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Cosul S R . . Alternative Description:
DISCLAIMER: - S River "For this alternative, the goal stated that the El Dorado Hills (EDH) population should be divided
THIS DEPICTION WAS COMPILED FROM UNVERIFIED PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SOURCES AND SS I g n e O p u a I O n - Uth For, Cosumy into two districts, each containing approxm_atfly 23,303 of the 38,237 target population. The
IS ILLUSTRATIVE ONLY. NO REPRESENTATION IS MADE AS TO ACCURACY OF THIS INFORMATION. purpose, as stated in a letter to the Board, is “that for any map to meet the mandates of common
USERS MAKE USE OF THIS DEPICTION AT THEIR OWN RISK. . . interest and compactness, and to ensure that the suburban communities in the Western slope are
NOTES: [ | legally and fairly represented, the new redistricting maps needs to include two districts with majority
LAYER INFORMATION MAY COVER ADDITIONAL AREAS OUTSIDE OF THE DISPLAYED AREA. O u a I O n I e re n Ce . of subu_rb_an representation. Thus, the population of EDH,_ primarily _def!ned by the zip co<_je _95762,
was split into two approximately equal parts. Half was assigned to District 1 and half to District 2.

MAP PREPARED BY: El Dorado County GIS Staff, 10/07/2021 i City boundaries, rural centers, and zip codes were also used as references to assign Placerville to

. District 3, the northern population to District 4, and South Lake Tahoe and the El Dorado National
GIS PROJECT ID: see0074355; RELATED REPORT: N/A e rce n I e re n Ce . . Forest to District 5. This alternative was requested by the El Dorado Hills Chamber of Commerce."
EL DORADO COUNTY SURVEYOR/GIS DIVISION
PHONE (530) 621-5440 surveyor@edcgov.us




