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District 5 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Honorable Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Melinda Harrell, Senior Board Clerk 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

DATE: July 16, 2007 

SUBJECT: Placer Vineyards Specific Plan - Correspondence Transmittal 

Accompanying this memo are copies of correspondence received by the Clerk of the 
Board pertaining to the Placer Vineyards Specific Plan project that were not included in 
the packet from the Planning Department. Copies of this correspondence were provided 
to the Board members when they were received. 



From: Claudette Mitchel-Weismantel <cfx@lanset.com> 
To: <bos@placer.ca.gov> 
Date: 1012212006 10: 17:39 AM 
Subject: Community Rejection of the Placer Vineyards Specific Plan 

Hello. 

We are sending this letter to each of the Placer County SLJ~ervlsors for 
review, comment and action We would appreciate a reply informing us 
that the document was received and distributed. 

Thank you for your support. AGrninbirative &sistarrl- e - ~  1 

RECEIVED 

OCT 2 5 2006 
CLERK OF M E  

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 



Date: October 18,2006 

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Mr. Bill Santucci; Mr. Robert Weygandt; 
Mr. Jim Holmes, Mr. Ted Gaines; Mr. Bruce Kranz 

Placer County Planning Commission 
Mr. Noe 0. Fierros; Mr. Kenneth Denio; Mr. James 
Forman; Mr. Michael Stafford; Ms. Michelle Burris; 
Mr. Larry Sevison; Mr. Gerald J. Brentnall, Jr. 

West Placer Municipal Advisory Council 
Mrs. Claudette A. Mitchel-Weismantel; Mr. Barry 
Stillman; Mr. George Brown; Ms. Dixie Aller; 
Mr. Terry Dee Webb 

From: Claudette Mitchel-Weismantel & Frank Weismantel 
10029 Newton Street 
Elverta, CA 95626 

Subject: Community Rejection of the Placer Vineyards 
Specific Plan 

Years ago, Placer County clearly stood against allowing the 
farmers and property owners of the area now known as "Placer 
Vineyards" to develop. Many of these families are third and fourth 
generation residents of Placer County; the founding families of our 
area. They feel they held the right to leave something to their children 
and grandchildren; a legacy, a legacy of appropriate growth. The 
residents of this area, the Placer Vineyards and the adjacent SPA, 
strongly believe the county wanted a no-development zone and a rural 
green belt, creating a separation from the surging pockets of massive 
Sacramento County's growth. With a sardonic chuckle, now these 
growth areas are referred to as "New Age" Ghettos. 

Originally the submitted development design for the Placer 
Vineyards was to have meandering streets and larger parcels: quarter 
acre single dwelling minimums ranging to larger multi-acre parcels. 
Large swaths of open lands were intended to be utilized for animal and 



wild life habitats, Riparian growth and other habitat needs, biking, 
pedestrian and equestrian trails, family sports fields and picnics areas. 
The discussion of the day envisioned something very unique. If done 
well, these trail developments could (should) connect us to Folsom lake 
and even point us north to the Sutter Buttes, setting this area as a leader 
for other developments offering the benefits of unique living combined 
with sensible growth. Creating an environment that the founding 
families would continue to live in and entice new families to make this 
part of our county a permanent home and a future home for their 
families. 

But, what I have seen, as required by the county, has been 
multiple re-drafting's of the original families proposed development, 
and that these families have since been forced to spend hundreds of 
thousands of dollars in subsequent plan and document re-submissions 
to Placer County. With each resubmission, there were changes 
inconsistent to the goals of the residents. The county recommends even 
greater and greater populations to be moved into this area. A crushing 
population is being imposed. Even at our most recent Dry Creek, West 
Placer MAC presentations there are clearly massive changes placed on 
the developer and the proposal, leaving little or no time for community 
review and working together to meet our goals. 

This action imposed by the county clearly generated many loop 
holes in the community plan that steer the planning away from our 
intentions and steer it towards the kind of General Development that we 
abhor in the adjacent region. Also, the most recent presentations and 
documents leave far too many questions unanswered. I t  seems as if the 
county is focusing on once again making our area a "green belt"; or at 
the very least, following Sacramento County's' lead to create an 
Antelope, North Highlands, and Natomas area within our Placer 
County's, District #1, ultimately creating just another "New Age 
Ghetto" coupled with all the problems that come with this type of 
congested living. 

In the original proposals and two of the subsequent proposals, 
there were two mini town centers plus a larger town center. Most 
importantly, the plan proposed smaller campuses for a greater number 
of high schools, junior highs and elementary schools. Any of these 



campuses could include community and state college classroom access 
without resorting to "mega-campuses". We all know smaller campuses 
and smaller classroom registration loads allow for positive character 
development, and in today's world, more than ever, giving our young 
people much needed adult time and attention. (Unless you are lucky 
enough to send your child to a private school that may cost you only 
$35,000 per school year. Not including the child's required 
accompaniment by a personal horse or annual world travel) 

Growth and development are inevitable, but we are forced to ask 
our County Planners and Leaders; what kind of growth? Will you care 
what happens to this area, District #1, in the next twenty years? Do you 
recognize what is happening in our community, Western Placer County 
at this very moment? 

Baseline presently bears the brunt of the Highway #99/70 - 
Interstate 80 - Highway 65 crossover traffic. This traffic serves the 
Placer County foothills communities of Lincoln, Stanford Ranch, and 
Roseville expansions. Commuter vehicles and sixteen-wheel supply and 
industrial trucks are in a twenty-four hour race of drowning gear 
changes, hard braking and tire squealing. This tidal wave of traffic 
needs to be distributed more efficiently over a broader area. In the 
Board of Supervisors eyes, has our community become the forgotten, 
abused stepchild of all other Placer County developments? 

Do you or  your family live in this area? In the near or far future, 
will you even be living in this county? Will the residence of preference 
be the Lake Tahoe area, the Truckee area or  Incline Village, perhaps? 
Or  will you become one of the statistics that is increasing in recent 
years, becoming an expatriate living at least part-time offshore out of 
the US, enabled by the personal financial gains generated by supporting 
mega - growth? 

We would like to see Placer County taking the lead, phasing in a 
unique opportunity, and ensuring Placer County's District #1, much 
like its' founding families had originally proposed, holding our 
standards of living to a higher level than just packing people in. 

Finally, we really do hold a strong desire to see the Placer 
Vineyards development take off. We, all of us in the West Placer and 



Dry Creek Communities, were pushed hard to allow the original plan to 
grow to an astonishing 14,000 dwelling units. That number was well 
past our "internal limits" but was presented as reasonable, given the 
acreage and the economic realities of developing property. Once 
agreed, we were committed. Now, due to the de-evolvement of the most 
recent presentation, Placer County forces a stand against the 
development. The Placer County Planning Department and an outside 
agency, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments, are telling us 
that the development will have over 21,000 dwelling units. This is 
unacceptable and the attending residents consequently pressed at the 
last meeting of the West Placer Municipal Advisory Council to vote 
against the project. To our relief, they voted against the project. 

We all want the project to go forward. However, we will not 
accept becoming another "Antelope" or North Natomas development. 
We will accept becoming a development that mirrors desirable living 
environments, such as Granite Bay. Which would bring us more than 
just county line situated equestrian trails and bike paths. We desire 
numerous, well distributed equestrian and bike trails plus a decent 
quantity of schools, town centers and carefully controlled noise and 
traffic. If Placer County decides to recognize and serve our needs and 
desires, we will strongly support the Placer Vineyards development and 
other development throughout Placer County. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter, If you wish to 
contact us, please call our home number, (916) 991-4075. 

Claudette and Frank Weismantel 

Cc: 
Mr. E.J. Ivaldi, Admin Aide, Placer County BOS 
Ms. Ann Holman, Clerk of the Board, Placer County BOS 
Mrs. Diane Howe, Secretary, District 1 MAC 



From: Teri Sayad On Behalf Of Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2007 9:36 AM 
To: Jennifer Pereira; Brian Jagger; Lisa Buescher; Linda Brown; Ruth Alves 
Cc: Ann Holman; Mike Boyle 
Subject: FW: Placer Vineyards Development 

FYI 

-- - 
From: Cra 
Sent: ~ u e s d a ~ ,  March 27, 2007 6:36 AM 
To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Placer Vineyards Development 

MAR 2 7 2007 
CLERK OF THE 

BOARD SUPERVlS cc: Ka nl rq,TaI co .b. 
I just wanted to make you aware of the fact that I am very concerned about the Placer 
Vineyards Development that was recently approved by the Planning Commission. 

Please do not approve this project unless it fully mitigates for its impact to vernal pools 
and the endangered species that inhabit them. 

Eighty percent of Placer County's vernal pools have already been lost to development. 
According to the State Department of Fish and Game, the Placer Vineyards 
development would destroy 2,233 acres of vernal pools mapped by Placer Legacy. Why 
is the county allowing only 69 acres of that to be mitigated? The Placer County 
Conservation Plan (PCCP) is clear that vernal pool ecosystems encompass more than 
just the pools themselves. To function biologically they need intact drainage basins to 
fills the spring and nearby grasslands to attract pollinators. Placer Vineyards should 
mitigate for more than just the 69 acres that are actually pools, it must mitigate for the 
entire vernal pool complexes that were mapped by Placer Legacy. 

The PCCP requires a 2 to 1 mitigation. Placer Vineyards should be held to that standard 
and preserve 4,466 acres somewhere else in the county. 

Please give this serious thought and discussion before making any decision. 

Thank you, 

Craig Wilson 
2580 Burl Lane 
Newcastle, CA 
95658 
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Ann Holman 

From: Teri Sayad on behalf of Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2007 11 :56 AM 

To: Linda Brown; Jennifer Pereira; Ruth Alves; Brian Jagger; Lisa Buescher 
Cc: Mike Boyle; A n n  Holman 

Subject: FW: Vineyards & Placer Ranch Projects 

FYI 

From: aenis@alum.rpi.edu [mailto:aenis@alum.rpi.edu] 
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2007 11:59 AM 
To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Vineyards & Placer Ranch Projects 

To The entire board: 

I must express my disgust with the planiliilg that is leading to these two projects, as well as, future Sierra 
Vista and Creekview. We already have a severe overcrowding issue in Roseville which these 
developments will only make much worse. Where is the water coming from for these proposed 
developments? What about the electric power? Why is destruction of so much of our vernal pools 
allowed to proceed? What about the extreme crowding of the roads and the threat to our atn~osphere 
with the exliaust from all the vehicles? Has no attention been paid to pollution and the global warming 
crisis? We simply cannot handle or tolerate tllis overcrowding and its effect on our environment. Please 
coilsider all these factors when this project, and the others, wheil they come before the board. Shame on 
the Planning Colnln ission! . . . . . . . . .Allan Enis, Resident of Roseville 
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Ann Holman 

From: Teri Sayad on behalf of Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2007 12:03 PM 

To: Linda Brown; Jennifer Pereira; Ruth Alves; Brian Jagger; Lisa Buescher 

Cc : Ann Holman 

Subject: Email fr Alan Breese re Placer Vineyards 

FYI 

From: ALAN BREESE [mailto:alan.breese@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2007 8:22 PM 
To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Placer Vineyards 

CLERK OF THE 
B o r n  M; SWEAVlsORS 
m* P W < t  m 

Dear Sirs, 
Very concerned that Placer Vineyards has been approved by tlie Planning Cominision despite being 
contrary to the Placer Couiity Conservation Plan. Placer County does not need any more Mega 
Developments. The vernal pool coniplexes are far more importaiit than this type of development. The 
present infrastructure is already overloaded and an additional 35,000 person development will add to tlie 
woes of the County rather than enhance the quality of life for residents. 
Alan Breese 
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Melinda Harrell 

From: Ann Holman RECEImL) 
Sent: Thursday, April 05, 2007 10:26 AM 

To : Melinda Harrell . -. 

Subject: FW: Placer Vineyards Project 

APR 0 5 2007 

CEG 
For your files. Please stamp in and forward as appropriate. Ann C0.C.b. 

From: Cheryl Shakro On Behalf Of Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Sent: Thursday, April 05, 2007 10: 17 AM 
To: Ann Holman; Linda Brown; Jennifer Pereira; Ruth Alves; Brian Jagger; Lisa Buescher 
Subject: FW: Placer Vineyards Project 

Thanks, 

Cheryl 
. . ' - 
From: Mhiltonl4@aol.com [mailto:Mhiltonl4@aoI.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2007 5:24 PM 
To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Placer Vineyards Project 

Placer County Board of Supervisors 

We would like to express my concern over the planned destruction of 2,233 acres of vernal pool 
complexes with the Placer Vineyards project. There must be a better way than to lose this 
environmental treasure, to propose a very small mitigation effort of only 266 acres, and to build a 
35,000 population sprawl of low-density housing designed for more allto congestion and strip malls. 
This kind of project only serves to create the kind of development that fulrtller fuels global warming, 
and undermines the county's own land conservation program. 

Please, let's take a long look at this and come up with a better answer! 

(We also sent this by mail, but just in case elnail is more effective.) 

Mike and Joam Hilton 
Lincoln, California 

- --- 

See what's free at AOL com 



- -  - 
c - 

Placer County Board of - I! ~ r l e n e  Jamar 
175 Fulweiler Avenue .,I4645 Arrowhead Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 Rocklin, CA 95677 

MAY !? 3 2807 May 1 ,  1007 
C W R K O F M  

-m- 
Supervisors: 

I am writing to urge you to oppose the Placer Vineyards project. Placer 
Vineyards is  a bad idea for many reasons. 

This development is neither smart growth nor i s  it friendly to the 
environment.Placer Vineyards is not a well planned community but is a 
typical low density suburban sprawl development that will maximize 
traffic congestion; smog and carbon dioxide emissions that are fueling 
global warming. 

Placer vineyards would destroy 2,233 acres of vernal pool complexes. 
80% of Placer County's vernal pools have already been lost to 
development. Vernal pools are our natural legacy. They are abundant with 
plant and animal species that are nearing extinction. Vernal pools must 
be preserved. 

In consideration of the Placer County's Conservation Plan, a project like 
Placer Vineyards could not happen without mitigation for vernal pools by 
establishing large preserves elsewhere. Our County's Conservation Plan i s  
being ignored, it seems and Placer Vineyards is proposed with only 
minimal offsite mitigation. 

Vernal pool ecosystems encompass much more than the pools 
themselves. To function, they need intact drainage basins and nearby 
grasslands to support the bee pollinators. vernal pool experts te l l  us 
also, that attempts to establish vernal pools in areas where they do not 
naturally occur do not survive much more than a few years. 

Placer Vineyards would destroy 2,233 acres of vernal pool complexes 
but provide offsite preservation of only 266 acres. The minimum 
mitigation should be 2 to 1. If Placer Vineyards developers fail to avoid 
$he vernal pools, they should preserve 4,466 acres elsewhere in the 
county. 

Flex your muscle in support of the County Conservation Plan and 
oppose the Placer Vineyards Development. It is  an ill-planned community 
and does not mitigate legitimately for the rare jewel vernal pools. 

Sincerely, - 

Arlene Jamar *pl. ..--,.--- - : I -_ 
,k -,, ?'>,,.;; ; 7 e .  - -,!:cr.;s - 5 
t* = :: _ , . _ ._. . I._ 

F .  :.,.' -; -;-.c.. 
, i t  , - ., . , . T ! L ~  

)O '?,""QJ CmJr';d.c;; 

R E C E I V E D  
BOARD, OF sUPER\'~SORS /' 
s uos ~ s d  M B  DW 

~ l l p ~ l S ~ p D 4 , A i c i e D I  AldeW- 
sup sup DS , A~de D? , Alde DS 
Sup D3- AideD.1, *- 



Ann Holman 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Teri Sayad on behalf of Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Wednesday, June 06,2007 9:38 AM 
Lisa Buescher; Jennifer Pereira; Ruth Alves; Brian Jagger; Lisa Buescher 
Mike Boyle; Michael Johnson; Ann Holman 
FW: No placer vinyards developemtn in roseville, no land anexation for sprawl 

Attachments: west placer county.wps.doc 

west placer 
;ounty.wps.doc (45.. 

FYI 
----- Original Message----- 

JUN 0 8 a07 

From: bhailer [mailto:bhailer@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Monday, June 04, 2007 10:48 PM 
To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Subject: No placer vinyards developemtn in roseville, no land anexation for sprawl 

The attached paper on the importance of protecting natural areas in placer county is 
signed by over 100 placer county voters. 



Protect and restore the natural areas of Placer county. 

When in the course of human events, nature is destroyed to the brink of extinction, it 
becomes necessary to protect the last remaining natural areas. The natural areas of west placer 
county have been devastated. The ninety thousand acres remaining are some of the last natural 
areas in the sierra foothills. The land must be protected to permanently secure a high quality of 
life for ourselves and future generations. 

Forest and watershed preserves generate the air, water and soil necessary for human life. 
Natural areas perform valuable work for humans. Plants and trees photosynthesize, inhaling 
carbon dioxide during the day and exhaling oxygen at night. Humans inhale oxygen and exhale 
carbon dioxide. Plants and trees filter pollution out of the air, their roots stabilize the soil. 
Forests hold moisture and nutrients in the soil. Grasslands and wetlands control flood and 
drought. Natural areas purify the air, water, soil. The work of nature keeps the temperature of 
earth within livable boundaries. Natural areas filter and store rain, replenishing groundwater 
supplies. When land is protected, the purity and abundance of fresh water and air increases. 
When a natural area is deforested, the water and air cycle is interrupted and filtration and storage 
diminishes. Old growth forest perform more work for humans than the secondary growth of cut 
forest. Old growth forest sustain more biological diversity than secondary growth. 

West Placer county still contains old growth oak woodland, perennial streams, riparian 
forest, grasslands, vernal pools and wetlands. Placer county contains ecosystems which perform 
valuable work for humans and all life. Protect the last remaining natural areas in Placer county 
and continue receiving the benefits of their work. 

The perennial streams, wetlands, riparian forest, grassland, and oak woodland of west 
placer county are diverse biologically; containing salmon and steelhead spawning habitat, deer, 
coyote, ring neck pheasant, turkey, waterfowl, white egret, great blue heron, acorn woodpecker, 
tri color black bird, river otter, beaver, golden eagle, red tailed hawk, coopers hawk, swainsons 
hawk, red shoulder hawk, barn owl, giant valley garter snake, red sided garter snake, terrestrial 
garter snake, pacific gopher snake, California king snake, water snake, rattle snake, sierra 
alligator lizard, western fence lizard, five lined skink, blue tailed skink, American bullfrog, 
pacific tree frog, crawfish, freshwater clam, raccoon, skunk, ground squirrel, bats, possum; 
flowers including lupine, California mint, California poppy, coyote brush, trees including cotton 
wood, blue oak, valley oak, interior live oak, black oak, ponderosa pine, walnut, alder, California 
sycamore, willow, foothill pine; butterflies including monarch, swallowtail, buckeye, yellow 
skipper; insects including praying mantis, katydid, grasshopper, damselfly, dragonfly, bumble 
bee, leaf cutter bee. Twenty different species of ladybugs exist in the sierra foothills alone. 
There are thousands of other life forms living in the sierra foothills. A diversity of life exists 
despite human destruction, as many species have already become extinct. The foothill of the 
sierra is the most biologically diverse area in California. California is the most diverse temperate 
environment on earth. 1. 

Forests, wetlands, grasslands, watersheds are valuable to humans. Trees are one example 
of natural work. On average in north America, the timber from one fifty year old tree is worth six 
hundred dollars when cut. If the tree is left in the ground for another fifty years instead of being 
cut, the single tree will produce 200,000 dollars worth of work for humans. 1. Carbon 
sequestration is another job performed by trees and plants. One acre of pine trees in the south 
east united states inhale one metric ton of carbon annually. 2. Our economic system is 
backwards because we do not recognize the ecological services rendered by natural areas. 

The old growth coastal temperate forests and sierra forests produce more work because of 
specie and living conditions. Trees in California are far taller, larger, older than anywhere else on 
earth. California ecosystems generate high quality work. California coastal redwood are the 
tallest living things on earth, reaching 390 feet. Giant Sequoia in the central and north sierra, are 



the largest living things on earth at 150 tons. The bristle cone pine of the inyo mountains, are the 
oldest living things on earth, at over 4,900 years old. 

Old growth forest still remain in placer county, but are in danger of destruction. Natural 
areas that have survived, perform valuable work for humans. Valley and blue oaks can live over 
1000 years and survive 200 year droughts. A local example of the work of oak trees is clover 
valley in Rocklin. There are over 28,000 old growth oak trees in the 622 acres of clover valley, 
generating at least 1 12 million dollars annually through ecological services. 

Oak trees are adapted to the hot summers, droughts, and hard, rocky soil of the valley and 
foothills of California. Oak trees produce oxygen and acorns, adding energy to the environment. 
Acorns contain protein, fats and omega 3 oils. Omega 3 oils strengthen heart muscle and fight 
cancer. 

Oak trees in California are near extinction. Oak woodland covered 32 million acres in 
California between 1860-1 880. By 2003, only 12 million acres remain. About 600,000 acres 
were destroyed between 1984-1 994. 3. 

Riparian forest in California has also been decimated. Before the mid 2oth century, 
riparian forest covered 800,000 acres and was five miles across along the Sacramento river. By 
1990, 2% of the Sacramento river forest remained. 4. 

The highest quality ranching and grazing land exists in the foothills and valley of 
California. This working land is also being destroyed. Between 1990 and 2004, California lost 
105,000 acres of grazing land to development. 5. 750,000 acres will be lost by 2040 unless we 
cease suburban sprawl and deforestation. 6. Converting food producing land into strip malls and 
parking lots is non sustainable. As agricultural, ranching and wild areas are destroyed, California 
is forced to import massive food supplies and burn more fossil fuels. 

In the state of California, 10% of the vernal pools remain. 4% of the old growth forest 
and woodland remain. Less than 1% of the grasslands and wetlands in California remain. 1. 
Forest, watersheds must be protected to increase our health and quality of life. When natural 
areas are destroyed, humans lose the free capital and work in which they produce. Human life is 
important, the ecosystems that sustain us must be protected. 

Non sustainable industrialization and urbanization has a negative effect on the 
ecosystems which sustain life on earth. Natural resources, water, air, and the earth are the 
foundation for life. When natural areas are destroyed and paved over, sunlight is wasted, 
reflecting off concrete instead of being absorbed by plants and trees to drive photosynthesis. The 
photosynthetic work of trees and plants create carbohydrates and oxygen from water and carbon 
dioxide. This biological process is necessary for life. 

As habitat for biological diversity is destroyed, we lose oxygen production, filtration, 
water storage and the work of species. 95% of the diet of juvenile salmonids, dragonflies, bats 
and birds consists of mosquitoes and other small insects. Bats can consume over 600 mesquites 
per hour. Biological diversity controls mesquites, no pesticides required. Pesticides increase by a 
factor of 10 at each link in the food chain. The cheapest and most efficient way of controlling 
mosquitoes is through sustaining the health of natural areas. 

Grassland, flowers attract beneficial insects and pollinating bees and butterflies that are 
essential to produce vegetables fruits and nuts. Many of the wild, native species of beneficial 
insects live in small families or are solitary, therefore, not transmitting disease, mites. California 
native bees make individual nests instead of relying on a colony. Native bees pollinate 33% of 
our vegetables, fruit and nut crops. Bees and butterflies pollinate all of our wildflowers. Bees are 
the main pollinator of almond trees, one of California's largest crops. Protect streams, grassland 
and forest, and bees will come. 5. When natural areas are mixed with agricultural land, our 
farmers and consumers enjoy the natural capital produced. 

Beneficial and pollinating insects have become extinct or depleted from the loss of 
habitat. The extinction of native species necessitates the importation of European honey bees. 



These bees exist in dense populations with low genetic variability. Domestic bees have immune 
system deficiencies and are susceptible to pathogens arising with global heating. European honey 
bees are usually dormant during the winter, when almonds are blooming. Shipping bees stresses 
and kills entire hives, decreasing the efficiency of pollination. Shipping bees around the country 
exhausts carbon dioxide and kills the bees. 

Global heating and pollution negatively impacts almond production by decreasing sierra 
water and pollinating insects. Global heating decreases the number of snow and frost days. Cold 
temperatures used to kill pest species that are now taking hold in agricultural land in California. 
Hotter weather opens up new niches for invasive species. There now exists a disease which kills 
honey bees in the valley of California. Bee keepers in 24 states are reporting entire collapses of 
their bee colonies. This bee die off threatens 14 billion dollars worth of crops. 5. 

Placer county has lost most of its natural areas in the last 20 years to increasing human 
population and consumption. For example, the population of Roseville has increased by 60,000 
in the last 4 years. There are over 14,000 new houses under construction in Roseville and 60,000 
planned. A single development called Placer vineyards, proposed in 2007, will increase the 
population of Roseville by 35,000. 6. Because of location, cement and deforestation, Roseville is 
2-6 degrees hotter, than old Sacramento during the summer. Suburban sprawl development 
accounts for some of the temperature difference. Cement, asphalt, and steel radiate heat during 
the summer, increasing the temperature of the atmosphere. The solution is to protect trees, plants, 
and watersheds. Natural areas absorb sunlight and heat to drive photosynthesis, cooling, filtering 
the air, water and soil. 

Current general plans and population growth in the foothill region of the sierra will 
decrease the quality of life of residents unless we act. The population of Placer county will 
increase by 100,000 between 2000-20 10. Between 20 10-2050 the population will increase from 
349,000 to 657,000. The population of El dorado county will double to 282,000 by 2050. 7. 

Population growth and suburban sprawl is a state and national problem. The population 
of California will double to 64 million by 2040. By 2040, there will be 400 million people living 
in the united states. 2 million acres of forest, grassland, wetland is developed annually. An area 
of land the size of new England, new jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Delaware will be developed 
between 1990 and 2040. 8. We must act to halt this problem. The solution starts locally by 
protecting natural areas; streams, grasslands, wetlands, vernal pools, oak woodland, maidu park 
in Roseville, clover valley in Rocklin and the American river canyons. 

Suburban sprawl is destructive, necessitating dams, massive water diversion, clear cutting 
of the boreal forest and an increase in burning fossil fuels. As cities are planned to be dependant 
upon vehicle travel, air pollution increases. Sustainability is energy efficiency, renewable energy 
sources, natural resources conservation. Suburban sprawl is non sustainable. 

All composite wood used to construct suburban houses is not harvested from sustainable 
yield forest, the wood is clear cut in the boreal forest. 50% of all wood products consumed in 
California are imported from Canada. 90% of the imported wood from Canada is clear cut, old 
growth boreal forest. 1. The boreal forest cools the earth and is a major producer of oxygen and 
filtration. 

Suburban sprawl and deforestation destroys freshwater supplies. California cities and 
suburbs waste over 9 million acre feet of water annually just on lawns. This waste will increase 
by 1.2 million acre feet annually according to present rate of consumption. 8. This is enough 
water to completely drain the American, Sacramento and feather rivers water discharge annually. 
All freshwater is a necessity of life and should not be wasted. 

Citizens in America dump 60 million pounds of pesticides and waste tens of millions of 
acre feet of water annually on lawns. 1. The exhaust from lawn mowers and leaf blowers release 
millions of tons of carbon dioxide and other pollution into the air annually in California alone. 
Powered mowers in the united states consume 800 million gallons of fuel annually. Over 17 



million gallons of gasoline are wasted annually while refueling mowers, more petroleum than was 
spilled by the Exxon valdez. The majority of all oil spills are created by private consumers. 2.9. 

As the land becomes over populated and polluted, the health of humans deteriorates. 
Health costs increase by the billions of dollars due to the side effects of living in a polluted and 
heated environment. Humans suffer the side effects of a polluted and heated world, as we share 
the same air and water. 

An example of air pollution causing lung disease is evident in the first world nation of 
America, and state of California. Between 4000-5000 people died of asthma between 1993-2003 
in the united states. 10. Four million people suffer from asthma in California. 1 1. 

The lung capacity of 1,445 Southern California children were tested annually for eight 
years, from age 10-18. Overall, 3,600 children were involved in the study. Lung capacity is 
measured by how much air a human can expel during the first second of exhaling. Children who 
lived within one third of a mile of a freeway for the eight years, exhaled on average 121 less 
millimeters of air than children who lived over 1 mile away from freeways. Lung capacity of 
children living within one mile of freeways was 3% less than normal, the tiniest airways where 
oxygen is delivered to the blood, was 7% below normal. Humans with stunted lungs are more 
susceptible to lung, respiratory and cardiovascular disease. 12. 

There are 32 million people living in California, by 2040 there will be 64 million. Water 
scarcity will arise as the population of California increases. Water scarcity will be compounded 
by the climate of California. The sierra of California periodically goes through extended periods 
of drought. A study of relict tree stumps recovered from lakes and marshes indicate the sierra 
endured a drought of more than 200 years before 11 12, another lasting 140 years before 1350 ad. 
13. The climate of California progresses through 200 year cycles of drought and wet. Presently, 
we are nearing the end of a wet cycle. Once drought arrives, the increase in human population 
and consumption will lead to water scarcity. Global heating means less snow, glaciers and 
amplified droughts. 

The water holding and generating capacity of the sierra and coast mountains, is the 
fountainhead for life in California. All life in California is dependent upon the water generating 
capacity of mountains and watersheds. Melt water from glaciers and snow is the most clean and 
renewable freshwater source. Currently, 70% of the water used in California originates in the 
sierra. The west slope of the sierra creates 30 million acre feet of runoff water annually. 1.14. 
The sierra is a fragile ecosystem whose water generation will be destroyed if humans continue 
polluting the earth, causing global heating and wasting water. Having access to clean drinking 
water is a right of humans, but this necessity of life is in danger of being depleted by human 
waste, deforestation and pollution. 

Suburban sprawl increases the burning of fossil fuels, contributing to air, water pollution 
and global heating. Global heating causes a decrease in the amount of snow in the sierra. Flows 
into sierra reservoirs will decline 25-30% from 2050-3000 if humans continue burning fossil fuels 
and forest at the present rate. From 2035 to 2064, the sierra snow pack will decrease 12-47% 
from historic levels. If humans continue burning fossil fuels and clearing forest at the present 
rate, the sierra snow pack will decrease by 90% within 75 years. 15.16. Melt water from sierra 
glaciers and snow, is the most reliable and clean source of water on earth. The quality of life of 
Placer county residents will be lost if this valuable resource disappears. 

Global heating creates less snow in the sierra. A decrease in snow pack in the sierra has 
far reaching effects. During the spring and summer, the snow pack acts as an air conditioner, 
releasing cold water and air. Snowpacks reflect sunlight which would otherwise bake mountains. 
Snowpacks and glaciers are disappearing all over the world. When snow does fall, it melts as 
soon as warm rain touches it, releasing a pulse of water instead of gradual melting. The 
decreased amount of water which does cascade down from the sierra, will be earlier in the year 
and in one time massive storm events. By 2050-3000, reservoir inflow will decline in spring and 



summer and shift to winter. 15. Cold storms originating in the gulf of Alaska have decreased. 
Dams are designed to store snow melt which is produced gradually during the spring and summer 
when it is needed for agriculture and domestic use. As temperatures rise, dams are changing into 
flood control devices instead of water storage. 

Global heating will completely change the climate in California. All cities and houses in 
California were established because of the resources and climate. Life of California and the 
environment, are created by cold upwelling in the pacific ocean, marine layers, freezing snow 
storms pushed south from Alaska, mountains, forests, watersheds and other natural resources. All 
this natural abundance which enhances the quality of life in California is at risk of being 
completely destroyed by humans. Global heating compounds the already constant problems of 
pollution, overpopulation, water and energy scarcity. 

Any population that destroys its environment destroys itself. All humans share the same 
air, oceans, freshwater, soils. By protecting the last remaining natural areas, we can genuinely 
take credit for helping to save the world. 

The solution to human destruction of the environment begins in Placer county by 
protecting natural areas, conserving water, producing renewable, clean energy, and requiring 
sustainable development. 

Replacing lawns with native, drought resistant trees and grasses conserves water and adds 
filtration, oxygen, and soil renewal to our environment. Native plants, trees are adapted to the 
local environment and do not require maintenance or watering. 

The price of water must be increased because people only value what they pay for. 
Water is a necessity of life and yet worth much less than a diamond. The value of a diamond is 
aesthetic, one cannot drink a diamond. As long as water is cheap, humans will continue to waste 
water. 

Wasting water and destructive water diversion systems, is a major problem in Placer 
county. Pouring concrete over the soil and grading lots for drainage is destructive and non 
sustainable. Concrete, asphalt do not allow rain to percolate through to the soil and into the 
ground water and aquifers. Storm water is diverted through massive sewer systems which dump 
torrents of water containing oil, gas, rubber, cadmium, and garbage into streams and creeks. 
Creek systems cannot handle the excess water, causing severe soil erosion, loss of property, 
houses and flooding. Wetlands and Grasslands that naturally control flood, have all been 
destroyed. 

In 1994, the low areas surrounding the creeks of Roseville, Citrus heights, Loomis and 
granite bay flooded. The flooding was a national emergency and Bill Clinton came to Roseville 
to access the damage. In 1994, thousands of houses and businesses flooded. Most of the maidu 
park neighborhood where I live was covered with water. This was not an unusual event in some 
areas, as the champion oaks neighborhood near maidu park, floods annually from storm drain 
runoff. My father teaches at cavitt junior high school in granite bay next to folsom lake. The 
basketball gym and office flooded twice in the 90s from heavy rains combined with storm drain 
runoff. 

All the water which falls on cement and asphalt is wasted. Rain water is diverted to 
creeks and to the ocean. Storm drains, sewers and heavy rainstorms combine to overflow stream 
systems. Instead of engineering cities to flood their citizens and destroy their environment, 
humans need to work with water, allowing water to be stored in the ground, trees and plants. All 
plants, trees use water to produce oxygen and drive photosynthesis. 

All water is a valuable resource and should not be wasted. Rain water needs to percolate 
into the soil and become stored. Water catching systems for the roofs of houses and buildings 
store water for domestic use. Rain catching systems can restore rain to the soil through drip 
watering. Rain catching and filtration systems on roofs will solve many overflow problems in 



west placer county. 550 gallons of water can be stored per every inch of rain that falls on 1000 
square feet of roof. 16. 

The streams of west placer county can be restored. Historically they sustained healthy 
Chinook salmon and steelhead spawns. These species are now listed on the endangered species 
list. Salmon are a healthy wild food source and bring ocean elements and minerals inland. 
Salmon contain omega 3 oils, vitamin A, calcium, protein. Despite destruction of the 
environment, salmon are still here. I view hundreds of salmon spawning during the fall in miners 
ravine, secret ravine, linda creek, strap ravine, and at maidu park. 

Placer county must protect the environment. To meet this end, Placer county needs to 
offer incentives to private home owners and businesses that install sustainable technology. 
Sustainable development utilizes urban infill sites, renewable energy sources, water conservation, 
access for walking and bicycling, energy efficient construction. Rain catching, filtering and 
storing systems and solar panels need to be installed on every roof to capture the abundant supply 
of rain and energy radiating from the sun. Passive heating and cooling designs need to be 
adopted for buildings and houses. The Environmental Protection Agency offers rebates to people 
who replace fireplaces with Clean burning wood stoves which reburn the carbon emissions with a 
blue flame. If Placer county contributes to this rebate, air quality will be improved. Installing 
energy and water saving appliances conserves resources. Utilizing porous concrete, rock or 
durable grasses, to construct driveways, walkways, allows water to recharge. During the summer, 
renewable materials do not radiate heat like asphalt. 

The production of concrete exhausts carbon dioxide into the air. Rocks contain calcium 
carbonate. When they are crushed to produce cement, co2 is exhausted. Asphalt contains 
massive quantities of oil and needs to be repaved every few years. 

All of our roads, driveways, walkways, bike paths need to be made from porous concrete, 
rock, clay, and tough, drought resistant grasses. Sustainable technology is necessary to compete 
in the modern world. William Mcdonohough, an architect which completed buildings at Oberlin 
college in Ohio, googles headquarters, uses sustainable technology and no cement or asphalt. 
Habitat for humanity builds sustainable, clean energy housing developments. 40% of the energy 
generated in Norway comes from renewable energy. 75% of Japan is forested and they have the 
fastest, most efficient bullet trains on earth. The bullet line from Kyoto to Tokyo is the most 
traveled train line on earth. These bullet trains are electro magnetic and travel as fast as air 
planes. Transportation advancements decreases the need to widen and create new highways and 
airports. California already contains immense infrastructure for trains. We have the ability to 
move all freight by efficient and clean burning locomotives right now. It takes 100 semi trucks to 
transport the same amount of goods that are within one container car on a train. 

Placer county has everything it needs to become a sustainable county. The sierra Nevada 
is a single piece of granite uplifted. The foothill granite in Rocklin, Roseville, penryn is surface 
granite and easily accessible. The massive granite deposits of the sierra supports the highest 
quality granite harvesting in the world. Rocklin granite is in the state capital in Sacramento, 
congressional buildings in Washington dc, the Transamerica pyramid in san Francisco and 
numerous other buildings across the nation and Europe. Sierra granite is used in rail beds. 
Gladding Mcbean clay company in Lincoln produces some of the highest quality clay products 
and sculpting in the world. These resources can be tapped to replace the destructive, complete 
clearing and paving of natural areas with cement and asphalt. 

Protecting natural areas needs to take prominence in our political activity. We must 
aggressively fight human destruction and heating of the earth to secure our quality of life. Please 
do all you can to adopt environmental legislation in Placer county and protect natural areas. No 
more suburban sprawl in Placer county. 
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15. California climate action team reports. 
15. Water resources board of CA. 
16. National atmospheric and oceanic administration. The san Francisco chronicle 2006. 
17. Center for Appropriate Technologies at Humboldt State University. 
18. Marion Henderson. Retired Union Pacific employee after 40 years. Roseville. 

Contacts for protecting natural areas. 
Clover Valley Foundation. www.clovervalle~foundation.orq. 916 652 7005 
Miasuer@,accessbee.colll 
Placer Land Trust. 11521 Blocker drive. Auburn, CA 95603. Jeff@,placerlandtrust.org. 530 
887 9222 
California Oak Foundation. 12 12 Broadway, Suite 842, Oakland, CA 946 12. 5 10 763-0282 or 
5 10 763 02 1 1. oakstaff@califomiaoaks.org 
CA native plant society. President Elaine P. Jackson. 331 1 Estudillo Street, Martinez, 94553. 
925-372-0687. Elainejx@,mindspring.com 
The Sierra club. Mother lode chapter. 9 16 557 1 100 
Save oaks. Info@,saveoaks.com. www.saveoaks.com 
The Nature Conservancy. Worldwide Office. 4245 North Fairfax Drive, Suite 100 
Arlington, VA 22203-1606. www.nature.org 
Sierra Nevada Conservancy. Blocker drive, Auburn, CA. 95603. Next door to placer land trust. 
Trust for public land. 
California Rangeland Conservation coalition. 32 environmental and agricultural groups including 
California oak foundation and California Cattlemen's Association. 

Supporters for protecting natural areas. No placer vineyards development in Roseville, no 
development in clover valley in Rocklin, no land annexation and suburban sprawl in 
Lincoln. 
Michael Lee. Author. Roseville department of Parks and Recreation. 916 204 7602. Barbara 
Hailer, Andrea Lee, Robert Lee. 303 Paddock court. Roseville, 95661. We are all members of 
the clover valley foundation, placer land trust and the sierra club. We have lived in Roseville for 



17 years. 
Mary Ann Giezelman. 304 Paddock court. Roseville. 
Thomas Ruthford. 103 Hobble court, Roseville. 
Kathleen Carson. 1907 branding iron way. Roseville. 
Kate Laurel]. 1951 side saddle drive. Roseville, CA, 95661. 
Pearl Rowedder. 19 16 hackamore drive. Roseville. 
Ron Coleman. 1979 side saddle way. Roseville. 
Ed Haas. 1921 hackamore drive. Roseville. 
Jeanne Cramer. 128 Cape cottage lane. Folsom, CA. 95630. 
Michael Gervais. 193 1 Branding Iron way, Roseville, Ca. 95661. 
Shirley Brown. 19 13 Johnson Ranch drive, Roseville. 
Mike and Elvia McGuire. 1929 Johnson ranch drive, Roseville. 
Careene Ezell. 500 Winchester court. Roseville. 
Bob Miller. 303 Remington court. Roseville. 
Michael Gervais. 193 1 Branding Iron way. Roseville, Ca, 95661. 
Shirley Brown. 19 13 Johnson Ranch drive. Roseville, Ca, 9566 1. 
Mike and Elvia McGuire. 1929 Johnson Ranch drive, Roseville. 
Careene Ezell. 500 Winchester ct, Roseville. 
Bob Miller. 303 Remington ct, Roseville. 
Robert Beingessner. 1933 Johnson Ranch drive, Roseville. 
Stephen Franklin. 1945 Johnson Ranch drive, Roseville. 
Steven Spangler. 160 1 Winchester way, Roseville. 
Jess Stewert, Roseville, CA 95661 
Albert Plarfie. 15 19 Lariat Loop, Roseville. 
Marilyn Glaspie. 1520 Lariat Loop, Roseville. 
Larry Rebnise. 1530 Lariat Loop, Roseville. 
Sharon D'Nelly-Warady. 19 12 Hackemore drive, Roseville. 
John George. 603 Falcon way. Roseville, CA, 95661. 
Brianna Littlejohn. 3227 Green springs way. Roseville, CA, 95747. 
Shauna Rudolph. 506 Gettysburg court, Roseville, CA, 9566 1. 
Julie Cimino. 8248 Trail race drive, Roseville, 95747. 
Lawren Clinton and Mike Santi. 5548 Sage drive, Rocklin, CA, 95765. 
Andrew Reeves. 1505 F street. Sacramento, CA, 958 14. 
April Farnham. 1 176 Langaroft street, West Sacramento, Ca, 9569 1. 
Alix Anast. 8318 Bellsbrae, Antelope, CA, 95843. 
Carolyn Reichert. 256 Warm springs drive, Roseville, CA, 95678. 
Sheila Roberts. 448 Howe Ave, Sacramento, CA, 95819. 
Ashley Nojaomi. 9400 Richford lane, Granite Bay, CA, 95746. 
Mike Durkee. 7579 Cherry Glen Ave, citrus heights, Ca, 95610. 
Paulina Bolard. 6620 quail crossing lane, granite bay, CA, 95746. 
Rebecca Poage. 121 3 Live oak lane, Auburn, CA, 95604. 
Celest Dennis. 6527 halibut street, citrus heights, CA, 95621. 
John Burke. 145 1 Rocky ridge drive, # 170 1, Roseville. 
Craig Cook. 5304 Leavitt way. Fair Oaks, Ca, 95629 
Shelley Davis. 683 1 ebony oaks place. Granite Bay, Ca, 95746. 
Pat Fay. 9455 Oak leaf way. Granite Bay, Ca, 95746. 
Ronald Pozzi. 8257 Lakeland drive. Granite Bay, Ca, 95746. 
Ed Seaman. 2723 Musgrave Place. El Dorado Hills, Ca, 95762. 
Judith Vincent. 7205 Antelope woods way. North Highland, Ca, 95660. 
Brian Robertson. 1257 Barrington lane. Lincoln, Ca, 95648 



Kenneth and Jesolyn Kars. 1700 karchner road, Lincoln, ca, 95648. 
Jeff Evans 2751 Combie road, Meadow Vista, CA, 95722. 
Linda Westphal. PO box 2033, citris heights, CA, 9561 1. 
Debra Hultman. 14170 green haven lane, grass valley, 95945. 
Karen Allen. 35 pine crest drive. Applegate, CA 95703. 
Julie Griffith. 14 170 green haven lane, grass valley 95945. 
K Bergmann. 15978 woodlake grass valley 95945. 
Cenno Oheiro 2 1989 manzanita forest drive, Colfax CA 957 13. 
Ashley Luell. 1215 1 Griffin way, Auburnb CA. 95602. 
Dustin Blackwell. 1533 South Auburn street, Colfax, CA 
Kathleen R Arnold. 14 Salmon vista drive, Auburn CA 
Patria Garcia 309 Hammill ct. Roseville, CA 95747 
Julie Garcia 1520 Pleasanmt grove blvd #12 1, Roseville 
Kelly Alson. PO box 455, Colfax CA 95713. 
Bonnie Childs. PO box 750, Applegate CA 95703 
Marty Jacobs 735 Hamlett place, Colfax 957 13 
Michael Abbott 450 Fowler road. Newcastle 95656. 
Todd Martin. Scott Martin. Brian Martin. 885 White thorn drive, san Jose, CA 95128. 
Ruby Lee. 699 south 1 4th street. San Jose, California. 95 1 12. 408 297- 1575 
Janet Hailer. 15288 Charlotte drive, san Jose, California. 95 124. 408 369- 1243 
Andrea Helen Lee. 82nd east 3rd street. Apartment 3D, New York, New York, 10003 
Blake D. Anderson. 212 16th avenue. Santa Cmz, California, 95062. 
Martie Lee. 4848 Pauline court. Santa Rosa, California 95401. 
Jeff Griffeath. 4848 Pauline court. Santa Rosa. 
Erin and Mark Douglas. 1950 marsh creek court. Santa Rosa. 95403. 
Taylor Kars and Adrian Souza. 5265 Edgewood drive, Paradise, California. 530 864 5672 
Alex Pearson. 10646 Merriman road, Cupertino, CA 950 14. 
Yvette Duarte. 10646 Merriman road, Cupertino, CA 95014. 
Holly Wade. 60 Kimble avenue, Los Gatos, CA 98030. 
Carol Mellberg. 60 Kimble avenue, Los Gatos, CA 98030. 
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Melinda Harrell 
.. - ~ , --,- .* 

From: Ann Holman 

Sent: Monday, June I I, 2007 4:36 PM M I A  

To: Melinda Harrell 

Subject: FW: Placer Vineyards Project not Following Placer County General Plan 

For distribution. Ann 

Ann Holman 
Clerk of the Board 
(530) 889-4040 

... -- ". . .,. ... ... ."..". "- -"- . 

From: Lisa Buescher 
Sent: Monday, June 11, 2007 4:34 PM 
To: Bruce Kranz; Mike Boyle; Ann Holman; Teri Sayad; Michael Johnson; John Marin; Linda Brown; Brian 
Jagger; Ruth Alves; Jennifer Pereira 
Subject: FW: Placer Vineyards Project not Following Placer County General Plan 

FYI 

Lisa Buescher 
Supervisor Bruce Kranz 
Placer County 
530-886-4647 

From: BCGreco@aol.com [mailto:BCGreco@aol.com] 
Sent: Sunday, June 10, 2007 11:55 AM 
To: Lisa Buescher 
Subject: Placer Vineyards Project not Following Placer County General Plan 

Bruce Kranz 
Supervisor District 5 

Dear Supervisor Kranz, 

This letter discuses the Placer Vineyards Project in regard to how it is not following the Placer County General 
Plan in regard to development next to the Residential-Agriculture SPA areas. I am a SPA area homeowner with 
5 acres at 8325 Locust Rd. My rural residential-agriculture neighborhood consists of the area south of Baseline, 
west and north of the Placer Vineyards project. The streets of my neighborhood are drawn in dark blue below 
(Locust Rd., Newton St., Elder St., Lowell St., and Browning St). My neighborhood includes the majority of the 
SPA area acreage. You may be aware that the SPA community has been meeting with Paul Thompson 
(Principal Planner) and Kent MacDiarmid (Developer Representative). Although some progress has been made 
in regard to more proper buffers, in general they have not met our requests. 

I. We want the section of Locust Rd. in  our Neighborhood to terminate before entering the top of the 
New Placer Vineyards Development. I have illustrated this feature below. This is our top priority. It is 
the only way to prevent massive north-south through traffic in my residential neighborhood from the 
tremendous amount of urbanization occurring in this whole region of Placer county. 

2. We want a few hundred feet of buffer. 

3. We want equestrian trails throughout the open spaces of Placer Vineyards. 

Our requests are all fully supported by the specific wording of the Placer County General Plan. 
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x - roods  her& 
The Memorandum to the Honorable Board of Supervisors from Michael J. Johnson, Placer County Planning 
Director (Date: June 12, 2007; Subject: Placer Vineyards Specific Plan Public Workshop No. 1) states the 
applicants proposed amendments to the text of the Placer County General Plan: 

The Developer requests that "different buffer zone standards may be established within a Specific Plan as part 
of the Specific Plan approval". 

Under Section 1 - Land Use 1 .H.5. The Placer County General Plan states "The county shall require 
development within or adjacent to designated agricultural areas to incorporate design, construction, and 
maintenance techniques that protect agriculture and minimize conflicts with adjacent agricultural uses". The 
Developer requests the added text: ", except as may be determined to be unnecessary or inappropriate within a 
Specific Plan as part of the Specific Plan approval." The Memorandum states additional other Developer 
requested text changes designed to give the developer complete freedom in designing the agriculture to urban 
transitions. This is a clear violation of both the actual wording and spirit of the Placer County General Plan. 
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Below is a brief explanation of how the Placer County General Plan supports each of our requests: 

1. We want the section o f  Locust Rd. in our Neighborhood to  terminate before entering the top of the 
New Placer Vineyards Development. The only access, to our residential SPA neighborhood should be from 
Baseline Rd. via Locust Rd., Elder St., and Newton St.  his would eliminate north-south thru traffic. We would 
then be like most other residential neighborhoods which'only permit ingress and egress from just one side 
(Baseline in our case). It is very rare for a residential neighborhood to allow thru traffic. Most of us are on 
narrow deep lots with our houses close to the street side of our property. Our driveways are on Locust Rd. and 
all the streets shown above in dark blue. Locust Rd. in our neighborhood fits the Placer County General Plan 
description of rural local street which should have the least traffic volume of any street type. 

However, we have already seen an increase in Locust Rd. traffic with just the miniscule amount of development 
way over in  Roseville and Rocklin. The Placer Vineyards plan is making Watt 6 regular lanes + 2 BRT bus 
lanes. There is a massive distance between the 99/70 freeway (via 2 Baseline Rd. lanes through Sutter County 
where there is no widening planned by Sutter County) and Watt Ave. (which is already congested in 
Sacramento where it presently has 4 or 6 lanes). Several of us SPA residents commute into Down Town 
Sacramento every morning and we know the quickest route is heading south on Locust. The Placer Vineyards 
Plan statesweast-west connector streets shall generally provide through connections between and through land 
use areas while north-south connector streets may be more discontinuous, terminating at parks, open space, 
and neighborhood entries". Their plan provides very few paths deep into Sacramento. Their plan makes 
Locust Rd. a major thoroughfare forced to function like Watt Ave. to provide long distance travel deep into 
Sacramento. The Placer County General Plan states that thoroughfares should have no driveways allowed, we 
have a lot of Locust Rd. driveways. People will not travel north - south from or to Baseline Rd. through just the 
new Placer Vineyards streets (Dyer Lane & 18th St to Locust at the Sacramento border) when they can avoid 
at least 3 extra signal lights by traveling through our neighborhood. All these routes will be very congested. 
There are in fact very few streets in north Sacramento to plug into. The urbanizat~on of both Placer and Sutter 
county is never going to stop. New developments will continually be added in addition to the ones in the 
planning stages we are currently aware of. We can not allow our residential neighborhood to remain one of just 
a few north-south pathways between Sacramento and Placer. Locust presently has hazardous right angle turns 
in it; why not just have it come up from Sacramento into Placer Vineyards and sweep gracefully north-east as 4 
or 6 lanes and join into Dryer Lane and head north toward Brewer Rd. . They basically already have it drawn 
that way in the plans, just need to add more lanes. 

Please allow us to receive the same benefits being granted to every residential neighborhood of Placer 
Vineyards. With Locust blocked off we become a nice residential neighborhood where it is safe to walk, bike 
and horse ride on our streets without fear of being run over by someone just traveling through. The streets of 
our neighborhood would not need to be widened, No one looses their fences or landscaping. People can safely 
back out of their driveway (some have no turnaround means on their property). We will create an image of 
being a quiet, distinct residential large lot neighborhood in which it would be inappropriate for Placer County to 
permit any of the undeveloped lots in the neighborhood to construct high density housing or commercial 
buildings. 

2. We want a few hundred feet o f  buffer. The best the developer has offered us is less than 100'. The Placer 
County General Plan devotes about ten pages to the topic of buffers between residential areas and agricultural 
areas. The Developer is trying to avoid all these buffer requirements by proposing amendments to the text of 
the Placer County General Plan. The SPA areas are zoned Residential-Agriculture. The Placer County 
General Plan states "The county shall encourage continued and, where possible, increased agricultural 
activities on lands suited to agricultural uses." This message is repeated many times in the Placer County 
General Plan. Some of us in my neighborhood have been talking about expanding our hobby gardens to 
produce much larger quantities and having a Farmers' Market. The Placer County General Plan states, "The 
County shall support opportunities to promote and market agricultural products grown or processed within 
Placer County (such as Farmers' Markets) as a part of the economic development activities of local agencies." 
and "The County shall permit stands for the sale of agricultural products in any agricultural land use designation 
to promote and market those agricultural products grown or processed in Placer County." With the urbanization 
occurring around us there would be great demand for fresh foods grown on our SPA area properties. Along 
Baseline, Riego, and Watt Ave. I'm sure you have seen the rice fields, family owned strawberry fields with 
roadside stands, and vineyards (the proposed development is called Placer Vineyards for a reason). I myself 
grow table grapes and plan on expanding by planting a full 3 acre vineyard. These are the types of agricultural 
things done here. Not everyone in the SPA area is currently farming, but the Placer County General Plan fully 
supports our Right-to-Farm. The development is called Placer Vineyards, well the Placer Countv General 
Plan s~ecificallv requires a minimum 400 foot buffer zone between a new development residential structure 
and an aqricultural pro~ertv line which does or realisticallv could have a vinevard. We have the right-to-farm. 
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3. We want equestrian trails throughout the interior and perimeter open spaces of Placer Vineyards. 
The Placer County General Plan states "The County shall support development of a Countywide trail system 
designed to achieve the following objectives: ... d. Provide for multiple uses (i.e., pedestrian, equestrian, 
bicycle)" and "The County shall support the integration of public trail facilities into the design of flood control 
facilities and other public works projects whenever possible." and "The County shall continue to require 
developers to finance and install pedestrian walkways, equestrian trails, and multi-purpose paths in new 
development, as appropriate." 

The Placer County General Plan fully supports the 3 requests of my rural residential agriculture neighborhood. 
We will do everything possible to prevent the Placer Vineyards Specific Plan from moving forward until these 
features are incorporated into the official plan submitted by the Developer. 

Please make the Placer Vineyards Developer and Paul Thompson the county's Principal Planner simply follow 
the rules of the Placer County General Plan. We should have received these things without even having to ask 
for them. 

We are simply a low density residential agriculture neighborhood and as the original south-west residents of 
Placer County we certainly deserve to receive the most fundamental and universally accepted design principle 
of residential neighborhoods which is the absolute prevention of through traffic. We are pretty much surrounded 
by miles and miles of vacant land owned by the developers, fulfilling our request to block off the bottom of our 
neighborhood and adding some additional lanes to a couple new Placer Vineyards roads around us is certainly 
no hardship to the developer or Placer County. It is simply the right thing to do. 

I will be unable to attend the June 12 Workshop No. 1. Walter Wyllie and some of the other SPA residents will 
try to attend the workshop to express our concerns described above. However, we have been told we may only 
be allowed 3 or 4 minutes to talk. I ask that you please represent us on these issues, even though we are not 
specifically in your district. 

Thanks for your time, 
Bruce and Sheri Greco 
8325 Locust Rd. 
Elverta, CA 95626 
91 6-992-651 1 
BCGRECO@AOL.com 

See what's free at AOL.com. 
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PLACER COUNTY 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
1 75 Fulweiler Avenue 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Concerning: PLACER VINEYARDS SPECIFIC PLAN (PVSP) 
SPECIAL PLANNING AREA (SPA) 

Specific Concerns: Traffic Flow on Locust Road, as well as traffic 
from Locust Road to Newton, Browning, and 
Lowell that will be significantly impacted from 
the PVSP 

Solution: Realignment of access to Locust Road needed for the 
significant increase in traffic flow PVSP residents and 
businesses will cause. 

Secondary Concerns: Proposed buffer area in front of 8595,858 1,855 1, and 8560 
Locust Road (SPA#1) is not adequate or comparable to other buffer areas. In addition, 
the proposed PVSP low density zoning adjacent to SPA is inadequate. 

TRAFFIC FLOW - A suggestion to reduce andlor resolve traffic flow on Locust from 
impact of PVSP is for an additional 875 feet (2) of new roadway running to the south of 
the eastlwest portion of Locust Road. Attached is a diagram that illustrates the proposed 
new road that would alleviate the expected new trafic. The new road would not connect 
to the current Locust Road (except in PVSP area) thereby maintaining a residential traffic 
flow. Even though this proposal will inconvenience the residents of our small 
community, it was overwhelming accepted at the June 5~ community meeting as 
represented in Attachment 1. 

The proponent is utilizing the SPA residents as a "greenbelt" for their project. PVSP 
should provide its own roads to connect to major roadways (i.e. Baseline, Elverta, 
Palladay, Dwyer, Watt, etc.) for commuter traffic. Currently, the plan utilized Locust 
Road as one of the main roadways to and from the proposed new town center. Locust 
Road is a residential road that should not bear the additional commuter traffic associated 
with t h s  project. Currently, there are 15 single family homes with l rect  access on 
Locust Road. It does not appear reasonable for those families to bear the traffic from a 
new development of this size. Especially, considering the current traffic generated by the 
new developments in the Fiddyrnent and Roseville areas. The residents of Locust's road 
should not have its residential road incorporated into a road that goes to and from PVPS's 
Town Center. 



PLACER COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS PAGE 2 

Because of the configuration of SPA# 1, the proposed bufferhern area is unacceptable. 
By provihng the replace road for Locust Road this will eliminated the buffhern issue for 
the proponent and SPA# 1 residents. 

Locust Road ends in Sacramento County approximately one (I) mile south of the SPA#I 
area and intersects to the north at Baseline Road and the Sutter County line. This may 
make resolutions of traffic issues somewhat uncertain and also makes the area unique. 
Unique, in that, Placer Count~y has no authority over traffic flow into or from these other 
counties caused by PVPS and other developments. A new road would protect the current 
residents of Locust Road from these uncertainties. The Proponent's current plan is to 
extend Locust Road behind and parallel to Browning. However, the extension does not 
connect to any roadway which will alleviate expected new traffic. This extension will at 
some point connect to a thoroughfare. By not connecting the new extension of Locust 
Road to a thoroughfare at time of contraction, the traffic will have to utilize Locust to 
reach Baseline (i.e. 99/70 and Roseville). 

OCCUPANY LEVELS - Currently, the PVSP's plan is for two to seven residents per 
acre lot (low density) abutting the SPA. The majority of SPA lots are five to 20 acre per 
residence. The SPA has a ten (10) acre minimum (unless previously split) for future 
development. The differential in occupancy levels where the PVSP and SPA abuts does 
not seem to facilitate an adequate transition from SPA neighborhoods to PVSP. The 
majority of the SPA residents have a variety of animals. Issues that accompany these 
animals will not blend well with PVSP residents. By utilizing larger lots sizes (semi- 
rural) next to the SPA borders, many of these issues will be lessen or resolved. 

There are currently raptors, pheasants, quail, ducks, jack rabbits, natomas garter snakes, 
toads, tree frogs, robins, killdeers, magpies, swallows, crows,'and various other song 
birds in the PVPS. Having larger lots adjacent to SPA will facilitate ths  wildlife. 

We hope that the Board and Proponent will consider our suggestions. 

Concerned SPA Resident 
John & Linda Page 
858 1 Locust Road 
Elverta, CA 95626 
916.991.6955 and/or ljbird@vfr.net 

cc: F.C. "Rocky", Supervisor Dist. 1 
R. Wey gandt, Supervisor 
J. Holmes, Supervisor 
T. Gaines, Supervisor 
B. Kranz, Supervisor 
P. Thompson, Principal Planners 
P. Vassion, Civil Engineer 
L. Brown, Field Representative 
Community Members Affected by the 

Imminent Vineyards Project 
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Ann Holman 

From: Teri Sayad on behalf of Placer County Board of Supervisors 

sent:  Monday, July 02, 2007 10:51 AM f ;---- a-b --_. .-.- ---U ,, - .. 
To: Ann Holman; Mike Boyle 1 1 L :&2E%fD.&, mxgka 

. # 
Subject: FW: Placer Vineyards 

Email from Roger Perkins regarding Placer ~1ne~ards . i  
' 3 Oo<aq-\ 1 A!%. 7: - -  - -- 

Lk:-.--+ ..-y:: - - &... 
From: Roger Perkins [mailto:perks@wizwire.com] X ..-. 

Sent: sunday, July 01, 2007 8:39 PM 
To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Placer Vineyards 

To all Supervisors: 

OAE 719 107 
h a r d  c '  ,?qx:rviscwp - r; 

eg C ~ U !  1:. ' q c g  ;VG /li' 
> ,X 

I am completely against this new Tsakopoulos development. Placer County has already lost 
80% of its vernal pools to development. The parcels that they propose as compensation are 
too small, too isolated, or of too little biological value. 

I don't understand how they are supposed to make up for the destruction this will do to the rare 
plancs and animals at these vernal pools. 

Please reject this development. 

Roger Perkins 
11 493 Sherwood Way 
Auburn, CA 95602 
823-0339 

(Placer County resident since 1959) 
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From: Michael Neal [mbnealll 1 5@yahoo.com 

Sent: Sunday, July 08, 2007 2'45 PM 

To: Placer County Board of Superv~sors & -  -9~ sML Doyle 
Subject: Placer V~neyards - -.-I__Y _ _ m &,?Ju &-.- - - s.. 

J 

Supervisors: As a 25 year resident of Loomis who has watched in dismay as Placer County becomes 
more claustrophobic every day with houses and malls and traffic, I am joining with many in the county 
to ask your opposition to the Placer Vineyard project. Do you honestly think your constitutents want 
another 14,000 + homes and the attendant traffic and pollution problems that they bring with them..? I 
think not. As a Sierra Club member I am also concerned about the environmental damage that this 
project would wreak on the Vernal Pools, habitat and wildlife of the proposed site. Can't you 
please have the farsighted fortitude to finally say to a developer, " NO, enough is enough"..??? Thank 
you for your consideration of my position, Michael B. Neal, 8320 King Road, Loomis 95650 





To: Placer Department of Engineering Date: June 25,2007 
and the Placer County Board of Supervisors 

cc: Placer County Planning Department 
Engineering & Redevelopment 

From: Pauline Sakai 
2 15 1 Baseline Road 
Roseville, CA 95747 bee' Jnuy;%~ 

Re: Danger on Baseline Road - getting worse JU'N 2 6 2007 

Hello All, 

I am a Placer county resident who lives at the intersection of Baseline Road and Longview. When I 
first moved to Roseville 25 years ago Baseline Road was a two lane road full of pot holes and the land 
across the road (on Baseline) was a pasture for cows grazing, It was very pastoral and quiet place to 
live. 

Since then I have seen continued growth on the Roseville City side of the road, its progression of 
subdivisions and other developments. I recently became aware of a new development project planned 
in West Roseville, named the "Placer Vineyards" project (located south of Baseline, north of the 
Sacramento County line, west of Walerga Road and Dry Creek, east of the Sutter county border, per 
the Roseville Press Tribune, June 9,2007),. 

This project will increase the traffic along Baseline Road and in doing so will make an already 
dangerous condition even worse. And increase the noise level from the traffic already reflected by the 
sound wall on the north side of the road. Let me explain. 

Longview Dr. 

concrete wall 

- 

Baseline Road 

Sakai's 
Driveway 

LEGEND: A= Traffic from Longview trying to turn onto Baseline Road (east) 
B= Approach to Sakai driveway 
C= Increasing traffic along Baseline Road (eastfwest) 

As you can see from the drawing this situation can be quite dangerous. As I attempt to turn into my 
driveway, there can also be traffic lane from Longview trying to turn onto Baseline Road using the 
shared turning lane. Yikes, what would happen on a foggy day! This is also a problem when turning 
out of my driveway. 



This letter has been sent to the following: 

Placer County Supervisors 
F. C. "Rocky" Rockholm 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holmes 
Kirk Uhler 
Bruce Kranz 

Public Works - Redevelopment 
Richard Colwell 
Rae James 

Public Works - Engineering 
John Weber 



June 25,2007 
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors: 

Rocky Rockholm Ac,,~fil F l y  L 'l 6 ,rr..- &:;* 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holmes 
Kirk Uhler 
Bruce Krantz 

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), 1 

-XA+H 6 r J I;/ &i /~ , e  m in favor of closing 

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My 

concerns over increascd traffic and dai~gerous roadways have lead 

me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and 

neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your 

consideration and understanding in this rnp 
---. 

/ 

address 

r 

~ & ~ D I - ~ W * D I  Ahm- 
Sup D Z  Sup D5 - DZ 
Strp D3- M D 7 3  3k 



June 25,2007 
1.0 the Placer County Board of Supervisors: 

Rocky Rockholm 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holmes 
Kirk IJhler 
Bruce Krantz 

As a resident o f  the Special Planning Area (SPA), I 

b~~,~lcace~ \ am in favor of closing 

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development.'My 

concerns over increased trat5c and dangerous roadways have lead 

me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and 

neighborhood feel o f  my community. Thank you for your 

consideration and understanding in this matter. 

address 



June 25,2007 
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors: 

Rocky Rockholm 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holmes 
Kirk [Jhlcr 
Bruce Krantz 

As a resident of  the Special Planning Area (SPA), 1 

am in favor of closing 

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My 

concerns over increased traflic and dangerous roadways have lead 

me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of l i f e  and 

neighborhood feel of my community. l'hank you for your 

consideration and understanding in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

10665 &apiuc, 
- 

-,-" ..- 

address 



June 25,2007 
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors: 

Rocky Rockholm 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holmes 
Kirk Uhler 
Bruce Krantz 

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), 1 

' ~ ~ I \ + \ L , V ,  f l : \ k , q c o n  am in favor of closing 

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My 

concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead 

me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and 

neighborhood feel o f  my community. Thank you for your 

consideration and understanding in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

WSbS BI*&,.r-& SktA- 
address k \ d - ~  1 CA q56& 



June 25,2007 
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors: 

Rocky Rockholm 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holrnes 
Kirk Uhler 
Bruce Krantz 

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), I 

favor of closing 

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My 

concerns over increased t raf ic  and dangerous roadways have lead 

me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and 

neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your 

consideration and understanding in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Lh~fle.cLt.anP 



June 25,2007 
1.0 the Placer County Board of Supervisors: 

Rocky Rockholm 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holmes 
Kirk Uhler 
Bruce Krantz 

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), 1 

G L G ~ ~  UWAEKIJPU~ am in favor of closing 

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My 

concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead 

me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and 

neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your 

consideration and understanding in this matter 

Sincerely, - 



June 25,2007 
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors: 

Rocky Rockholm 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holmes 
Kirk Uhler 
Bruce Krantz 

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), I 

CZ €3- am in favor of closing 

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My 

concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead 

me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality o f  life and 

neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your 

consideration and understanding in this matter. 

/ \  Sincerely, 1 I 

address i 



June 25,2007 
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors: 

Rocky Rockholm 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holmes 
Kirk Uhler 
Bruce Krantz 

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), I 
I 

/ i  ANflk -?IFZL/M am in favor of closing 

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My 

concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead 

me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and 
\ 
neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your 

consideration and understanding in this matter. 

address 



June 25,2007 
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors: 

Rocky Rockholm 
Robert Weygandt 
Jim Holmes 
Kirk Uhler 
Bruce Krantz 

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), I 

1 /r// A~.~~(?I/&'?T am in favor of closing 

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My 

concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead 

me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and 
\ 
neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your 

consideration and understanding in this matter. 

address 



Placcr County Board 01'Supervisors 
Mr  Rocky Kockllolm; M r .  Raben Wcygandl; MY Sim Holnlcs, Mr. Ted Gaines: M r .  B n ~ c c  K r w z  

Placer Cau l~ ty  Plalmilig C o n ~ ~ i ~ i s s i o ~ l  
M I .  Nor 0. F~crros ;  Mr .  K e l ~ ~ l e t l ~  De~iio;  Mr .  James Forcman, Mr .  Mlt;hacl Stafford; Ms Mlcl>ellc Burris; Mr 
Larry Sev~son ;  Mr.  Gerald 1. Brenrnall, I r .  

West Placcr M u n ~ c ~ p d l  Adv~sory  C 'ou~~cl l  
Mrs  Claudctrc A M ~ t c h e l - W e ~ . ; ~ n a ~ ~ ~ c l ,  Mr Barry Slrllnldn, M r  Gcorge Blown; Ms Dix ie Allcr, Mr.  Teny  
Dee Wcbb 

Maywall Krach 
Placcr C'oun~ y Coriinl\~n I ty Dcvelopr~lerll Reso~ircc Agency 
Env~ror~~nenkal  Coordinnrion S c ~ v ~ c e s  
3091 Cvunry C'cntcr Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Re: Community Comments on tlre last EIH for Ihe Placer Vineyard Specific Plan 

Dear Rrpresentutivcb nnd County Agencies- 

We are IwnpcrLy and I ~ o m c  owlicrs in the area o f  rhls prolccr (as know as the Special Planning Ared or SPA). 
After cir~eful consicicrnrior~, wc nrc i l l  f nvo~  o f  the closure 01' Loc~lst Road 11) ordcr to retain our qua l~ ty  of  life 
and snfcty of our lionles, I r ~ l ~ l i c s  2nd busi~less. We helleve lhis is tllc only way wc can erlsurc the safety of our 
sn~al l  conlmunity. Locust Road i s   he only roi\d in the SPA w h ~ c h  under [he current proposal allows for traffic 
f low In  and out of the proposed cornlllunlly. We dorr't believe it is 111 0111. best ~nteresl io add (he traflic to onr 
snla l l  con~nlul\ity roods, wliich will increase accrclcl,ts and propcrty danlagcs. 

Wc have cxprcsscd our co1)cenls ill two pl.evlous Ie~ters,  Jatcd! M a y  5 ,  2006 and again May 7, 2007 (wllich we 
liave enclosed copics) with t l ~  losc of our n1ra.l life style, se\ back issues, 1,-affic conlrol, noise 2nd loss of 
property W e  liave d~let~ileil  n~cctings of'lhc West Placcr Murlicipal Advisory C:o~~ncil and ear-11er P lann~ng 
msctings o r thc  Board ot'Superviso~.s. Being existing r e s ~ d e ~ ~ ~ s  o f  Placcl. Counry W C  l13vc c~pcctat ions II1at our 
nee& will he addrcsscd. B11t i t  is npparent to us that e v e n  111ougll we have axj,~.essed o u r  conccrns nilnlcrous 
times our needs have bee11 mary i~~i~l izcd .  

Wc understand we w ~ l l  1101 be  dble lo slop llle iievelopn~cnt and at  t h ~ s  point wclcolnc a planrlcd comrnuliity that 
allows LIS ro I I V C  our I~festylc at t0c S ~ I ~ I C  t1111c w e  CO-CXISI wiill \he add~riondl cc>mmunl\y members I f  P l ~ c e r  
Cot~r~ty  dcc~dcs  LO recoglllze and serve all the convnuliltlcs ncccts ~ n d  dcs~rcs ,  we will sul~port log~cal  growlli for 
our area, 

Maillfig address, P . 0 .  Uox 520, Elvel-[a, CA 95626, Phorlc 11ulnbcr (91 6 )  99 1-5004 



M a y  1 .  2007 

Maywan Krach 
Placcr County C 'o~~~o lun i ry  Developmen( Reso~rrcc Agel~cy 
Environrncnlnl Cooldlnal~on Services 
309 1 Coullty Center Drive: 
Aubur~l. CA 95603 

Placer Counry Boitrd of Supervisors 
Placer Cout~ry Plnnni~lg C'ommissio~i 
West Placer Municipal Advisory C:ouncil 

Re: Clornmunity Comments  on the last EIR for the Plucer Vineyard Specific Plan 

Dear Representatives and County Agencies- 

W e  arc propcrty ,111d home owlle1.s 111 \lie atljo~ning or gcncral arc3 of this projcct (as know as the Specla1 
Plani\ing Arcn or SPA).  W e  \ \~ldcsstal~d the Placer Counry will soon review, comnlent and riilc on thc latest 
Envirorunental 11np;lcI Report collceniillg the Placer Vineyards Spec~fic Plan (PVSP) As residences oT 
propcny rl\nt is directly adlace~lt to (his developn\en\ we are very concerned abuu~ \hc plans and regnlalions 
wli1c11 I~av t !  ~ C C I I  S C ~  O L I ~  for our 3rc3. WC hnvc serious conccms about the p la~i~ led  sct bnck distances (including 
limited landscaping, 110 menrion of hznns, or openlspl~t rail l'cncing), t raf l ic  controls, and  sound mitigation. Our 
concenis are as iollows~ 

I-Sct Becks- We feel  lie plaii~ied set back dis~ances arc inadequale. Our area i s  mainly rural agricultural, 
f o c ~ ~ s e d  on ranch type propert~es. Tlie bulk of the conlrnll~viy r a se s  large and small farnl an~ma l s  for food, sale 
and pleasure. 'I hcse include but arc not limited to cows, goats, sheep, pigs, horscs, nlules, donkeys, laltlas! 
chickens, dogs and ca t s  Wc arc Ihc owncrs and opcrarors of an cqucstrian I'acilities on L o c ~ ~ s l  Road and we 
utrdersral~d rllere will be a road ru~~n i l l g  parallel to our covered arcna, so wc havc corlccms for thc sarety of nor 
only falnily 2nd our 3llinlnls, but t l ~  safcty of our boardcrs and t h e  a~l in ia ls  u~iclel. our care. 

Duc to \his "sm;lll Ikrn~", agric1111~1r;ll life style. we know \hat \here is a nced for a greater sepa1,ation from Illc 
dcvcloping conrmuniry and rhe existiny I ~ o m e s ,  iailnns and properrles. The sepal.atio~\ is needed not ollly to 
~ ~ - O I ~ C I  O u r  exisIlng life<\yle, hut also to protect the new develoyrl~ent l'r.oln all tllc cr~viror~nicr~tnl irrtrusions that 
come with Farm ;ni~n\als A sct back distallce greater tlla1.l tlie stated 154 fccr is ~ \ccdcd ,  cspecinlly consideri~\y 
[ l u t  llie roildways are illcluded ill llle Illeasurerlletlt of Ihjs set back distnncc. There is no menilon o f  sound 
absorptiorl berms, bemled Ia~~dscnpi~ ig  or split rail fencing statcd in thc cornm~rniiy plat). 

Dur~ng tlie last West Placer M A C  nleeling, hcld Aprll 12,2007, rhc Placcr Co\lnry Reprcse l l l~ t~ve  1ndk111g 111s 
Pldcer V ~ ~ i e y a ~  J s  p~esentdtlon would llor comlnlt lo us that Placcr cou~lty would a ~ d  11) protcctlng our qunl~ ty  o r  
11k We find 1 1 1 1 ~  1s ~(lldlly undccep(ab1e uld I S  not the lreatnlcnt we expect I'rom our rcprcscrllat~vcs 



2-Traffic Control- Rig111 now, there is 110 sui~able ileslsn l o r  control ofspeed and traffic flow through our area 
Tllis i s  colnplctely 111adequntc nrld cnuscs us great dis tre~s.  Rascl~nc prcsenlly acts as n 111ajor 11~0roughfa1-e LO 

and from niqur i~i\erstales incl~rding Higl\way 99 and 70 and 65 anc! ln\eratate 80. As dcvciop~t\cut continues In 
thc Placcr Coullty area more a ~ l d  Inore cornmcrtcrs have grown to use Locus1 Road a5 L! c u ~  off dur111g Ihcrc dally 
cornmurc to and fro111 work in (lie grearcl. Sacraniento arca. This lncrcasc in traffic to our area 1s a cons[ant 
~llrza\ lo ollr homc, children, a~l i~l lals  and properly. Veh~cles are continually rulinillg through fencing, onto O U T  

yards ant1 pastures. This traflic scrvcs tllc Placer County foothills colnmun~ties o f  Lincoltl, Stanford Rallcli, iulrl 

Koseville expansions. This lidal wave of traffic needs to be t l~s\r ibu~eJ illore e f f~c ien~ly  ovcr a broader area on 
road ways Jesigncd 10 acc01111~iodatc S L I C ~ I  1cvcIs of Iraffic flow. 

3-Sound Mit iga t ion-Ro~d noise is p~cscntly undccep~.\blr. The EIR ,md ~ h c  PVSP docs 1101 dc ta~l  pract~ccs or 
englllcered solut~ons for the culrel1t and adtlrr~onal IncreJses 111 ~ ~ o ~ s c  rron1 an c x p o ~ ~ c ~ i r ~ a l  illcrease o f  11affic 
louled \hrokigh Bnsclrnc Road and onto snlallel surfdce slrtrel9 4 \ 1 ~ 1 i  il$ LOCLIS\ Road 

W c  want to co~ltrol the outcolne of how this project c o n ~ ~ n u e s  In oui- area We know cllc prqlecL w ~ l l  go 
Ionvnrd, but wc  do not want our ;ire3 to beconle another unco~~trolletl growlh area such as Anlelul~e o r  Notrh 
N J ~ o I ~ ~ ~ s  dcvclop~ncrlt. W c  will acccpt developrne~~l that brings des~rable elivrronmenls, such as In Granrte Bay, 
hr~ny us wcll p lan~~ci l  roadways and distributed bike paths, walki~ig paths and equestrian tra~ls.  Smart growl11 
should bl; Placer County focus, lesniug heavily lowards snlaller, well-plnnned conl~nunitles that included tow11 
ccntcrs, plnntlcd scllools and parks R I I ~  carefiilly cont~~olled noise nnd traffic. If Placer Coiinty decides to 
recognlLe a i ~ d  scrve 311 thc communities i~ccds  and desires, wc will suppot! logicnl growth for our 3rc3, 

F~nolly, wc wcrc inibr~ncd that tlicre are several upcoming commirili~y workshops relaled to t111s and other 
ncnrby P1,lccr Colmty d c v e l u p n ~ e ~ ~ \ s .  Plrust! uuns~der holding planning meelings and otlicr pcrtincnt activities 
during cvcnlngs and weekends, so residrlices of  the effec~ed area can attend these nieetings. 

Sincerely rttc undc~s~gncd  property and owners in the effected arcn- 

Joycc and Duarle Rerrisol~, rcsidcn~s and ownel-s o f  8450 Locust Road, Elvcrta. CA 95b26, parcel #O23.OGO- 
02 1-000 a11d 10355 Browing S t r c r ~ ,  p ~ l c e l  #023-060-025-000, Mnilrng ~ d d r e s s  P 0 Box 520, Elverta, CA 
95626, Phollc n l ~ ~ n b e r  (91 0 )  991 -0563 

Tinn Renison-Weuvcr and Sean Weaver, residellis and owners of 8484 Loctlsr Roa(l ,  ~lvel-tl.1, C A  95626 
Mailing address. P 0 Box 520, Elvcrla, C A  95620, Phone number (916) 991 -5094 



M a y  10, 2006 

Placer Counly Planning Commission 
Board of Supervisors 
11414 B Avenue 
~ i ~ b u n i .  CA 95603 

Re: Placer Vineyard (PEIK '1 20040651tSCH #1999062020), Revised Draft Environn~ental Impact Report 
(EIR) 

To the Board and Commission- 

W e  are propelty {md ho~l le  owl l e~s  In \he dd)u1111lrg or gct\crsl area o l  this projcct ( a s  know 3s tllc Spcclal 
Plannlllg Area or SPA)  Slnce we Jre 1101 dblr L O  ~(LrriJ p ~ r h l ~ ~ '  11rdr11ly 011 (lit! P~I I I I  011 M3y 1 1 ,  2006 at 10 45 
a m  we w ~ s h  to you \o ddd our wrlrlen comments ~ n d  conccnrs regard i~~y rhe Plan ~i-td Project 

Quality of Life- 
We moved to this area to enjoy a rural life style and rile develop~ncnt of prope~zy to the density proposed will 
hrrng !lie oncl LO 0111. country l ~ f e  and "move" 11s into the 111 ban city. We have Ilorszs, c l~ jckc~ls ,  anirnals, gardcns 
and a peacef~rl existing witlj our s\rrro\rndings, Wild birds and animals run 111roirgl~ open pastures. W ~ t h  
d e v z l o p ~ ~ l c ~ ~ t  comcs thc cnd o r  much ol'oirr ~lirality ol'lilk. As a~:imals are pushed out of open areas the will 
attempt to relocate to adjnccnt propcnics, this will include roden~s  wli~ch will take up "lionle" in our homcs, 
garages, barns, outb~lildings nud propcrty. What will thc dtlvclopcrs do \o  mltlgate these issues affecting tlrc 
cu~.rc~lt  propcny owncrs? 

Water Availabil i ty-  
C~rr ren~ly  we obld~tl oul watu from r~ r ldc rg ro~~r~d  wclls and as 1111s cleveloynlent corllcs Illto play, we helleve our 
walcr will bc afrecced I T  wale1 fol tile developn~elir IS obtu~ned from glound soulces and wclls, our current well 
lcvcls w1l1 drop as  lie water table drops In rcsponsc lo nddrliondl usage I'lie p~irlty and q11al11y o f  our wdter 
will he dffeclecj by t h ~ s  development 

Sewer and Drait~age a n d  Flood Control- 
Dultng wluter storms our roads l l ~ o t l  anti dra111 ditclles over fill wit11 s(oni1 water. As new dcvclopr~~cnt  occtirs 
1no1.e flood and low lying Iallds ale covercd and b ~ ~ i l d  I I ~ ,  this will cairse more flooding than we currtt~itly 
experience i t )  thc arca. The levy system i s  taxcd in o w  current s~\uat lon and wc do not want lo add more water 
(o this under-nnint3i11cd syslenl. Adequale scwcr systcnl must be developcd to handle \h~s new develop~lrcnt as 
cunently propcny owners have 110 co~lnty t~lai~itained syslern, but use scptic syslems on there propcrty. The 
current drain ditchcs need to be keep clean and ~.t~:\~ntatned lo n~iiigste tloods s \ tua \~ons .  

'l'raffic a i ~ d  Safety- 
W c  cxpcrlcncc many  acc~dellts 011 t11c roads in otrr a rw and currulltly our lknces a11d property IS dacnagcd as 
more people and cars at added going a1 a r a s w  and fasler speed rllcrc wlll he mor-e accidents in  our ; m a .  W e  
rcquesl Iha\ the developers mitignlc the traffic srticatio~~ a11d all norsc lovzls o f n e w  constructions srcns a1011g 
with the traffic We wish lo have speed bumps 01- tr.~ffic and S ~ C C C ~  1>ii11gat1011 to S I O W  traffic 011 dcvc)opeil illld 

cxitinb: rod5 



Yropcrty Protectio~rs and Services- 
W e  do 1101 have adequa~e policc and fire protect1011 to accomn~odatc 1111s d e v e l o p ~ ~ l e n ~  wl~liolit incrcasing such 
scrvjces in  our area. Will1 ncw dcvelopillent we expecl wc will have Inore crime and the need for more police 
protection. 

Schools and Libraries and Opcn Area, and Parks- 
Our scllools dre older ln thc arc3 and there are no l~b ra r~cs  rn tllc area, t l l~s develol~merrt w ~ l l  nccd to 
accom~iiodare S L I C I I  scrvlccs to thc 3rcd A S  the Project 111~11ides parks a ~ l d  open d r u b ,  who ~ 1 1 1  nla111t3111 these 
parkwdys, bikcways and open arms9 Who wjll pay for the water, ut111r1es d n d  servlccs rcqulrecl to Iilalntarn 
these areas'' 

1,oss o f  Property tllrough Right of Ways and W i d e n i ~ ~ g  of Roads- 
Improvenlents are proposed to widcllcd Locust Rand lo County standards and add new roadways adjacen~ to 
existi~lg prope~iy owners. We wlsh Lo know what is "C:oullty sta~ldards" and how I I I L I C ~  01'0ur land would be 
takcn from the existing PI-operty We do 11ot want our cun.ent property sizes ~.eJuceJ In order to wldcr roads. 
Eve11 tllrougll the C O L I I I I ~  \vo~~lcl pay ~ h c  propcrty ownel for the propeny acquil-ed, our homes would bc closcr to 
roatlways than t l ~ z  cur~.cnrly arc situalcd. T l l~s  would be not an accepcahle slcuation as nlore road noisc and 
threat to propercy woi~ld occur I f  new roads arc proposed thesc roads should not be take11 from ex~st ing Ialrd 
owners 1101 d~rec t  ~nvolved 111 the project. All road right of ways should be allocalcd from the developed 
pl.opefly and no\ ~ l ~ o s e  not a parly to the developn~cnr. Propcny at 8450 Locust Rond 1 ~ s  buildings on the 
adjacent prol~erty I I I I ~ S  and ~ l r o i ~ d ~  are clcvclopcd on  thc Project thc propcrty owncr docs not want thcrc land 
taken w ~ t h  roadway essesslilellt and bulldings threatened or requ~red to be relocated in this process. 

Expected Permits and Use- 
At 8450 Locust 11iel.t: is a family business ran throuyl~ a Multiple Use Pcnnit for 3 Ilorse stnblz, will this 
developn~ttnt arfect this hus~ness? Wit11 new u~batl  developmcni Ilext to a horse stable, t h e  new properly owners 
will have conlplains regarding ''city" folks tllovillg to the count~*y. Wc do not want a ncw dcvclopnlcnt to pilsll 
0111 the cxisring busincss and rcsidcnrs. Wc  do not wisll 10 Ilavc thc 11igher de11s11y clevelop~i~ent as suggested 111 

the alternate plan, as we belleve morc pcoplc pushcd closcr togcrhcr next lo I-ural p o p e n y  I S  not the best ])Ian 
for our a1 ea 

'I'irneline and Notice- 
Wc would ask thnr you kccp us advised o f  thc timel~nc of r h ~ s  project and providc adcqllatc notice o f  rnee~lngs 
slid requircd fili~lgs. Most ol ' tht  el'rectell pl.o]wrly owllers 111 the area work durirlg thc day and do no1 live in 
Auburrl, so lnccting our arca and al\er w o ~ k  woulcl be appreciatcd. Since wc havc not been allowed adequate 
tinw to rcscarch and ob ta~n  ~nrol-nlation regarding this developtiicnt and the erfec\s to 111e cllllre area and project, 
wc llavc illcludcd our known rssile. Bu\ we reserve the right to bring up adtlltro~ii,l Issties and factors as t l ~ y  arc 
revealed. 

1 

Srnccrcly (he i~nders~gnetl  prope11y and O W I ~ C ~ S  111 tlic c 

Joyce nnd  Duunc H c n i s o ~ ~ ,  rcs~dcnrs and owners o f  8450 Locust Rond, Elver~u. C A  95626, parccl #023-060- 
02 1-000 and 10.355 B~crwing Strcct, parcel #023-OAO-025-000, Mailing addrcss P 0 Box 520, Fi.lvena, C'A 
95626, Pllone nurnbel. (9 16) 99 1-0563 

Tina Renison-Weaver and Sea11 Weaver, resrden~s ~ n d  owllers of 8484 Locust Road, E lve r t~ ,  CA 95626 
M31l1ny addl css, Y 0 Uox 520, Elvcrta. CA 95626. P h o n e  numbel (916) '99 1-5094 

Sue and Walter Wyllie, rcs~cisnib m i l  owrlers of 8399 Locust Road, E lvc r ta ,  C A  9562G, pd~ce l  # , 111d\l111g 
~ J J l c h h ,  P 0. Bux 10S9, Elvcrta, C A  95620 
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July 10, 2007 John hlrdrl )~ 
*rrs~:lwr 

D o x ~ r ~ u w ~  '(ovv'cn 
The Honorable Bruce Kranx I rtvlcc Char 
Chair, Placer County Board of Supervisors M i c l ~ ~ c l  Jacobson 

C ~ : : h m  h n k  h:b~., Mnnupt* 
175 Fulweiler Avenue I ~ I C I  

Auburn, CA 95603 IndVice Chvr- 
I.ltvIr Cuder 

Yicc i*uiC,11 Crporok Cvrrvrncicaoo~~~ 
RE; July 16 Special Board Meeting - Placer Vineyards r ~ , , ~ , , ~ ~  

Part i h a l r  

hank Wrshlnpor~ 
Dear Supervisor Bruce Kranz: Cz~n-rvpt 5 I ,nxl.r, 

iMcon 51101 L o r n n ~ u i ~ ~ ~ ~ r ~ w t ~  

Vlcz Chalr~ The Sacramento Metro Chamber, representing nearly 2,500 member businesses Jcuira Chapnun 

and business organizations throughout rhe six-county Sacl-amenco region, selves as OWI~~IPI~O ~ l r ~ i  
ko~ln :D .X?nr!q 

the region's voice of busincss and is the leading PI-oponenc of regional cooperation Br,lno Cohcn 

on issues affecting business, economic development and quality of life. CRi .JIG" ~.IL.LI.I~~~I 11 

Kriztirrc Dcascl~nun 

Over the last several yeat-5. the Meuo Chamber has been one of the main 1'<.~4p! 
Ol~~.l%:!r~l;r. !Irl.u,:n 

proponents the SACOG Prefer-red Blueprint Scenario. "Blueprint" as i t  is  O:IVICI I ~ ~ S I C ~  

commonly I<nown. provides a regional land use guide that encourages growth in a G ~ U I I  MIIWPV 
.CAE CI;ot*-rld. 

smarter, more responsible and coordinated way. Rnhdy &pv 

%su*r~ 
iiv.111~: L~IIII  Cfi 

The Blueprint preferred scenario shows that if the Sacramento region grows in a AI cTyhr 

more sustainable manner. we can minimize traffic congestion and serve to  improve F , C ~ D ~  nr 

Ioc~rnkvltv i:~rv C ~ A L ~ S  
air quality. This appl-oach also allows us to  maximize the use of existing critical jlrn Williams 

infrastructure that helps to support improved housing affordabilicy, 
V J ~ I ~ ~ , , ~  r h r f t r ~ ~ : ~ ~ ( r ~ l c c ~  . P ! U ~ ~ , , ~  ordllL,p~ sc 

A G ~ I - ~ o  Kopr~s@ncor~vnc 
By design, the Blueprint is only a guideline. In order for Blueprint to  be successful, Roy B w w r  

Y(nu~;r:(: Po:rn(.' 
local land use agencies need to authorize projects chat incorporate Blueprint t ) w m  ( a:yrn (I P 

densities and smart gi-owth principles. We believe it is i~nporcant that developers PCIJX Ferr~rndt'~ 
n~'pmol \m P~ , , IC , I I  

and public officials ltnow chat the Sacl-amento region's business community su??orcs WCIIS ~J;E t1?.lr. 

Blueprint, and encoul-ages the development and approval of pr-ojects consistent Dcbonh hrym 
$'Kc> P/ew%nL P U L ~  h ( h  

with the densities and smart growth principles contained within Blueprint. Q. !II,I~,~, I-I~I~I,,: ,.,. 
Lqu l  Counr.?l 

W e  I-espcctfully request that you direct staff to develop [he necessary Chnscophot Dclfino 
Actmcv  

documentation in order to consider the Placer Vineyards Blueprint alternative. Jwnrq  haWA;rc,trfi L ~ I '  

TI e:sut L.I. 

W ~ ~ ~ E I I  Kaslbivragi 
Sincerely, ;OT.IC( 

lt.",y )r.,*I,t 1,tr 

AqA%<&d 
Pt'+:a*tl<ertt & CFO 
Wrx(l~cw R. Malbood 

~!?(T,!Ile,l;,, ;4.-:,,. C 1 8 < r n l ~ ,  

Matthew R. Mahood 
President & CEO 

Cc: Placel- County Board of Supervisors 

Phone 716.552680(1 
Fax 916.443.2672 
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