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Attachment:  Letter from George Rebane dated August 26, 2008 
             
  
The purpose of this memo is to respond to public comments from Mr. George Rebane regarding the 
proposed Safety Element update in a letter he provided to the Board of Supervisors on August 26, 2008 
(see attachment).  To begin with a general clarifying point, staff would like to note that the project at issue 
is the proposed Safety Element Update (GP08-001) and not the previously distributed Nevada County 
Fire Plan, which is not being considered for adoption or approval.  Instead, components of the December 
2007 Fire Plan are proposed for revision and integration into the Nevada County General Plan Safety 
Element to provide policies and background information on fire protection.  The remaining components 
of the December 2007 Fire Plan will be revised and crafted into an educational document.   The proposed 
Safety Element update will be considered by the Board of Supervisors at their September 9, 2008, 
meeting.  The staff report and other relevant documents for this hearing (including the December 21, 2007 
Fire Plan and the proposed Safety Element) are located on the County’s website at 
<http://www.mynevadacounty.com/fireplan/>.   
 
Mr. Rebane indicates that he would like to know “what, in its present form, the plan [proposed Safety 
Element update] mandates we [property owners in unincorporated Nevada County] must do, 2) what the 
plan recommends that we should do, and 3) what authority – state or local – is the source of these 
provisions.”  The table below uses the format Mr. Rebane suggested would best address these issues.  It 
should be noted that the table is fairly brief because the proposed Safety Element policies are primarily 
long-range planning policies for Nevada County to implement, and would not, with the exceptions shown 
in the table, result in direct measures for which property owners would be responsible.   All objectives 
and policies shown in the table below are from the proposed Safety Element update.  



 

Proposed Safety Element 
Mandatory Requirements vs. Voluntary Measures 

 Mandated Elements Recommended/Voluntary Elements 
State 
of CA 

N/A Objective FP-10.11.1: Recognize Public Resources Codes 4290 and 
4291, and other defensible space standards and guidelines in order to 
protect structures from wildfire, protect wildlands from structure 
fires, and provide safe access routes for people and firefighters.  

[Note: Although this Safety Element policy “recognizes” the State 
Public Resources Codes 4290-1, they remain State-mandated codes 
that are enforceable by the State.] 

Local 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Action Policy FP-10.7.2.1:  As a 
condition of development, require 
long-term maintenance of private 
roads to the standards of the 
original improvements, including 
roadside vegetation management.  

Action Policy FP-10.11.1.1: Recognize the Nevada County 
Defensible Space Standard as described in this policy.  The 
Defensible Space Standard provides the basic protection measures 
for life and property from encroaching wildfire, and minimizes 
structure fires or other fires which may threaten to spread into the 
wildlands. The standard utilizes Public Resources Code 4291 and 
includes one component of Public Resources Code 4290, fuels 
treatment next to driveways, as the minimum fire safety standard in 
Nevada County. [ . . .] 

The following criteria, in items a through c below, comprise the 
Nevada County Defensible Space Standard, which should apply to 
property within the unincorporated portions of Nevada County:  
a.  Vegetation may only be maintained and treated on one’s own 

property.  Fuel modification is limited to the property line;  
b. Defensible space should be maintained; and 
c. The recommended guidelines in Policies FP-10.11.1.2 and 

10.11.2.1 should be observed when undertaking fuels treatment in 
the Extended Reduced Fuel Zone. 

[See note above under Objective FP-10.11.1.] 
 
 

 Action Policy FP-10.11.1.2: Recognize the following fuels 
treatment guidelines, which serve as recommendations for 
appropriate spatial arrangement, width, depth, and pruning/limbing 
height of vegetation in the Extended Reduced Fuel Zone during 
declared fire season. The guidelines also distinguish appropriate fuels 
treatment for the various vegetation types in the County: grass-oak 
woodlands, montane brush, mixed conifer forest and eastside pine 
with sage. These guidelines supplement the Extended Reduced Fuel 
Zone standards in Policy FP-10.11.1.1.  [ . . .] 

  Directive Policy FP-10.11.2.1: Support the Nevada County 
Wildland Stewardship Program, which provides flexible guidelines 
for managing hazardous vegetation and promotes property owners’ 
understanding of the wildland environment and responsible land 
stewardship concepts, including voluntary property management and 
collaboration with neighbors.  The Wildland Stewardship Program 
focuses on the area adjacent to the defensible space area to enhance 
protection for structures and protect surrounding natural resources. 
The Wildland Stewardship Program is described in educational 
materials which shall be available at the County. [ . . . ] 
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