group    
 
Sierra Club 

Not Recommended.   This may be desirable, but 
is outside the County’s 
authority and jurisdiction. 
 
 

135  

Alternative Policy Language 
Recommendations:  
Policy W‐4.1: Water Resource Protection 
and Replenishment (RDR/IGC) 
Protect watersheds, aquifer recharge areas, 
and areas susceptible to ground and 
surface water contamination by identifying 
such areas; implementing zoning and 
development regulations to protect water 
resources, including community drainage 
systems and contaminant control 
measures; and coordinating with other 
agencies and entities with responsibilities 
for water quality and watershed 
protection. 

W-8 Keep alternative policy language W-
4.1: Water Resource Protection and 
Replenishment (page W-8) as 
worded.                                                                                       

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group                  
 
Sierra Club 

Not Recommended.   This may be desirable, but 
is outside the County’s 
authority and jurisdiction. 
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136  

Alternative Policy Language 
Recommendations:                                              
Policy W‐4.X: River and Stream Bank 
Vegetation 
Prohibit removal of vegetation on, and 
encourage re-vegetation of, river and 
stream banks consistent with the US Army 
Corps of Engineers guidelines. 

W-8 Keep, but revise, alternative policy 
language Policy W-4.X: River and 
Stream Bank Vegetation (page W-8) 
as follows: 
 
Discourage removal of vegetation 
from, and encourage revegetation 
of, river and stream banks 
consistent with natural resource 
conservation standards.   
 
NOTE: The Farm Bureau suggested: 
"Federally funded levees should be 
consistent with the Army Corps of 
Engineers and California Interim 
Vegetation Criteria."                                                                                 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group                  
 
Sierra Club         
 
Farm Bureau 

Not Recommended.   
This may be desirable, but 
is outside the County’s 
authority and jurisdiction. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

137  

Irrigation District and Water Agency 
Coordination 

W-8 Add “…, however, land use decision 
do affect water demand” to the 
first sentence. Then, make the last 
sentence in the first paragraph the 
first sentence instead. 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Recommended. 

  

138  

Goal W‐5                                                           
Promote interagency communication and 
cooperation between local governments, 
irrigation districts, and water agencies in 
order to optimize use of resources and 
provide the highest level of dependable 
and affordable service, while respecting 
individual entities water rights and 
interests. 

W-8 Revise goal to replace “agencies” 
with “districts”. Revised text should 
read: 
 
Promote interagency 
communication and cooperation 
between local governments, 
irrigation and water districts, and 
water agencies… 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group   
 
Farm Bureau 

 Recommended. 
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Policy W‐5.1: Countywide Water Supply 
Study (RDR/MPSP/PSR) 
Prepare and regularly update a 
comprehensive water supply study that 
includes all three hydrologic zones and 
takes into consideration activities in 
neighboring counties and the region. The 
plan shall consider reductions in Federal 
and State water deliveries in the western 
part of the County and anticipated 
reductions in water supplies due to climate 
change. 

W-9 Change “three hydrologic zones” to 
“four groundwater basins.” 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Neutral. Question whether there is 
a benefit to include the 
Chowchilla groundwater 
basin which is part of a 
Madera County water 
management planning 
effort. 
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Goal W‐5                                                            W-8,   
W-9 

Add new policy under Goal W-5 
that requires flood control 
infrastructure to be coordinated 
with opportunities for groundwater 
recharge countywide. (Merced 
Irrigation District to provide written 
comments regarding this topic.) 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Neutral. 

  

141  

  Add a new policy (recommended by 
Merced Irrigation District) that 
reads: 
 
Encourage the use of secondary 
water (raw water, recycled water) 
for non-potable uses if it is 
available. 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Not Recommended.   
This is added to Item #112. 
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Program W‐C: County‐wide Water Supply 
Study (RDR, MPSP, PSR) 
Prepare, adopt, and regularly update a 
comprehensive water supply study that 
includes all three hydrologic zones and 
takes into consideration activities in 
neighboring counties and the region. The 
plan shall consider reductions in Federal 
and State water deliveries in the western 
part of the County and anticipated 
reductions in water supplies due to climate 
change. 

W-10 Revise Program W-C (page W-10) to 
have an implementation date of 
2011-2013. 

Water 
Resources 
Focus Group 

Neutral. 

  



Focus Group Suggested Changes To Draft 2030 General Plan Goals, Policies, and Programs 
 

 
Merced County General Plan Update   
Compiled by County Staff and Mintier Harnish 40 April 22, 2011  

# Goal, Policy, or Implementation Program Page Suggested Change Source Staff Recommendation Comments 

143  

Implementation Programs W-3,   
W-4 

Identify prime recharge areas in the 
county to make sure they are not 
lost to alternative uses.  Identify 
where groundwater supplies are 
stressed and actually encourage 
flood type irrigation in those areas 
to help replenish. Implement a 
program that identifies areas within 
the County that are susceptible to 
ground water overdraft and 
eliminating any exportation of 
ground water within those 
identified areas. 

Sierra Club       
 
Farm Bureau 

 Not Recommended.   This will be part of County 
coordination with 
Integrated Regional Water 
Management Plans. Not a 
responsibility or under 
authority of County. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


