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Julie Edzards

From: Sharon Roseme [sroseme@garlic.com] : '
Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2008 4:18 PM
To: Julie Edzards; Placer County Planning
Cc: Kathy Dombrowski; Pat Gibbs; Jenny Jordan
Subject: MINOR USE PERMIT, FOLSOM IAKE EQUESTRIAN CENTER (PMPCT20060321) Feb7,
‘ 2008
Hi Julie,

Will this reach the Zoning Administrator if emailed to you? I've also
faxed It to the plannlng department at 530-745-3080. Does that work??
Thanks, S

Sharon

" Sharon D. Roseme
9217 Los Puentes Rd.
Newcastle. CA 95658
916-663-3450
sroseme@garlic.com

February 5, 2008

County of Placer

Zoning Administrator
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603

Via email and fax

RE: MINOR USE PERMIT, FOLSOM LAKE EQUESTRIAN CENTER (PMPCT20060321)

Dear 7ZA, o

I am writing to express‘my support of Folsom Lake Equestrian
.Center’s (“FLEC”)application for a.minor use permit to increase the number of horses
permitted on the property. I have used the trails adjacent to the property for many
years. When FLEC acquired the property it was a complete mess. FLEC now operates a clean
and well ordered equestrian facility of the highest possible quality. The owners are
diligent in keeping the property free of dust, manure ,flies and other pests They are
also good stewards of property near the facility.

They have organized cleanup days where they and volunteers have removed garbage and
wrecked cars left by others on adjacent property. As noted in the Negative Declaration,
they have taken almost all of the mitigation measures recommended by staff.

I understand that the opponents are primarily residents. of Clos Du Lac who are
worried about dust and flies. Those homes were all in placeé before FLEC acquired the
facility. At that time, the impacts of the stable were FAR more detrimental to their
environment than would be caused by an increase in the number of horses to 60. They
acquired their homes knowing fully that they were near an equestrian facility and chose
Lo move there anyway. They are extremely lucky that FLEC acquired and improved the
facility.

Please contact me lf you need further information w1th respect to my support.

_ Sharon
cc via email:
Kathy Dombrowski
Pat Gibbs
Jenny Jordan

Sharon D. Roseme .

. EXHIBIT I



Newcastle. CA 95658
916-663-3450
sroseme@garlic.com

217 Los Puentes Rd.
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February 6, 2008 David Johnson
4530 Monte Sereno Dr
Loomis, CA 95650

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603

Aftn:  Planning Clerk

Re:  Public Hearing Notice: OPPOSE
Application #PMPCT20060321: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center

T am a homeowner on Monte Sereno Drive whose property backs up to'Prospector Road where the proposed
addition to the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center is Jocated. I would like to oppose this request due to:

1) Traffic. The cars, trucks and trailers create a dust storm as they travel up and down the unpaved

Prospector Road. Increasing the facility will increase the number of cars that use this road for travel.

2) Flys. Last summer we had an inundation of flys in our yard. Increasing the number of horses will -
undoubtedly increase the number of flys in our home. o

Thank you,

Dave ohnson‘\
4530 Monte Serzno Drive
Loomis, CA 95650

/QX\
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February 4, 2008 TO: Fax # 1-530-745-3080

Attn: Ms. Julie Edzards, Zoning AclmrL Clerk
(phone 1-530-745- 3098)

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Dnive:
Auburn, Ca 95603

zttn Planning Clerk
Raf: Public Hearing Notice: OPPOSE ’
Application #PMPCT20060321: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center

A\ homeowners whose back yard abuts Prospector Road we oppose this
Arlication for the followmg reasons:

| TRAFFIC — has increased substantially on Prospector Road in the past 2
years. Signs have been posted “10 MPH ~ Please — No Dust” alerting to
dust, especially in the summer, and are disregarded all up and down’ Prospectm
by people using excessive speed. This includes cars/trucks with horse tralers
as well. We attribute this to increased horse boarding as more people “cut
throu:h” from Hoseshoe Bar Road to Lomida via Prospector Road.

2. 'The rxquest to add “portable” stables to within 35 feet of Prospector Road is
unrez:onable and completely unacceptable due to increased HEALTH
HAZ ARDS presented by flies and manure to Montc Sereno Homeowners
backiig up to Prospector Road.

RERVS)

The NOISE LEVEL has increased as more cars travel back and forth from
the equestrian center. Horses kicking their stalls and work with tractors
can be heard at all hours. “Portable” stables would have the same impact
as permanent stables. “Portable” stables would only be a small step from
responding to a future request {or pcrmancnt stables — then, how could that
be denied? :

4. Therequest fora “barn” 1o within 42 feet of Prospector Road again would
attract flics, increase the poise level, and a buge structure would be visible
to Monte Sereno Homeonwers.

5. The request for an unpaved parking lot creates dust in the hot,‘dfy months

and shows a lack of consideration for neighbors and the Center’s interest
in saving budget dollars over negative neighborhood impact.

We oppose this application before the Planning Commuission and request that

 Folsom Lake Equestrian Center adhere to the current approved use of the property.

For only 12 horses. This is a high-end residential area and increased building of the

29
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MICHAREL [S ' FAX NC.
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Equestrian Center would be a huge detriment to our home appreciation in addition
to the above-referenced adverse environmental, vector contro) and traffic related

issues.

Sincerely, B | : \ _
_— . : AN
¢ é - &S ‘V\/\\—\-—Q\ _\\_).-_SL TN

* Alex & Kathy Michaelis

4550 Monte Serend Dnive
Loomis, CA 95650

&S



Monte Sereno Homeowners Association
+ 2140 Professional Drive, Suite 260 +Roseville, CA 95661 » (916) 784-6603

February 4, 2008
Facsimile to (530)745-3080
and Regular Mail

| DECELY &y
Placer County Planning Commission Iﬂ] FES 05 2008 ’-Uj

ATIN: Planning Clerk

3091 County Center Drive- :
Auburn, CA 95603 | PLANNING DEPT.

Re: Public Hearing Notice: Opposé ' :
- Application #PMPCT20060321; Folsom EquésfrionCenTer

The MONTE SERENO HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION OPPOSES this request for
A the following reasons:

1) Prospector Road, a privately owned road, once only having a
few vehicles accessing properties, in the last fwo years, has had .
vehicle traffic triple as trucks with horse frailers, autos, & trucks
access the Center from Horseshoe Bar Road via Prospector
Road. This private road is unpaved and NOT owned by Folsom
Equestrian Center so the tfraffic creates a huge dust problem for
owners on both sides of the road. This traffic puts joggers, ,
pedestrians, and horse riders in danger as many of the vehicles
exceed the posted 10 MPH signs by over 20-30 MPH.

2) - Owners of Folsom Equestrian Center have shown disregard-for -
the County Use Provision of their.property and their neighbors by
already tripling the number of horses on their property in violation
of an application they made in 2005 which was denied but

~which we undeistand the County: ollowed an incredse based on
a pending application. .

3) Existing violation of 30 horses v. 12 horses has impacted the
neighborhood by increased health hazards presented by flies
due to unapproved expansion of 18 horses. Horses & manure
have created fly problems for Monte Sereno neighbors in hot,

_ dry summer months. _

4) The request to add "portable” stables to within 35 feet of _
Prospector Road is unreasonable and the noise & flies created
will negatively impact the health of neighbors and property
values of homes on Monte Sereno Drive as well as surrounding
neighbors. Already there is one horse kicking in the barn which
can be heard in the summer months all night. The fact is that



-

although designated "portable”, the stables if approved will — e

become a permanent fixture based on existing Center violation-
and have the same impact as “permanent"” stables.

5)- The request for a “barn” to within 42 feet of Prospector Road
again attracts flies & noise and is unacceptable to Monte
Sereno Homeowners along Prospector Road.

é) . The proposed "barn” within 42" of Prospector would be an eye

~sore to Monte Sereno Homeowners, deprivation of their privacy,
and adversely affect their home values.

7) The request for an unpaved parking Iof wnfh Trofﬁc creates dustin
the hot, dry months.
8) The existing zoning of ReSIdenhol/AgncuHure acknowledges this

property is in a Residential area. The impact of 60 horses,
portable stables, barn and unpaved parking area negatively
impacts adjoining residences and approval would basically
ignore/negate the Residential aspect of the zoning.

For the above reasons, we oppose the application before the Planning
Commission and further request that Folsom Equestrian Cenfer relocate
the 18 horses exceeding thelr approved property use.

Sincerely,

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

MONTE SERENO HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

Patricia Conger
President -



February 7, 2008
RE: Notice of Public Hearing
Placer County Zoning Administrator
Atta: John Marin, Michael Johnson Planning Director

SUBJECT: Minor use permit, Folsom Lake Equestrian Center (PMPCT20060321)

I Leo Hertoghe former member of the Horseshoe Bar Adv. Committee and a neighbor who resides at 4051 -

Prospector Road, Loomis, CA 95650 Phone 916-933-2761 would like for my vote/opinion to be supportive
of Jenny Jordan owner of the Folsom Lake equestrian Center. I would like for her application to be
granted. 1 could not be here in person due to other commitments, and I did not receive notice of this
hearing until 12:00 p.m. this date through word of mouth. As chairman of the Horseshoe bar Advisory
committee we supported the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center and the Clo Du Lak has not done anything
that they promised when that subdivision was granted. They have moved into the neighborhood and tried
their best to do what ever they wanted done regardless of other property owners opinions and contrary to
the agricultural and livestock history of this community. [ appreciate city people moving into placer
county and improving out tax base and developing the area, but not at the cost of the history of the
community and the people that have lived here for generations. Jenny Jordan runs a very clean and well
kept operation. She is a asset to the neighborhood and the community. She cooperates in all community
efforts and by all standards is a good community asset. Anything that jeopardizes her operations would be
a loss to this community. Since I also abut Clo Du Lak, they have also arbitrarily removed my fence
without informing me of such action. That was a new fence that I put in, in agreement with the neighbor
behind me that lived in Clo Du Lak.

[ would appreciate a favorable vote for Mrs. Jenny Jordan.
Thank you,

Dr. Leo Hertoghe

PLACER COUNTY
DATE RECEIVED

FEB 07 2008
PLANNING COMMSS:
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Julie Edzards

From: LBHA [lbha@vfr.net]

Sent: Thursday, February 07, 2008 12:16 PM

To: Placer County Planning ’

Cc: Julie Edzards ‘ :
Subject: MINOR USE PERMIT, FOLSOM LAKE EQUESTRIAN CENTER (PMPCT20060321

The Loomis Basin Horsemen's Association in support of the increase in number of horses
for the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center. When FLEC acquired the property it wasa
complete mess. FLEC now operates a clean and well ordered equestrian facility of the
highest possible quality. The owners are diligent in keeping the property free of dust,

manure flies and other pests. They are also good stewards of property near the facility.

They have organized cleanup days where they and volunteers have removed garbage and
wrecked cars left by others on adjacent property. As noted in the Negative Declaration,
they have taken almost all of the mitigation measures recommended by staff.

When those opposing the pr'ojecf built their development the Stable was already in
existence, however it was in disrepair. In addition the properties in that area are all
zoned for livestock so Clos Du Lac knew what to expect. Now that the property is well
~cared for and the owners diligent in keeping it that way LBHA feels that there should not
be any big problem to increasing the horse numbers to 60. FLEC owners have also staged
several clean up parties of the land surrounding their property to remove garbage and
old cars. Another plus for a good neighbor for the area.

Kathy Dombrowski

www.garlic.com/~lbha

2/7/2008
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February 4, 2008

DELIVERY: Foxed to)-530-745-3080—

ATTN: Ms. Julie Edzards, Zoning Admn. Clerk
(Ph 1-530-745-3098)

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, CA 95603

Attn: Planning Clerk

Re:  Public Hearing Notice: OPPOSE ,
Application #PMPCT200460321: Folsom Lake Equestian Center

AS homeowners whose back yard abuts Prospecfor Rood we oppose this opphcohon for the
followmg reqasons:

1 Traffic on Prospector Road has substantially-increased in the last two years. Although
we have posted signs on.our property "10 MPH Please—No Dust” alerting to dust, the
signs.are disregarded by. drivers who use excessive speed. We attribute this mostly to

" increased horse boarding as more people "cut through" from Horseshoe Bar Road o
~ Lomida via Prospector Road, a privately owned road.

2) The request to add "portable” stables to within 35 feet of Prospector Road is
unreasonable & completely unacceptoble due to increased health hazards
presented by flies and manure to Monte Sereno Homeowners bockmg up fo
Prospector Road.

- 3] . On anoise level, last summer there was one horse kicking in the barn whlch can be
_ heardin the summer months all night. “Portable” stables would have the same
impact.as permanent stables. "Portable” stables would only be a small step from
another request in the future of permanent stables—how would that be denied?

4)' | - The request for a “barn” to within 42 feet of Prospector Road again would attract flies,

noise, and a huge structure visible to Monte Sereno Homeowners.

5) The request for an unpaved parking lot creates dust in the hot, dry months and shows
a lack of consideration for neighbors and the Center's mferesf in sovmg budget .
dollars over negative neighborhood impact.

We oppose this application before the Planning Commission and request that Folsom Lake -
Equestrian Center adhere to the current approved Use of this property for only 12 horses. This is
a high-end residential area. We feel a 60-horse Boarding Area Business that backs up to our
newly-built $1 million+ home will be a future detriment to our home appreciation in addition to
the above-referenced adverse environmental, vector control, and traffic related issues.

Sincerely, .
/)f’ﬁ« @f\/\ P %W %‘
%ohn & Paticia Conger

4570 Monte Sereno Drive
Loomis, CA 95650



February 3, 2008

Placer County Zoning Administrator

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140

Auburn CA 95€¢03

Attn: Ms. Julie Edzards, Zoning Administrative Clerk, Ms. Charlene Daniels, Staff
Planner

RE:

bjection to requested changes in conditional us‘épérmit of Folsom Lake

Equestrian Center (PMPCT20060321)

This letter has been written and signed by adjacent homeowners to voice strong objection
to the requested changes in the existing conditional use permit.” Specifically, the change
to allow up to 60 horses to the 8.4 acre facility.

The foilowing are our reasons for objecting:

1.

£

N

This is not an owner occupied business. Ken Miller is a commercial real estate
developer that does not live at the property. His only interest is in raising
vevenue, and not 1n the surrounding community. :

“his issue came up several years ago after Mr. Miller purchases! the property. His

zorrunent to the meeting at the planning commission at that tire was that he could
0t make enough money with the current horse zoning, despite the fact that he.

purchased the property with the current zoning and use permits.

The current operation is and has been out of compliance for some time now in
violation of the zoning and current permits. We strenuously object to having this
request enable Mr. Miller to “back into” compliance simgly by a change in the
use permit, a common activity of developers.

The property was previously cited for violations by the county and the state Fish
and Game department for unpermitted grading, pollution of a stream that runs
through the property. The increase in horses in such a small area will create
additional pressure on the surrounding environment. (It does not appear that CA
Fish and Game was notified of the hearing or of the application.)

The ranch runs full sized diesel tracters before 7am every morning to haul manure

'to a large manure bin near adjacent homes, the farthest point away from the

caretaker’s mobile home at the ranch. Presumably this equipment use would
expand if the permit were granted, resulting in more noise, smell, dust, and
manure being piled up near adjacent homes.

The flies, smell, dust, and noise is much worse than if the operatlon were in
compliance with the current law.

The property is located directly adjacent an in between two lovely communities
that were built while under the current limited use permit. We strenuously object

~ to the expanded the use of this non-owner occupied business simply to raise the



profits of the owner. If granted, the homeowner’s right to quiet enjoyment of

their property would be greatly disrupted.

8. The expanded commercial use of this property will negatively affect property

values already under pressure to a softening economy.

9. Any expansion of the current zoning and/or conditional permit may result in
immediate legal action to protect the rights of the adjacent homeowners.

Most of the persons signing this document could not afford to take off from their jobs to
attend the meeting, but please do not interpret this to mean we do not wish to protect our

propmtv rights.

Smcer lv

’\/Iar,k and Tina Breunig, 4344 Cognac Court. Loomis. CA

an | / / O (
Sigread

6 _ " Date
Kermit and Flo orgehsen, 4340 Cognac Court Loomis CA

Slgned

Mike,and Tam}/au ssiin, 4331 Cognac Court Loomis CA
/

Va
,’»;/___Wz AT 2-! vdg
Signed  / S/ ;l """ Date
A i

ay/d S@ndy Wil‘ﬁafns, 4336 Cognac Court, Loomis CA

et

, 434 nac Court, Loomis CA
/ ged&a 7% _Z: 08"
ate

7»—/~(9\1Q
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Dat g ( "

Signed . ' Date

Dennis and Joan McKenna, 4315 Cognac Court, Loomis CA

Signed Date

David and Cassie McNamara, 4324 Cognac Court, Loomis CA_

2/4)e¥

Date

Mike and Kathy \/Ictzger 9631 Clos du Lac Circle, Loomis CA_

H, MQ/M;: [ 2/ bs

s ik, S

_ Dm},aml Lucy eOow 79627 Clos du Lac Circle, Loomis CA

Date

Lt.rry and Pam. B%Qs 9729 Clos du Lac Cirg e, Loomxs CA
- zﬁ%igwuﬁ/ e -0F

(/’,/g gned Date

Grant and Yoka Koch, 9 28 Clos du Lac Circle, Loomis CA

7% a?%/ MT@L l/‘f/oéf

ﬁlgned v Date

Jun and Joamll\/eeck 752 Clos du Lac ercle Loomis LA

' \ *.‘/Q \(ZL

. /q{

Slgned ) Date -

¥\~ | 2/y-CY
Greg Sue Wessehus 9708 Clos du Lac Circle, Loomis CA

d’&; e A’.A«M 7%l 2 "f// I

Slgned / ' Date/ /



ﬁ e and Alaina Devine, 9636 Clos du Lac Circle, Loomis CA

Q/@MRJ o Z}v//(’)ir'

Signed Dhatd

Bill and Michelle Marango, 424 Burgundy Court, Loomis CA

BM«/ /Maw///[ A- ‘/ —o8)

Slgned Date

' t/
Larry ,and Laura Neuman 9751 Clos du Lac Circle, Loomis CA

Slgned ' Date’
%% W 2o
Tedda Chri§Sheffer, 9612 Clos du Lac Circle LOOH’IIS A
970e/ (Vs Cloc sie (7,

AL

;_’) . /// _/j{f‘:’” - T4 u C& S h ON LC.L C C_z e UQ.;
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MARK ROBERTS

4325 COGNAC COURT
LOOMIS, CA 95650
(916) 652-8127

(916) 652-8128 (Fax)

‘March 5, 2008

MR. KIRK UHLER

PLACER COUNTY SUPERVISOR - DISTRICT 4
175 FULWEILER AVENUE

AUBURN, CA 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center (PMPC-20060321, APN 036-085 003)
’ 4491 Prospector Road, Loomis, Ca

Dear Mr. Uhler:

On February 7, 2008, a public hearing was held by the Zoning Administrator for a Minor
Use Permit for the above referenced business facility to increase the number of horses on
the property together with variance approvals for certain portable stalls and barn
improvements.

The end result was an approval for 60 horses on 4 acres. For approximately the past three
years, the facility has been in violation of zoning ordinances and an existing use permit
allowing for 12 horses on 8.4 acres. According to testimony at the public hearing by a
representative of the owner, there are currently 34 horses plus an “unknown number of
guest horses” on the property.

The public hearing notice, staff reports, and environmental disclosures contained
significant errors that misrepresented the actual application for the amount of land
involved, the existing number of horses, and true impacts on the surrounding neighbors. .-

The very real impact for those of us in the surrounding neighborhoods has been a
continuous increase in odor, flies, dust, and equipment noise in conjunction with the
increasing number of horses. Additionally, there is evidence of the situation affecting the
~ stream that runs through the property as well as adjacent vitacultural interests.

Page 1 of 2



Mr. Kirk Uhler
Folsom Lake Equestrian Center
March 5, 2008

I have filed an appeal in this matter scheduled for March 27, 2008 before the Planning
Commission. I have the support of a number of neighbors affected as well as the
respective neighborhood homeowner associations. We are looking for the enforcement
of the existing use permit and a denial of the pending Minor Use Permit due to
inadequate disclosure, the intense use of the land', and consequenﬁal impacts.

I would apprecmte your support as well as the opportunity to meet with you to dlSCllSS the
issues and listen to recommendations that you may have.

you for your con51derat10n and I look forward to your reply.

G

3/11/08 cc: Mr. Michael Stafford
Planning Commissioner
District #4

Page 2 of 2
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i March 10, 2008

‘Placer County Planning Department
Attn: Kathi Heckert
3091 County Center Drive -
. Suite 140 '
Auburn, CA 95603

re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center use permit

I am writing to give my support to Folsom Lake Equestrian Center, FLEC, in their recent application
before Placer County to secure a use permit for additional horse boarding.

I have been boarding horses at that location contrnuously since 1994 with the current owner as well as

" the previous owners. I speak from experience, having been a partner in a horse boarding operatron in
the bay area for a number of years.

The FLEC operation 1s probably the finest I have ever experienced. The grounds are kept
immaculately clean. Flies and vermin are controlled to the point of being non-existent. Waste i is
regularly collected and removed from the property. It has to be one of the best run stables in Placer

'County, 1f not the state It is a real asset to the community and a pleasant place for me to board my
horse o

- Based on my experiences at the FLEC facivlity, T am confident that they can easily and professionally
manage the number of horses allowed by the recently approved permit and I urge Placer County to
allow FLEC to proceed with their expanded operation.

Sincerely,
| Richard Humphrey

3301 Marshall Avenue
Carrmchael CA 95608

[,
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March 17, 2008

Sharon D, Roseme
9217 Los Puentes Rd.
Newcastle. CA 95658
916-663-3450
sroseme@garlic.com

County of Placer

Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603

Via fax 530-745-3080 |

lmaxl planning@placer.ca.gov cdaniels@placer CAZOV..

RE: THIRD PARTY APPEAL MINOR USE PERMH" IOI SOM TAKI EQUESTRIAN CENTER
(PMPCT20060321)

Dear Planning Commission,
[ am writing to ensure that the enclosed letter is part of thc record
before the Planning Commission on March 27,2008 with respect to the

THIRD PARTY APPEAL OF ZONING ADMINISTRATOR APPROVAL OF MINOR USE PERMIT,
FOLSOM LAKE EQUESTRIAN CENTER (PMPC 20060321) .

[n addition to the facts in that letter I also want to say that | have boarded Peach
my 26 year old mare at FLEC for several years. She has been in stalls no bigger than those
proposed, Prior to her move to FLEC, she was in a 1 acre pasture at my prior home. She
has been both happy & healthy at FLEC, She has had a recurring (ly allergy for many
years and it has been MUCH better at FLEC than when she was in a bigger space.

I understand that the appellants contend that the size of stalls required to board
60 horses on this property would be tantamount to animal abuse. My experience has
been exactly the opposite. | have never ever seen a “crowded * horse at FLEC in ANY of-
the boarding facilities there.

Please note that, though [ am cochair of the Loomis Basin MumCIpdl Advisory
Council, 1 have recused myself from this matter and am writing only in my capacity as a
private citizen. Please contact me if you need further information with respect to my
support, ' '

, Sharon
cc via email: Kathy Dombrowski
Pat Gibbs
Jenny Jordan

&
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Sharon D. Roseme v "7*’()’\"‘/*
9217 Los Puentes Rd. :

Newcastle, CA 95658

916-663-3450

sroseme@garlic.com

February 5, 2008

County of Placer

Zoning Administrator

3091 County Center Drive |
Auburn, CA 95603 — ,
Via email and fax Y30 ~ 7 15 305

RE: MINOR USE PERMIT, FOLSOM LAKE EQUESTRIAN CENTER
(PMPCT20060321) | | | |

Dear ZA, v |
[ am writing to express my support of Folsom Lake
Equestrian Center’s (“FLEC”)application for a minor use permit to
increase the number of horses permitted on the property. [ have used
“the trails adjacent to the property for many years. When FLEC acquired

the property it was a complete mess. FLEC now operates a clean and well

ordered equestrian facility of the highest possible quality. The owners are
diligent in keeping the property free of dust, manure ,flies and other
pests. They are also good stewards of property near the facility. They
have organized cleanup days where they and volunteers have removed
garbage and wrecked cars left by others on adjacent property. As_ potgd
in the Negative Declaration, they have taken almost all of the mitigation
measures recommended by staff. |

| 1 understand that the opponents are primarily residents of Clos Du



MarR-17-2888 11:57 AM 9166633417

Lac who are worried about dust and flies. Those homes were all in place. .

before FLEC acquired the facility, At that time, the impacts of the stable
were FAR more detrimental to their environment than would be caused
by an increase in the number of horses to 60. They acquired their homes
knowing fully that they were near an equestrian facility and chose to
move there anyway. They are extremely lucky that FLEC acquired and
improved the facility. .

Please contact me if you need further mformanon with respect to

‘my suprrt %\,\ D
, e

; Sharon
cc via email:
Kathy Dombrowski
Pat Gibbs

Jenny Jordan

FP.@3



From the Desk of
David L. McNamara
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March 17, 2008

LB

I

Placer County Planning Commission LMAR 19 o

Attn: Kathi Heckert ., 3 . | | L
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 FLAMMING DIPT

Auburn, CA 95603
Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center
To Plaéer County Planning Commission:

It is my observation as a horse owner/enthusiast for over 40 years
that the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center is one of the finest run
equestrian centers throughout the entire Sacramento metropolitan
area. Recently I have interviewed and visited several equestrian
facilities in Placer County and 1 found that Folsom Lake
Equestrian Center has the cleanest paddocks and stalls and the
friendliest horse environment around. The proximity to the lake
trails is an added bonus, however it was very important to me that
the environment was friendly and safe. Folsom Lake Equestrian
Center met and exceeded all of my expectations in all of these
categories. Jenny Jordan cares about her boarders and especially
about their horses. It is their great management skills and personal
touch that make this environment good for the horses and their

- owners. It is people like this that should have a facility to allow
more boarders the pleasant experience of boarding their horses

~ here.

Loomis is and should remain a community of horseback riding and
the Folsom Lake trails are there for horse enthusiast to enjoy.
Folsom Lake Equestrian Center has my complete support to add
the additional paddocks to this center. It will enhance the facility
~and allow other horse owners to share this environment



I hope that all of the County Supervisors will take this
recommendation into consideration and vote in favor of Folsom
Lake Equestrian center and allow them to add the additional
paddock’s to their facility.

/Th/ﬂk you

/ Cahfomla Real Estate Broker
7917 Wildridge Dr

Fair Oaks, CA 95628
(916) 812-2915



March 17, 2008

Kathi Heckert

Placer County Planning Dept.

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140
Auburn, CA 95603

Dear Ms. Heckért,

I would like to share with you the opinion my husband and I hold regarding the business that
Jenny and Billy Jordan operate known as Folsom Lake Equestrian Center, or FLEC. Most
recently, my husband and I have been boarders at FLEC for almost a year. Prior to that, in 2002-
2003, we boarded our horses at the same location when it was known as Heart T Ranch. I can
assure you, if you were at all familiar with the property as it existed back in 2002-03 and the
condition of the property today, you would hardly believe it was the same facility. Jenny and her
husband have done an incredible job of creating a clean, properly maintained, and well-managed
boarding facility. They are extremely responsible managers and never miss an opportunity to
address and correct any ongoing maintenance or repair situations that might arise.

I have personally recommended FLEC to two horse-owning friends who have both joined the
FLEC family as a result of their positive impression of the facility that Jenny and Billy work so
hard to build. My husband and I have boarded at a number of facilities since we joined the ranks
of horse ownership, and we can assure you that FLEC is a very well maintained facility that
should not only be allowed to continue to operate, but should be regarded as a standard that other
boarding facilities should emulate. There is nothing inhuman or cruel about the way the horses
are housed and cared for at FLEC. Each has sufficient space to move around in and is fed ample
quantities of good quality hay. Having access to the wonderful network of trails around the lake
enables our horses to be exercised re gularly and vigorously which adds to the physical and

- mental health of our horses.

We are very impressed with how the manure is handled and removed twice a week. We have
friends that come to FLEC to ride with us and they all comment on how clean the facility is kept.
We have boarded at several other facilities that did not adhere to the frequent stall and paddock
cleaning schedule followed at FLEC. These same facilities had their manure hauled out once a
month and believe me, the difference in the fly population is huge. Since there are many horses’
that live in the area surrounding FLEC and flies by their nature are highly mobile. It seems -
arbitrary and illogical to blame FLEC for a perceived fly problem. We are certain that even if
FLEC did not exist, the people who are complaining about the fly problem would still perceive
that there is a fly problem due to the population of flies that routinely visit other properties in the
surrounding area that also house horses.

We understand that there are people in the neighborhood surrounding FLEC who do not own

horses and do not support the continued operation of FLEC. The unfortunate reality is that there
are fewer and fewer facilities available to those of us who want to own horses but do not live

) [4?



where horses can be kept and therefore must board their horses. Jenny and Billy strive to meet -
very high standards of operational excellence and they should be respected and supported for
their efforts. Facilities that are as well-run as FLEC should be treasured as valued contributors to
the unique rural community of Loomis. Although we don’t care for the noise they create, we do
not try to limit the boating activities of those that use their boats for water skiing at Folsom Lake,
the same lake where I enjoy riding my horse,. Nor do I appreciate being the recipient of negative
judgment by those that dislike my choice of recreation. We believe that we.should tolerate our
neighbors and respect their right to participate in whatever hobby they enjoy, regardlcss of
whether their preferred hobby is the same or different than our own.

The reality of the situation is that there has been a boarding facility at the corner of Lomida and
Prospector for longer than many of the homes that now exist in the neighborhood. The facility is
well-run by very hard working and conscientious couple that provide a safe environment and a
valuable service to a group of responsible customers who share a love for horses and riding. We
do not trespass or throw litter on the neighbors’ properties, nor do we make a lot of noise. We
simply. want to continue to enjoy our horses and the unique and wonderful location that FLEC
offers.

Thank you for your careful and thoughtful consideration of this matter. My husband and I would
be happy to answer any questions you might have and/or discuss additional concerns that were
not addressed in this letter. We strongly encourage you to decide.that FLEC should be allowed to
- continue as a boarding facility as long as the Jordans run it as they currently do -1n an honest
courteous and responsxble manner.

%/@m/@, , %/Q/J«/

Keith and Lucy Kataoka
4912 Durland Way

Fair Oaks, CA 95628
(916) 961-5288



March 18, 2008

Placer County

Kathi Heckert ,

Planning Department _
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140.
Auburn, CA 95603 '

RE: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center (FLEC)
Conditional Use Permit

Dear Kathi:

This letter is to SUPPORT Folsom Lake Equestrian Center and its request for a Conditional Use
Permit. | am writing to you with my concerns for our community!!! :

I am the Owner/Operator of Shambaugh Ranch in Loomis, Ca. | was the first applicant in the
history of the Town of Loomis to be AWARDED a Conditional Use Permit to operate a 5.8 acre
Equestrian Facility for up to 35-horses. Not only did | have to go thru the Town Hall meetings,
neighborhood appeals, etc., but | had to still maintain the facility to the Town of Loomis
standards. ' : ' '

| strongly believe my facility is what it is, because | had the support of the Town of Loomis. The
Town Council did not want my ranch property to turn into yet another subdivision. Please take a
moment and think of all the families and hundreds of children that enjoy these types of facilities.
Without these equestrian facilities, where can children learn about horses, board their ponies,
enjoy some farm animals???? This is for our éommunity! Believe me, | have received so many
handwritten notes from my riding students and boarding clients, over the years, on how blessed
they are to be a part of Shambaugh Ranch. Again, without these types of facilities where will
these families go? Our horses need care; we need these types of facilities in our community!

Please consider the entire scope of this project and the impact is has on our entire community.
This project is NOT about the owners of Folsom Lake Equestr'ian Center vs. the neighbors, this
project is about all the families, children and horses in our community that consider FLEC their
home. We as a community need to stand up and support those property owners that are willing
to finance, develop and offer such beautiful equestrian facilities for our community | strongly

. believe we should attract more investors who are willing to finance such recreational facilities.



Believe me; these facilities require a lot of work and financial backing! It takes so much energy,
work and man power to operate such a facility and to fight such a project is so concerning for
me. Without these facilities, we will soon become yet another city of concrete f0undat_ion
houses, strip malls, etc. We need recreational facilities to support the lovely lifestyles of those
that choose to live in Placer County. If this project is not approved, 1 can almost guarantee it will
become just another house to live in. :

Again, please, consider the impact of this project as a whole!l! Lastly, please consider the well
being of all these horses. They need care, they need a place to live, and they need a facility to
call *home!” :

In closing, please support this recreational equestrian facility! We are so grateful that the
property owner has decided to offer this project to our community, we should support them, not

_ hinder their growth. Placer County and ali the equestrian families will benefit from this facility.

If | can be of any assistance, please call me anytime at 916-257-1745.

Shambaugh Ranch.

5855 Shambaugh Lane

Loomis, CA 95650
916-257-1745
Soniajunghardt122@hotmail.com

cc.  Kenneth Miller, FLEC
Jenny Jordan, FLEC

/53
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Point Properties Associates
4324 Cognac Court Loomis, Ca. 95650

Telephdne (916) 652 2892 - Fax (916) 652 2893
Fax Transmittal

To:  Kathy Heckert Fax: 530 745 3080
Placer County Planning

From: Dave McNamara

Date: 3/18/08 : Total pages (inc. cover page): 2

Subject: Foilso'm Lake Equestrian Center appeal
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Altached is a copy of our previous letter to Suparvisor Uhler regarding this matter. We wouId
appreciate your including this in your appeal ‘package.”

Thanks

DMc -

(S>3
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David L. McNamara
4324 Cognac Court Loomis, Ca. 88680

Telephone (816) 652 2892 - Fax (918) 682 2893

March 1, 2008

Mr. Kirk Uhler

District 4 Supervisor, Placer County
175 Fulweiler Ave.

Auburn, Ca. 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Egquestrian Center Appeal

‘Dear Mr. Uhler:

- We live on Cognac Court within a few hundred feet of the eastern
boundary of the subject equestrian center. However, we are
apparently outside the statutory limit for receiving notices of
hearings, or other matters, regarding the Center, so only recently
learned of the process under which the owners are attempting to
vastly increase the number of boarded horses on the property. It
is our understanding that an appeal has now been filed against the

- approval of the minor use permit; we are certainly in support of
the appeal and are opposed to the proposed increase to what is
apparently an unmonitored 60+/- horse occupany. '

We. purchased our home approximately three years ago with the
knowledge that Loomis is a rural, equestrian-oriented community,
as was the location of our prior home in San Luis Obispo on forty
rural acres. We chose the Clos du Lac community, however, because
of its obvious attributes and the fact that the sometimes negative
aspects of horse ownership (dust, noise, horse vs. vehicular
traffic, odors, etc) would not have a proximate impact. The
proposed density increase of this nearby facility, however, will
aggravate what are currently occasional problems; the doubling of
the number of horses in what we understand could be even a reduced
area appears at best unwise. ‘

We request that your office reconsider whatever support you have
shown for this project, consider the negative impact on the
affected communities, and permit the orderly appeal of the prior

approval in a move to what we believe should be an ultimate denial
of the application.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

\‘:}M_‘_,

David and Cassie McNamara

[ .Sﬁg



Mr. Michael Stafford Planning Commissioner
C/o Michael Johnson Planning Director
District #4, Placer County

3091 County Center Dr.

Auburn,CA

95603

]
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March 18, 2008
Re:  Folsom Lake Equestrian Center
Dear Mr. Michael Stafford,

[ am writing this letter as an upset and concerned resident of Clos du Lac, a
residential community located off Lomida in the township of Loomis. I am sure you have
already received many letters with legal arguments and raising awareness of violations
committed by the Millers (owners) of Folsom Lake Equestrian Center.

As a resident first let me state clearly my wife and I have no issue with the limited
use of this property in question as approved for up to 12 horses. We bought into our
community with an understanding of this permitted use and it seemed reasonable as well
as a wonderful part of the natural environment for Loomis and the Sierra Foothills. Both
my wife and I Jove animals and support the existing facilities in the area and the number
of horses that have traditionally been deemed appropriate for the acreage. '

A nice balance seemed to be struck between the existing horse property and the
developments that evolved over the last ten years. The horse presence was maintained
while residential expansion and needed tax revenues grew in the area.

_ I am sure you have seen, the proposal of expanded use for FLEC. I am also sure
you have seen it has been shrouded in violations, untruths and mlsrepresentatlons on the
part of the owners.

As atax paying reS1dent we wish to 1ssue our strongest objectlon to the obvious
manipulation being attempted by the Millers. This manipulation is merely an attempt to
mitigate losses from a purchase of property, they intended for residential development.
This property was not zoned for and later denied for such as desired by the Millers. The
Millers are not ranchers with a deep love for horses, but investors that are attempting to .
do a 180 from an investment that they could not force through our city and county
governments allowing them to divide the land up for custom home development.

This proposal creates numerous environmental issues, traffic safety issues and
health issues. We hope that as tax payers and members of this fine community, we can
have your support, time and effort in thoroughly looking into this matter and finding that
the previously approved 12 horse limitation on the 8+ acres was and is a harmonious
balance inthis area. -+

' " Thanking you in advance for youx hard work and dlhgent efforts on behalf of the
actual residents of Loomis. - . . : .

Respectfully, R
Mark & Debbie Motell

oy 3 "’”’*a"’ HNE fj’“’E’T.



March 27, 2008

Placer County Planning Department
Attn: Kathi Heckert ook
3091 County Center Drive, Ste.- 140 R _
Auburn, CA 95603 - PLANNING DEPT.
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- To whom it may concern,

I have been a boarder at Folsom Lake Equestrian Center for approximately five years. |
brought my horse there prior to the arrival of the Jordan family and have witnessed this
neglected piece of property turned into a facility that would rival some parks in our area.
They have worked diligently over the years, removing old cars and discarded debris

from the creek area and have restored this environment to its natural state. The sounds
of the frogs in the evenings are a testament to that! The driveways and pathways have
been completely graveled to keep down the dust and mud and are Continually
maintained. The manure is taken off the property uniike at other facmtles that | have.
boarded my horse.

As a horse owner, speaking for myself and | am sure for my fellow equestrians, the care
of our valuable partners is premier. Knowing that the Jordan family is looking out for
their well-being gives me the piece of mind that | have not had at other facilities.
Working along with the Jordan’s has been a rewarding experience as myself and fellow
borders pitch in and help with the upkeep and daily maintenance, as we all know how
important it is to maintain our facility. We have had trail clean-up days, taking garbage
bags out with us on the trails, picking up debris left by disrespectful people. Bill Jordan
has pulled out at least five demolished and abandoned cars from our trails and made
sure they were taken away.

To address the issue of Prospector Road and-its use, the borders at FLEC do not arrive
at our facility through Horseshoe Bar Road entrance. We enter and exit via Lomida,
using only a fraction of the entire road. This has been graveled several times by the
Jordan’s to keep down the dust and mud.

In closing, we all understand the imporTance of quality of life in our area and we intend
to maintain that to the highest level. | personally would enjoy the peaceful sounds of the
horses as they call out at feeding time, the deafening sounds of the frogs, the
occasional thump of a feeder box and a country fly or two, over a 747 droppmg its
landing gear over my roof on its final approach.

, Sincerely,W' W
ook

Nancy Br
Proud FLEC Boarder



To Whom this Concerns,

The Jordan family is very wonderful and caring horse people who provide a beautiful
immaculate facility for others to enjoy their horses in.
We had entrusted our horses in their care while we were in the Northern California area
last summer. We hé_.ve been horse owners for the past 20 years and in this time span we
have boarded our horses in some very nice facilities. Having said that we must add that
none compare t(j the Folsom Lake Equestrian center. The Jordan’s facility is simply one
of the nicest, ana cI'_eanest ones we have been to. We felt very secure and comfortable
while having our horses entrusted in their care. Their trail access is also a hugé draw to
us trail riders. ThlS family works very hard to have a smobth running facility, and to
provide all the necessities needed for their boarder, and their horses. In touring this
facility it is obvious that the Jordan’s love their business. In the time we were at the
Folsom Lake Equestrian center we never saw any neglect to the care or well being to the
horses of this boarding facility. All the stalls were kept clean, with fresh water and hay
provided. This is truly a Top Notéh equestrian center and the Jordan family should be
commended on their prdfessionalism and their ability to provide their area with a great
boarding facility with beautiful trail access in a close family type setting. We highly
recommend the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center to all hors owners who want the best
responsible care for their horses. If there are any (juestions that would like to be asked of

us please feel free to e-mail us at Haulnoats@Charter.net

Sincerely,

The Norris Family
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Kathi Heckert | | -

From: Charlene Daniels

Sent:  Tuesday, March 25, 2008 7:41 AM
To: - Kathi Heckert

Subject: FW: FLEC

'From SeaByHeart@aol com [mallto SeaByHeart@aoI com]
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2008 5:58 PM

To: Charlene Daniels

Cc: Jennyjordan@got-trails.com

Subject: FLEC

Hello,

I would Just like to extend my support to FLEC for their ideas and dreams for puttmg together the expansion of
their stables.

During the 2 months | have been out there, the horses are treated well, everythmg is clean, and the people are
cordial and profess:onal

Adding on to the dimensions of their operations will only enhance a premiér horse facility. Jenny and Billy
‘Jordan are accountable and honest, and | am sure that everything they do will be in accordance with that.

Please add my‘name to your |lSt of supportersforFLEC andthetrgoals tb éiband their operations.
Thank you, A

Margaret O'Hair
Rocklin, California

Create a Home Theater Like the Pros. Vaich the vids:

3/25/2008 ' : / : 8
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Kathi Heckert _

From: Diana Hermance on behalf of Placer County Planning

Sent:  Thursday, March 27, 2008 12:54 PM

To: Kathi Heckert .
Subject: FW: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center, PMPC 20060321, Attn: Kathi Heckert et al

FYl

Dima
w3749

From: M. Furlow [mailto:mfurlow@quiknet.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2008 9:51 AM

To: Placer County Planning -

Subject: Folsom Lake Equ&stnan Center, PMPC 20060321, Attn: Kathi Heckert et al

Dear Ms. Heckert et al, '

I am writing to support Folsom Lake Equestnan Center's effort to increase the number of horses boarded
at its facility. | have boarded my horse at this barn for aimost 4 years. Itis one of the cleanest public horse
boarding facilities { have ever seen. | have boarded my horse at one other local barn and have visited several
others, none of which paid so much attention to manure pickup, fly control and general upkeep of the premises. In
addition, the current owners have made vastimprovements in the facility over the previous business (Hart-T
Stable) and appear commltted to contmumg maintenance and improvements. ’

Respectfully, , , ,
Donna Furiow :

Granite Bay

916-698-2333

3/27/2008



March 25, 2008

Placer County Planning Department
Auburn Office _
3091 County Center Dr

Auburn, Ca 95603 ' D
(530) 886-3000 | AECEWVE
| | MAR 26 2008
- Robert & Lori Vance S

9421 Lomida Lane CDRA
Loomis, Ca 95650 . '

(916) 225-2349 Lori

(916) 225-2351 Robert

Re:  Minor Use Permit Appeal
- Folsom Lake Equestrian Center (PMPC 20060321)
APN 036-085-003

Sirs: : 4

The above applicant is in violation of current zoning and use permits, and is
operating without a business license.

Inadequate buffer zone: Applicants have encroached upon our shared
property line and surrounded our property with horses, stalls, trailers, training rings,
and miscellaneous equipment. Horses and stalls are already within six feet of the
property line and within 12 feet of our well (see attached pictures), encroachmg and
devaluing our property.

_ Folsom Lake Equestrian Center's business license lapsed due to
nonpayment in June 2006. The lapsed license belonged to Dawna Trueblood, the -
former owner of the property.

Applicants have filed a separate actlon for a lot split to create three parcels
and rezone (PMLD T20070691). This action would put all horses and equipment on
a single parcel of less than four acres, abutting our property, further diminishing our
property value, and decreasing our ability to enjoy the private use of our land.

We request denial of the application, enforcement of the current zoning/use
permit, and removal of encroaching stalls, horses, buildings, et al.

Sincerely,

Lori A. »Vance s

/7///@/ a

Robert N, Vance
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May 12, 2008
RE: Appeal ~ Zoning Administrator’s approval — Folsom Lake Equestrian Center (PMPCT20060321)

TO: Planning Commissioners

Please vote in favor of the appellants and reject the Zoning Administration approval of this project and
require this equestrian center to abide by the current zoning standards. The property owners of Placer
County have the right to'expect the Zoning Administration to uphold the ex1st1ng county ordinances!
There is NO legmmate reason for this approval

Reducing the side & front setbacks : :

The current setback zoning ordinances' for Residential-agriculture (RA) were approved by the Board of
Supervisors to protect property rights, property values, and privacy from building encroachments. The
Folsom Lake Equestrian Center should abide by the ordinances; it’s the law! I know neighbors who have
had to comply with this 75-foot front setback from the center of the road and the 30-foot side setback
from their neighbor’s property line. To keep our rural readenhal environment, these setback ordinances
should be applied in this case‘

Increasing‘the number of horses: _

This decision by the Zoning Administration to allow for 60 horses on the 3.77 acre parcel violates the
ordinance for “Animal raising and keeping”, which states the purpose is “fo preserve the existing agrarian
lifestyle in rural residential areas and to minimize potential adverse effects on adjoining property. from
the establishment of incompatible uses related to the raising and keeping of animals”®  Also being
violated is the horse ordinance’ which says “4 rotal of no more than two horses, donkeys or mules per
gross acre (except in the RF zone) of property owned, leased or otherwise under the contractual control
of the facility operator shall be permitted...”

Approving 60 horses on just over 3 acres (later reduced to 50 horses) is tantamount to promoting animal
cruelty! That’s over 16 horses per acre! Approving this many horses on this property is setting a
dangerous precedence. - What will stop every 2.3-acre property owner from having 32 horses on their
properties? Even the British Horse Society’s Pasture Management® says, “The British Horse Society
recommends approximately two horses per hectare as permanent grazing (1-1.5 acres per horse).” And
this soc1ety is an esteemed authority for equestrian center standards.

In conclusion, please reject the setback reductions and the unreasonable number of horses per acre
approved by the zoning administration because they violate current laws, promote cruelty to horses, and
are not good for the community when the nearby neighbors oppose this project.

Sincefely,

Mol Do " DECEIVE

Munel Davis

P.O. Box 397, Penryn, CA 95663 | - -
O B P CASSES  MAY 13 2008
cc: Supervisor Jim.,Holmes' o : PLANNlNG DEPT. . R

'PCC17.44010E. Sxte Development Standards (Slde setback 30 feet minimum, From Setback 50 feet mm + 25 feet if the
road is less that 50 feet wide) . . ‘
2PCC 17.56.050 (A)
* PCC 17.56.050 (F)(5)(c)() - VI
http //www bhs.org.uk/DocFrame/DocView. asp?1d~818&sec—-l ' /(0 2



May 7, 2008

Re: Opposition To Planned Expansion
Of Equestrian Center, Lomida Rd. Loomis,

Placer County Planning Commission:

This letter is to express our opposition to the proposed expansion of the number
of boarded horses permitted at the equestrian facility on Lomida and Prospect
roads in Loomis. This matter is currently beforé the Placer County Planning
Commission with a hearing scheduled for May 22, 2008.

We have lived near this facility for almost ten years and are concerned that no
adequate environmental impact assessment has been undertaken to assess the
negaﬁ{/e health, traffic and quality-of-life- issues that will certainly result from
the planned expansion of this facility. :

This facility is currently in violation of existing zoning regulations by exceeding
~ the number of horses per acre allowed, and there is already a negative impact on
the surrounding envuonment

We request the Placer County Planning Commission to enforce existing zoning
requirements with respect to th1s property and to reject this out-of-scale
expansion.

o e

4315 Lognac Ct
Loomis, Ca. 95650

cc: Kirk Uhler, Placer County Supervisor
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Centef—_Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses {o

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase wifl have substantial neganve
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts. :

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitces, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stired dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safely issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Fmancnally this increase will benefit only the developer. it will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incomectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed fot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhaods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permiit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

@aﬁg m(/f/
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Placer County Planning Commission ( / ﬂ/f/// /éj/ D7 = Zﬁ

3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal S T
Feem e " T30 7S~ BEBC
Dear Commissioner, G
The purpose of this fetter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its ariginally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this i increase will have substantlal negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animat and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential cariers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks -

and overall on-site traffic; and finally iraffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring-homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
mcreased costs for momtonng and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Fmally, this project is simply notin compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incomrectly stated baseline of 3¢ horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP anly sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been tssued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horsés, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple ~ to retum the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
eveloper and a detriment to t?( surraunding communities, homeowners, and the County.

S D) s
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

' The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial Negative
quality of life, financial and precedent settmg impacts.

The quality of life issues for hu‘n_dreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies fimiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, ec; heightened noise from {ractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-SIle traffic; and ﬁnally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. ,

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of

such a facility and the resulting negative impacts, Qur objective is very simple - to return the use to the

~ currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The appraval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely, ; |

Signature

Print Name PJW"’& W"ﬁ V.. ) lLQ,UW\ CL\DJ«S 1 DOS
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to arant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increése of horses to

60 from its originalty allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negatwe
quahty of life, financial and precedent settmg impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diese! trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The cumently permitted use is for only .
12 horses on § acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incortectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been rssued and the
developer should be required o abide by the rules already established.

This opposmon to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple —to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Signature

PnntName /7/5!(// f.(/ﬂ
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Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal
Dear Commissioner,
The purpose of this letter is to urqe you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include; unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carners of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. _ _

Fimancially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and '
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the praposed lot split to provide onfy 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts, Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surroundmg communities, homeowners, and the County.

Slncerem\w m
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburmn, California 95603 -

"Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses fo
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and méchine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

~ and overall on-site fraffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
mcreased costs for momtonng and comphance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incomectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-canforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established. ' ‘

This opposition to the increase and fequest for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple ~ to retumn the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses, The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

PnntName f //f ,g C/&c/%
Address 75?5‘ CA’S c(/L( Z&C ()/fz:/c_’

,Z&owg;f CA 745850




May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission ATTN: KEN DENIO (District 2)
3091 County Center Drive — —
Aubum, California 95603 ‘ -

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right.to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent semng lmpacts

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machme odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stired dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestlon and safety issues along Lom:da Lane and Prospector
Road.

~ Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding -
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and

- increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This oppasition ta the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses, The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely, '
. / “
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Ecjuestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner, “

The purpoée of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally alfowed Right to Board 12 harses. Allowing this increase will have substanﬁiai negative
quality of life, financial and precedent sefting impacts. ' :

The quatity of fife issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal anfi m’act}ine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoar living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carviers of West
Nile Virus; stired dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector -
Road. : ‘

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the Caunty, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and complianice of the facility will have a negative impact '

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The cumently permitted use is for only

12 harses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is

further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for

other non-canforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established. :

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the 'tnéppropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to return the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County,

Sincerely, _

Signaturéw
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge yv' ou to grant the Qrogosed'aggea! and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and ﬁnany traﬁ" ic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and comphance of the facility will have a negative impact. -

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

_ Sugnature

Print Name Keuuefbl es
Address ¥2 Lo 6"’5“"9581 o
| (omic, (A 20GSO

(75



85/14/2008 11:83 9167865287 COLDWELL BANKER : PAGE  @1/01

May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestﬁan- Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT aliow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase wﬂl have substanial negatlve
' quahty of life, financial and preoedent setting impBCtS

The quality of life issues for hundmds of community residentﬁ include: unpleasant animat and machine odors;
increase of fiies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stired dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, efc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road

Financially this increase will benefit only the devetoper. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding

- homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased preperty tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact. '

Finaiiy, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incomectly stated basefine of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Qur objective is very simple - to return the use to the -

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
deveioper and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

" D1 fand

Signature
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioher,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses, Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent sefting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine cdors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site trafr ic; and ﬁnally trafﬁc congestion and safety issues along Lomlda Lane and Prospector
Road. .

Financlally this increase will benefit only the developer, It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facillty will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homss through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply notin compllance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for

- other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the

developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This oppasition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such afacility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses on eight acres. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only

beneficial to the developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the
County

Sincerely, m

RobenVance
T f 2404
Lori Vante

Robert and Lori Vance
9421 Lomida Lane
Loomis, CA 95650
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Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center ~ Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

" The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses (0
~ 60 from its originally allowed Right ta Boand 12 horses. Allowing this increase wnll have substantial negative
-quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animai and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes$, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and ﬂnally traffic congeshon and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. . .

Financlally this increase will benefit only the developer. it will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incomectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

~ This oppasition to the i increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate Iobat.idn of
- such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objeclive is very simple - to return the use to the
- currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
Sincerely,
Signatre (/T U7 7
Print Name _M (clige & /\Jaifa&( }/}’?@"Zfser‘
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge y’bu to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent sefting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which'are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stired dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. 1t will have a negative impact on the surounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance cof the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This apposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retur the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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May 13, 2008
Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive
Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

- The purpose of this létter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
~ 60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negatuve
quality of life; financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine:-'bdors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes,-which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diese! trucks

and overall on- S|te traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. -

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County.- Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will Impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and

: mcreased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative rmpact

Fmally, this project is simply not in compltance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inapbropn'ate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to return the-use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds-of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any hore sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for manitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Einally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide cnly 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been ussued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not abaut the harses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple —to retum the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County

i @MW:%&@?Q&/
Sig néfﬁ] - ' |
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

" Dear Commissioner,

The pumpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the propaosed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacls.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diese! trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector -
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestnian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely, | _
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

g

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you'to qrant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase wnll have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds _of»,commumty residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential cariers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally trafﬁ%ﬁngestmn and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. v

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
-the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and

increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impatct.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incomectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
-further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the -
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

B @/iu/

Signature
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, Califomnia 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equest'rian Center ~ Appeal

- Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this Ietter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts. '

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
- Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and ﬂnally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and.
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact. ‘ '

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incomrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot spiit to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to retum the use {o the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

~

Sincerely,
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner, - -

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appéal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surmounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values nat only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only.
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established. ' '

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3031 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposéd appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantlal negatlve
quality of life, financial and precedent settmg impacts. :

The quality of life issues for hundreds of commumty residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traff ic; and fi nally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed ot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

* This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple ~ to retum the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
~ developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, Califomia 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal -

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter isto urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT aflow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negatlve
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of éommunity residents include: unpleasant animal and machine ddors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitaes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overali on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financiatly this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan, The currently permitted use is for only

-12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use fo the
currently atlowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only bensficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Slncerely,
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. May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter s to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative - .
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts. . '

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors:
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which-are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congesnon and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. :

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently pemitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be requured to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple  to retum the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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May 13, 2008
Placer County Pvlanning Commission

3091 County Center Drive
Aubum, California 95603

~ Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appe'al
Dear Commissioner,

The purpase of th'is letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantlal negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting imipacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of commumty residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential camers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally trafﬂc congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. ’

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
‘homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and -
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply nat in compliance with the General Plan. The currently pemitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an Incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP anly sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
daveloper and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to arant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to .
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative -
-quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include; unpleasant animal and machine odors;”
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestxon and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. !t will have a negative smpact on the surroundmg
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Centey will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the -
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the harses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commigsion

3091 County Center Drive :

Auburn, California 95603 o i

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of Hife issues for hundreds of comimunity residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergics, homes, furniture, etc; heightened nolse from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. '

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacled by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-confarming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already eslablished.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our abjective is very simple - to return the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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May 13, 2008
Placer County Planning Commission:
3091 County Center Drive
- Auburn, California 95603
Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center ~ Appeal

. Dear Commissioner

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
- quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animat and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting aflergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on- sute traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. 1t will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only- .
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further précedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facllity and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer anda detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dea} Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased masquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from-tractors, diesel trucks -

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. ' '

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased sales tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-canforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods.” The MUP should not have been lSSUGd and the
developer should be requured to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the i increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the-
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

Signature

Print Name \kag/caﬁu / 7%(_/

<
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center ~ Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to -

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial neganve
quahty of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West -

Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. ‘

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. it will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and -
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compllance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established. :

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retun the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Parmit is only bensficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

0

Slgnature

PrintName _LDAVID & TRICIA JO /—:‘Nb() N
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

 Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal

Dear Commissioner, bf A 30:‘4 NoLoi " g‘s—@ R D— t]:-»/q&) BN P

= SO (8 e D T I D= £ | Bt n O oA D

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies imiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential camiers of West
Nile Virus; stimed dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and averall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestlon and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surmounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes clasest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and

. increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses an 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
- further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Signature

Print Name h@ﬁ) DLCDP //_Lcc [ EDoux
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is o urge you to grant the proposed appeal‘and NOT aliow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life Issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stimed dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit anly the developer. It will have a negative impact on the sufrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only fo homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact,

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incomrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP sheuld not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established. l

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inapprapriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

M AL o
Signature ’

Print Name Gmé' + Sezanne (Wesselins
Address G708 Qlos du lae Cirple.
Loomis, A 955D
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urae you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesef trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestron and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. :

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. it will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased propeny tax and
increased costs for monitoring and comphance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required fo abide by the rules already established.

* This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of '
such a facility and the resutting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the —

currently aliowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Incerely,

Signature

Print Name "oﬁf Bﬂ/rf/ ef'\ﬂ V//\/C@ Al 6/‘“3
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal
Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to 60
from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 harses. Allowing this mcrease will have substantial negative quality of
life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpieasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West Nile
Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks and overall
on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to hcmes closest to the site
but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure of the
Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and increased costs
for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only 12
horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is further
impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for other
non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the developer
should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the harses, but the inappropriate location of such
a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to return the use to the currently allowed
Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the developer and a
detriment to the s unding communities, homeowners, and the County.

W/

nature.
Print Namé%/% '\7_/;1(715 <
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center —- Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector -
Road. . .

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot spiit to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules aiready established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the

currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Signathire” -

Print Na'me/glm/ "Zf #Mmgf

Address YT ik Jeteco i
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May 13, 2008
Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Aubum, California 95603
~Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

- The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
© 60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts. :

The quality of life-issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and fi nally traffic congeshon and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely, / .

gb‘% e v V\/\ e o O
ng;\r\_atpre o > \ | | |
Print Name ’H/}T +yY ¢ Hee X VY)/)‘IC,H/}ELJ S
Addiess Y5650 Monre 55@/!/}9 Decve
looris, (0 95¢(50

¥826 0939 916 # 423uocoraaeduyol d11:e0 80 G1

S

Reu



May 1S5 2008 3:32PN

May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal
Dear Commissioner, « (Seraex ¥ o Sopainizcw oot
The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of harses to

60 from its originally aliowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substant:al negalive
quality of iife, financial and precedent setting impacts. -

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;

increase of fies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West

Nile Virus; stired dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, efc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and ﬁnally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to

 the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the'Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently pemmitted use is for only
~ 12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Pemmit was based on an incomectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further Impacted by the proposed lot spiit to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for

« ather non-canforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
- developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This oppesition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resufting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit Is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to tha surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

Print Name W

Address ?”)gf Codoo Ao L oe Coeeds
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Placer County Planning Commissioners
3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, Ca. 95603

RE: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center

Dear Commissioners:

The purpose of this letter is to request The Planning Commission’s justification for
allowing the developer of the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center to increase the
number of horses allowed from 12 to 60 horses, which appears to be in violation of
the use permit and county ordinance. The developer has met with the Clos du Lac
HOA and stated the sole reason for his request for the increase in the amount of
horses is so that he can sell the Center.

Allowing the increase in the number of horses will have a substantial negative
impact on the quality of life and property values for the residents of Clos du Lac and
Monte Sereno and does not provide any beneﬁt to the county. '

The homeowners in Clos du Lac strongly oppose allowing a non-resident developer
to house an unreasonable number of horses in our back yard. The approval of the
Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the developer and a detriment to the
surrounding communities, homeowners and the County.

Sincerely,

Laurence Boss

resident Clos du Lac HOA



May 14, 2008

Larry Sevison :
Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re. Folsom Lake Equestrian Center Appeal
Dear Commissioner Sevison,

-T am writing this letter to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the
increase of horses to 60 from its originally allowed 12 horses. Allowing this increase will
have a substantial negative quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

There are hundreds of community residents near this Center that are concerned about the
quality of our lives that could be affected by so many horses so close to all of our homes.

Please go back to the zoning code that states 12 horses are the maximum to be allowed on
this property. I am a horse lover and until recently have had horses all of my life so
living near a few horses was delightful. However I was shocked recently to learn that
your Commission approved allowing up.to 60 horses on such a small parcel of land close
to so many homes. This does not even seem reasonable for the poor horses to be packed
in such a small space. I also learned the owner made this request for financial reasons as
he is making use of this property as a business. When moving into this area I did not
believe there was zoning for businesses.

Please recon51der your previous decision and grant the proposed appeal. It would be nice
to be near 12 horses. ...but not 60!

* Sincerely,

Kathy Hill
4305 Cognac Ct.
Loomis, CA 95650
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May 14, 2008

i
| |
Robert Weygandt ’
Placer County Supervisor l
3091 County Center Drive |
Auburn, Califomnia 95603 [
Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Supervisor Weygand't,

DATE Q\C\O &«

’

] Board of Supervisors - &

[J County Executive Office
] County Counsel
] Mike Boyle

28, Planning 20

The purpose of this lefter i$ to unge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative

quality of life, financial andjprecedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues }or hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential cariers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; Ql\nd finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector

Road. |

Financially this increase \l/ill bensfit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding

- homeowners as well as thé County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center viill impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
Increased costs for momto;ﬁng and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact. '

Finally, this project is sn‘mpiy not in compliance with the General Plan. The curently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incomrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conformirig facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the

devaloper should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the inanase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the nasdlting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detrimert to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

1
Sinceraly,

Kathy Hill

4305 Cognac Ct
Loomis, CA 95650
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David L. McNamara
4324 Cognac Court Loomis, Ca. 98630

Telephone (918) 652 2892 - Fax (918) 633 2892

May 18, 3008

Mr. Michael Johnson, Planning Director ECEIVE
County of Placer M
3091 County Center Drive . AY 19 2008

Auburn, Ca. 95603 ‘
PLANNING DEPT.
Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center .
PMPC 20060321
Hearing dated May 22, 2008

Dear Mr. Johnson:

We are again writing the County requesting that the previously approved

Minor Use Permit increasing the density of allowable horses in this facility

be reversed. Attached is a copy of our letter to Mr. Uhler dated March 1, 2008.
Because of a prior medical commitment, we will be unable to attend the May 22,
2008, hearing, where we would prefer to offer verbal comments. However, we
wish to reiterate our opposition to the project’s insidious and flagrant disregard
for actual zoning restrictions and the negative unpact on our, and our neigh-
bors’, quiet enjoyment of our homes.

Since our Ma.roh 1st letter, we have learned that the actual approved horse
“occupancy” for this property is 12 horses! The revised base of 30+ horses

for the proposed increase to 60 horses presented by the applicant apparently
has no basis of approval--just a desire to increase the economic viability of the .
property by increasing density. In my prior development days, it would have
been nice to have 6 story buildings approved where only 3 story buildings were
permitted!

We are obviously concerned that the County’s apparent disregard of current
zoning could have a potential impact on neighboring property owners,
actually backing up to our home, wherein they could assume their properties
could also benefit from a commercial-oriented, equestrian operation.

Your consideration for a reversal of this previously approved permit would be
appreciated.

Sincerely,

David L. & Cassie McNamara

ce:iPlacer County Planning Commissioners &QS\



David L. McNamara
4324 Cognac Court Loomis, Ca. 98880

Telephone (918) 683 2892 - Fax (918) 652 2893

March 1, 2008

Mr. Kirk Uhler

-District 4 Supervisor, Placer County
175 Fulweiler Ave.

Auburn, Ca. 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center Appeal
Dear Mr. Uhler:

We live on Cognac Court within a few hundred feet of the eastern
boundary of the subject equestrian center. However, we are
apparently outside the statutory limit for receiving notices of
hearings, or other matters, regarding the Center, so only recently
learned of the process under which the owners are attempting to
vastly increase the number of boarded horses on the property. It
is our understanding that an appeal has now been filed against the
approval of the minor use permit; we are certainly in support of
the appeal and are opposed to the proposed increase to what is
apparently an unmonitored 60+/- horse occupany.

We purchased our home approximately three years ago with the
knowledge that Loomis is a rural, equestrian-oriented community,
as was the location of our prior home in San Luis Obispo on forty
rural acres. We chose the Clos du Lac community, however, because
of its obvious attributes and the fact that the sometimes negative
aspects of horse ownership (dust, noise, horse vs. vehicular
traffic, odors, etc) would not have a proximate impact. The
proposed density increase of this nearby facility, however, will
aggravate what are currently occasional problems; the doubling of
the number of horses in what we understand could be even a reduced
area appears at best unwise.

We request that your office reconsider whatever support you have
shown for this project, consider the negative impact on the
affected communities, and permit the orderly appeal of the prior
approval in a move to what we believe should be an ultimate denial
of the application.

- Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

\
KM

David and Cassie McNamara



RICO AND DEBGRAH PETRINI
4307 Rihone Ci.
L.oomis. Calif $5650
: 916-652-9483

! v ovsincsst@aol.corn

Rico and Deborah Pehrini

Placer County Planning

Fax: 530-745-3080

Phone:  530-745-3080

Re: Appeal Lefter

Comments:

Please find our signed letter of Appeal to be submitted at the- May 22nd
Meeling, in reference to the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center. We will be
unable to attend and request that our letter stand in.for us. The
proposed project is not in compliance with the General Plan. The permit
requested for more than 12 horses per 8 acres will create a negative
impact in many ways. The property is already being used to capacity
according to the county general plan and reasonable principles of
horse/acreage requirements.

Please su.bmiiL our letter “for the record” at the meeting, and please copy
to the following members of the Placer Planning Commission.

Thank You,
Rico and Deborah Petriini

Placer County Planning Commissioners
Ken Denio
Richard Johnson

Mike Stafford o ECEIVE
Larry Farinha : :
MAY 19 2008

Larry Sevison
Gerry Brentnall

PLANNING DEPT.

Michael Johnson, Planning Director




May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

| Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses fo

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantlal negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animat and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, efc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along.Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. :

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure -
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monit onng and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding ¢ mmunitie/s- homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely, ' f”j
(\Lé—éﬂ (_.AJL<\, ZL’@ O’LL,/

St

Signature
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Law OrFfFICE OF

ANDREW C. GIANULIAS

2264 FAIR QAKS BLVD., SUITE 100
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 85825
916/614-7900

May 15, 2008 | - E CE]J VEFR

Mr. Michael Johnson, Planning Director

Placer County Planning Commission ' MAY 13 2008
3091 County Center Drive ' _ et
Auburn, California 95603 PLANNING DEPT.

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Cent_er - Appeal
Dear Colmmissioner,
The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT ALLOW THE INCREASE of

HORSES TO 60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have
substantial negative quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, efc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site tiaffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will berefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

g
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Aubum, California 95603 -

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter Is to urge you to grant the proposed gppeal and NOT allow the ase
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Aliowmg this Increase wﬂl have substantial negative

quality of life, financlal and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of Iife issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potentia! carlers of West
Nile Virus; stimed dust affacting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overali on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financlally this Increase wiil benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionalty, the required disciosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facllity will have a negatm impact.

Finally, this project is simply not In compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use Is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Parmit was based on an Incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been Issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal Is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facliity and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permlt Is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeownars, and the County.

Sincerely,

(oard Shauen

Signature
Print Name Cae/ 5/16{(/€L
address 4745 (los o (JLC,

-
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May 13, 2008
Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
~ Aubum, California 95603
Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal
Dear Commissioner,
The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantiat negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, étc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact..

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be requnred to abide by the rules already estabhshed

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
-such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

Slgn\ﬁé
Pnnt Name &/0/ /{f_’mas Z,L /
Address 4936 KAhone CF
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, Califomia 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this lefter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase wilt have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosguitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for menitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The curently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

N I W

Signature

Print Name uﬁf % - Kﬁ {(
Address q(v‘v*( Clos A \Eﬁq@ Curcte
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Re: Folsom Lake Equestﬂan Center — Appeal |

Dear Commissioﬁer,

The purpose of
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the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the

Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originaily allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors, |
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoss, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stired dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic, and fi nally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. 1t will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed ot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for

- other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the

developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Signature X \J '
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DATE 5\ \c\\?%
. _ (J Board of Supervisors - 5
' O County Executive Offica
May 1 |
ay 13, 2008 ' (] County Caunsel
Placer County Planning Commission ' U Mike 5°V’9
3091 County Center Drive H-Planning
Aubum, California 95603 ‘
Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal
. Dear Commissionef, .
The purpose of this letier is to urae youto grant the proposad apneal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally aflowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this tncrcase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include; unplegsant animal and machine odors;
increase of fies limiting use of outdoor living spaces: increased mosquitoes, which are potentiat cariers of West
Nile Virus; stired dust sffecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diese! trucks
and overall on-gite traffic; and ﬂnally traffic congesnon and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have g negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center willimpact any home sals offerings. For the County, dacreased property tax end
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

-Finally, this project is simply not In compliance with the Genaral Plan, The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an Incomectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
futther impacted by the propased lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other nen-conforming facllities next to existing neighborhoods, The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the ru!es already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the rasutting negative impacts. Our abjective is very simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit s only beneficial to the
devaloper and a detriment to the sumounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Slncerely,
- . .
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May 13, 2008

ECEIVE]
Placer County Planning Commission ‘
3091 County Center Drive MAY 19 2008
Aubuvrn, California 95603 ’
PLANNING DEPT.

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal
Dear Commissicner,
The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of

horses to 60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have
substantial negative quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and
machine odors; increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which
are potential carriers of West Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc;
heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion
and safety issues along Lomlda Lane and Prospector Road.

. Financialiy this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the
surrounding homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not
-only to homes closest to the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons.
Additionally, the required disclosure of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings.
For the County, decreased property tax and increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the
facility will have a negative impact. '

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use
is for only 12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated
baseline of 30 horses and is further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The
MUP only sets further precedent for other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods.
The MUP should not have been issued and the developer should be required to abide by the rules
already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate
iocation of such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to return
the use to the currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is
only beneficial to the developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities,
homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely, M | : |

lan & Jessie Wendt
4311 Cognac Court
Loomis, CA 95650




Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn CA 95603

Attn: John Marin
Michael J. Johnson

Subject: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center
We have over 200 feet of back yard that adjoins this equestrian center. When we bought our property that
was an 8 acre ranch with 12 horses. A few years later that property was bought by an investor (who does

not live on or near it) trying to make a profit by moving 60 horses onto 4 acres!

I can’t believe that anyone on ANY planning commission would think that was the right thing to do to the
HOMEOWNERS or the HORSES!

The dust!
The flies!
The smell!

Don’t allow that property to become a 4 acre cesspool!

Sincerely hoping common sense prevails,

Kermit Jorgensen & Florine Jorgensen
4340 Cognac Ct
Loomis CA 95650

-
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive MAY 19 2008
Auburmn, California 95603 : '

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal | PLANNING DEPT.
Dear Commissioner,
The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of fife, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. ' A

Financially this increase will benefit-only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for menitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the

* currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a _detrimeN to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Loomus  CA_G5650D




ECEIVE

| MAY 20 2008
From: Carol S. Fleming
9504 Monte Sereno Ct.

Lomis, Ca. 95650 - PLANN'NG DEPT.

To: Placer County Planning Commision

Subject: :
THIRD PARTY APPEAL — ZONING ADMINISTRATION APPROVAL OF A MINOR
USE PERMIT/VARIANCES (PMPC 20060321) FOR FOLSOM LAKE EQUESTRIAN
CENTER MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECALARATION.

Due to my work schedule I will not be able to attend the hearing scheduled for May 22. As a
homeowner in Monte Sereno I am very concerned that the changes planned for the Folsom Lake
Equestrian Center will have a significant negative impact on the surrounding properties. It is my
understanding that the owners currently have 34 horses on 8.4 acre parcel even though they had
approval for 12 horses. Now they want to board 60 horses on even a smaller parcel of land. 1
can not imagine that the zoning allows 60 horses on 4.7 acres (13 horses per acre). 60 horses on
this property will greatly increase the odors and the flies. Constructing a barn closer to Prospect
Road will increase the negative effects even more. When I purchased property in Monte Sereno,
I accepted the adjacent horse property, however, I did not expect the major changes which are
being proposed If the owners of the equestrian center are given permission to construct a barn
closer to Prospector Road the negative impact will be even greater. Some properties in my
development back up to Prospector Rd. and the equestrian center. I would like to ask that each
member of the committee imagine sitting in their backyard with 60 horses being kept less than
50 to 60 feet away. The odors, flies and noise would make it very unpleasant to spend time in
your own backyard. This increase in the number of horses on the property will also mean more
horse trailers coming in and out of the property to transport their horses. All of these factors
would affect the value of the homes adjacent to the horse property and would therefore affect the
value of my property. [ am also very concerned because the owners of the equestrian center
have a history of ignoring warnings of code violations. Maintenance issues, which have not
been addressed, could also impact other property owners. I was not able to respond to the .
proposed permit and variances during to the first hearing due to the fact that the surrounding
property owners were not given adequate notification of the proposed changes. I hope that the
planning commission understands my concerns and reverses the decision to approve these
changes.

Sincerely yours . A 4
N | ' ,@/ 2008
@’%%M’W?? 5/ ‘
Carol S. Fleming

A concemed property owner
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May 13, 2008 o RECEIVED
Placer County Planning Commission MAY 210 2008
3091 County Center Drive CLER |
Aubum, Califomia 95603 © BOARD OF SOpEmYsORS

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal
Dear Commissioner,
The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses, Aliowing this increase will have substantial negative
guality of life, financial and pracedent setling impacts.

The quality of tife issues for hundreds of community residents include; unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of fligs limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential camriers of West
Nile Virus; stired dust affecting allergies, homes, fumniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospeclor
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facllity will decrease property values not only to homes closest 10
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, dacreased property tax and
increased costs for monttering and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not In compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on B acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incoractly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
fudim e leg Ly the ?,,wwd ol split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for

sAuer 6on e unning foiies cext fo existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
deVBk)pel' should be required to abide by the rules alrgady established.
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May 13, 2008 RECEIVED
Placer County Planning Commission ' ' |
3091 County Center Drive MAY 2 ﬂ 2008

Auburn, California 95603 : CLERK OF THE
_ BOAAD Of SUPERVISORS

'Ra: Folsom Lake Equastrian Center - Appeal
Dear Kirk Uhler;,Placer County Supemsof
The purposa of thia lotter is to urae you to_grant the proposed appeal and NOT aliow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
qualify of lifg, financial and precedent selting impacts. .

Tha quality of life issuesg for bundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and maching odors;
increase of fligs limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus: stired dust affecting allergigs, homas, furniture, etc; hmgh!ened nolse from tractors, diesel rucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally raffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financlally this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decreass property valuas not only to hames closest o
the site but will affact neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any homa sale offerings. For the County, dacreased property tax and
incrsased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact

Finally, this project is simply not in compllance with the Genceral Plan, The curently permittad use is for only
12 horses on 8 acras and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot spiit to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only.sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilitios next to existing ngighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
doveloper shauld be required to abida by the rules already established, : .

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the herses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resultng negative impacts. Our objactive is very simple - to return the use lo the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses, The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

Print Name __Denny and Fran Samusel! DATE 5\‘;\ \O%

[ Board of Supervisors -5
1 County Executive Office
[ County Counsel

3 Mike Boyle

C:E\Elanning .

9696 Clos du lac ¢ir
Loomis, Ca 95650

Address




MAY.21'2008 06:25 153088940099 . CLERK OF THE BQARD #0480 p.001/007

=TV ED
| RECEIVED R B deishis
May 13, 2008 © MAY 20 2008 i g
CLFRK OF THE
Placer County Planning Commission BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MAY 20 2008
3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603
. Sp DY e SUP DA ’:Kd‘“ g’—w NS‘: g:"'
Re; Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal Sep D2 SP DS T

q PP SupDA__-

Dear Commissionet,

" The purpose of this letter is to urge you to arant the proposed appeal and NOT atlow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative

quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nite Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, ete: heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traff ic; and fi nally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

- Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease propetty values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisens. Additionally, the requited disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative Impact. ,

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The cutrently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated bageline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot spiit to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing nelghborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required fo abide by the ryles already established.

This opposition to the Increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple —to retum the us¢ to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sﬁ:‘” ‘/M . - shkabg

S ature o
- i Supervisors - §
Print Name 'S"‘M E-J' %w"—( -  uuily Executive Offica
. (7} County Counssel
Address FISA C(—OS ‘O v Lire. Lok L[fj] Mike Boyle
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May 15, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603

Subject Property: 277 Park Lane
Kings Beach, CA 96143
Re:  Appeal Zoning Administrators Decision
Variance Application No. PVAA 2007-0897
Dear Planning Commissioners,
As a long time permanent resident of Park Lane I am corresponding to voice my concern -

over a proposed county staff alternative to cut down trees and relocate a parking areg at 1
277 Park Lrne. [ am concerned because of the following:

j A. The county proposed plan would remove the only snow storage area for four -

. separate residences and :

B. The proposed location would be at the bottom of two steep driveways.
During icy conditions vehicles often times slide down into this area and
would most assuredly hit parked vehicles or worse could strike individuals
standing in the county staff proposed driveway arca.

In addition, this alternative would result with a garage structure in the middle of the
existing parking area with no design relationship to the Kirschenstein residence and
therefore would be inconsistent and would create a bad design precedent for the rest of
the tract. I live across the street and down one housc from the Kirschenstein residence
and look directly down on his proposed garage. 1 am the only permanent year-round
resident in two or threc houses in cither direction and it seems that the design proposed
by the planning depurtment was put together by somcone wha doesn’t live in the area and
doesn’t know the cffects of large amounts of snow. Note my own vehicle slid down my
driveway several years ago and landed up in the storage area snow banks on the bottom
of my driveway. ‘

I am in support of the modest Jeast impact one car garage application as proposed by the
applicant to be located in front of the existing Kirschenstein residence with the adjacent
ope car parking area remaining in its current location. In addition, the applicant proposal
had no impact on views of Lake Tahoe for any of the adjacent residences. Your.
congsideration of my concerns is greatly appreciated. '

Mr. Don Harder -

Park. L%isident
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May 15, 2008
Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603

Subject Property: 277 Park Lane
Kings Beach, Ca 6143

Re:  Appeal Zoning Administrators Decision
Variance Applicetion No. PVAA 2007-0897

Dear Plaoning Commissioners,

Please be advised that T own the property directly acrass from the property owned by Joel
Kirschenstein. As a courtesy, Joel contacted me directly at the time he was planning the
placement of the proposed garage and has continued to kesp me informec of the progress
of his application by sharing design concepts prepared by bis Architect with me and his
neighbors. As a result 1 informed Joel of my support of the plan which places e garage
directly i from of his residence in the general area of his slope, with the parking area for
a second car in its present location I also informed him that T am much opposed to any

plan thet would relocate the mggin front of the sioped driveway in front of my
residence. - %

Any seUISd@s~ in frant of my driveway would create real safety hazards and potential
life thfeatening conditions dus to vehicles sliding down my driveway and the driveway of
the residence adjacent vo my property. Over the years vebicles have slid down both
detveways only 1o be stopped by tha railroad ties and sopw storage on the Kirschenstein
property. The open space area in fromt of my driveway on the Kirschenstein property
also serves as the only anow storage arca for four properties on Park Lane.

. -
. . -~ q ———, — ——r—T— S— - - - -
m—— i - R e e e e — -
J«*:‘n N T AP .k.. . [T S st s AERAN L
. . N ~ B .o _-v "‘-- '\ WP e

Hopdhlly, the Plannmg Commlsswn will suppon Mr erscnemnem and lus Iwrt lmpact
application to put the small one car parage in from of his residence near the existing
drivewsy. He hes been mnst cooperative in his outreach to the surrcunding neighborhood
and in selecting the most rnelghbothood ﬁ1endly least impact plan for 2 one car garage.

1 wil] be out of the State during the hearing or 1 would have been presq:m to testify. Your

review oonsxdcmﬁon is greatly appreciated. g;'
C,Zu.uy? 7

Dr. mm’ﬁ‘wmﬁk
Property Owner
oc: Joel erschenatein
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center — Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomlda Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Smcerely,

Signature (/
Print Name ﬁ//ﬁﬁ/) J //WW,

. Address 770?0 C/OS d/cc A((C (///6/6
Loomis, Ca F565D
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9744 Clos du Lac Circle

ECEIVEF R
MAY 22 2008 B

May 13, 2008

PLANNING DEPT.
Michael Johnson, Planning Director
Placer County Planning Commission -
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Mr. Johnson,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses
to 60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial
negative quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine
odors; increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential
carriers of West Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from
tractors, diesel trucks and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida -
Lane and Prospector Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility wll decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required
disclosure of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property
tax and increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for
only 12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses
and is further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further
precedent for other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have
been issued and the developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location -
of such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. The objective is very simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to

- the developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

S mcerely,
i \,

i \V N —

Ann Stevenson

L)
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May 22, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubumn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center ~ Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is fo urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
80 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. AlbWIng this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies imiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West |
Nile Virus; stired dust affecting allergies, homes, fumiture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel frucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally trafﬁc congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosire
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

- Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilites next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County,

.3'"/3‘ eert @,@Wu/"

an & Natalie Gharib
9712 Clos du Lac Circle
Loomis, CA 95650

29
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May 13, 2008 : ' .
Placer County Planning Commission

3091 County Center Drive

Aubum, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine adors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, ete; heightened noise from fractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding

. homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan, The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed fot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple — to retum the use to the :

~currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
deve|oper and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

p=— B

Print Name \J«‘?MES [) OH //,
Address_F 2.0 g fgﬁ Vole T
OIS A 25650

el
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May 14, 2008

Larry Sevison, Commissioner (At Large)
Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal
Dear Mr. Sevison:
The purpose of this letter is to urge you to qrant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing thns increase will have substantial negatuve
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;’
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased sales tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to thé surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely, ‘

Siature v
Print Name ﬂ\id(aéz‘ < [Lathy W\@‘?@{r
Address._ﬂ(ggq Clos dyn Lag Cirele

Loomis  CH 95650

X350



July 30, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603

RE: FLEC MUP Appeal

Dear Sirs,

We are writing to again formaily protest the application to permit a commercial horse boarding
facility right next door to our quiet home. Any size commercial horse facility on this small 3.77 acre lot is
abhorrently incompatible with the established neighborhood of single family residences, and cannot be
allowed.

~ The impact of this facility on our health, property value, and our ability to enjoy the quiet use of
our land is overwhelming in its current utilization, which has expanded without permit or license since
being purchased by Ken Miller. To allow a further expansion would go beyond any nuisance, it would
constitute abuse.

Our land is bordered on two sides by the subject property and on a third side by the horse trail
leading into Sterling Point and the Folsom Lake trails. We are all but surrounded by this operation.

When Mr. Milter bought the 8.5 acres from Tim & Dawna Trueblood, there were 16 horses being
boarded (as shown on the attached roster written in longhand by Dawna Trueblood on the day of the
sale). Mr. Miller has alleged there were 30 horses when he bought the property. This is simply not true.
Mr. Miller was well aware of the restrictions of the non-conforming use permit, and he should have
immediately reduced the number of horses to 12 to be in compliance. Instead, he has more than doubled
the number of boarded horses as noted in the site inspection reports and other documents on record,
while manipulating the apphcatlon process.

The previous owners’ (Tim & Dawna Trueblood) method of running the Heart T Ranch was,
literally, a Mom & Pop operation. Lori (Trueblood) Vance's father and step-mother boarded 12 horses, but
they used the whole 8.5 acres. They only went up to 16 horses around the time of the sale (still within the
2 horses per gross acre allowed by the General Plan). They also leased nearby fand to turn out the
horses. Heart T Ranch was not the commercial.operation FLEC has turned it into, and FLEC's intention to
cram 50 or 60 horses onto a undersized fraction of the land (3.77 acres) is a gross misuse of this smatl
parcel, and a potential nightmare to us, since they do not take care of the horses they have now (see
enclosed photos). FLEC has located most of the horse stalls along our property line, in close relation to
our wetlt, in violation of the General Plan, Placer County ordinance, and common sense as a “good
neighbor”. They have intentionally tried to ruin our property value to further their own greed. FLEC has not
considered our property in any of their proposed configurations, filling the property line with arenas,
barns, trailers, parking, and stalls without any buffer zone or regard for our quality of life.

Foar 5 years, FLEC has operated without even so -much as a business license. They made a deal
with Dawna Trueblood to use her license, and changed the name from the Heart T Ranch to Folsom Lake
Equestrian Center, giving Dawna a 1% stake in the new venture, to give it the veneer of legitimacy, until
that license expired in 2006. They have skirted the laws that have been made to protect the public, and
gone ahead with grading, removal of trees and landscaping, and adding stalls without any permits.

-This-is-an-egregious affront-to-our system of zoning and planning, as well as a serious
suppression of all our neighbors’, and our own, rights as property owners. This type of behavior should
not be rewarded with a blanket endorsement to now make everything fegitimate. .

We stringently request that you grant the appeal now pending before the planning commission,
deny the application for a Minor Use Permit, and enforce the current zoning, limiting the number of horses

-tothe fevel of the Non-Conforming Use Permit; 12 boarded horseson-8.5-acres.

We also request that any decision in this matter include the removal of ail horses, stalis, barns
arenas, parking, and equipment from our property line, a scenic buffer zone of 50 feet be installed and
maintained by FLEC on their land to replace the natural landscape they removed, and enforcement of the
100 foot set back from our well. . PLACER COUNTY

DATE RECEIVED
The issues are:

I. Health Risk : AUG 0 6 2008
Page 1 of 4 | PLANNING
COMMISSION



As we have stated in letters to the Placer County Health Dept {included herein), the placement of
portable horse stalls within 6 feet of our property line and pre-existing well creates a health risk to our
family. The Health Dept has been-helpfut in forcing FLEC to move some of the stalls, but there are sttt 12
stalls attached to a portabie barn which is too close to the property line, and there is the serious issue of
fugitive dust from the arena.

Placer County ordinance states that-no animal pen shall be placed within. 100 feet of a domestic
well. Our well was built inAugust 1987, and the neighboring barn was purchased by Tim Trueblood
{Lori's father) in 1891. Our well pre-dates the barn, so we have asked the Health Bept to enforce the
setbacks and make FLEC move the structure and the 12 attached stalls. The barn and stalls are portable,
meaning that they could be easily moved away from the fence line and the well.

The manure bin is still just an open pit, placed 20 feet from our property line, right behing our
home. It is still not picked up regularly. The flies and stench it generates is obvious.

The arena is ancther issue that must be removed from such close proximity to our land. it is in
almost constant use and there is an enormous amount of dust flying through the air over the property line
towards our home. Sprinklers instailed by FLEC are absolutely inadequate. Dust from the arena flies over
the fence unabated, posing a substantial health hazard to our family, and covers everything in our house
and outside with a thick coating. We are concerned about the possibility of naturally occurring asbestos
and other contaminants in the dust. The areng is made of portabie fence sections which could easily be
moved to a better location.

Insects, flies, and mosquitoes drawn by the horse smell create another health risk. Mosquitoes
are known to carry West Nile virus, and this use increases our health risk substantially. The fly problem
has exploded in the summer months, due to the negligent cleaning of stalls and the shear volume of
horse manure.

. i Property Value
a. Our two acres are actually two separate one acre parcels — (as shown on the attached
map). Our ability to use or develop this second undeveloped acre is severely limited by the overuse of the
neighboring property. What should be a beautiful full acre of usable land is instead inundated with the
smells, noise, and dust from the horse facility next door. The facility is basically taking away the value of
our land and transferring that value to them, using our land as their buffer zone.

As soon as you approach the back half of our land you are overwhelmed by the smell of manure
and urine produced by the 30+ harses currently being boarded. The smell, dust, flies, mosquitoes, and
éther insects; the noise, dust, and diesel from the equipment used to clean up after the animals; and the
noise from the people, cars, and trailers, coming and going, are a constant nuisance.

Our family has lived in the beautiful Loomis Basin for almost 50 years for the quiet country
atmasphere. If we were to develop our second acre to build a spec home, our potential buyers would be
looking for the same qualities: quiet, secluded, and private. On the basis of the overdevelopment of the
adjoining property, however, the "quiet country atmosphere” is ruined. Our property value is. negatively
irnpacted and our ability to sell is severely restricted. '

. Private Property Rights

a. The Ownership Bundle of Rights includes "The ability to enjoy the quiet use of our property
without interference from others”. The everuse of the land by FLEC - right up to our property line - makes
it ali'but impossibie to enjoy the most sectuded and valuable part of our land. The area of our property
line in the back of our fand is filled with cak and eucalyptus trees planted many years ago by our family.
This is our favorite part of our holding, but we cannot enjoy the use of it due to FLEC's interference. As
noted above, the smell, flies, people, etc., make it unbearable to use this area.

b. Lack of a scenic buffer zone. The management of FLEC has systematically removed all the
trees and natural foliage along our property line. We currently have no buffer zone. The public nature of
the boarding facility means that there are always several people hanging around the barns, stalls, arena,
and wash areas. The rail fences that remain between the properties do not offer any protection from the
presence of so many strangers in such close proximity to our home. The arena is a particular source of
this type: of interference of enjoyment. The arena-is a gathering place of sorts. Pecple come-te: work out:
‘their horses, sometimes with a trainer-barking out instructions or encouragement in a loud voice, with
several more people hanging around in the area to watch, and they can become quite boisterous. An
incompatible use like this needs a substantial buffer zone to protect our property.

Page 2 of 4



The Placer County General Plan states:.

The General Plan and the development review and approval process generaily seek to locate
land: uses adjacent to-one anether that are compatible, related; mutually supporiive, and:
similar in the amount of traffic they generate and types of transportation facilities they need.
Thus, industrial uses are often ocated near commercial rather than residential uses; higher-
density multi-family residential uses are often located between commercial ar. office uses and.
single-family residential uses; and low density or rural residential uses are often located
between single-family residential and: agricuitural land uses. In-some-cases, hawever,
existingland use or circuiation patterns, the timing of development on properties with different
owners, environmental constraints or other factors prevent new land use patterns from
providing a "gradation” of uses.ta ensure compatihility and thus. necessitate the use of other

" tools. One of the most commonly used and effective means of minimizing conflicts
between potentially incompatible land-uses is to-provide a "buffer zone" between-the
uses.

LAND USE CONFLICTS

Goal 7.B: To minimize existing and future conflicts between agricultural and non-agricultural
uses in agru,ulturaulya—deagrated areas.

‘Policies

7.B.1. The County shati identify and maintain clear boundaries between
urban/suburban and agricultural areas and require land use buffers between such’
uses where feasible. These buffers shall occur on the parcel for which the
development permit is-sought and shall-faver protection: of the- maximum: amount of
farmland.

At a minimum, if this use s allowed to continue in any form, a buffer zone must be provided as
stated in the General Plan. If FLEC cannot operate under this requirement it is clear that the site is not
suitable for this type of commercial operation, and it should not be allowed to continue.

¢. Lack of-Privacy. Because of the-close proximity: of the-herse stalls, arena; and the herse
owners, who we do not know, it is very uncomfortabie for us to'be cutside. Wefeel as if we are under
constant surveillance. The boarders are always fooking over the fence onto our property, right into our
home. We have no privacy.

d. This facility is inconsistent with the neighborhood use of pnvate ownership and quiet countrv
lifestyle-with:a reasonable number of herses. The General-Plan allows. for two-harses. per gross-acre;
which 15 a reasonable use. The ptacement of a public-facifity allowing a gross overuse and an
‘unregsonabte number of horses is inconsistent with the General Pian and zoning codes. There will be
constant complaints, requiring. county resources to follow up, as the facility is already poorly run now. It is
unreasonable and unjust to impose this unwanted, inconsistent use in our backyard.

e. The horse trail- leading-te-Sterling: Pointe and the-Folsom Lake-trails crosses. directly: in front-of -
our-home on'Lomida Lane. This trail was intended for the use of local residents and was placed on our
-side-of Lomida-after much negotiation with the ‘Clos Du Lac developers. When the traii-was placed it was
never intended to be used by 50-60 additional people and horses. This constant horse traffic, right past
our front door, is another current nuisance attributable to FLEC ‘which will only be amplified by an
increase-in:the number of horses.

‘There is-a misrepresentation in the Recommended ‘Conditions of Approval PMPCT 20060321
regarding the granting of the variance which states that there is an existing equestrian facility on the
adjacent property {our property). We love horses, and our land is "horse property”, but this is not an
~ "equestrian facility", as-has been-mistakenly- stated. repeatedly by: Charlene-Baniels.in several reports. and-
statements. Just because we tan have horses on our land does not justify placing a facility like this in
-such close proximity to-our family-home.-Wecurrently have no horses.

The management of FLEC has been openly hostile and defamatory towards us since they
learned of our opposition to the expansion of this facility. We have been subjected to hateful, vile, and
despicable remarks. from managers, hands, and boarders. In-fact; the verbal assaults. became so.
‘numerous-and vaciferous that we were advised by the Placer County Sheriff's office to-fite an action
seeking a harassment restraining order against their manager, Jennie Jordan, which we have-done.

Page 3 of 4.
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We ask that you grant the appeal, deny the application from FLEC, and enforce the current
zoning, either allowing 12 horses on 8.5 acres per the non-conforming use permit, or allowing two horses
per gross acre per the General Plan. Any other use is an endorsement of the tactics employed- by Mr.
Miller, and a slap in the face to all of the people who aiready lived here or bought homes in the area,
relying on the protection of our locai officials and zoning codes to stop this type of development from
happening in our backyard. '

We request that the Planning Commission require FLEC to move all barns, stalls, arenas,
parking, trailers, and squipment 50 feet from our preperty line, and replant the natural landscaping and-
trees they have destroyed; enforce a scenic buffer zone of 50 feet to allow us the quiet use of our own
fand, and move all animal pens and wash down areas 100 feet away from cur well per county ordinance.

We appreciate the Planning Commission’s involvement in this matter, and we rely on your
judgment to protect our property rights.

Robert N. Vance

(T s

Lori A. Vance

Page 4 of 4
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Placer County Online GIS ' _ Page 1 of 1

9421 Lomida Lane

APN 036-085-001-000

Address 9421 LOMIDA LN, LOOMIS

Approx. Acres 0.9589

Zoning RA-B-X 4.6 AC. MIN. PD = 0.44

Community Plan Area Horseshoe Bar/Penryn CP

General Plan Rural Residential 2.3 - 4.6 Ac. Min.

Supervisor District BOARD OF SUPERVISORS DIST 4

MAC Area ' HORSESHOE BAR MAC

Fire District

School District LOOMIS UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT

B3

http://lis.placer.ca.gov/gis.asp?cmd=print&maxx=6812645 01081139&minx=6811610 1062  6/4/2008



riacer County Online GIS

Page 1 of 1

PLACER COUNTY, CALFORNIA
Land
APN 036-085-002-000
Address NO ADDRESS ON FILE , LOOMIS

Approx. Acres

0.9813

Zoning

RA-B-X 4.6 AC. MIN. PD = 0.44

Community Plan Area

Horseshoe Bar/Penryn CP

General Plan

Rural Residential 2.3 - 4.6 Ac. Min.

Supervisor District

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS DIST 4

MAC Area

HORSESHOE BAR MAC

Fire District-

School District

036085002000 £

i
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June 3, 2008

Placer County Environmental Health Department
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 180
Auburn , CA 95603

We are writing to formally complain about the placement of 19 portable horse stalls within 6
feet of our property line, some within 10-12 feet of our existing well. This creates a health risk to our
family. There are 25 horse stalls (including 6 on the opposite side of the barn, which is also too close
to the property line) within 100 feet our well, and we are very worried about contamination of our sole
source of water. Placer County ordinance states that no animal pen shall be placed within 100 feet of
a domestic well.

All of these stalls are heavily utilized. The manure is not cleaned regularly, and urine is left

-standing in deep puddles. We are very concerned that this facility will contaminate our sole source of
drinking water. The horse stalls are portable, meamng that they could be easily moved away from the
well.

The massive amount of manure and urine created daily by these animals is not being
adequately cleaned up. This creates a health risk to our family due to the shear volume of the feces, -
and the cavalier attitude of the management of FLEC about cleaning it up. That this situation has
developed on our property line is an indication of how little FLEC management cares about their
impact on us. Even after the situation became public, they have made no attempt to do a better job of
cleaning up the stalls or mitigating the dust. The manure bins are still open pits, currently placed
about 20 feet from our property line, and still not picked up regularly.

The arena is in almost constant use and there is an enormous amount of dust flying through -
the air over the property line towards our home. This poses a substantial health hazard to our family,
and covers everything in our house and outside with a thick coating of dust. Dust from the arena flies
over the fence unabated. Clouds of dust are kicked up every day by the heavy use of the arena,
which is also too close to the property line, and poorly maintained. The arena is within 4 feet of the
property line in some places. The arena is made of portable fence sections which could easily be
moved to a better location. A

Insects, flies, and mosquitoes drawn by the horse smell create another health risk.
Mosquitoes are known to carry West Nile virus, and this use increases our health risk substantially.
The fly problem will explode in the summer months ahead, due to the negligent cleaning of stalls as
welt as the volume of manure. ’ ,

We request that a buffer zone of 30 feet be enforced and all horses, stalls, and wash down
areas be moved at least 100 feet away from our well as stated in the county ordinance.

Sincerely,

| Robert N. Vance

Lori A. Vance



Placer County

Health and Human Services Department

Richard J. Burton, M.D., M,P.H, - JllPahl, R.EH.S.
Health Officer and Director Dirsctor, Environmental Heqlth

June 13, 2008

Rabert and Lori Vance
9421 Lomida Lane
Looomis, CA 95650

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Vance,

On June 3, 2008 this office received your complaint regarding the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center
(FLEC). In your letter you expressed that you were worriad that condttions at FLEC result in
contamination risks to your well and health risks to your family. A site visit was conducted on June
6, 2008 by Will Kirschman, Associate Environmental Health Specialist, to investigate the possible
health risks. This letter outiines the observation of the investigation, corrective action that has been
required of FLEC, and provides additional information that may help alleviate your concerns about
health risks to your family.

In your complaint you indicated FLEC maintained horse stalls within close proximity to your well.
Water Well Standards: State of California Bulletin 74-81 and its supplement, Bulletin 74-90,-address
setbacks from proposed wells to “animal enclosures” {which includes “barmnyard and stable areas”).
The recommended setback is 100 feet, but this distance may be increased or decreased by the
enforcing agency on a case by.case basis (depending on site conditions and well construction
methods). During the ingpection, it was observed that several portable horse stalls, a barn with
paddocks, and horse washing stations are within 100 feet of your well..

An Official Notice has been mailed to the property owners of FLEC requiring all horse washing
stations within 100 feet of your well, and all portable horse stalls located along their southeast
property line that are within 100 ft of your well be removed within 30 days. However, the barn
structure with paddocks to the west of your well will not be required to be removed. This decision
was made because the portable stalls and wash stations were recently installed, white the barn
appears to have been thers for quite scme time. We were unable o obtain information as to when
the barn was built, and may predate the well construction. The drainage from this structure does not

“appEar to pmmmmmm

contaminated by existing structures and enclosures.

Your well appears to be properly constructed. The well is elevated and records indicate the required
annular seal was installed. The purpose of the annular seal is to-prevent surface drainage or poor
quality subsurface water from entering the well. There does not appear to be any drainage from
FLEC towards your well, which further reduces the risk of contamination. It is recommended to have
wells sampled periodically regardiess of contamination threats. Doing so may help alleviate some of
your concerns about the water quality in your well. Wells ¢an be contaminated from such things as
hose bibs, backflow from irrigation, during repair work, etc. A bacteriological test is relatively
inexpensive, Sample bottles may be obtained from the county public heaith fab. You may contact
the lab at (530) 889-7205. Additional information on well testing, maintsanance, and disinfection can
be found on our website, at www placer.ca.gov/iDepartments/hhs/env_health; click the "Land Use”
tab on the left side menu, from the Land Use page click on “Residential Wells.”

Community Development and Resourca Agency Building, 3091 County Center Drive, Suite 180, Aubum, CA 95603 B
530.745-2300 ® www.placer.caqoy ® ax530.745-2370



Your letter also discussed concern about the animal wastes gensrated at FLEC. The site visit on
June 6, 2008 did not reveal any excess mantre, odor or fly problems at the time of the inspection.
Puddles of urine, as described in your letter, were also not observed. Other site visits on January
11, 2008; April 8, 2008; and May 27, 2008 also did not reveal excess manure, urine or vector control
problems. The visit of April 8, 2008 included Christine Turner, Agriculture Commissioner, Roger
Ingram, University of California Cooperative Extension, Livestock Farm Advisor, and Leslie Lindbo,
Supervising Environmental Heaith Specialist. During this site visit, manure management, and vector
(flies and mosquitces) control procedures were evaluated and found to be well managed and to not.
create a nuisance. The onsite manager explained stalls are lined with a deep layer of decomposed
granite, so as to prevent urine from puddiing. According to FLEC's Manure Management Plan,
manure is remaved from stalls twice a day and is removed from the property two times per week.
During the site visits no fly larvae (which would indicate manure not being removed frequently
enough) were observed in the manure storage area. Automatic fly spray units are located in the barn
and the use of fly larvae predators are used on the ground.

The site visits on Aprit. 8,-2006-and Jure 6,-2008 noted the focation of the manure storage area.
Although it does not violate any codes or ordinances, it was recommended that this manure
enclosure area be moved away from your property line so as to reduce the risk of causing a
nuisance. The owner has agreed to.move this enclosure away from your property line.

Your letter mentioned dust from the arena was causing a nuisance. An inspection of the arena area
revealed that the entire area is covered by sprinklers for dust control. The sprinklers are on an
automatic timer that is set to run.three times per day, The sprinklers were tested while on site and
found to adequately cover the arena area and reduce the creation of dust. Your letter implied that
the arena should be moved and requested a general buffer zane be anforced within 30 feet of your
property. Environmental Health has no requirements for setbacks of arenas or similar uses and
structures to properly lines.

Your letter expressed ¢oncern about horses attracting mosquitoes and the possible risk of exposure
- to West Nile Virus. Mosquito populations are not increased by horses, but rather by allowing
breeding areas of stagnate water, such as ponds and irrigation ditches. The operation of the FLEC
has not shown to maintain or create mosquito breeding habital. However, you should still protect
yourself and your family from mosquitoes. To find out more information about West Nile Virus and
how to prevent mosquito breeding, please visit the Placer County “Fight the Bite” webpage at
www.placer.ca.gov/Departments/hs/community_health/comm_diseases/; click on "West Nile Virus."
Also, visit the Mosquito Abatement Districts webpage at: '
http://www placermosquito.org/west_nile_virus.php

~As described above, this Division has observed that the operation of the Folsom Lake Equestrian
Center is consistent with their Manure Management Plan and does not pose a health risk.
Additionally, the corrective measures discussed above should eliminate risks to possible well
contamination from anima!l enclosures. The additional information and resources provided should
help you protect your family from other health risks. We hope we have reduced any concern or”
anxiety you have about the health risks to your-family. Should you have cther concerns or
questions, please call me,

Sincerely,

K /(C/\

Will Kirschman
.Associate Environmental Health Specialist

Community Development and Resource Agency Building, 3081 County Center Drive, Suite 180, Auburn, CA 95603 -0
: 530.745-2300 @ www.placerca gov @ fax 530.745-2370



July 25, 2008

Placer County Environmental Health Department ' -
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 180
Auburn , CA 95603

RE: FLEC

Dear Mr. Kirschman, '

Thank you for your response to our letter of complaint dated June 3, 2008. We appreciate the involvement
of the Health Dept in removing some of the horse stalls abutting our property line, and makmg our land a little more
livable.

However, we heartily disagree with the assessment that there is not excessive manure, odor, and fly
problems at the site, and we invite you to view the situation from our perspective. It is disconcerting that your
investigation of our complaint included an interview with the FLEC site manager, but we were not even contacted.

The horse facility operated by FLEC has been working without a business license, and in violation of their
existing conditional use permit (allowing 12 horses on 8.5 acres) for several years due to their manipulation of the
application process. This illicit business has used our property line as a dumping ground for horse stalis, barns,
manure bins, and a dirt arena as they continue to expand their operation. This facility produces a substantial
-stench, swarms of flies, and dust clouds that encroach on our land and make our side of the property line practically
unusable.

The enclosed pictures were taken at various times over the past several months. As is obvious from the
images, FLEC's maintenance is still wholly inadequate. The manure is not cleaned consistently, urine is left
standing, and manure is still being stored in an open bin near our home.

The poor maintenance employed by FLEC on a daily basis demonstrates their blatant disregard for the
well-being of the animals, and, combined with the close proximity of the storage and stalls, presents a manifest
nuisance to us. The stench is palpable, and the flies are such a constant nuisance that we cannot enjoy being
outside. Dust from the arena flows over our white fence, which has turned a very brown color along the arena area.

In your response letter, you stated that the barn and paddocks to the west of our well would not be required
to move because you were “unable to obtain information as to when the barn was built, and may predate the well
construction”. We have first-hand knowledge that the barn was purchased by Tim Trueblood (the previous owner,
and Lori’s father) in 1991, a fact that was recently verified by Tim Trueblood via phone. There is a manufacturers’
date stamp on our well equipment of February 1987 (see énclosed photos), and we have first-hand knowledge that
the well was installed in August of 1987, confirmed by Diamond Well Drilling via phone.

During the construction of the barn, Lori's late mother, Jan Trueblood, stopped the work, and sent the
construction workers home. She calted Tim Trueblood to object to the barn being built too close. We believe she
may have also complained to the county about the barn, but received no action because of the nature of the
dispute (a divorced couple) So, Jan Trueblood let the matter drop rather than continue to fight with her ex-
husband.

Because Lori (Trueblood) Vance is the daughter of the previous owners of both properties involved in this
. dispute, she has a unique knowledge of the facts as they happened. Itis clear that our well predates'the barn by-
‘'several years. We again reéquest that you enforce the setbacks so'that that none of the stalls encroach the 100 foot
setback from our well. The barn and stalls are portable and can easily be moved far enough away from the
property line.

The arena is another serious health issue that has not been adequately addressed. In your response, you
stated that the: sprinklers in.use at FLEC, “reduce the-creation of dust’. However, the arena produces so-much. dust
and is so close to our property line that the sprinklers alone are inadequate, and we are exposed to a high volume
of dust crossing over the property line.

‘While Environmental Health may not have a requ:rement for setbacks of arenas, the Placer County Air

Poliution Control District has a local rule addressing the emission of fugitive dust in Placer County. Placer County
Dnetnnf Dl ulcs ’J’)Q C1 xq;hua m xei oeiah.hehac ﬂ'\A mxnu-ru ina racy ramante far tha ~sonteal nf rlue‘ ar\z{ cabc ctan:lnrrl\s
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for comphance The followmg passages were copied directly from the Placer County website:
213 FUGITIVE DUST: Any solid particulate matter that becomes airborne, without first passing through
a stack or duct, directly or indirectly as a result of the activities of man (i.e. anthropogenic), inciuding.
the raising and/or keeping of animals.
230-VISIBLE EMISSIONS: Visible emissions means any partlculate matter that is visually detectable.
without the aid of instruments other than corrective lenses.
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301 VISIBLE EMISSIONS NOT ALLOWED BEYOND BOUNDARY LINE: A person shall not cause
or allow the emissions of fugitive dust from any active operation, open storage pile, or
-disturbed surface area {including disturbance as a result of the raising andfor keeping of
animals or by vehicle use), such that the presence of such dust remains visible in the
atmosphere beyond the boundary line of the emission scurce.
404 COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARDS: Any persan conducting active operations, ar who is
responsible for the man-made condition of open storage piles, disturbed surface areas (including
disturbance as resuit of the raising andfor keeping of animals or by vehicle use), and inactive disturbed
surface areas, shall take the measures necessary to comply with Section 300. The property owner,
contractors, and any person, that conducts active operations that result in conditions
generating fugitive dust is responsible for complying with the provisions of this rule.

We are concerned about the possibility of naturally occurring asbestos as well as numerous other possible
contaminants in the dust. Per the Placer County website, “Naturally occurring asbestos is present in several foothilt
areas of Placer County. When naturally occurring asbestos containing material is disturbed asbestos fibers may be
released and become airborne, thereby creating a potential health hazard”.

The arena at FLEC is a nuisance and a daily fugitive dust violation. posing a substantial health hazard.to
our family. The enclosed pictures were taken at various times over the past months, and clearly show the dust
crossing the property line. We request that you reevaluate the dust preblem, and we invite you to visit our property
to do the investigation, as our perspective is fundamental to an cbjective evaluation. The arena is made of portable
fence sections which could easily be moved to a better location.

This facility and the people who use the facility generate a constant daily commonon and too much noise.
The voices, vehicles, trailers, parking lots, barns, stalls, and arena produce a general clatter and din that is invasive
and cat‘ries far across our property line. Heavy equipment noise is very joud and heard:frequently, disruptive as
early as 7 a.m. on Sunday mornings. The noise viclates our serenity and is a significant intrusion and nuisance.

The excessive grading and eradication of the undergrowth and trees by FLEC has destroyed the natural
beauty of the property line. FLEC located a road, stalls, and trailers just across the north side of our holding and
more stalls and a stark dirt arena on the west side. They wiped out all the naturally occurring foliage exposing us to
the back side of their operation. Nearly every single plant or tree along the entire fence line has been chepped:
down and the area stripped bare. Qur view of our property line has been ruined. According to the Placer County
General Plan's section on Visual and Scenic Resources:

Goal 1.K: To protect the visual and scenic resources of Placer County as important quality-of-life
: amenities for County residents and a principal asset in the promotion of recreation and tourism.
And; : :
1.K.3. The County shall require that new development in rural areas incorporates landscaping
that provides a transition between the vegetation in developed areas and adjacent open space
or undeveloped areas ‘
We request that FLEC be required to restore the vegetative landscape along our property line to its former
natural forested: state. A variety of trees and landseaping utilizing native plants weould: provide some transition: and:
eventually restore the former view. A scenic buffer zone of 50 feet would restore the landscape and mitigate the
smell, dust, noise, and well nuisances. All common areas, parking, trailers, equipment, barns, arenas, horses,
stalls, and wash down areas should be required to be moved 50 feet away from aur property line, behind the scenic
barrier, and 100 feet away from our well. The open pit manure storage needs to be moved as has been promised
for months., ,
Thank you for your attention to these matters. We appreciate the involvement of Placer County officials in
protecting and preserving the guality of life that we all enjoy, living in this beautiful place. Please enforce the
existing rules and ordinances and protect us and our property from the abuse of others.

Sincerely,

Robert N. Vance

Lori A. Vance
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Kathi Heckert

From: Chuck-Muriel Davis [chamdavis@yahoo.com]
Sent:  Waednesday, August 06, 2008 3:46 PM

To: Kathi Heckert -

Cc: Jim Holmes

Subject: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - 8/14/08 PC hearing letter

RE: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal of use permit approval (PMPC 20060321)
To: Planning Commissioners (hearing scheduled for 8/ 14/08)

PLEASE vote in favor of the appeal and send this project back to the planning department for
reconsideration to reduce the number of horses!

1) to allow 13 horses per acre on this 3.77 site is unreasonable, and unfair for the horses and for the
many neighboring property owners! The smell from 2 horses on 2 acres is bad enough.

2) If the Center needs this many horses to stay in business, they should NOT be splitting the property
and crowding the horses into a smaller area!

3) There 1s absolutely no reason to allow the variances to reduce the setbacks...these setbacks keep the
area rural and uncrowded, and protect adjoining property owners.

Please uphold the rights of property owners in the area, and not the self-interest of the horse owners who
do NOT live near the Center and do not have to withstand the increased odor from the horses, nor the
increased traffic from the customers.

Sincerely,

Muriel Davis

8/6/08

916-663-4123

cc: Supervisor Jim Holmes

9‘144\

8/6/2008



| THIRD PARTY APPEAL- PLANNING
COMMISSION’S APPROVAL OF A MINOR USE

PERMIT AND VARIANCE - “FOLSOM LAKE

EQUESTRIAN CENTER” (PMPC T20060321)

CORRESPONDENCE

' RECEIVED BY
Clerk of the Board



May 13, 2008

Placer County Board of Supervisors

175 Fulweiler Avenue

Aubum, California 95603 -

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Supewisor,,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to

60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses, Allowing this Increase will have substantial negatlve '
quality of life, f nancial and precedent setting mpacts ~

The quality of life issues for hundreds of cornmumty residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks

and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. 1t will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact. ‘ '

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was hased on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for

. other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been nssued and the

developer should be required to abide by the rules already established.
This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriale Jocalion of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the

-currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is anly beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Signature

Print Name bD%Lﬂé \_S_ﬁ'é(“l €s
Address b}a Chloo dunlac Cricle

Sincerely,

2o



RECEIVED

October.28, 2008 (Email: BOS@Placer.Ca.Gov) 0cr 28 2008
Placer County Board of Supervisors: NOTE: Pledse deliver ASAP. BOAR%LERK OF THE
Dist. 1: Mr. Rocky Rockholm ‘ , OF SUPERVISORS

Dist. 2: Mr. Robert Weygandt
Dist. 3: Mr. Jim Holmes

Dist. 4: Mr, Kirk Uhler

Dist. 5: Mr. Bruce Kranz

’ -~

175 Fulweiler Avenue . DATE: 1L / SRION:

Auburn, CA 95603
. k\ L' ,\ , =] f”nf!u P@y*
Gentlemen: TIRAR: S B Planning o)

o reo e e i m A o

As taxpayers & homeowners, we have 01 Ieosf minimum expec’rohons that County Govemmem will
abide by its own codes.

The County approved residential building at Clos du Lac & Monte Sereno. When we purchased our
property the Zoning Ordinance stated two horses per acre. Mr. Trublood who owned the property at the
fime maintained approximately 12 horses. That number of horses on 8 acres did not provide any
SIGNIFICANT negative impact on our homes or on our interest in purchasing a lot and building a home on
Monte Sereno Drive, Loomis. '

However, when Mr. Miller purchased the property in 2003, he begdn increasing the number of horses to
approximately 38 today on only 3.77 acres and approved up to 50 by the recent Plonnlng Commission
hearing decision.

That is the purpose of this letter. We have a significant amount of increased fies and odors in our back
yard that keeps us from enjoying our back yard. This is due to the increased number of horses at FLEC as
well as Mr. Miller moving the "“temporary” horse stalls immediately adjacent to Prospector Road. -

1) There is no doubt that several homes in our neighborhood and adjacent to Folsom Lake
Equestrian Center will suffer reduced home values as a result of this impact. We will have to add a
Negative Declaration on the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center on our home sales.

2) in the public heoring 11/4/08, we have a situation of one property owner with no vested interest in
the property other than financial gain requesting a number of horses far exceeding the code negatively
impacting all surrounding neighborhoods.

3) This boarding facility with such a high number of horses "just doesn't fit”.

In closing, Mr. Ken Miller was part of Granite Bay Ventures who developed & sold the lotfs in Monte Sereno
in 2001. We would like to suggest that if this same hearing were being held in 2001, Mr. Ken Miller would
be standing representing Monte Sereno opposing the very same request, because he would be arguing
the impact on the Monte Sereno properties his Company was selling. We would NOT have purchased
property on Monte Sereno if we had known Placer County would not adhere to its.own code of two
horses per acre.

We respectfully request that the Placer County Board of Supervisors decline approvat for the increased
horses at Folsom Lake Equestrian Center.

Sincerely,
Patricia Conger, President

Board of Directors ‘
MONTE SERENO HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION
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Cheryl Shakro

From. Chuck-Muriel Davis [chamdaws@yahoo com]

Sent: . Wednesday, October 29, 2008 7:50 AM

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors

Subject: Appeal of the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center approval -PMPC T20060321

RE: Appeal of Plannlng Commission's approval of the MUP & Variance for Folsom Lake Equestrian Center (PMPC
T20060321). Hearing date: Nov. 4, 2008. '

To: The Board of Supervisors

We request the Board consider the environmental impact to the neighboring residents and VOTE FOR THE
APPEAL and send this project back to the Planning Department to:

1. REDUCE the number of horses for this small space of 3.77 acres.

PCC 17.56.050, F.5.c.i says "no more than 2 horses...per gross acre".
PCC 17.56.050, F.9.a says "no more than two animals per (gross) acre of site area shall be permitted...’
Our planning department and zoning administrator need to follow this zoning code recommendation!

2. Reinstate the 75 ft front setback requirement. This center is being allowed to encroach upon their neighbors
with this setback variance for no valid reason. -

This Folsom Lake Equestrian Center had a permit for fewer horses on over twice the acreage and continually violated

their permit. Please support the county residents and their right to not be encroached upon and to not have the adverse
effect of having 50 horses (15+ horses per acre!) stabled right next to their property lines.

Sincerely,

Muriel & Chuck Davis
10/29/08

POB 397

Penryn, CA
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CLERK OF THE
SOARD OF SUPERVISORS

10/29/2008 . e 3 5 /—) 8
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