
Julie Edzards

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Sharon Roseme [sroseme@garlic.com]
Tuesday, February 05, 2008 4:18 PM
Julie Edzards; Placer County Planning
Kathy Dombrowski; Pat Gibbs; Jenny Jordan
MINOR USE PERMIT, FOLSOM LAKE EQUESTRIAN CENTER (PMPCT20060321) Feb 7,
2008

Hi Julie,
Will this reach the Zoning Administrator if emailed to you? I've also

faxed ±t to the planning department at 530-745-3080.~Do~s that work??
Thanks,

Sharon

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

february 5, 200B

county of Placer
Zoning Administrator
3091 County Center Dri~e

Aubucn, CA 95603
Via email and fax

RE: MINOR USE PERMIT, FOLSOM LAKE EQUESTRIAN CENTER (PMPCT20060321)
Dear ZA,
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
y~ars. 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
dili~ent 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 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 ~hose

to move there anyway. They are extremely lucky that FLEC acquired and improved the
facility.· .

Please contact me if you need further information with respect to my support.

Sharon
cC via email:

Kathy Dombrowski
Pat Gibbs
Jenny Jordan

Sharon D. Roseme
. EXHIBIT I
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February 6,2008

David Johnson 916-660-9538

DavidJohnson
4530 Monte Sereno Dr
Loomis, CA 95650

p.2

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

Attn: Planning Clerk

Re: Public Hearing Notice: OPPOSE
Application #P1vIPCT2006032 I: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center

I 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 located. I would like to oppose this request due to:

I) Traffic. The cars, trucks and trailers create a dust storm as they travel up and down the unpaved
Prospector Road. Increasing th.e facility wilI increase the nwnber 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.

Thank you, 00,_0

. :1 )J:il/~o
. Dave ~hl1son\

4530 Monte Ser.:no Drive
Loomis, CA 95(50



FROM MICHAELIS
FAX NO. 775 8314945 Feb. 04 200804:58PM Pi

February 4,2008 TO: Fax # 1-530-745-3080
AttD: IY1s. Juli~ Eqzards, Zon,ing AdmrL CJer~" .' . . . . . . .. . . . . "

(phone 1-530-745-3098)

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive·
Aubum, Ca 95603 .

Attn: Planning Clerk
R'3f Public Hearing Notice: OPPOSE

Application #P.N1PCT20060321 : Folsom Lake Equestrian Center

As homeowners whose back yard abuts Prospector Road, we oppose this
Apc'lication for the following reasons:

1. TRAFFIC - has increased substantially on Prospector Road in the past 2
year.s, SignshaYe been po,stes! "10 lvfPB - Please - No D1J.st" alert,ing to
dust, especially in the summer, and are disregarded all up and downPmspector
by people using excessive speed. This includes cars/trucks with horse trailers
as we~L We amibute this to increased horse boarding as more people "cut
throu:)1" from Hoseshoe Bar Road to Lomida via Prospector Road,

2. The L~quest to add "portable" stables to within 35 feet of Prospector Road is
unre2:onable and completely unacceptable c1ue to increased HEAt-Tt! .
HAZ\RDS presented by flies and manure to Monte Sereno HomeoWt1ers
backi'ig up to Prospector Road,

j The NOISE LEVEL has increased as morc cars travel back and forth from
the equestrian center. Horses kicking their st311s and work with tractors
can be heard at all hOULS, "Portable" stables would have the same impact
as permanent stables, "Portable" stables would only be a small step from
responding to a future request for permanent stables - then, how could that
be denied?

4. The request for a "barn" to within 42 fi:et of Prospector Road again would
attrai;t flies, increase the nOise ~cYel, amI it huge structure would be YlSib.k
to Monte Sereno Homeonwers.

5, The request for an unpaved parking tot creates dust in the hot, dry 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 Commission and request that
f o)spm Lak~ Equestrian CS3nter ai,lhere to the current approved use of the proIXrty
For only 12 horses. This is a high-end residential area and increased building of the
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Equestrian Center would be a huge detriment to our home appreciation in addition
to the above-referenced adverse envirorunental, vector control and traffic related

issues.

Sincerely, . \
~ J )..) c~ '-c~ \-. \,
'-'\- - t- .~;; ,~1; ~ ~ \ \f\-~'--~._'0''>-'~ --~
., Alex & Kathy Mic aelis .

4550 MonteSeren Drive . .'
Loomis, CA 95650
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l\tlonte Sereno Homeowners Association
• 2140 Professional Drive, Suite 260 .Roseville, CA 95661 • (916) 784-6605 •

.._._--_.__._--_.~-,_._._-_._-----_._- ._-- '-'-'_.-"."-'--

February 4, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
ATTN: Planning Clerk
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603

Facsimile to (530)745-3080
and Regular Mail

I~ [E LG [i ~ \'0 i~ Ii'\!

~] FEB 05 2008' M
PLANNING DEPt

Re: Public Hearing Notice: Oppose
Application #PMPCT2006032i: Folsom Equestrian Center

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

1) Prospector Road, a private/yowned road, once only having a
few vehicles accessing properties, in the last two years, has had
vehicle traffic triple as trucks with horse trailers, 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 traffic 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 J0 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 'Ne understand the County allowed an increase 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 J8 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



5).

6)

7)

8)

aIthou9 h designa t~~~QQ_d9b-'-e:~~JhesJobl.esjlDpproved -will---·----·----------------------­
become a permanent fixture based on existing Center violation·
and have the same impact as "permanent" stables.
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.
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.
The request for an unpaved parking lotwith traffic creates dust in
the hoI, dry months. -.
The existing zoning of Residential/Agriculture 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 Center relocate
the 18 horses exceeding their 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
Attn: 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 ofthe 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 ofthe 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 an d contrary to
the agricultural and livestock history of this community. I appreciate city people moving into placer
county and improving out tax base and developing the area., but not at the cost of the history ofthe
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 1 put in, in agreement with the neighbor
behind me that lived in Clo Du Lak.

I would appreciate a favorable vote for Mrs. Jenny Jordan.

Thank you,

Dr. Leo Hertoghe

PLACER COUNTV
DATE RECEIVED

FEB 07 2008

PLANNING COMMiSS;'i\

(33
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Julie Edzards

From: LBHA [Ibha@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 was a
complete mess. FLECnow 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 project 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. FLEe 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/ ... Ibha

2/7/2008 (3t
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AnN: 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 #PMPCT20060321: Folsom, Lake Equestrian Center

As homeowners whose back yard abuts Prospector Road, we oppose this application for the
following reasons:

I) 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 to
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 unacceptable due to increased health hazards
presented by flies and manure to Monte Sereno Homeowners backing up to
Prospeetor Road

3) On a noise level, last summer there was one horse kicking in the barn which con be
heard in the summer months all night. "Portable" stobles would have the some
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 2

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 interest in saving 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+ hor:ne 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~~·

"Jt~ eO/] Y'''-' [?~,~rf -
~ohn & Patricia Conger

4570 Monte Sereno Drive
Loomis, CA 95650



February 3; 2008

Placer County Zoning Administrator
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140
Auburn CA 95603
Attn: Ms. Julie Edzards, Zoning Administrative Clerk, Ms. Charlene Daniels, Staff
PI rinner

RE: Objection to requested changes in conditional use permit of Folsom Lake
Equestrian Center (PMPCT2006032l)

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 fL,aawing are our reasons for objecting:

1. Ih is is not an owner occupied business. Ken Miller is a conunercial real estate
([r:,veloper that does not live at the property. His only interest is in raising
r<:venue, and not in the surroundingcommunity.

": .~~'h;,s lssue came up several years ago after Mr. Miller purchased the propert:rl:-Iis
<'omment to the meeting at the planning commission at that time was that he could
Got:':nake enough money with the current horse zOLling, despite the fact that he
purchased the property with the current zoning and use permits.

j. Th'~ current operation is and has been out of compliance for some time now in
violation of the zoning and ~unent permits. We strenuously object to having this
:equest enable Mr. Miller to "back into" compliance simply by a change in the
usc permit, a common activity of developers.

4. 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.)

5. The ranch runs full sized diesel tractors before 7am every morning to haul manure
.to a large manure bin near adjacent homes, the faIthest 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 horries.

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

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

. to the expanded the use of this non-owner occupied business simply to raise the
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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 ofthe adjacent homeowners.

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

Sincerely,

Ma~k and Tina Breunig, 4344 Cognac Conrt. LoomisCA

! J I II/ j "'l--~ } - 0 6'
3[gnea Datel I

Kermit and Flo orgensen, 4340 Cognac Court Loomis CA

d(}~~r~
~-~~- _.- - -----
Signed '

M~'~Jan7Sussiin, 4331 Cognac Court Loomis CA

/<:t__~~'~~~0-~ 2~L:_g g- u. _

Q' 1 J ~_L.- i D
vlgn~(. / // / ./ atc
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af~ Scii~y Wi¥(i~ms, 4336 Cognac Court, Loomis CA
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Signed

DelU1is and Joan McKenna, 4315 Cognac Court, Loomis CA

Signed Date

---------_.
Date

. La.n~~:~~ ..~-~~-~.:5s, 9729 C10s du LacC~irce, Loomis CA

.,.....---~~;Q.~!~ ;2 c:>~ ... -._.-- ...~.... _~ V c.-v",vU4--- . c/ "'0,:
/ .......--~ ...- --

(~ ------Slgned Date

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

./</
'-/(;V;tCI
~igned

. Jim.... ,~n..~ .. l,?anll ,-.v...1eec\,1.. 7j~~2lr~:os dll Lac Circle, Loo1rnis C

7
'A

\.. ··\·_·-\--Q_.VL~~· do' l.fJ/ r
Signe~1 . V JNL- Dat~/1./ -'c 'J
Greg ~ueWesselius, 9708 Clos du Lac Circle, Loomis CA

/~ ) 1;)'-. / /
_/,- d"1t.-i-1. ?rLa~MA/\J 2-(4--/ era-'

Signed? Dattf 7



.l6'e and AI~na Devine, 9636 Clos du Lac Circle, Loomis CA

/2/ £!V\AJ . z-=-+).:....tJ-d('2~'[__
Signed' , Ifat4

Bill and Michelle Marango, 424 Burgundy Court, Loomis CA
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Signed Date
/'., V

Larry;md Laura Neum~p, 9751 C10sdu Lac Circle, Loomis CA
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PLANNING DEPT.

·MR. KIRK UHLER
PLACER COUNTY SUPERVISOR - DISTRICT 4
175 FULWEILER AVENUE
AUBURN, CA 95603

MARK ROBERTS
4325 COGNAC COURT
LOOMIS, CA 95650
(916) 652-8127
(916) 652-8128 (F32')

March 5, 2008

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
yeats, the facility has been in violation ofzoning ordinances and an existing use permit
allowing for 12 horses on 8.4 acres. According to testimony at the public hearing by a
representative ofthe 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 ofhorses, 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 ofhorses. Additionally, there is evidence of the situation affecting the
stream that runs through the property as well asadjacent vitacultunil interests.

Page 1 of2



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 ofneighbors 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 lan~ and consequential impacts.

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

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

Page 2 of2



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 giv'e my support to Folsom Lake Equestrian Center, FLEC, in their recent application
before Placer County to sec~re a use permit for additional horse boarding.

I have been boarding horses at that location continuously since 1994 with the current own~r as well as
. the previous owners. I speak from experience, having been a partner in a horse boarding operation in
the bay area for a number of years.

The FLEC operation is 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 is
regularly collected and removed from the property. It has to be one of the best run stables in Placer
County; ifnot the state. It is a real asset to the community and a pleasant place for me to board my
horse.'· .

Based on my experiences at the FLEC facility, I 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
Carmic~ael, CA95608

'O., ..... ,.\.1 ',.!.:","'
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March 17, ZOOS
Sharon D. Roseme
9217 Los Puentes Rd.
Newcastle. CA 95658
916~663·3450

sroseme@garlic.com

County or Placer
Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
Via faxS30-74S-3080

Email planning@placer.ca.govcdanielsCcuplacer.ca.gov..

~-- .._.-
Sharon

Kathy Dombrowski
Pat Gibbs
Jenny Jordan

cc via email:

HE: THIRD PARTY APPEAL MINOR USE PERMIT, FOlSOM IAKl: EQUESTRIAN CENTER
(PM PCT200603 21 )

Dear Planning Commission,
I am writing to ensure that the enclosed letter is part of the record

before the Planning Commission on March 27,2008 with respect to the
THIIW PARTY APPEAL OF ZONING ADMINISTMTOR APPROVAL OF MINOR USE PERMIT,
FOLI)OM LAKE EO_UESTRIAN CENTER (PMPC 20060321) .

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

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

Please note that, though I am cochair of the LoomiS Basin tvlunicipal Advisory
Council. I 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.
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Sharon D. Roseme
921 7 Los Puentes Rd.
Newcastle. CA 95658
916-663-3450
sroserne@garli.e.con}

February 5, 2008

County of Placer
Zoning Admihistrator
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603 ,--
Via email and fax ~ )0 ~ t l.f S- '3ci fi c.~)

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

Dear ZA,
I am writing to express my support of Folsom Lake

Equestrian Center's (llFLEC" )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. FLEe 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 ,Hies 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
~n the Negative Declaration, they have taken almost an of the mitigation
measures _recommended by staff.

l understand that the opponents are primarlly residents of Clos Du
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Lac who are worried about dust and flies. Those homes were all in place.
before FLEe 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 FLEe acquired and
improved the facUity.

Please contact me if you need further information with respect to

my support. ~.V-----------..
Sharon

cc via email:
Kathy Dombrowski
Pat Gibbs
Jenny Jordan

/15'



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

Placer County Planning Commission
Attn: Kathi Heckert
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140
Auburn, CA 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center

To Placer County Planning Commission:

It is my observation as a horse owner/enthusiast for oyer 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 I 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 allo'N
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

It7



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.



March 17,2008

Kathi Heckert
Placer County Planning Dept.
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140
Auburn, CA 95603

Dear Ms. Heckert,

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 regularly 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



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, regardless 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 comer 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' pr9perties, nor do we make a lot of noise. We
simply want to continue to enjoy ourhorses 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 - in an honest,
courteous and responsible manner.

Keith and Lucy Kataoka
4912 Durland Way
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
(916) 961-5288
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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. I am writing to you with my concerns for our community!!!

I am the Owner/Operator of Shambaugh Ranch in Loomis, Ca, I 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 I have to go thru the Town Hall meetings,

neighborhood appeals, etc., but I had to still maintain the facility to the Town of Loomis
standards.

I strongly believe my facility is what it is, because I 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 community! Believe me, I 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 Equestrian 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 I 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 foundation
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, I can almost guarantee it will
become just another house to live in.

Again, please, consider the impact of this project as a whole!'! 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 l"

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 all the equestrian families will benefit from this facility.

If 1can be of any assistance, please call me anytime at 916-257-1745.

R.~_~ctfully, . X .

~~~\C~·\, tr· ...{/ \\
. Serna- . JU~h'" . \

Shambaugh Ranch·
5855 Shambaugh Lane
Loomis, CA 95650
916-257-1745
Soniajunghardt122@hotmail.com

c.c. Kenneth Miller, FLEC
Jenny Jordan, FLEC
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Fax Transmittal

Point Properties Associates
4324 Cognac Court loomis, Ca. 95650

Telephone (916) 652 2892 • Fax (916) 652 2893

To: Kathy Heckert
Placer County Planning

Fax: 530 745 3080

From: Dave McNamara

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

SUbject: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center appeal

Attached is a copy at our previous letter to Supervisor Uhler regarding ttl Is matter. We would
appreciate your including this in your appeal "package."

Thanks

DMc
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David L. McNamara
4324 Cognao Court Loomis, Ca. 95650

Telephone (916) 6522892 - Fax (916) 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
b9undary 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,

David and Cassie McNamara



ML Michael Stafford Planning Commissioner
C/o Michael Johnson Planning Director
District #4, Placer County
3091 County Center Dr.
Auburn,CA
95603

March 18,2008

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center

Dear Mr. Michael Stafford,

~t~R 20 2008

I 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 love animals and support the existing facilities in the area and the number
of horses that have traditionally been deemed appropriate for the acreage. g

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 misrepresentations on the
part of the O\VIlers.

As a tax paying resident, we wish to issue our strongest objection 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 thismarter and finding that
the previously approvedl2 horse limitation on the 8+ acres was and is a harmonious
balance in this area. .. .

"Thanking you in advance for your hard work and diligent efforts on behalf of the
actual residents of Loomis. .

Respectfully, "
Mark & Debbie MoteH

Iss··



March 27, 2008

Placer County Planning Department
Attn: Kathi Heckert
3091 County Center Drive, Ste.140
Auburn, CA 95603

To whom it may concern,

I have been a boarder at Folsom Lake Equestrian Center for approximately five years. I
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 ill 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, unlike at other faciiities that I have
boarded my horse.

As a horse owner, speaking for myself and I 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 I 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. I 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 dropping its
landing gear over my roof on its final approach.

Sincerely,! A.A /l ", .~
Nancy Bro~kV~v~
Proud FLEC Boarder ~ .



To Whom this Concerns,

The Jordan family is very wonderful and caring horse people who provide a beautiful

immaculate facilityfor 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 have 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 to the Folsom Lake Equestrian center. The Jordan's facility is simply one

of the nicest, and cleanest 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 huge draw to

us trail riders. This family works very hard to have a smooth running facility, and to

provide all the necessities needed for their boarder, and their horses. In touring this

facility it is obviousthat 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 Notch equestrian center and the Jordan family should be

commended on their professionalism 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 questions that would like to be asked of

us please feel free to e-mail us at Haulnoats(a),Charter.net

Sincerely,

The Norris Family
Riverside CA.

IS)
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Kathi Heckert

From:

Sent:

To:

Charlene Daniels

Tuesday, March 25, 2008 7:41 AM

Kathi Heckert

Subject: FW: FLEC

.From: SeaByHeart@aol.com [mailto:SeaByHeart@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2008 5:58 PM
To: Charlene Daniels
Cc: Jennyjordan@got-trails.com
Subject: FLEe

Hello,

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

During the 2 months I have been out there, the horses are treated well, everything is clean, and the people are
cordial and professional.

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

Please add my name to your list of supporters for FLEC and their goals to expand their operations.

Thank you,
Margaret O'Hair
Rocklin, California

3/25/2008
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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

FYI

From: M. Furlow [mailto:mfurlow@quiknet.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 27,20089:51 AM
To: Placer County Planning
Subject: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center, PMPC 20060321, Attn: KathiHeckert et al

Dear Ms. Heckert et ai,
I am writing to support Folsom Lake Equestrian Center's effort to increase the number of horses boarded

at its facility. I have boarded my horse at this barn for almost 4 years. It is one of the Cleanest public horse
boarding facilities I have ever seen. I 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 vast improvements in the facility over the previous business (Hart-T
Stable) and appear committed to continuing maintenance and improvements.
Respectfully,
Donna Furlow
Granite Bay
916-098-2333

3/27/2008



March 25, 2008

Placer County Planning Department
Auburn Office
3091 County Center Dr
Auburn, Ca 95603
(530) 886-3000

Robert & Lori Vance
9421 Lomida Lane
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:

RECE\VEO
MAR 26 'l008

CORA

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), encroaching 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 action 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 /"".
~ //

{/J/!tl j4c/lCf2-
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 ceIl,ter to abide by the current zoning standards. The property owners of Placer
County have the right tdexpect the Zoning Administration to uphold the existing county ordinances!
There is NO legitimate reason for this approval.

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 "to preserve the existing agrarian
lifestyle in rural residential areas and to minimize potential adverse effects on adjoining propertyfrom
the establishment ofincompatible uses related to the raising and keeping ofanimals.,,2 Also being
violated is the horse ordinance3 which says "A totalofno more than two horses, donkeys or mules per
gross acre (except in the RF zone) ofproperty owned, leased or otherwise under the contractual control
ofthe 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 32horses on their
properties? Even the British Horse Society's Pasture Management4 says, "The British Horse Society
recommends approximately two horses per hectare as permanent grazing (1-1.5 acres per horse)." And
this society 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.

Sincerely, ~. . .
V\ \ \...t/'--0....--\:. ~) [i./LM..-:?

Muriel Davis
P.O. Box 397, Penryn, CA 95663
chamda\lis@yahoo.com

cc:Supervisor Jim Holmes

~[E~[E~WrErm

~. MAY 13 2008 lW

PLANNING DEPl:

1 pee 17.44.010 E. Site Development Standards (Side setback = 30 feet minimum, Front setback = 50 feet min + 25 feet if the
road is less that 50 feet wide)
2 pee 17.56.050 (A)
3 pee 17.56.050 (F)(5)(c)(i)
4 http://www.bhs.org.uk!DocFramelDocViewasp?id=818&sec=-1 !b3



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 before 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
negative 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 environment.

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

/\
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: D oJ' 'Joan McKenna
'4315 ognac Ct

Loomis, Ca. 95650

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

9155522209 MOTEll PAGE 81

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 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 onlythe 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-<:onforming 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.

/65
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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,

~;Jl~ffi/JP,~

C;811J)j!;Jj-5:3)Df}~J?5

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

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant an,mat and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, lNhich 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 wfll benefrt 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,Jhe 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-canforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rures 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 Pennit is only beneficial to the

1eveloper and a detrim.~nt to 1surrOUnding 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 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-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 negalive 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 offering~;, For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have anegative 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 sh.ould 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 negalive 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 adetriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

sincerS?_---o~t:::t---~rl:c~-.,_.='=--------------
Signature

0_. t.t ~.c, r (/,0. ) l(.~»~ C~ (\).Q, S.
Print Name _O_Wll -:--..1...t...- -L_ • - J

Address -=tb l b CJ QS, ~ LALL- LlY .
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May13,2008

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 tile proposed appeal and NOT aI/ow the rncreaseof horses to
60 from ~s onginally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedenl setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents inclu~e: 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 overarr on-site lraffic; and finally traffic congestion and safely issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase wHl benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the Counly. Such a facility will decrease property values not only 10 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 lax 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 Ihe proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-confonning facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required 10 abide by the rules already established. .

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

Signature

Print Name

Address

!?ttl;// ~~~£/:~
IfE/ Ccy 1, Ju" C /-c--

tOcJ ~ / c Cp ~9's-e?/
b-



U5/14/l00~ 1~:48 ¥AX 9155501700 HOLLY DIAMOND 14J 01

j
. !

I
I

I
I

May 13 !008

Placer I urty Planning Cammis8ion
3091 a lflty Center Drive
Auburn~ 95603

Re: FCl em Lake Equestrian Centur - Appeal

DearjC IlmSsimer,

The ptJl ose of this letter is to urne you to grant the PfO(JQSed apwaI and NOT allow the inaease of /lQrSeS to
60~ S originaDy aOo\Wd Right to Boan:l12 horses. Allowing~ increase \WI have substilltial negatNe
QuaD\Y' life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The.. ity of life issues fOr hundreds of 0JfT1mun1ty resideilts include: unpEasant animal and machine odoJs;
inaets of ties limiting lise of ou1door IivirYJ~; increased rmsqtitoes, v.4lich are potenfiaI eatrErs of West
Nilefll ~; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heijtdBned noise from tractors. dW3sel trucks
and 6'IA an o~ite trnffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lornida Lane and Prospedor
Road.

Fi,.c: dty th~ increase will benefit only the dewJoper. It v.ftIl~ a negative impact on the surrOunding
hoIMo r.ers as well~ the County. Such a facility \WI deaease property values not onty to homes ckJsest to
the site lUt \WI affect naighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required discbsure
of tha I IUestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
in~ dcostg for monltoringand compliance of the facility will have anegative impact.

Finally, nis project is simply not In compliance wtth the General Plan. The cum:otly pennitted use is for only
12 hor. son 8 acres and the Minor Use Pennft was based on an inCOlTBdly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further rlpacted by thepro~ lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other [\ 'K:Onfonning faaiflties next. to existing neighborhoops..The MUP should not haw been issued and the
develo " should be required to abide by the rules already estIblished.

This 01 osition to the inaease and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a dity and the resulting nagatiw!Jnpacls. OUr objecljva is veIY simple - to return the use to the
currenl I aIIo'M3d Right to Boan:l12 hotses~ The approval of the Minor U.·Pemit Is only ben8fidaJ to the
daveh er Ind a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners. and the County.

Sincer to

-J
Signat

Print ~ me

Addre:
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May 13, 2 )8

P1acer Co 1ty?taming~
3091 Cou YCenter Driw
Auburn, C lifomia 95603

Re: Fois n Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear CoR lissioner,

HOLLY DIAMOND f4i 01

The pUrpi eof this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed am and NOT alJow the increase of OOrileS to
60 from it MginaJtyallowed Right to Board 12ho~. Allowing this increase wi«~ substanttaI negative
Quality of e, finandal and precedent setting impactS.

The quali , of life issues for hundreds of community residents indud~: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase lflies fimiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased m~uitoes, ·which are potentfaI carriers ofWest
Nite Virus ~rred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overc on--site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

.
Financia, this Increase will benefit only the developer, It will have anegative impact on the surrounding

. homeowr rs as weD as the,County. Such a fac~it.y will decrease property values not anJy to homes dosast 10
the site b wJ1l affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. AdditionaRy, the required disctosUre
of the Eql tstrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increasec :OsIs for mon~oring and compfiance of the facifJty Vim have a negative impact

FmIy. tt ;pmjact is simply not in compIi;mce with the General Plan. The curentJy penniUBd use is~ only
12horne: XI 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incnlTedty stated basein9 of 30 harsetand is
further iT !ided by the pf'lJl)Med lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further~
other mr .:onfonning facilities M)1 to existing neighbor1loods. The MUP shoukj rot haw been &ssued aftd the
dewIope hJuldbe required to abide by the rules already established. .

This OWl iOOn to the~ and ~uest for appeal is rot aboot the horses. but the Ilappropriate~ of
.such a fa Iity em the resuJtilg negatiw impais. Our~ is very simple -to return the use III the ~.

currerdIy lowed ~ht to Board 12 horses. The approval of the llinar Use fWmit: fa only beneficial ,.. the
dewlap and adetriment to the surrounding communities, homeownert., and ltJe County. :"

!

/70
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May 13,2008

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

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

DearCommissioner,

.'70 vy!(.~ \l~0~

/<M.L {Lwu

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 Rightto Board 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality oflife, financial and precedent setting impacts.

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

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have anegative 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 to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit Is only beneficial to the
developer and adetriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sinoore~ .~_ .......__

Signature

Print Name tVtvlS~__
Address q& (2- ~~ au lett- CvteCt
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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,

(916J 787-9.851

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 carners 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 Lomlda Lane and Prospector.
Road.

Financially 1his 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 se1s further precedent for
other non-eonforming 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 adetriment to the surrounding communities) homeowners, and the County.

SinCerelY'~ ~~.. _

Signa~ .. ~

Print Name ~At: j} . C/c.:y~ .___.
Address . '16 f 7'( C hs ell< 1t'Lc C rc~
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May 13, 2008

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

AnN: KEN DENIO (District 2)

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of th is letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appear and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from ~s originally allowed Rightto 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 .
homeovvners 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 f:questrian Center VIiiI 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 peffilitted use is for only
12 horses on 8acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorreclly 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 hD~eSr but the inappropriate location of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is vert simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Rightto Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and adetriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

SinCerelY~ L 1tzr-..

__......~~~,~-'L.,~~~"=::::::~<--~--"
Signature

P · IN ~A.IijA At. -:l:v~TIn arne _

AddfBSS 9?tJ~ t:Ja,u~~ {3r,

.kif I L?A 9~JO
I



FROM MCkENNA

May 13, 2008

PHONE NO. 9166520360 Ma~. 14 2008 11:00AM P1

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

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissione~)

The purpose of this letter is to u.rne you to grant the proposed.appe~l.and NOT ~Ilow the increa~ of hors~s to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. A1lowmg 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: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting. use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential earners of West.
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumnure, 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. Mditionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. FOf the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoling and compliance of the facHity will have a negati~e 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 incormctly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the propose<1lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
othernon~nforrning facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not halJe 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 notabout 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 benefieial.to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely, .

~~7_____
-=Si:-gn-atU-:--'"re~P:::::--=-~"'---.v-=------

Print Name ~GQ tLLJ'&j C/<6n VI~

Address L( 3 I S- .. C(!;)8 Vt o-"C cf-
LOO~~j 014- '7 S-6.r'C)
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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 commun~y residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase 'of fries 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 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 COllnty.

~eUU£M l~ft

Address _-,,~-,,-2 -'-('.lo:.(g~Bu..::...:5-4U>12LN",,-r1~tf--.:d-~_~
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Signature

Print Name
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May 13, 2008
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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 urne ypu 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 EquestrianCenter will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitOring and compliance of the facility will have anegative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance' with lite General Plan. The currenUy permitted use is for only
1Zhomes 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-confonning 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 negatiw 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 Pennit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

~~~'~

PrtnlN.me Owe?i Jerr/lldrt:lby
Address 13m. .,CtJjf1tJ--c;, (;f-.
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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,

9164440170 TO 15307453080 P.02/04

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the proposed apQeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right taBoard 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 anegative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County, Such afacility 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 anegative 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 afacility and the resulting negative impacts. OUf objective is very simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses on eight acres. The approval "of the Minor Use Pennit is only
beneficial to the developer and adetriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the
County.

Sincerely, -;7/ /') .-J

/~/~~
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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 haile 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 asthe County. Such afacility 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 37 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, ..

Print Name . ill ccM<€..( ~ t!u--t-0y J11 £-+~-er
Address 9~ 3\ C(6S d.ic l...Qc Ct rc1 ~
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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 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 tradors, 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. tt will have anegative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such afacility 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 safe offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compfiance of the facility will have a negative impact.

Finaliy, this pmject 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-eonforming 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 afacility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the
currently allo'Wed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and adetriment to the surrounding communities, hOllWowners, and the County.

s~~~rel.=---==-=z:=:=...~Jt_#~
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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 lifei financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds ofcommunity residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of fties iimiting 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 split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-confonning 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 afacility 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.

_. I

Sincerely,

Signature

Print Name

Address



May 13,2008

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

Re: Folsom Lak~ 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 offlies 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.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such afacility 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 anegative 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 3.7acres. 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.

Address
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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 animal and machine odors;
Increase of flies Ifmiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mcisquitoes, Which are potential carriers oJ West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affect~ng 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
~~. .

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such afacility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the reguired disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decre?sed 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 andrequest 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 0 the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely, .

Signature

Address ()
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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 hundredsof,.community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of fli~s 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 con'gestion 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-confonning 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 afacility 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,

Q0tk~"
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 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 ofWest
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 benefrt 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 anegative 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
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 animal and machine odors;
increase of m.es 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.

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 facil~y will have anegative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8acres 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 adetriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

, • ...J
._<:!rI •• _ .... ..,..- 1 •••• _ t"'o J_ •• . - -_.,



Address

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 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 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 verj 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.

~k* MK~ui~
printNameA1J-f~ &3. 6zaJd

q-&6; rnCf\k &rcno lX,
~'{1.At>1 CA qS70~0

I

- - _I
._~ •• __ ....... 1•••• _ r- _I ••• .... r- ....... I



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 80ard 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 anegative 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 nothave 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, ~ . .

-/~:J(~L<'1 C~~
Signcft[;re

Print Name er:;.JAA-zD hZ(1)1~<.. ~/'v[..s.-·
I '..

Address LJ60 0 W',<ctC ..s;;;~d6:i16 Lt(

k C)6 r? (~C-:!l c1.:;£~-a

I~q,""",,_ T ......... __I •••. _ r- _I •• ... ,...... ........



· 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 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 afacility 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 anegative 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-confonning 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 afacility 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 adetriment 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 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 frum 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 anegative impact. .

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8acres 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.
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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 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 properly 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 anyhome 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 complianca with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was base<l on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 17 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 afacility 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 8 detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,
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May 13, 2008

9166526851 JEFFRIES BURGESS PAGE 81/01

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 u[ge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from tts originally allowed Right to 8oard12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of cOrTi[11unity 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
homeowne~ as w~" 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 Equestri;:m 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 8acres 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-confonning facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
dp.veloper should be required to nbide by the rules already e::;loulished.

This opposition to the increase and request forappe<ll is not about the horses, but the inappropriotc 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
Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

FAX No. 916 786 5679 P.001/001

Address

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 fiies 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 afacility will decrease property values not only t6 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 anegative 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 f)recedent for
other non-conforming facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP shbuld 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.

Since~ I?I
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 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 12horses. 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 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 slated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed Jot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent tor
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
currenUyaliowed 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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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 anima! 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-sile traffic: and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. ij 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 afacility 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,

Print Name

Address
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LEDOUX DESIGN ASSOCIATES 19258200639 p. 1

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

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

DearCommissioner,b:r::-0 \0 ----::SO;..·h\..:~/V-~1.p;=::-r:::-~iJ-t=A~)vf-l.,7
::::;;-e..~J\~_ & etL? IH 1"9.J-.l- CJ-1--1, ~·H~c-¥< )

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 fimiting 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 IMII 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 Equesbian 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 anegative 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 Mnor Use Pennit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed Jot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-confooning facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the rules already estab6shed.

This opposition to the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such afacility and the resulting negative impacts. OUf 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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Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, California 95603

Ro: 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 l'{ight 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 inr.rn~!'p. will benefit only the developer. It will have anegative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such afacility 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 anegative impact.

Finally, this project is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8acres 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 incre3~e :md request for nppcnl is not CJ.bout the homes, 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. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only bQneficial to the
developer and adetriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sj,,(,;~rely,

Signature

Print Name -...::G=.;q§~..:..-.J...-"Slaa~=o:.t..:....M.....=.....J<oJ.::...;es:::oo:=sd=· ="u=S_
Address _--=-ql~o::...::S::.--.>C=lDt=-",d.u.=-· -:.;!./u..=-..;(J='rr!-=~:;:;:........-
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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.Y.ou 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 flles 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 8acres 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~onformlng 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 faclllty 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
dQvelQpQr and adetriment to the surrounding communitias, homeowners, and the County.

Print Name
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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 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 co'sts
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 0 the s unding communities, homeowners, and the County.

5/15/2008 10:47 AM



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 ofhorses 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 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.

Print Name/2L~/ (&14 CtI vvf
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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 animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use·of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus;slirred 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 afacility 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 adetriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

Print Name

Address
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May .13,2008

BARTH BOSS APPRAISAL INC 916-652-9120 p. 1,

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

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner, C>(~ .( ,/.s::c.'1'"' ~ ....r~

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. Alk>wing 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; sUrred dust aff~cting 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 Oil 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 Pennit 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-conformlng 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 appea/ls 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, homeowtlers, and the County.

Sincerely,~.c

~:z '5?2~
nature
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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 sale 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 getriment to the
surrounding communities, homeowners and the County.

Sincerely,



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,

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

Sincerely,

7(j/~
Kathy Hill
4305 Cognac Ct.
Loomis, CA 95650
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May 14. 2008
i
;

Robert Weygandt !
Placer County SUp€l'Visor I
3091 County Center Drive i
Auburn, California 95603/

Re: Folsom lake Equestrian Center - Appeal
I

i

Dear Supervisor Weygandt,
I

The purpose of this lett~r is to umeJ'QU to grant the P.rQposed 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 ~r hundreds of community residents include~ unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limning 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-s~e traffjc; ~nd finally traffic congestion and s~fety issues along Lomida lane and Prospector
Road. I .

I

I .
Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. It ~II have a negatIve Impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as thb County. Such afacility wlll decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will affect neig~.boring 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 anegative impact. .

I
I
I

Finally, this project IS simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The curren~y permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 acres and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 ho~s and is
further impacted by the prOposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP OJ1!y sets further precedent for
other non-conformhig taclltties 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 itlC~a~& and request for appealls not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such afacil~y and the resJltlng negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Rightto Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and ad9trirnert to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

I

Sincerely, . l
~i4
/Ka~yv I

t~~~;~t~~~~50 i



David L. MoNamara
4324 Cognac Court Loomis, Ca. 98650

Telephone (916) 6522892· Fax (916) 6522892

May 15,2008

Mr. Michael Johnson, Planning Director
County of Placer
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, Ca. 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center
PMPC 20060321
Hearing dated May 22, 2008

Dear Mr. Johnson:

/ij) IE ~ IE n WIE fill
~ MAY 19 2008 ~
PLANNING DEPT.

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 impact on our, and our neigh­
bors', quiet enjoyment of our homes.

Since our March 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,
, ........ : ~ '- \A..J.l~ ___

~

David L. & Cassie McNamara



David L. McNamara
4324 Cognac Court Loomis, Ca. 98650

Telephone (916) 6822892· Fax (916) 6822893

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,

David and Cassie McNamara



RICO Aj\jD DEBORA,H PETRlt'li
4307 Rhone Ct.
LOonl!s. Colif 95650
916-652-9683
pvsincssf(cjJool.com

ITo: Placer County Planning IFrom: Rico and Deborah Petrini
r---------------------:',c--~ -
I Fax: 530-745-3080
!
I '
i Phone: 530-745-3080
1- - ----------
I Re: Appeal Letter

i

I
I.
i
i
l,-------------------------------------\

IFAX

I
Comments: .

Please find our signed letter of Appeal to be submitted at the May 22nd

\ Meeting, in reference to the Folsom lake Equestrian Center. We will be
I unable to attend and request that our letter stand in for us. The
Iproposed project is not in compliance with the General Plan. The permit
j requested for more than 12 horses per 8 acres will create a negative _I

, impact in many ways. The property is already being used to capacity
according to the county general pian and reasonable principles of
horse/acreage requirements.

I .

Please submit our letter "for the record" at the meeting, and please copy
Ito the following members of the Placer Planning Commission.

Thank You,

Rico and Deborah Petriini

I Placer County Planning Commissioners

Ken Denio

Richard Johnson

Mike Stafford

!Larry Farinha

ILarry Sevison

Gerry Brentnall

Michael Johnson, Planning Director

~lE~lE~~lE~n
m1 MAY 19 2008 U

. I
PLANNING DEn

------- --------1



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 animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquitoes, which are potential c.arriers 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 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.

Signature

Print Name bEl3)£4H f/7f:Y{;/
Address j3i)L 1Y1t1/}{;r {!~

/--tJ(Y7l/:.!; . (~' 96~5{)
;/

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

.

de.veloper and a detr.i.me.nt t.o. the s..urroundingCfimunitie~ home.. owners, and the County./
. /

Sincerely, . //j /, .. . . .
Jj<-.t-t.LrJ-0:::l:--t:£/IlL) ti r, f7b0

J

'j?Cl) AI-rIaL'



.1 .. '

LAW OFFICE Or

fu"JDREW C. GU\l"JULIAS

2264 FAIR OAKS BLVD, SUITE 100

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95825

916/614-7900

May 15, 2008

Mr. Michael Johnson, Planning Director
Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

fDJ IE IG IE 0 1# lE 1m
~ MAY 19 2008 .~
PLANNING DEPt

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 anegative 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.
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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 VQu to grant the proposed ap~1 and NOT allow the Increase of horses to
60 from its originally aHowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this Increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, fmanc'al and precedent setting impacts,

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of nies 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 fromtractoni, diesel trucks
and overall on-site trafffc; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along lomlda Lane and Prospector
Road..

Financially this Increase wlll benefit only the developer. It will have a negative Impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a facility wlll 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
IncraBsed 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 8acres and the Minor Use Pennlt was based on an Incorractly 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~nformln9 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 inappropriatB locatJon of
such a facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objectlve is very simple - to retum the use to the
currenUy allowed Right to Board 12 horses, Thelpproval of the Minor Use Permit Is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the lurroundlng communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

{]1l!Lt. ShaAJeN
Signature

Print Name (!CtJe( :sbaveL
Address q7'f~ eJ05> eLK IA.(-

~Dynl~ C!~ qS!R~
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May 13, 2008

~C~g 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 animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of 0l!tdoor 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 split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-confonning 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,

~~-AJ~
Sign~Ure

Print Name fuol ARmas-ll1;('
J

Address 1-.:53' )?~ t1n e e-r
~

~t)O/Y7 /'s I C~ 93Z6"?J
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Cheryl Keller 916 218-7506 p,1

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 animal and machine odors;
increa,se of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquttoes, which are potential ca.rriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel trucks
and overall on-srte traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road. .

Financially this increase will benefit only the developer. Itwill 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
ofthe 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 of30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precenent for
other non-<:onfonning 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 Pennit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Address
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Placer County PI nning Commission
3091 County Ce ter Dri\l€
Auburn, Californl 95603

I
I

Re: Folsom La e EquestrIan Center - Appeal
I

Dear Commissio er,

916-652-5403 p.2

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

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

I
I

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

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

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

.Sincerely,

Signatuf

Address

..D. ~lC--\.<" cHElJE-Y

~~~ ~1-

I ~MtE;·, M... CJ5b50
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Placer County PI. nning Commission
3091 County Ce .er Drive
Auburn, Califomi 95603

!

Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissio, r,
i
:

The purpose oft 5 letter is to urge you to grant the proposed appeal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its origin Iy allowed Right to Beam 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial negative
quality of life, fin cial and precedent setting impacts.,

i

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

i
I

Financially this i crease will benefit only the developer. It will have a negative impact on the surrounding
homeowners as II as the County. Such a facility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the site but will a t neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian I enter will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs ~ r monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact.

!
!

Finally, this proje is simply not in compliance with the General Plan. The currently permitted use is for only
12 horses on 8 es and the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseli,ne of 30 horses and is
further Impacted the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non~confor , ing facilities next to existing neighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issued and the
developer should! e required to abide by the rules already established.

I

This opposition t~ the increase and request for appeal is not about the horses, but the inappropriate location of
such a facility an~ the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the use to the
currently allowed ight to Board 12 hol"S8s. The approval of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to tl1e
developer and a etriment to the surrounding communities. homeowners, and the County.

~/4-



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 animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquttoes, which are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting a'lIargies, 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 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.

~

k!t7/.J I< YJ1J c;- J)/ N () r:R. E:b~ /7 IV' I J
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Address

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 detrimentto the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.
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Placer County Planning CommisSion
3091 County Center Orive
Auburn, California 95603

CLERK OF THE BOARD #0477 P.001/001

bATE s\\:llo<D
o Board of Supal\1isors • 5
o County Executive Office
o County Counsel
o Mike Boyle

e-G-P1anning

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - AppnJ

. Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letter is to urge you to grant the groPQ~M. an@.§! and NOT allow the increase of hOfSfs to
60 from it's originally allowod Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this Increase will nave 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 f1ie$limi~ng use of outdoor living spsces: increased mosquitoes,whlch am potential came.l'S of West
Nne VINS; sijrred dust affecting allergies, homes, fumttur9. etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel tru~ks
and overall on-site traffic; and nnally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomlda Lane and Prospector
Road.

Financially this increase will beneflt only the developer. It will "ave a negative impact on the surruundin9
homeowners as well as the County. Such afacility will decrease property values not only to homes close91 to
the site but win affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
or tho 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 anegatiVe impact.

Finally, this project is sImply not 1n compliance with the Gon9l'8' Plan, The currenUy permitnld use is for only
12 hOJ'39S on 8acres and the Minor Use Permit was based 00 an Incorrectly stated baseline of 30 hO~9 and is
further impacted by the. proposed lot split to provkle only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non-ronformiog ~cllitles Mxt to existing ~ighborhood~. The MUP should l'Iot have been issued and the
developer shuuld be required to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the incroase and request for appeal Is not about the horses, but the lnappropriale location of
such afacility and the resutting negative Impacts. Our objective is very simple - to retum the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval 0' the Minor Use PenTIit Is only beneficial to the
devoloper and a detriment to the aUfTounding ecmmunltles, homeowMro, and the County.

Sincerely,

Slgnal~ ......-=-
P~ntN~mc <)-kf~ 1-+% /:.-I~S
Addre~ q'l ~"r- C-( ~)' D-. Lr., c.. C l *'"

L00~ .'~J 1 c4 9S:~.rD
. MAY ·1 6 2008



May 13, 2008

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

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

ij [E It: ~ ~ WI [E rr1\

~ MAY 19 2008 l!J)

PLANNING DEPT.

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 isfurther 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 ofsLich 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,. /-.::~
== ~()fpd!1

Ian & 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!

Kermit Jorgensen & Florine Jorgensen
4340 Cognac Ct
Loomis CA 95650



May 13,2008

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

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

rD)[E~rE~WLErru

lru MAY 19 2008 tW

PLANNING DEPT.

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 Boa~d 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 anegative 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 detrimel;\,t to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

I' !
-"'\

I.J
Igna ure

Print Name'TI)KJM cO L{). <b (w([1

Address~Co01 CLos DQ LIt6 CttZc1e
LOVt'}1 [<) :> CA. 9QJ;~V



From: Carol S. Fleming
9504 Monte Sereno Ct.
Lomis, Ca. 95650

To: Placer County Planning Commision

~ f ~y ~ O~~8 f ~
PLANNING DEPt

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 ofland. I
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 bam
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. I 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 ,

eaIVt~JL')/}U>d~
Carol S.Fleming t!
A concerned property owner
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May 13. 2008

Placer County. Planning Commission
3091 County Center Dri~
Auburn, California 95603

RECEIVED

MAY 20 2008
CLERK OF THE

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Re: Folsom lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

The purpose of this letler is to lURe ygu to granlthe prol2.osed aQMal and NOT allow the increase of horses to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses, Allowing this increase will helve substantial negative
quality of life. financial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life issues for hundreds of community residentsindude: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living· spaces; increased moSQuitoes, which are potential carrlrm of West
Nile Virus; stilTed dust affecting allergIes. homes. furniture. etc; heightened noise from tractors, diesel truc1<s
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 wtl1 have a negative Impact on the surrounding
homeowners as well as the County. Such a faclilty wlU decrease properly values not only to homS9 clogest 10
the site but 'Mil affect neighboring homes through appraisal comparisons. Additionally. the required disclosum
of the Equestrian Center will impact any home sa~ Offerings. For tM County. d8Q9ased property tax. and
incre~ costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have a negative impact. .

Finally. this project is simply not In comp\iancQ wtth the GeMral Plan. The currently permitted L1S(l jg for only
12 horses on Bacres and the Mioof Use Penntt was based on an IncorrectJy stated baseline of 30 hQ~s and is
iu:1i:r';l ~:'~;-,~~:~;(:cJ by HI~ ;;:r;~~<.Ilol split to provide only 3.7 acres. The MUP only sets further p~edent for
')h\:r rir;r. .r;v:/r)f\'[,i{\gl~(;=.~i~ics I"i€At to &xi'5~ing neighborhoods.. The MUPshould not.have been issued and the
dewloper should be required to abide by the rules already established.

7~·:',··;· .:··,<I"fl" h) ,!":::: ::'.;,:{;;:",~: G;;d'.~.v.u(:~i fOf <!j:;pt::a; i~ not aoout U1e horses. but the inappropriate loCation of
: .,dl ,1 r~'I.;':lJ ;.\fl\'\ !Jjt.; :V;l.;:!':fI!J .'~:;~;!.~\IC :tr::"2dS. <)lJrObjecti'/e 1& "~ry simple - to return the use to the .
currenlly allowed Rigl\~ \0 SOord 1211l)1\,r;:; TI"t,. ~T. I ';~ ttl , :,~: ". ~:', . ;' ~. ,.. :' i:_ ~; '~:. •.•• ; if,,;
deveroparand3d<.:(ri~n~,i:',!ttll'~~.:;." r' ........ . ••. ',\I.. .- i~'.·i: ~" •

Signature

Print Name DA-N~~~

Address . 9bIt: ??tpJ DC( LA.c- e.tfl~.

~~~5 C.A ~S6J7J
7

DATE 51'2-\ \a</
t\:o .Board of Supervlsors - 5

o County ExecutNe Offlca
o County Counsel "..
D Mike Boyte ...AI
~"nlng _.dl'



CLERK OFTHE
BOARD Or SUPERVISORS

MAY.21'2008 06:25 15308894099

May 13, 2006

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

CLERK OF THE BOARD

RECEIVED

MAY 20 2008

#0480 p.002/007

Rs: Folsom Lake Equl!IsttiilTl Center - Appeal

Dear Kirk Uhler;Placar County SLipervisor.

The pl.:!T"pose of this Totter is to urge YOU to grant the (2ropoood appeal and NOT allow the increase of horoos to
60 from its originally allowed Right to Soard 12 horses. Allowing this increase will have substantial naga~ve
quality of life, financial and precedent setting impacts,

The qualitY of life issues for f'1undreds 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 VirlJs; s1irred dUst affecting alll!1rgias, homes, furniture, etc; hei9hler'\~d noise from tr<lCtors, di€:sel tru~s
Clnd over~1I on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues alol1g Lomida Lane and Prospector
Road,

Financlally'this increase will benefit only the del/eloper. It will ha..e a negative impact on ~e surrounding
homeowners as well as the COlJnty. Such a facility will decrease propeMy values not only to homes closest to
the site but wil1lilffect neighboring homes through appraIsal comparisons. Additionally, the required disclosure
of the Equestrian Center will impact any horne sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
incre<lsed costs for moni1oring and compliance of the facifJty will have C{ negative impact .

Finally, this project is simply not in compll3ncc with the General PISIl. The currently permitted use is for only
12. horses on 8 acms t:Jnd the Minor Use Permit was based on an incorrectly stated baseUne of 30 horses and is
furthor impacted by the proposQd lot split to p.rovide only 3.7 acres, The MUP only sets further precedent for
other non.conforming facilities nex.t [0 existing Mighborhoods. The MUP should not have been issU!~d and the
dovGfoper should be roquired to abide by the rules already established.

This opposition to the Increase ~nd request for clpp@al is not about the horses, but the inappropriate loca1ion of
such a facility 8r'1d the rcsu,lting nGgCJtivlil imp~cb. Our obJ9ctlvo Is very simple - to return the use 10 the
currently ",lIowed Right to Board 12 horses. The appro....al of the Minor Use Permit is only beneficial to the
develo~rand a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowMrs, <ind the County.

--.

Sincerely,

s~..."".=--"~"'-'..-'-=-=~

Print Naml;! _Denny and Fran Samuel

Address 9696 Clos du lac clr
____Loomi~. Ca. 95650

DATE 5\J,.\\O~
o Boarcl of supeNisors - 5
o County EXecutive Office
o County Counsel
o Mike Boy1e

~Ianning
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May 13, 2008

Placer County Planning Commiss\()n
3091 County Ce.nter DrIve
Auburn, California 95603

CLERK OF THE BOARD

RECEIVED
MAY 20 2008
Cl r:RK OF THE

BOARI) OF SUPERVISORS

#0480 2.001/007

R E c~· Y E D
BO"Rf) OF ERV\SQRS51\(\Si<~~\1 MB_DW~
Ot,,~, T:; _ (\)\\

MAY 20 2008

Rt: Folsom 1.ake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Commissioner,

....

The purpose of this letter is to lliQ..~~,.9rgnt'~ PfQQo.sgd ap.p~a! and ~QT allo'tt lhe increase othon.£itJo
60 from its originally allowed Right to Board 12 horses. Allowing this Increase will have substantial negative:
,quality bf life, flnancial and precedent setting impacts.

The quality of life l$sues fOr hundreds of community resIdents include: unpleasant animal and machine odors;
increase of flies limiting use of outdoor living spaces; increased mosquttoes. which are potential carriers ot West
Nile Virus; sVrred dust affecting allergies, homes, furnltlJre, etc: heightened noise from traeto~. diesel trucks
and overall on-site traffic; and finally traffic congestion and safety issues along Lomkla Lane and Flrospector
Road.

FinancIally this Increase will benefit only the developer, It wlll have a neg~tlve impact on the 9urroundlng
homeowners as well as the County. Such afacility will decrease property values not only to homes closest to
the s~e but will affect neighboring homes through appraisal compar1scns. AddItionally, thE! requl~d disclosure
of the Equestrian Cen'ter will impact anyllome sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
increased costs for monitoring and compliance of the facility will have anegative Impact. .

Finally, thIs project is simply not in compliance with the Genoral PI"ll The currently permlt1ed use is for only
12 horses on 8acres and the Mi"or Use I'ennlt was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the propo~ed lot split to provIde only 3.7 acres. TheMUP only sets further precedent for
other non..conforming facilitles oelct to existing Iielghborhoods. The MUP shoUld not have been issued and the
developer should be required to abide by the MJles already established.

This oPPo$l~on to the Increase and request for appeal is not about the hor:;es, but the inappropriate location of
such afacility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to ffitum the use to the
currently aI/owed Right to Boarcl12 ho~p.s. The approval of the Minor Use Pennit is only bencfltial to the
developer and adetriment to the surroundIng communities, hom~ownersl and the County. .

5~ ll)ZS- _
. ;) f SuporvisofS - 5

• ,lJ IJ~ lly E.xecutiVe Office.
[J County Counsa\
o Mike Boyle

~\ann\ng
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May 15, 2008

Placer County Planning Commission
3091 County Centl:;l' Drive
Auburn, CA 95603

SAGE INST INC PAGE 82/133

~OOl/001

Subject Property: 277 Park Lane
Kings Beach, CA 96143

Re: Appeal Zoning Administrators Decision
Variance Application No. PVAA 20Q7-0897

Dear Planning Commissioners.

As a long time permanent resident ofPark Lane I am corresponding to voice my concern
OVer a proposed county staff alternntive to cut down trees and relocate a parking area at
277 Park Lane. I am COD.Ce(.Qed becaUse of the fullowing:

A. The county proposed plan would remove the only snow storage area for four
separate residences and

B. The proposed loc~tion would 00 at the bottom of two steep driveways.
During iey conditions vehicles often times slide down into thb m-ea and
would most 8.'lSuredly hit park~d vehicles or worse could lrtrike individuals
standing in the county staffpropo~d driveway area.

In addition, th.is 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 lnconsistent nnd would create a. bad design precedent for th~ rest of
the tract. I live across the street and down one house from the Kirschenstein residence
and look directly down on his proposed garage. I am the only permanent year-roood
re3id~nt in two or three houses in either direction and it seems that the design proposed
by the planning depurtment was put together by someone who doesn't live in the mea and
doesn't know the effects of large amounts of MOW, Note my own vemcle slid down my
driveway several years ago and landed up in the storage area snow baoks on the bottom
ofmy driveway.

I am in support of the modest Jeastimpact one car garage appHcation as proposed by the
applicant to be located in iront 0 f the existing Kirschenstein residence with the aqjacent
one car parking area rernainingin its current location. In addition., the applicant proposal
haliDo impact on views of Lake Tahoe for any of the adjacent residences. Your
consideration ofmy concerns is greatly appreciated.

Mr. Don flarder

ff;i/:Jv
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FRX NO.·
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Ma~. 21 2008 08:39RM Pi
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Pla«r County P!.anning Commission
30Ql County Center Drive
Auburn. CA 95603 .

Subject Propeny: 277 PW'k Lane
Kir,gs Beach, CA !>;Q143

~ AppealZ~ Administra.tors Docision
VWance Appij~ No. PVAA 2007..Q897

Dear Plamting COD1l11issioners,

Please be MvUlM. that I own the property directly ac;ross ftom the p!\'perty owned by loeI
Kirschcnstein. As Il courtesy, 1001 contacted m*, directly at the time he wu planning the
pbu;ement of tho proposed garage and has contin\l~d to keep me informec: of the progress
afhls application by sharing design concepts prepared by b.s Arclrltect with me and his
neigbb0r8. Ju a re$Ult I infurmed Joel of my support of me plan Wbich places tI;l,I) gaJ:ag6
directly in from ofbis residence in theh~ area ot1m. slope,. with the pading llrea fQf
Ill«Ond car in its present location. 1 &SQ infonned him that r ani much opposed to any
plan that would r@looate the,~~jn front of the sioped driveway in front of my
resi6ettce. .

Any ~."':' ~n front of my drjv~ay would c~ real safety ~ards and .l>otmtial
life thfestenl;g conditions du¢ to vehicles sliding down my driveway and the driveway of
the ~~nce adjacent an my propetty_ Over the years vemcles have gUd down both
driveways only to be stopped by~ railroad ties and ~oow storage on the Kirscbeutern
proparty. The open space area in from of my driveway Oil the Kirschcnstoinpropeny
also ~rves as the only gnow storage area for four properties 00 f>arl<: Lane.
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May 13, 2008

AJ Mori 9166609478 F. 1

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 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 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
sucha facility and the resulting negative impacts. Our objective is very simple - to return the useto 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.



J. Ann D. Stevenson
9744 ctos du Lac Circle

Loomis, CA 95650

916.652.2192

May 13,2008

Michael Johnson, Planillng Director
Placer CountyPla~gCommission
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom Lake Equestrian Center - Appeal

Dear Mr. Johnson,

ij!E~lE~W[E~

~ MAY 22 2008 ~

PLANNING DEPT:

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 aiUmal 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 properryvalues 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 ne,;.,.'t 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 return the use to the
currently allowed Right to Board 12 horses. The approval of the Minor Use Pennit is only beneficial to
the developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,
:" \~

UV\I/;'i)v","--
Ann Stev~nson
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May 22,2008

Arman Gharib (916] 652-7573 p.2

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 animal and machine odors;
increase of flies ~miting 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 anegative 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 Equestlian Center will impact any home sale offerings. For the County, decreased property tax and
incre,ased 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-eonforming 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.

sin1ry, /7 I~'
! C:#;.'

A-~vw (k-
I~r;,& Natalie Gharib

9712 Clos du Lac Circle
Loomis, CA 95650
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May 13. 2006

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

AESA 14l001/001

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 fiies 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 anegative 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 wlll 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 anegative 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.
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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 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, wh ich are potential carriers of West
Nile Virus; stirred dust affecting allergies, homes, furniture, etc; heightened noise fmm trac1ors, 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 Permn was based on an incorrectly stated baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split topmvide 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. OUf 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.



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 formally 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. Miller 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 application 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 85 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 land 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 small
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 well, 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.

For 5 years, FLEC -has operated without even so much asa 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 zoningandplanning,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 legitimate. .

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

.. to the level of the Non-Conforming Use Permit 12 boardedtlorseson 8.5 acres.
We also request that any decision in this matter include the removal of ail horses, staffs, bams,

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

Page 1 of 4
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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
famHy: The Health Dept has beef/helpfuf in forcif/g FLEC to move some of the stalls, but there are sUlf 12
stalls attached to a portable 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 1. 00 feet of a domestic
well. Our well was built in August 1987, and the neighboring barn was purchased by Tim Trueblood
(Lori's father) in 1991. OUf weH pre-oates the barn, so we have asked the Health Dept to enforce the
setbacks and make FLEC move the structure and the 12 attached statls. 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 behind our
home. It is still not picked up regularly. The flies and stench it generates is obvious.

The arena is another issue that must be removed from such dose proximity to our land. a 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 installed 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 arena is made of portable 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.

II. Property Value
a. Our .two acres are actually two separate one acre parcels - (as shown on the'attacheq

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 faci1ity next door. The facility is basical1y 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+ horses currently being boarded. The smell, dust, flies, mosquitoes, and
other inSects; the noise, dust, and diesel, from the equipment used to clean up after the animals; arid 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
atmosphere. 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 ruinecL OUf property value is negatively
impacted, and our ability to sell is severely restricted

III. Private Property Rights
a. The Ownership Bundle of Rights includes "The ability to enjoy the quiet use of our property

wfthout interference from others". The overuse of the land by FLEC - right up to OUf property line - makes­
it all-but impossible to enjoy the most secluded and valuable part of our land. The area of our property
line in the back of our land is filled with oak 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 tine. We currently havenobufferzone 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 Qf SQrts. People come to, work out
their horses, sometimeswith a trainer barking Dutinstructions onmcouragementin aloud 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.
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The Placer County General Plan states:
The General Plan and the development review and approval process generally seek to locate
land uses adjacent to one another that are compatible, related; mutually supportive, and
similar in the amount of traffic they generate and types oftransportationfacilitiesthey need.
Thus, industrial uses are often located near commercial rather than residential uses; higher­
density multicfamily residentiaLuses are often located between commerciaL or office uses and
single-family residential uses; and low density or rural residential uses are often located
between single-family residential· and agricultural land uses. In some cases, however,
existing land use or circulation pattems,thetiming of development on properties with different
owners, environmental constraints or other factors prevent newland use patterns from
proViding a "gradation" of uses to ensure compatibility and thus necessitate the use of other
tools. One of the most commonly used and effective means of minimizing conflicts
betweerl potentially incompatible land uses is to· provide a· "buffer z-one" between- the
uses.

LAND USE CONFLICTS
Goal 7.8: To minimize existing and future conflicts between agricultural and non-agricultural
uses- in· agriculturally-designatedareas.
'Policies
7.8.1. The County shall 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
devel€lpmentpennit is-sought and shaH·favor protection.ofthe max~mumamount of
farmland. '. .

At a minimum, if this use is 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.

c. Lack of. Privacy. Because of the close proximity of the horse stalls·, arena; and -the horse
owners, who we do not know, it is very uncomfortable for us to'be outside.We·feel as if we are under
constant surveillance. The boarders are always looking over the fence onto our property, right into our
home. We have no privacy.

d. This facility is inconsistent with the neighborhood use of private ownership and quiet country
lifestyle with a reasonable number of. horses, The General Plan allows f€Jr two horses per gross acre;
which isa reasonable use. The placement of a public facility allowing a gross overuse and an
unreasonable'number ofhorses' is' inconsistentwith 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. ThehorsetrailleadiArltQ·Sterling· Pointe and the FolsomLaketrails crosses directly in·front.of.
our home on LomidaLane. This trail was intended for the use of local residents 'and was placed on our
side of Lomidaafter'much negotiationwith the 'Clos'Ou Lac developers. When the trail 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 FLECwhich will only be amplified by an
increase· in the number of horses-.

There isamisrepresentatiDninthe Recommended Conditions of Approvai'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
"equestr-ianfacility", as has- been mistakenly stated repeatedly by Charlene Daniels in several reports and·
statements. Just be'causewecanhavehorses'on our land does not justify-placing afacility'likethisin
'such c1oseproximitytoourfamily home. We currently have no norses.

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 sublected to hateful, vile, and
despicable remarks from. managers j . hands, and boarders. In fact; the verbal assaults became so
numerous'andvociferoos that we were advised by the PlacerCduntySheriff's ufficetofilean action
seeking a harassment restraining order against their manager, Jennie Jordan, whichwehavedone.
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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 already lived here or bought homes in the area,
relying on the protection of our 10cai officiais 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 equipment 50 feet from our property 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
land, and move all animal pens and wash down areas 100 feet away from our well per county ordinance.

We appreciate the Planning Commission's involvement in this matter, andwe rely on your
jUdgment to protect our property rights.

Robert N. Vance

{/1tJ?J .6eJ-
LoriA Vance
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Placer County Online GIS

9421 Lomida Lane

Page 1 of 1

APN

Address

Approx. Acres

Zoning

Community Plan Area

General Plan

Supervisor District

MAC Area

Fire District

School District

036-085-001-000

9421 lOMIDA LN, LOOMIS

0.9589

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

Horseshoe Bar/Penryn CP

Rural Residential 2.3 - 4.6 Ac. Min.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS DIST 4

HORSESHOE BAR MAC

LOOMIS UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT
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Land
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APN

Address

Approx. Acres

Zoning

Community Plan Area

General Plan

Supervisor District

MAC Area

Fire District·

School District

036-085-002-000

NO ADDRESS ON FILE, LOOMiS

0.9813

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

Horseshoe Bar/Penryn CP

Rural Residential 2.3 - 4.6 Ac. Min.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS DIST 4

HORSESHOE BAR MAC

LOOMIS UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT
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June 3,2008

Placer County Environmental Health Department
3091 CoLinty 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, meaning 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.

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
well 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



Dear Mr. and Mrs. Vance,

Robert and Lori Vance
94.21 Lomida Lane
Looomis, CA 95650

•
June 13, 2008

Placer County
Health and Human Services Department

Richard J. Burton, M.D., M,P.H.
Health Officer and Dtrector

Jill Pahl, R.E,H,S.
Director, Efwlronmentol Health

On June 3, 2008 this office received your complaint regarding the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center
(FLEe). ·In your letter you expressed that you were worried that cond1tlons at FLEe result in
contamination risks to your well and health risks 10 your family. A site visit was conducted on June
6, 2006 by Will Kirschman, Associate Environmental Health Specialist, to investigate the possible
health risks. This letter outlines 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 FLEe 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 wella to "animal enclosures" (which inclUdes "barnyard and stable areas"),
The recommended setback Is 100 feet, but this distance may be increased or decreased by the
enforcing agency on a case bycase basis (depending on site conditions and well construction
methods). During the inspection, it was observed that several portable horse stalls, abarn with
paddocks, and horse washing stations are within 100 feet of your well.

An Official Notice has been mailed to the property owners of FLEe requiring all horse washing
stations within 100 feet of your well, and all portable horseslalls 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

i-' ". was made because the portable stalls and wash stations were recently installed, while the barn
f~t/:, ": appears to have been there for quite some time. We were unable to obtain information as 10 when
m~i;2'0_ the barn wa: built, and may predate the well construction The drainage from this structure does ~~
::');.:,~'~\_" "•.j ~dl' to pUt yoUr We'ft at t~K, aHd ti lei e ~5 i fa Rl lOW! i OOenrtientaUtJi i EI 1St yddi "&,, i1&8 \%&1 j •

;;--:," contaminated by existing structures and enclosures.
·;::·.:fir:~:.;::,

I. ,'"
; ..-,'

Your well appears to be properly constructed. The welf 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 regardless of contamination threats. Doing so may help alleviate some of
your concerns about the water quality in your well. Wells can 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 health lab. You may contact
the lab at (530) 889-7205. Additional information on well testing, maintenance, and disinfection can
be found on our website, at 'NWW.placer.ca.gov/DepartmentslhhsJenv_health; click the "Land Use"
tab on the left side menu, from the land Use page click on "Residential Wells."

Community Development and Rescurca Agency Building. 3091 County Cenler Drive, Suite 180. Auburn, CA 95603 "tl
530745-2300 • www.pleCllr.ca.gQy • lad30745-2370



Your letter also discussed concern about the animal wastes generated at FLEC. The site visit on
June 6, 2008 did not reveal any excess manure, 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 Health Specialist. During this site visit, manure management, and vector
(flies and mosquitoes) 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 puddling. According toFLEC's Manure Management Plan,
manure is removed 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.

Th~ site visits on Apr~8,200&afld June6,-WOO norectthe-locati'onofttle 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 lirw 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 Lo 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 zone be enforced 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 concern 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 habitat. 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/Departmentslhhs/community_health/comm_diseasesJ; click on "West Nile Virus."
Also, visit the Mosquito Abatement Districts webpage at: ..
http://W'vWV_placermosquito.orglwest_nile_virus.php

As described above, this Division has observed that the operation of the Fols9m 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
contaminat1on from animal 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 other concerns or
questions, please call me. . .

sin~i2k'~
Will Kirschman
Associate Environmental Health Specialist

Community Development and Re'3our~ Agency Building. 3091 County Center Drive. Sutle 180, Auburn. CA 95603 1'l
. 530.745-2300 • wwwRlacer.Cl!OOv • fax S~.74S-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 making 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 stalls, 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 enclosed 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 called Tim Trueblood to object to the bam 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 .auniqueknowledge of th~ facts as they happened, It is clear that ourwell predates thebarn by",
.sevefalyears.Weagaih request thatyouenfolce· the selbacks 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 arenaproduces so much dust
and is so close to our property line that the sprinklers alone are inadequate, andwe are exposed to a high volume
of dust crossing over the property line.

While Environmental Health may not have a requirement for setbacks of arenas, the Placer County Air
Pollution Control District has alocal rule addressing the emission of fugitive dust in Placer County. Placer County
D~~tr~~t,. R~~.-22S~I, F~~it~v-e._Du5tj ..~~;abHsh-es·the ..m}ntmUm'-f~qu~r~ts !Of..the:,.~tfot,cf·,&JSt ,anq·.. s-~ts- :st~~ds
for compliance. The follOWing passages were copied directlyfromthe 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), including
the raising and/or keeping of animals.
230,VISIBLE EMISSIONS.: Visible emissions means any particulate matter that is visually detectable
without the aid of instruments other than corrective lenses.



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 and/or 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 source.
404 COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARDS: Any person conducting active operations, or who is
responsible for the man-made condition of open storage piles, disturbed surface areas (including
disturbance as result of the raising andJor keeping of animals or by vehicle use), and inactive disturbed
surface areas, shall take the measures necessary to comply with Seetion300. 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, "NaturaHy occurring asbestos is present in several foothill'
areas ofPlacer County. When naturally occurring asbestos containing material is disturbed asbestos fibers maybe
released and become airborne, thereby creating a potential health hazard".

The arena at FLEe 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 problem, and we invite you to visit aUf property
to do the investigation, as our perspective is fundamental to an objective 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 faciJity generate a constant daily commotion and too much noise.
The voices, vehicles, trailers, parking lots, barns, stalls, and arena produce a general clatter and din that is invasive
and carries far across aUf property line. Heavy equipment noise is very loud and hearMrequently; disruptive as
early as 7 a.m. on Sunday mornings. The noise violates 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 SlOe of their operahon. Nearly every single plant or tree along the entire fence' line has been chopped­
down and the area stripped bare. 'Our view of our property line has been ruined. According to the Placer County
General Plan's section on Visual and Scenic Resources:

GoaI1.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.K3. 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 FLEe be required to restore the vegetative landscape along our property line to its former
natural· forested· state. A variety of trees and landscaping- uti4i-zing- native plants would 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 our 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 quality 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 K Vance

LoriA Vance
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Kathi Heckert

From: Chuck-Muriel Davis [chamdavis@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, 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 pennit 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 is 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 froin the customers.

Sincerely,
Muriel Davis
8/6/08
916-663-4123
cc: Supervisor Jim Holmes

8/6/2008



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

PERMIT AND VARIANCE - "FOLSOM LAKE
EQUESTRIAN CENTER" (PMPC 1200603211

CORRESPONDENCE

RECEIVED BY
Clerk of the Board



May 13, 2008

Placer County Board of Supervisors
175 Fulweiler Avenue
Auburn, California 95603

Re: Folsom lake Equestrian CQnter - Appeal

Dear Supervisor,

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 mes 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 imp,qr.t on thf! f'lIrrollnding
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 Pflrmit. was based on an incorrectly st~ted baseline of 30 horses and is
further impacted by the proposed lot split to provide only 3.7acres. 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 tile inappropriate location or
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 U~e Permit is only beneficial to the
developer and a detriment to the surrounding communities, homeowners, and the County.

Sincerely,

Signature

PrintName :Do~f:. ~~I6JS
Address '1 b;}-? fJ.n? d-.0. L&; Ct v-cJ.rL.­

LB-PYVt lC7 {f} ~~m
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October 28, 2008 (Email: BOS@PI6cer.Ca.Gov)

RECEiVED

OCT 28 2008
Placer County Board of Supervisors: NOTE:

Dist. 1: Mr. Rocky Rockholm
Dist. 2: Mr. Robert Weygandt
Dist. 3: Mr. Jim Holmes
Dist. 4: Mr. Kirk Uhler
Dist. 5: Mr. Bruce Kranz

175 Fulweiler Avenue
Auburn, CA 95603

Gentlemen:

Please deliver ASAP. CLERK OF THE
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

• i

Df\TE.l (~;~~ \c S:' _
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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
time 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 began increasing the number of horses to
approximately 38 today on only 3.77 acres and approved up to 50 by the recent Planning Commission
hearing decision.

That is the purpose of this letter. We have a significant amount of increased flies 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 Odd a
Negative Declaration on the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center on our home sales.

2) In the public hearing 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 lots 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 approval 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 [chamdavis@yahoo.com]

Sent:. Wednesday, October 29,20087:50 AM

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors.

Subject: Appeal of the Folsom Lake Equestrian Center approval -PMPC T20060321

RE: Appeal of Planning 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 of3.77 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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