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LETTER OF APPEAL 

April 19,2007 

To: Placer County Bornri of S m m r s  
-~Devt lopmcnt -A%cacy  
Placer County Planuing l k p a m a t  

From: Mill R o d  Pmpaty Ownas 

Subject: MAIOR S~DMSION/CONI)ITIONAL USE 
P E R M 1 T ~ ~ O R B O U N D A R Y  LJNB ADJUSTMENT -"Mill 
Road Subdivision" (PsUB 2006 0344) AND MlTIOATED NECiATI'VE 
DECLARATION 

Dtar Placer CouMy BMud of SlJpZvW, 

We repnsent a p p -  twaq-five r t s i i  that a m d y  reside a d o t  own 
propatr adjacent t~ the pmpw#d MiH R o d  S-OL~ The tmtadve map was 
approved by the Pkumhg tbmmission on April 12,200'7 and we believe impotoent 
elemarts of s u m  pmjcct wm: not adequately addressed i.e., conditions of approval and 
e x d c  rrlrmtwr of lots being poposed. It is our intent to OW coocws to  yo^ 

Board's attmdirn and request that cerhlin revisions be d d a n d  fbr sd#ct project- 
Furtber, it is not our intent to deny tho project in whole, but rather M e  - 
conditians revid  and monskkdbn. given for the number of lots proposed. 

There: is a 40 foot wide m o d  Road Easement alqg the existing private Mill 
Road This is an access eascmcnt pmvidcd h r  .thr: bcnefft of the property ownen 
to the north of L.utber Road. This is the anly in- aed egress f ~ t  
properks. We, as the praperty owaers ad d c r  obli@on of a m u d d  (Book 
13 of Paaal Map Pw 112) road rnainacnancc: agmmmt, p a d  the e* 
roadway. m on #2'7 taquircs the develaper to provide only one hatf of a 28 
foot wide midway. This proposed width s m s  arbitrary and based on wbat we 
belicvetobeinadaqusr. l n s d d i t i c m , t h e l i m i t s o f t h e ~ ~ a m  
from Luther Read to the project entmcc and not the hll width of the project No 
cnrb,~eadsidcwatkisbtingrequidto~northaf~entranceandstarm 
water improvamcnts aiang tba shoulder wiM not be pmvided which is 
c \ m e n t l y a n o n g r o ~ ~ e m .  m e p m ~ r s v M o n t o t b i 8 ~ ~ b O o  
reqairt t31t developer to pmvids fd liwrtagc improvemtsta +long Min Rod 
irom Luther n#d to the nMLhern bomduy of purd osi2r1211066. T W  
~ . # b e h & o f a 4 0 f o o t ~ q w ~ ~ ~ m d ~  W e  
belirevtthtCaaaty Mawdtifspmm-itWwmrpPlblIrCe 
Rordway and hnpac &a carreut standmi, mat limit to r redud widtb 
bust of it bdag prhrrtt or only rtrving a ccrCllia under of new loQ 



PROJECT BOUNDmY: 
In the staff report the project Ilesa;iption indhtes +"the site consists af 
parcelsw located off Mill W, however frontage improvements along Road 
are not being mquircd for the full extent of what we believe is the Project 
BorPadary. Parcel number 052-1214, as pmjmd, qmaents a lot that wc~uld 
recdve a boundary line djustment m as to gmvide amugh awqp fw the 
proposed 22 lot mbdivision. It is a newer home that cumntly d w  onto 
t h e e x i s t i o g r o a d a c c e j j ~ w i t h r o c k t a a d s c a p i n g ~ h a s m a d c i t  
impossible to u t d h  as KlluJway. Planning Commissicm Cbnditian #9 r c h  to 
tbis and the eacont paocel to the south as u & h g  resid#rw '"within tbs  
project" as to be pn,vided sewler; however fbr thc beneiit of receiving fidl 
fbntage i m p -  they bave selectively omitted them fruin subject project. 

The developer for this proposed project was Mt requirwl to pravide the County 
with a Traffic Impst Analysis pqmd by a registered f l c  engine#. This 
typc of study wanM provide the badit  of desuiimg current 
madway- conditions inchding traffic v o w  lmd a-ty, 
accident histaty, gmgcomctrics of the inkmedon and werall traffic operation d 
circulation. It would id* and access the cumulative impact of this project an 
mRoodatLuthg'RoadasdlasLudmatBdwmanRoedaad~Roadat  
Diasy Road The project dots q u i r e  htmechn impwmmts tit Mill Road 
and Luther Raad but whther they have bcen adequately evaluated is mcerhdn. 
We believe there will be sipidcant impects to these intersectom h t  bavc not 
been mitigated against a puantifiable- rmbiased analysis, As an example, wen the 
trip ends cddated cm single-- dclencts Only a did it include detached, 
studh apnhmnts that a d d  be renEaf units adding to tbe number of vahic1es 
u t i l i  the impaded intersections? What bas the ctornit speed survey set the 85 
p e r c m t i l e u s c d t ~ c a l c u k t e t h e S i f e d i s t a a # # ~ f o t ~ a t M i l t  
Road?WhatisthcrscentaccidEnthistoryafthisintasection? Willtheimpactof 
these additional tots warrant sigualization at Idher a d  Bowman Rods?  

IIL PLANNING COMMISSION CONDITION #9 - 
T b t d e v e l o p c r i s ~ d i n g ~ ~ ~ ~ t h e e x i s l i s r g n e w g ~ ~ d o e d s  
aot intend to makc this a public ki l i ty  or make it available to the adjacent 
p a d s .  We are questing the devciopcz pnovide a public Wlity capable of 
being~annadsdto~~kt6tbcmgth&eagtinthe~ofn~itym 
choke* 

IV. DENSITY- 
Although the zoning may allow for a 22-lot project on tbis site, that number af 
l o t s w S l t d ~ n p l y b e ~ b l e w i t h t h c ~  Sbcteenofthe22lois 

Luther R d .  This would reduce the tmfJic d allow for 
and hamcs. &P 

m20m 



V. STREET/PROJECI' NAME - 
Lastly, the ppawd street name for tbis subject project is too similar to the Mill 
RoedandMiUPorrdRaadsireetsinthcncighlxxhgarea W e o p p o s t t b i s ~  
n a a n c , ~ i t u r i t l k a d t n ~ m f o r p e a p 1 e ~ ~ w i t h ~ ~ a n d  
would cqment  valuable ~.espanse time lost fbr emergency vehicles. 
U n f o r t ~ l y ,  this c o ~ o n  is not uncommon and on nuMmus d o n s  
vehicles dri.cn up Mill Road find no amcptable hrrn ammd locatiams. 'Ilk 
h a s I & t 6 ~ ~ & 5 1 t v a ~ i a u ~ l & I I M t h a l o a g M i l l ~ d h  
fronting drivnvays. 

TheseareourwdttcncarmnentsrmdappreciatetheBoard'sco~~n~our 
mmms into the comWons of approval for this project. We believe this devdmt, if 
excaikd d y ,  can \enhance om community rather than only add to the traffic co~ lgwbn  
dong a nerrowprivaderoadwayand intmmtion 

The Mill Road Pmputy Owners 
(PctitionAttached) 

RECEIVED 
APR20m 

C D A  



.. > - 
L' L, 

RECEIVED 
MILL ROAD PROPERTY OWNERS AND CONCERNED PARTIES A P R 2 0 2 W  
SUBJECT; Major SubdivkdoMhditional Use PsrmWRamns 

Minor W a r y  Une Adjustment - Wl Road Subdivision 
PSUB 2006 0344 and Mitigated Negative Declaration 

We the underdgned agree to the attached Letter of Appeal and the 
conc;#ned expmsd themin. 
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