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MEMORANDUM

TO: Honerable Board of Supervisors

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

DATE: July 16, 2007

SUBJECT: Placer Vineyards Specific Plan — Correspondence Transmittal

Accompanying this memo are copies of correspondence received by the Clerk of the
Beoard pertaining to the Placer Vineyards Specific Plan project that were not included in

the packet from the Planning Department. Copies of this correspondence were provided
to the Board members when they were received.
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From: Claudette Mitehel-Weisrnantel <cik@lanset.com>

To: <hcs@placer.ca.gaoy>
Date: 102212006 10:17:39 AM
Subject: Community Rejection of the Placer Vineyards Specific Flan
Hello,
na thi i DAFE T (o)
We are sending this letter to each of the Placer County Supervisors for L Lo A N
review, cormment and action. We would appreciate a reply informing us X Boarg, Of'suPﬂmi:éé'f?ﬁ wf € - i
that the document was received and distributed. Cgum}'l EKECWJ\{Q thtca

Thank, you for yaur suppart.

County. Counsgy.

Adrinisirative Aééistan# e~ma |
. s n.-.....-vp. -

RECEIVED

oCT 25 2005

CLERK OF THE
EBOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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Date: October 18, 2000

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

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

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

From: Claudette Mitchel-Weismantel & Frank Weismantel
10829 Newton Street
Elverta, CA 95626

Subject:  Community Rejection of the Placer Vineyards
Specific Plan

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

Originally the submitted development design for the Placer
Vineyards was to have meandering streets and larger parcels: quarter
acre single dwelling minimums ranging to larger multi-acre parcels.
Large swaths of open lands were intended fo be utilized for animal and
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wild life habitats, Riparian growth and other habitat needs, biking,
pedestrian and equestrian trails, family sports fields and picnics areas.
The discussion of the day envisioned something very unique. E done
well, these trail developments could (should) connect us to Folsom lake
and even point us north to the Sutter Buttes, setting this area as a leader
for other developments offering the benefits of unique living combined
with sensible growth, Creating an environment that the founding
families would continue to live in and entice new families to make this
part of our county a permanent home and a future home for their
families.

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

This action imposed by the county clearly generated many loop
heles in the community plan that steer the planning away from our
intentions and steer it towards the kind of General Development that we
abhor in the adjacent region. Also, the most recent presentations and
documents leave far too many questions unanswered. It seems as if the
county is focusing on once again making our area a “green belt”; or at
the very least, following Sacramento County’s’ lead to create an
Antelope, North Highlands, and Natomas area within our Placer
County’s, District #1, ultimately creating just another “New Age
Ghetto” coupled with ali the problems that come with this type of
congested living.

In the original proposals and two of the subsequent proposals,
there were two mini town centers plus a Iarger town center, Most
importantly, the plan proposed smaller campuses for a greater number
of high schools, junior highs and elementary schools, Any of these
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campuses could include community and state college classroom access
without resorting to “mega-campuses”. We all know smaller campuses
and smaller classroom registration loads allow for positive character
development, and in today’s world, more than ever, giving our young
people much needed adulf time and attention. (Unless you are lucky
enough to send your child to a private school that may cost you only
$35,000 per school year, Not including the child’s required
accompaniment by a personal horse or annual world travel)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Claudette and Frank Weismantel

Cce:
Mr. E.J, Ivaldi, Admin Aide, Placer County BOS

Ms. Ann Helman, Clerk of the Board, Placer County BOS
Mrs. Diane Howe, Secretary, District 1 MAC
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From: Tert Sayad On Behalf Of Placer County Board of Supervisors

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2007 9:36 AM

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

Subject: F\W. Placer Vineyards Development

FYl

F;::mCr_alg -‘.\ﬂ-.uf'llgoﬁ [méillo:CW-i-Ison@éanjuan.édu] | - RECEWVED
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2007 6:36 AM

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors MAR 27 2007
Subject: Placer Vineyards Development CLERK OF THE

B?Cﬁ%ﬁann‘:rﬁz'to,&fﬁt

I just wanted lo make you aware of the fact that | am very concerned about the Placer
Vineyards Developmenl that was recently approved by the Planning Commission.

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

Eighty percent of Placer County's vernal pools have already been lost to development.
According 10 the State Department of Fish and Game, the Placer Vineyards
development would destroy 2,233 acres of vernal pools mapped by Placer Legacy. Why
i5 the county allowing only 69 acres of that to be mitigated? The Placer County
Conservation Plan (PCCPYis clear that vernal pool ecosystems encompass more than
just the pools themselves. To function biologically they need intact drainage basins to
fills the spring and nearby grasslands 1o attract poilinators. Placer Vineyards should
mitigate for more than just the 69 acres that are actually pools, it must mitigate for the
entire vernal pool complexes that were mapped by Placer Legacy.

The PCCF requires a 2 10 1 mitigation. Placer Vineyards should be held to that standard
and preserve 4 466 acres somewhere else in the county.

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

Craig Witson

2580 Burl Lane

MNewcastle, CA
95658
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Ann Holman

From: Teri Sayad on behali of Placer County Board of Supervisors
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2007 114:50 AN

To: Linda Brown; Jennifer Pereira; Ruth Alves; Brian Jagger: Lisa Buescher H
Ce: Mike Boyle: Ann Holman ECEJVED
Subject: FW: Vinavards & Placer Ranch Projects AFR ] 2 .?HU?
P aoﬁgﬁmm
L Pl
From: aenis@alum.rpi.edu [mailtoaenis@alum.rpi.edu] C%‘g”ﬂ
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2007 11:5¢ AM Oﬁfb

To: Placer County Baard of Supervisars
Subject: Vineyards & Placer Ranch Projects

To The entive hoard,

| must express my disgusi with the planning that 1s leading to these two projccts, as well as, future Sierra
Vista and Creekview. We already have a severe overcrowding 1zsue in Roseville which these
developments will only make much worse. Where 15 the water coming from for these proposed
developments? What about the electne power”? Why is destruction of so much of our vemal pools
allowed to proceed? What about the extreme crowding of the roads and the threat to our atmosphere
with the exhaust from all the vehicles? Has no attention been paid 1o pollution and the global warming
crisis? We simply cannot handle or tolerate this overcrowding and its effect on our environment. Please
consider all these factors when this project, and the others. when they come before the board. Shame on
the Planning Commission!....... Allan Ems, Resident of Roseville

4/2:2007 A g 17L
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Ann Holman

From: Teri Sayad on behalf of Placer County Board of Supervisors
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2007 12:03 PM

To: Linda Brown, Jennifer Pereira; Ruth Alves, Brian Jagger: Lisa Buescher
Cc: Ann Holman RECEIVED
Subject: Email ir Alan B e re Placer Vi ds
ubjec 1 rees £ VIneyar ﬁ.PR 8 2 208?
Fl CLERK OF THE
BOARD OF SUPEAVISORS
Wl ijmam)
From: ALAN BREESE [mailto;alan.breese@shcglobal.net) %EIED

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2007 822 FM
To: Placer County Board of Supenvisors
Subject: Placer Vineyards

Dear Sirs,

Very concemed that Placer Vinevards has been approved by the Planning Comnusion despite being
contrary to the Placer County Canservation Plan. Placer County does not need any more Mega
Developments. The vernal pool complexes are far more important than this type of development. The
present infrastructure is already overloaded and an addirional 35,000 person development will add to the
wocs of the County rather than enhance the quality of tife tor residents,

Alan Breese

41212007
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Melinda Harreli

From: Ann Holman RECENED
Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2007 10:268 AM APR 0 5 2007
To: Melinda Harrell
Subject: FW. Placer Vineyards Project mﬁf‘ﬂ"“‘“ﬁ m
Al
For your files. Piease stamp in and forward as agpropriate. Aan gg%arq

From:; Cheryl Shakro On Behalf Of Placer County Board of Suparvisors

Sant: Thursday, April 05, 2007 10:17 AM

To: Ann Holman; Linda Brown; Jennifer Pereira; Ruth Akves; Brian Jagger; Lisa Buescher
Subject: FW: Placer Vineyards Project

Thanks,

Cheryl

From: Mhilton14@aol.com {mailtc:Mhilton14@acl.com]
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2007 5:24 P

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors

Subject: Placer Vineyards Project

Placer County Board of Supervisors

We would like to express my concern over the planned destruction of 2,233 acres of vernal pool
complexes with the Placer Vinevards project. There must be a better way than to lose this
environmental treasure, (o propose a very small mitigation effort of only 206 acres, and to build a
35,000 population sprawl of low-density housing designed for morc auto congestion and strip malls.
This kind of project anly serves to create the kind of development that further fuels global warming,
and undenmnines the county’s own land conscrvation program,

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

{We also sent this by mail, but just in casc email is mote effective.)

Mike and Foann Hilton
Lincoln, Califormia

See whatl's free at AQL com.

475720007
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]
Placer County Board of Suhems____.__, ‘_fiArIene Jamar

175 Fulweiler Avenua -‘ET%M-J&%% Arrowhead Drive
Auburn, CA 95603 ECEIVE Rocklin, CA 95677
2
HAYEum MaY],IUO?
LAEFK OF THE
_ BOARD OF SUPERWSORS
Supervisors:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

L D
RBDEA RE(H« sur!ER\ 150RS 7
5 1300 R

T — 'Tﬂ; C‘Dlrj Mﬂ-& W fo

Sincerely,

LD? ____Arene Jamar
- .}-C;--.: R TR - _E
[ s L r.,,="" A (g
Sup Dt Sup D4 o Al DI ___ Aide DA }O ount}r GO
S0 S D5 — Bl — YU | A a.nmmm g
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Ann Holman

From: Teri Sayad on behalf of Placer County Board of Supervisors
Sant: Wednesday, June 08, 2007 9:38 AM
Tos Lisa Buescher; Jennifer Pereira; Ruth Alves; Brian Jagger: Lisa Buescher
Cc: Mike Boyle, Michae! Johnson, Ann Holman
Subject: FW- No placer vinyards developernin in roseville, no land anexation for sprawl
Attachments: west placer county wps.doc

| Ll

all
JUN 68 2007
west placer

ounty.wps.doc (45..FYI mmﬁww

----- OJriginal Message-----

From: bhaiier [mailteo:bhailer@earthlink.net’

Sernt: Monday, June 04, 2007 10:48 =M

To: flager County Board of Supervisors

Subiect: Mo placer wvinyards developertn In rcseville, noe land anexaticon for sprawl

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

FoEE=P N ”—3""* mmLQLﬁLQLm

- VSTY P F K Prard of Supenvisois - §

i:?-:tr: (R lC‘,._.., '. % 'fo‘;;: ?ﬁ:‘“ Oftice

! \ﬁﬂQLj(JI"fI‘LS '. & mem -
no ACDOAM & _Clanvirg (e i)

38¢



Protect and restore the natural areas of Placer county.

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

Forest and watershed preserves generate the air, water and soil necessary for human life.
Matural areas perforn valuable work for humans. Plants and trees photosynihesize, inhaling
carbon dioxide during the day and exhaling oxvgen at night. Humans inhale oxygen and exhale
carbon dioxide. Plants and trees {ilter pollution out of the air, their roots stabilize the soil.
Forests hold moisture and nutrients in the soil. Grassiands and wetlands control flood and
drought. Natural areas purify the air, water, soil. The work of nature keeps the temperature of
earth within livable boundaries. Natural areas filter and store rain, replenishing groundwater
supplies. When land is protected, the purity and abundance of fresh water and air increases.
When a natural arez is deforested, the water and air cycle 15 interrupted and filtration and storage
diminishes, Old growth forest perform more work for humans thao the secondary growth of cut
forest. Old growth forest sustain more biclogical diversity than secondary growth.

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

The perennial streams, wetlands, ripanian forest, grassland, and oak woodland of west
placer county are diverse biologically; containing salmon and steelhead spawning habitat, deer,
coyote, ring neck pheasant, turkey, waterfow!l, white egret, great blue heron, acorn woodpecker,
tri color black bird, river otter, beaver, golden eagle, red tailed hawk, coopers hawk, swainsons
hawk, red shoulder hawk, bam owl, glant valley zarter snake, red sided garter snake. 1errestrial
garter snake, pacific gopher snake, Califormia king snake, water snake, rattle snake, sierra
alligator hizard, westemn fence lizard, five ined skink, blue (ailed skink, American bullfrog,
pacific tree frog, crawfish, freshwater clam, raccoon, skunk, ground squirrel, bats, possuny;
flowers including lupine, California mint, California poppy, coyote brush, trees including cotton
wood, blue oak, valley oak, inrerior live oak, black oak, ponderosa pine, walnut, alder, California
sycamore, willow, foothill pine; butterflies inciuding monarch, swallowtail, buckeye, yellow
skipper; insects including praying mantis, katyvdid, grasshopper, damselfly, dragonfly, bumble
bee, leal cutter bee. Twenty different species of ladybugs exist in the sierra foothills alone.
There are thousands of other life forms living in the sierra foothills. A diversity of life exists
despite human destruction, as many species have already become extinet. The foothill of the
sierra 18 the most biologically diverse area in Califormia. California is the most diverse temperate
environment oo earth. 1.

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

The old growth coastal wmperate forests and sierra forests produce more work because of
specie and hiving conditions. Trees in California are far tafler, larger, older than anywhere else on
carth. California ecosystems generale high quality work. California coastal redwood are the
tallest living things on earth, reaching 390 feet. Giant Sequoia in the central and north sierra, are
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the largest living things on earth at 150 tons, The bristle cone pine of the inyo mountains, are the
aldest living things on earih, at over 4,900 years old.

Old growth forest still ternain o placer counly, but are in danger of destruction. Natural
areas that have survived, perform valuable werk for humans. Valley and blue ozks can live over
1000 vears and survive 200 year droughts. A local example of the work of oak trees is clover
valtey in Rocklin. There are over 28,000 old growth oak trees in the 622 acres of clover valley,
generating at least 112 miilion dollars annually through ecological services,

Oak trecs are adapted to the hot summers, droughts, and hard, rocky soil of the valley and
foothills of Catiforma. Oak trees produce oxygen and acomns, adding energy to (he environmenl.
Acomns conlain protein, fats and omega 3 oils. Omega 3 oils strengthen heart muscle and fight
cancer.

Oak trees in California are near extinction. (ak woodland covered 32 million acres in
Calitormia between 1860-1880, By 2003, only 12 million acres remain, Ahout 600,000 acres
were destroyed betwesn 1984-1994 3,

Riparian forest in California has also been decimated. Before the mid 20" century,
riparian forest covered 800,000 acres and was five miles across along the Sacramento river. By
1990, 2% of the Sacramento river forest remained. 4.

The highest quality ranching and grazing land exists in the footmils and valiey of
California. This working land is also being destroyed. Between 1950 and 2004, California lost
105,000 acres of grazing land to development. 5. 750,000 acres will be lost by 2040 unless we
cease suburban sprawl and deforestation. 6. Converting food producing land into strip malls and
parking lots is non sustainable. As agricultural, ranching and wild areas are destroyed, Califomia
15 forced to import massive food supplies and burn more fossil fuels.

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

Naon sustainable industrialization and urbanization has a negative effect on the
ecosystems which sustain life on earth. Natural resources, water, air, and the earth are the
foundation for itfe. When nanrral areas are destroyed and paved over, sunlight is wasted,
reflecung off concrete instead of being absorbed by plants and trees 1o drive photosynthesis. The
photesynthetic work of trees and plants create carbohydrates and pxygen from water and carbon
dioxide. This biplogical process is necessary for life.

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

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

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



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

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

Placer county has lest most of its natural areas in the last 20 years to increasing buman
population and consumption. For example, the population of Roseville has increased by 60,000
in the last 4 years. There are over 14,000 new houses under construction in Roseville and 60,000
planned. A single development called Placer vineyards, proposed in 2007, will increase the
population of Roseville by 35,000, 6. Because of location, cement and deforestation, Roseville 15
2-6 degrees hotter, than old Sacramento duning the sommer. Suburban sprawl development
accounts for some ol the ternperature difference. Cement, asphalt, and stee] rachate heat during,
ihe summer, increasing the temperature of the aimosphere. The solution is to protect trees, plants,
and watersheds. Natural areas absorb sunlight and heat to drive photosynthesis, cooling, filtering
the air, water and soil.

Curren general plans and population growth in the foothill region of the sierra will
decrease the quality of life of residents unless we act. The population of Placer county will
inerease hy 100,000 between 2000-2010. Between 2010-2050 the population will increase fromn
349,000 10 657,000, The population of El dorado county will double 10 282 000 by 2050. 7.

Population growth and suburban sprawl is a state and national problem. The population
of Califormia will double 1o 64 million by 2040, By 2040, there will be 400 million people living
in the untted states. 2 million acres of forest, grassland, wetland 1s developed annually. An area
of land the size of new England, new jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Delaware will be developed
between 1990 and 2040. 8. We must act to halt this problem. The solution starts locally by
protecting natural areas: streams, grasslands, wellands, vernal pools, oak woodland, mawdu park
in Roseville, clover valley in Rocklin and the American river canyons.

Suburban sprawl 15 destructive, necessitating dams, massive water diversion, clear cutting
of the boreal forest and an increase in hurning fossil fuels. As cities are planned 1o be dependant
upon vehicle travel, air pollution increases. Susiainability is energy efficiency, renewable energy
sources, natural resources conservation. Suburban sprawl is non sustainable,

All composile wood used to construct suburban houses is not harvested from sustainable
vield forest, the wood is clear cut in the borea] forest. 50% of all woeod products consumed in
California are imported from Canada. 90% of the imported wood from Canada 1s clear cut, old
growth boreal forest. 1. The boreal forest cools the earth and s 2 major producer of oxyegen and
filtration.

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

Citizens in America dump 60 million pounds of pesticides and waste tens of millions of
acre feet of water anmually on lawns. 1. The exhaust from lawn mowers and leal blowers release
millions of tons of carbon dioxide and other pollution into the air annually in California alone.
Powered mowers in the united states consume 800 million gallons of fuel annually. Over 17
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million gallons of gasoline are wasted annually while refueling mowers, more petrolenm than was
spilled by the Exxon valdez. The matonity of all oil spills are created by private consumers. 2.9,

As the iand becomes over populated and polluted, the health of humans deteriorates.
Health costs increase by the billions of dollars due 1o the side effects of hiving in a polluted and
heated environment. Humans suffer the side effects of a polluted and heated world, as we share
the same air and water,

An example of air pollution causing lung disease is evident in the first world natien of
America, and state of California. Between 4000-5000 people died of asthma between §993-2003
in the united states. 10. Four million people suffer from asthma in California. 11,

The lung capacity of 1,445 Souther Califormia children were lested annually lor eight
years, from age 10-18. Overall, 3,600 children were involved in the study. Lung capacity 1s
measured by how much air a human can expel during the first second of exhaling. Children who
[ived within cne third of a mile of a freeway for the ei1ght vears, exhaled on average 121 less
millimeters of air than children who lived over 1 mile away from freeways. Lung capacity of
children living within one mile of freeways was 3% less than normal, the tintest ammways where
oxygen 35 delivered to the blood, was 7% below nommal. Humans with stunted lungs are more
susceptible 1o fung, respiratory and cardiovascular dispase. 12,

There are 32 million people living in California, by 2040 there will be 64 million. Water
scarcily will arise as the population of California increases. Water scarcity will be compounded
by the climate of Califormia. The sterra of Califormia periodically goes through extended penieds
of drought. A study of relict tree stumps recovered from lakes and marshes indicate the sierra
endured a drought of more than 200 years before 1112, another lasting 140 years before 1350 ad.
13, The climate of California progresses through 200 year cycles of drought and wet. Presently,
we are nearing the end of a wet cycle. Once drought amives, the increase in human population
and consumption will iead to water scarcity. Global heating means less snow, glaciers and
amplified droughts.

The waier holding and generating capacity of the sierra and coasi mountains, is the
fountainhead for life in California. All life in California is dependent upon the water generating
capacity of mountains and watersheds., Melt water from glaciers and snow 1s the most clean and
renewable freshwater source. Currently, 70% of the water used in California originates in the
sterra. The west slope of the sierra creates 30 million acre feet of runoff water annually. 1.14.
The sierra is 2 fragile ecosystem whose waler generation will be destroyed if humans continue
polluting the earth, causing global heating and wasting water. Having access 1o clean drinking
water is a right of humans. bui this necessity of life is in danger of being depleted by human
waste, deforestation and pollution.

Suburban sprawl increases the buming of fossil fuels, contributing 10 air, water pollution
and global heating. Global heating causes a decrease in the amount of snow in the sierra. Flows
inte sierra reservoirs will decline 25-30% from 2350-3000 if humans continue buming fossil fuels
and forest at the present rate. From 2035 to 2064, the sierra snow pack will decrease 12-47%
from historic levels. I humans continue burning {ossil Inels and ¢learing forest at the present
rate, the sierma snow pack will decrease by 909%, within 75 vears. 15.16. Melt water from sierra
glaciers and snow, 15 the most reliable and clean source of water on carth. The quality of life of
Placer county residents will be lost if this valuable resource disappears.

Global heating creates less snow in the sicrra. A dcercase in snow pack in the sierra has
far reaching effects. During the spring and summer, the snow pack acts as an air conditioner,
releasing cold water and air. Snowpacks reflect sunlight which would otherwise bake mountains,
Snowpacks and glaciers are disappearing all over the world. When snow does fall, it melts as
800N A5 WArm tain rouches i, relzasing a pulse of water instead of gradual melting. The
decreased amount of warter which does cascade down from the sterra, will be earlier in the year
and in one time massive storm evenis. By 2050-3000, reservoir inflow will decline in spring and
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summer and shift to winter, 15. Cold stormis eniginating in the gulf of Alaska have decreased.
Dams are designed to store snow melt which is produced gradually during the spring and suminer
when it 1s needed for agriculture and domestic use. As lemperatures rise, dams are changing into
flood control devices instead of water storage.

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

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

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

REeplacing lawns with native, drought resistant trees and grasses conserves water and adds
filtration, oxygen, and soil renewal Lo our environment. Native plants, trees are adapted (o the
local environment and de not require mamienance or watering,

The price of water must be increased because people only value what they pay for.
Waler 1s a necessity of life and vet worth much less than a diamond. The value of a diamond is
aesthetic, ene cannot drink a diamond. As long as water 1s cheap, humans will continue to waste
water.

Wasting water and destructive waler diversion systems, is 2 major problem in Placer
county. Pouring concrete over the sail and grading lois for drainage 1s destructive and non
sustainable. Concrete, asphalt do not allow rain to percolate through to the seil and into the
ground water and aquifers. Storm water is diverted through massive sewer systems which dump
terrents of water containing oil, gas, rubber, cadmium, and garbage into streams and creeks.
Creek systems cannot handle the excess water, causing severe soil erosion, loss of property,
houses and flooding. Wetlands and Grasslands that naturally conirol flood, have all been
destroved.

in 1994, the low areas surrounding the crecks of Roseville, Citrus heights, Loomis and
granite bay flooded. The flooding was & national emergency and Bill Clinton came lo Roseville
io access the darmnage. In 1994, thousands of houses and businesses flooded. Most of the maidu
park neighborhood where 1 ive was covered with water, This was not an unusual event 1 some
areas, as the champion oaks neighberhood near maidu park, {loods annually from storm drain
runeff. My father teaches at cavitt junior high school 1 granite bay next to folsom lake. The
basketball gym and office flooded twice in the 90s from heavy rains combined with stonn dratn
runofl.

All the water which falls on cement and asphalt is wasted. Rain water is diverted to
creeks and to the ocean. Stonm drains, sewers and heavy rainstornns combine to overflow stream
systemns. Instead of engineering cities to flocd their citizens and destroy their environment,
humans need to work with walter, allowing water to be stored in the ground, trees and plants, All
plants, trees use walter 10 produce oxygen and drive photosynthesis.

All water 15 a valuable resource and should not be wasled. Rain water needs to percolate
inta the o1l and become stored. Water catching systems for the roofs of houses and buildings
store water for domestic use. Rain catching systems can restore rain to the soil through drip
watering. Rain catching and filtralion systems on roofs will solve many overflow problems in
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west placer county. 530 pallons of water can be stored per every inch of rain that falls on 1006
square feel of roof. 16.

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

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

The production of coneresle exhausts carbon dioxide 0 the air. Rocks contain calcium
carbonate. When they are crushed to produce cement, co2 is exhausted. Asphall contains
massive quantities of oil and needs to be repaved every few years.

All of our roads, driveways, walkways., bike paths need to be made from porous concrete,
rock, clay, and tough, drought resistant grasses. Sustainable technoiogy is necessary o compete
in the moderm world., William Mcdonohough, an architect which completed buildings at Oberlin
college in OChio, googles headquarters, uses sustainable technology and no cement or asphalt.
Habitat for humanity builds susiainable, clean energy housing developments. 40% of the energy
generated in Norway comes from renewable energy. 75% of Japan is forested and they have the
fastest, most efficient bullet trains on earth. The bullet line from Kyoto to Tokyo is the most
traveled train line on earth. These bullet trains are electro magnetic and travel as fast as air
planes. Transportation advancements decreases the need 1o widen and create new highways and
aitports. California already contains immense infrastructure for trains. We bhave the ability 1o
move all freight by efficient and clean buming locomolives right now. Tt takes 100 semi trucks to
transport the same amount of goeds that are within one container car on a frain,

Placer county has everything it needs to become a sustainable county, The sierra Nevada
is a single piece of granite uplifted. The foothill granite in Rocklin, Roseville, penryn is surface
granite and easily accessible. The massive granite deposits of the sierra supports the highest
quality granitc harvesiing m the world, Rockiin granite is in the state capital in Sacramenio,
congressional buildings in Washington de, the Transamerica pyramid in san Francisco and
numerous other buildings across the nation and Europe. Sierra granite is used in rail beds.
Gladding Mcbean clay company in Linceln produces some of the highest quality clay products
and sculpting in the world. These resources can be tapped 10 replace the destructive, complete
clearing and paving of natural areas with cement and asphalt.

Protecting natural areas needs to take prominence ir our political activity. We must
aggressively fight human destruction and heating of the earth to secure our quality of life. Please
do all you can 1o adopt environmental legislation in Placer eounty and protect natural areas, No
more suburban sprawl in Placer county,
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Contacts for protecting natural areas.

Clover Valley Foundation. www clovervalleyfoundation.org. 916 652 7005
Miasperi@accesshee.com

Placer Land Trust. 11521 Blocker drive. Auburn, CA 95603, Jeffiaiplaceriandirust.org, 536
8R7 9222

California Gak Foundation. 1212 Broadway, Suite 842, Qakland, CA 94612, 510 763-0282 or
310763 021 1. cakstaffigcaliforniacaks.org

C A native plant sociely. President Elaine P. Jackson. 3311 Estudillo Street, Martinez, 94553,
§25-372-0687. Elaingix@mindspring.com

The Sierra club. Mother lode chapter. 916 5357 1100

Save oaks. Infoddisaveoaks.com. www saveoaks.com

The Nature Conservancy, Worldwide Office. 4245 North Fairlax Drive, Suite 100

Arlington, VA 22203-1606. www nature.org

Sierra Nevada Conservancy. Blocker drive, Auburm, CA. 95603, Next door to placer land trust,
Trust tor public land.

Califorma Rangetand Conservation coalition. 32 environmental and agricultural groups including
Califormia pak foundation and Caiifornia Catilemen’s Association.

Supporters for protecting natural areas. No placer vineyvards development in Roseville, no
development in clover valley in Rocklin, no land annexation and suburban sprawl in
Lincoln.

Michael Les. Author. Reseville department of Parks and Recreation. 916 204 7602, Barbara
Hailer, Andrea Lee, Robert Lee. 303 Paddock court. Roseville, 35661, We are all members of
the clover valley foundation, placer land trust and the sierra club. We have lived in Roseville for



V7 vears,

Mary Ann Giezelman, 304 Paddock court. Roseville.

Thomas Ruthford. 103 Hobble cour, Roseville.

Kathieen Carson. 1207 branding iron way. Roseville,

Kate Lavrel]l. 1951 side saddle drive. Roseville, CA. 93661,
Pearl Rowedder. 1916 hackamore drive. Roscville.

Ron Coleman. 1979 side saddle way, Roseville.

Ed Haas. 1921 hackamore drive. Roseville,

Jeanne Cramer. 128 Cape cottage lane. Folsom, CA. 95630,
Michael Gervais. 1931 Branding Iren way, Roseville, Ca. 95661,
Shirley Brown. 1913 Johnson Ranch drive, Roseville,

Mike and Llvia McGuire. 1929 Johnson ranch drive, Roseville.
Careene Ezell. 300 Winchestier court. Roseville.

Bob Miller. 303 Remington court. Roseville.

Michael Gervats. 1931 Branding Iron way. Resewville, Ca, 95661,
Shirley Brown. 1913 Johnson Ranch drive. Roseville, Ca, 95661,
bMike and Elvia McGuire, 1929 Johnson Ranch drive, Roseville.
Careene Ezell. 330 Winchester ¢, Roseville,

Bob Miller. 303 Renungton ct, Roseville,

Robert Beingessner. 1932 Johnson Ranch drive, Roseville,
Stephen Franklin, 1945 Johnson Ranch droive, Roseville.

Steven Spangler. 1601 Winchesier way, Roseville.

Jess Stewert, Roseville, CA 95661

Albert Plarfie. 1510 Lariat Loop, Roseville,

Marilyn Glaspie. 1520 Lariat Loop, Roseville.

Larmy Rebnise. 1530 Larial Loop, Roseville,

Sharon D' Nelly-Warady. 1912 Hackemore drive, Roseville.

John GGeorge. 603 Falcon way. Roscville, CA, 95661

Brianna Littlejohn. 3227 Green springs way, Roseville, CA, 95747
Shauna Rudolph. 506 Geuysburg court, Roseville, CA. 95661,
Julie Ciming. 8248 Traif race drive, Roseville. 95747,

Lawren (linton and Mike Santf. 5548 Sage drive, Rocklin, CA, 95765,
Andrew Reeves. 1503 F street. Sacramento, CA, 95814,

April Farnham, 1176 Langaroft street, West Sacramento, Ca, 95691,
Alix Anast. 8318 Bellsbrae, Antelope, CA, 95843,

Carolyn Reichert. 256 Warm springs drive, Roseville, CaA, 95678
Sheila Roberts. 448 Howe Ave. Sacramento, CA, 93819,

Ashley Nojaomi. 9400 Richford lane, Granite Bay, CA, 95746,
Mike Durkee. 7579 Cherry Glen Ave, citrus heights, Ca, 95610,
Paulina Bolard. 6620 quail crossing lane, pranite bay, CA, 95746.
Rebecea Poage. 1213 Live oak lane, Avbum, CA, 95604,

Celest Denmis. 6527 halibul street, ¢citrus heights, CA, 95621,
lohn Burke. 1451 Rocky ndge drive, #1701, Roseviile.

Craig Cook. 5304 Leavitt way. Fair Oaks, Ca, 95629

Shelley Davis. 6831 ebony oaks place. Granite Bay, Ca, 95746,
Pat Fay. 9455 Qak leaf way. Granite Bay, Ca, 95746,

Ronald Pozzi. 8257 Lakeland drive. Granite Bay, Ca, 957486,

Ed Seaman. 2723 Musgrave Place, El Dorado Hills, Ca, 95762,

Judith Vincent. 7205 Antelope woods way, North Highland, Ca, 95660,

BErian Robertson. 1257 Barringtan lane. Lincoln. Ca, 95648
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Kenneth and Jesolyn Kars. 1700 karchner road, Lincoln, ca, 9564%.

Jeff Evans 27531 Combie road, Meadow Vista, CA, 95722,

Linda Westphal. PO box 2033, citris heights, CA, 9561 1.

Debra Huliman. 14170 green haven lane, grass valley, 95943,

Karen Allen. 35 pine crest drive. Applegate, CA 95703,

Julte Griffith. 14170 green haven lane, grass valley 95945,

K Bergmann. 15978 woodlake grass valley 959435,

Cenno Qheiro 21987 manzanita forest drive, Colfax CA 95713,

Ashley Luell. 12151 Griffin way, Auburnb CA. 935602,

Dustn Blackwell. 1533 South Auburn street, Colfax, CA

Kathleen R Arnold, 14 Salmon vista doive, Aubum CA

Patna Garcia 309 Hamnull ct. Roseville, CA 95747

Julie Garcia 1520 Pleasanmt grove blvd #121, Roseville

Kelly Alson., PO box 455, Colfax CA 95713,

Bonme Childs. 'O box 750, Applegate CA 95703

Marty Jacobs 735 Hamlett place, Colfax 95713

Michael Abhott 450 Fowler road. Newcaslle 95656.

Todd Martin. Scott Martin. Brian Martin, 885 While thorn drive, san Jose, CA 95128,
Ruby Lee. 699 south 14" street. San Jose, California. 95112, 408 267-1575

Janet Hailer. 13288 Charlotte drive. san Jose, Califomia. 95124, 408 369-1243
Andrea Helen Lee, #2™ east 3 street. Apartment 3D, New York, New York, 10003
Blake . Anderson. 212 16" avenue. Santa Cruz, California, 95062.

Martie Lee. 4848 Pauline court. Santa Rosa, California $5401,

Jeff Griffeath. 4848 Pauline court. Santa Rosa.

Erin and Mark Douglas. 1950 marsh creek court. Santa Rosa. 95403,

Taylor Kars and Adnan Souza. 5265 Edgewood drive, Paradise, Califorma. 530 864 5672,
Alex Pearson. 10646 Merriman road, Cupertino, CA 95014,

Yvelte Duarte. 10646 Mermiman road, Cuperting, CA 95014,

Helly Wade, 60 Kimble avenue, Los Gatos, CA 98030,

Carol Mellberg. 60 Kimble avenue. Los Gatos, CA 98030,
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AR
Melinda Harrell
From: Ann Holman ‘h .
Sent:  Monday, June 1, 2007 4:38 PM BOAR ﬂmm :
e el | AGENDAITEM |
To: Metinda Harreli j ‘a[
Subject: FW: Placer Vineyards Project not Following Placer County General F‘[an {0 m
H Vxﬂel_ﬂrds
For distribution. Ann Dris_ 7/ c:».m
3 Soard of Sunfrvisors - 5 '1‘
é'l"” KHO'!J;T_?”B g % Goanty Executive Office
erk ol the Soar Couithy Uounset
{530) 889-4040 X

From: Lisa Buescher

Sant: Monday, June 11, 2007 4:34 PM
To; Bruce Kranz; Mike Boyle; Ann Holman; Teri Sayad; Michael Johnson; John Marin; Linda Brown; Brian
Jagger, Ruth Alves; Jennifer Pereira

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

F¥l

Lisa Buescher

Supervisor Bruce Kranz

Placer County

330- 886 464’}'

From: BCGre::oC‘aol com [malltu BCGreco@anl. cc:m]

Sant: Sunday, June 10, 2007 11,55 AM

To: Lisa Buescher

Subject: Placer Vineyards Project not Following Placer County General Plan

Bruce Kranz
Supervisor District 5

Lear Supervisor Kranz,

This letter discuses the Placer Vineyards Project in regard to how it is not following the Placer Counly General
Plan in regard to developrment next to the Residential-Agriculture SPA areas. | am a SPA area homeowner with
5 acres o 8325 Locust Rd, My rural residential-agriculiure neighborhood consists of the area south of Baseline,
west and north of the Placer Vineyards project. The streets of my neighborhood are drawn in dark blue below
(Locust Rd., Newton St., Elder 5t., Lowell St., and Browning St). My neighborhood includes the majority of the
SPA area acreage. You may be aware that the SPA community has been meeting with Faul Thompsen
(Principal Planner} and Kent MacDiarmid (Developer Representative). Although some progress has been made
in regard 1o more proper buffers, in general they have not met our requesis,

1. We want the section of Locust Rd. in our Neighborhood to terminate before entering the top of the
New Piacer Vineyards Davelopment. | have illustrated this feature below. This is our top priority. It is
the only way to prevent massive north-south through traffic in my residentiat neighborhoad from the
tremendous amount of urhanization occurring in this whole region of Placer county.

Z. We want a few hundred feet of buffer.

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

Our requests are all fully supported by the specific wording of the Placer County General Plan.

6/11/20G7 *\5 ??
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pum—— ential Neighborhwd Streets

e Pl aceY Vine_yarufﬁ Streets
X = NO roads here

The Memorandum to the Honorable Board of Supervisors from Michael J. Johnson, Placer County Pianning
Director {Date: June 12, 2007; Subject: Placer Vineyards Specific Plan Public Warkshop No. 1) states the
applicants proposed amendments to the text of the Placer County General Plan:

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

Under Section 1 - Land Use 1.H.5. The Placer County General Plan states "The county shall require
development within or adjacent to designated agricultural areas to incorporate design, construction, and
maintenance technigues that protect agriculture and minimize confiicts with adjacent agricutturat uses”. The
Developer requests the added text; ", except as may be determined to be unnecessary or inappropriate within a
Specific Plan as part of the Specific Plan approval.” The Memorandum states additional other Developer
requested text changes designed to give the developer complete freedom in designing the agriculture to urban
Iransitions. This is & clear violation of belh the actual wording and spirit of the Placer County General Plan.

6/11/2007 3)??
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Below is a brief explanation of how the Placer County General Plan supports each of our requests:

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

However, we have already seen an increase in Locust Rd. traffic with just the miniscule amount of develapment
way over in Roseville and Rocklin. The Placer Vineyards plan is making Watt 8 regular lanes + 2 BRT bus
lanes. There is a massive distance between the 89/70 freeway ({via 2 Baseline Rd. lanes through Sutter County
where there is no widening planned by Sutter County) and Watt Ave. {which 15 already congested in
Sacramento where it presenily has 4 or 6 lanes). Several of us SPA residents commute into Down Town
Sacraments every morning and we know the quickest route is heading south on Locust. The Placer Vineyards
Plan states"east-west connector streets shall generally provide through connectlions between and through land
use areas while north-south connector streets may be more discontinuous, terminating at parks, open space,
and neighborhood entries”. Their plan provides very few paths deep into Sacramento. Their plan makes
Locust Rd. a major thoroughfare farced to funciion like Watt Ave. to provide long distance travel deep into
Sacramento. The Placer Counly General Plan states that thoroughfares should have no driveways allowed, we
have a lot of Locust Rd. driveways. People will not travel noith - south from or to Baseline Ra. through just the
new Placer Vineyards streets (Dyer Lane & 18th St. to Locust at the Sacramento border) when they can avoid
at least 3 extra signal lights by traveling through our neighborhoad. All these routes will be very congested.
There are in fact very few sireets in north Sacramento to plug into. The urbanization of both Placer and Sutter
county is never going to stop, New devetopments will continually be added in addition to the ones in lhe
planning stages we are currently aware of. We can not allow our residential neighborhoad to remain one of just
a few norib-south pathways between Sacramenio and Placer. Locust presently has hazardous right angle turns
in it; why not just have it cormne up from Sacramento into Placer Vineyards and sweep gracefully north-¢ast as 4
or § lanes and join into Dryer Lane and head north teward Brewer Rd. . They basically already have it drawn
that way in the plans, just need to add more lanes.

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

2. We want a few hundred feet of buffer. The best the developer has offered us is less than 100". The Placer
County General Plan devotes about ten pages to the topic of buffers batween residential areas and agricultural
areas. The Developer is Irying 1o avoid all these buffer requirements by proposing amendments to the text of
the Flacer County General Plan. The SPA areas are zoned Residential-Agriculture. The Placer County
General Plan states "The county shall encourage continued and, where posstble, increased agricuitural
activities on iands suited to agriculiural uses.” This message is repeated many times in the Placer County
General Plan. Some of us in my neighborhood have been talking about expanding our hobby gardens to
produce rmuch larger quantities and baving a Farmers' Market, The Placer Gounty General Plan states, "The
County shail support opportunities to promote and market agriculiural products grown of processed within
Fiacer County (such as Farmers’ Markels) as a part of the economic development activities of local agencies.”
and "The Counly shall permit stands for ihe sale of agricultural products in any agricultural land use designation
to promole and market those agricultural products grown or processed in Placer County " With the urbanization
occurring around us there would be great demand for fresh foods grown on our SPA area properties. Along
Baseline, Riego, and Walt Ave. I'm sure you have seen the rice fields. family owned sfrawberry fields with
roadside stands, and vineyards (the proposed development is called Placer Vineyards for a reason). | myself
grow table grapes and plan on expanding by planting a full 2 acre vineyargd. These are the types of agricultural
things done here. Not everycne in the SPA area is currently farming, but the Placer County General Plan fully
supports our Right-to-Farm. The development is called Placer Vineyards, well the Placer County General
Plan specifically requires a minimum 409 foot buffer zone between a new development residential structure
and an agricultural propeny line which does or realistically could have a vineyard. We have the right-to-farm.
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3. We want equestrian trails throughout the interior and perimeter open spaces of Placer Vineyards.
The Placer County General Plan states "The County shall support development of a Countywide trail system
designed to achieve the following objectives: .. d. Pravide for multiple uses {i.e., pedestrian, squestrian,
bicyclel” and "The County shall support the integration of public trail facilities into the design of flood control
facilities and other public works projects whenever possible.” and "The County shali continue to require
developers to finance and install pedestrian walkways, equestrian trails, and multi-purpose paths in new
develcpment, as appropriate.”

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

Flease make the Placer Vinayards Deveioper ang Paul Thompson the county's Principal Planner simply follow
the rules of the Placer County General Plan. We should have received these things without even having to ask
for them.

We are simply a low density residential agricuiture neighborhood and as the original south-west residents of
Placer County we certainly deserve o receive the most fundamental and universally accepted design principle
of residential neighborhoods which is the absotute pravention of through traffic. We are pretty much surraunded
by miles and miles of vacant land owned by the developers, fulfilling our request to block off the bottom of cur
ngighborhood and adding some additional lanes to a couple new Flacer Vineyards roads around us is cerlainly
no hardship to the developer or Placer County. 1t is simply the right thing to do.

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

Thanks for your time,
Bruce and Sherr Greco
8325 Locust Rd.
Elverla, CA 95626
916-992-6511

See what's free at ACL .com,
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PLACER COUNTY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

175 Fulweiler Avenue
Aubum, CA 95603

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

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

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

Secondary Concerns: Proposed butfer area in front of 8595, 8581, 8551, and 8560
Locust Road { SPA#1) is not adequate or comparable to other buffer areas. In addition,
the proposed PVSP low density zoning adjacent to SPA 1s inadequate.

. TRAFFIC FLOW - A suggestion to reduce and’or resolve iraffic flow on Logust from
impact of PVSP is for an additional 875 feet (+) of new roadway running to the south of
the cast/west portion of Locust Road. Attached 1s a diagram that illustrates the proposed
new road that would alleviate the expected new traffic. The new road would not connect
1o the current Locust Road {except in PYSP area) thereby maintaining a restdential traffic
flow. Even though this propesal will inconvenience the residents of our small
community, it was overwhelming accepted at the June 5™ community meeting as
represented (n Attachment 1.

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

4.2,



PLACER COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS PAGE 2

Because of the configuration of SPA#1, the proposed buffer/bern area is unacceptable.
By providing the replace road for Locust Roead this will eliminated the buffibern issue for
the proponent and SPA#1 residents.

Locust Road ends in Sacramento County approximately one (1) mile south of the SPA#1
area and intersects to the north at Baseline Road and the Sutter County hne. This may
make resolutions of traffic issues somewhat uncertain and also makes the area unique.
Unique, in that, Placer Country has no authority over traffic flow into or from these other
counties caused by PVPS and other developments. A new road would protect the current
residents of Locust Road from these uncertainties. The Proponent’s current plan is to
extend Locust Road behind and paraliel to Browning. However, the extension does not
connect to any roadway which will alleviate expected new traffic. This extension will at
some point connect to a thoroughfare. By not connecting the new extenston of Locust
Read to a thoroughfare at ime of contraction, the traffic will have to utilize Locusi to
reach Baseline (i.e. 99/70 and Roseville).

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

There are currently raptors, pheasants, quail, ducks, jack rabbis, natomas garter snakes,
toads, tree frogs, robins, killdeers, magpies, swallows, crows, and various other song
birds 1n the PVPS. Having larger lots adjacent to SPA will facilitate this wildhfe.

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

Concemed SPA Resident

John & Linda Page

8581 Locust Road

Elverta, CA 95626

916 991.6955 and/or ibird@vfr net

cc: F.C. “Rocky”, Supervisor Dist_ 1
R. Weygandt, Supervisor
J. Holmes, Supervisor
T. Gaines, Supervisor
B. Kranz, Supervisor
P. Thompson, Principal Planners
P. Vassion, Civil Engineer
L. Brown, Field Representative
Community Members Affected by the
Imminent Vineyards Project
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Ann Holman

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

Sent;  Monday, July 02, 2007 10:51 AM | o

mTTmo e .
To: Ann Holman; Mike Boyle H‘ LKSENDE FrEn o o0
Subject: FW: Placer Vineyards ;‘ . L—"L-'#l'\.j_}[_c_‘,_ﬂ ST " JUL S Lol
o LAEEy o 1
1[ Vidodds L)
Email from Roger Perkins regarding Placer Vineyards.;rl " gl&r(“ = BOAR ﬂm&
t wn, . S COan | - i
F Perkins {mailto:perks@ ] Bowm e T ﬁm‘ 07
rom: Roger Perkins { mailto: perks@wizwire.com T B Board ¢ S ome o m
Sent: Sunday, July 01, 2007 8:39 PM ﬂw? L perire -
To: Placer County Board of Supervisors A R G
Subject: Placer Vineyards A2 iy SOt
| m:ﬁ& e
To all Supervisors: R Planunsg,

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

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

Please reject this development.
Roger Perkins

11493 Sherwood Yay

- Auburn, CA 95602

823-0339

(Placer County resident since 1959)
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From: Michae! Neal [mbneal1115@yahoo.com %ﬁ-i ~¥3191'xf};61@37 - B4 fivard of Supewvisers - 5
Sent:  Sunday, July 08, 2007 2:45 PM agar V. g %39“”5‘! E"P‘"ﬁ";’-‘ Citice
. _ - : Counfy Sounse
: I dof S TR O ;
To Placer County Board of Supernvisors TR q _____ Q@Iﬂ_ _ u BRI (huee &"ﬁﬂ "

Suhject: Placer Vineyards .__p.,!._@_ﬂﬂl.i%.. o
Supervisors: As a 25 vear resident of Loomis who has watched in dismay as Placer County becomes
more claustrophobic every day with houses and malls and traffic, | am jolning with many n the county

to ask your opposition to the Placer Vineyard project. Do you honestly think your constitutents want
another 14,000 + homes and the attendant traffic and poltution problems that they bring with them..? 1
think not. As a Sierra Club member I am also concerned about the environmental damage that this
project would wreak on the Vernal Pools, habitat and wildlife of the proposed site. Can't you

please have the farsighted fortitude to finaliy say to a developer, " NO, enough is enough” .77? Thank
vou for your consideration of my position, Michael B. Nezl, 8320 King Road, Loomis 95650
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BRIAH ¥. HASSETT
15554 McELROY ROAD
MEADOW YISTA CA §5722
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To: Placer Department of Engineering Daie: June 25, 2007 Cof
and the Placer County Board of Supervisors

c¢: Placer County Planning Department From: Pauline Sakai
Enpineering & Redevelopment 2151 Baseline Road .
Roseville, CA 95747 F*™ %0 5 vy

Re: Danger on Baseline Road - getting worse JUN 28 2007
!
Hello All PO 1 A

I am a Placer county resident who lives at the intersection of Baseline Road and LongView. When |
first moved te Roseville 235 years ago Baseline Road was a two lane road full of pot holes and the land
across the road {(on Baseline) was a pasture for cows grazing, It was very pastoral and guiet place to
live.

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

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

Longview Dr.

J l concrete wall L_E"ﬁ!
@::]C_.r

concrete wall

!ff‘/;_/;"? '1
,;,’EL E‘] Baseline Road

f:::_—_::}

-

Sakai's private
Driveway

LEGEND: A= Tralfic from Longview trying to turn onto Baseline Road (east)
B= Approach 1o Sakai driveway
C= Increasing traffic along Baseling Road (east/west)

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

1of3
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This letter has been sent 1o the following:

Piacer County Supervisors
F. C “Rocky” Rockholm
Robert Wevgand:!

Jim Holmes
Kirk Uhler
Bruce Kranz

Public Works — Redevelopment

Richard Colwell
Rae James

Public Works — Engineering
John Weber

3 of3



June 235, 2007
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors:

}?sg L sy
Rocky Rockholm B L 0
Robert Weygandt i BETHE
Jim Holmes euand iEbdPelom
Kirk Uhler
Bruce Kraniz

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (5PA), ]
T f- f
5 /?)"’W 9*’1‘[ // ﬁs’f'ﬂmmm in favor of closing

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My

concemns over increascd traffic and dangerous roadways have lead
me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and
neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your
consideration and understanding in this meyt&jr?
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June 25, 2007
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors:

Rocky Rockholm
Robert Weygandt
Jim Holmes

Kirk Uhler
Bruce Krantz

As aresident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), 1
Lo, Cosstanou

am in favor of closing

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vinevard development. My
concemns over increased tratfic and dangerous roadways have lead
me to this conclusion. This wouid maintain the quality of life and
neighborhood feel of my community, Thank you for your

consideration and understanding in this matter.

’ Sincergly,
Yis M
s

o532 lovell SE v
address (\A_ C}g_ézﬁj
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June 25, 2007
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors:

Rocky Rockholm
Robert Weygandt
Jim Holmes
Kirk Uhler
Bruce Krantz

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), |
M&Eﬁ— ______amin favor of closing
[ocust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My
concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead
me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and

neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your

consideration and understanding in this matter.

Sincerely,

address

447



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

Rocky Rockholm
Robert Weygandt
Jim Helmes

Kirk Uhler

Bruce Krantz

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

Natbiem W, Witkinfon am in favor of closing

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My
concems over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead
me 1o this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and
neighborhood feel of my community, Thank you for your

consideration and understanding in this matter.

Sincerely,

W e W W bnsun

10 SLS Bmm;ﬁ Skt
Elerk 20dreSSgus 424,
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June 25, 2007
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors:

Rocky Rockholm
Robert Weygandt
Jim Holmes

Kirk Uhler
Bruce Krantz
As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA), |

\\ﬁf’,ﬁm%éf U nderwee A am in favor of closing

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyérd development. My
concems over increased tratfic and dangerous roadways have lead
me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and
neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your
consideration and undersianding in this matter,

Sincerely,

%}—Uh ’Lﬂf £ W-ﬂ

10 6en Browiniig G

Elveta (A addreks
TSede
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June 25, 2007
1o the Placer County Board of Supervisors:

Rocky Rockholm
Robert Weygandt
Jim Holmes

Kirk Uhler

Bruce Krantz

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

éLEMM [/Axﬁ&f&v’f«’ﬁrﬁ am in favor of closing

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My
concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead
me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and
neighborhood feel of my community. Thank you for your
consideration and understanding in this matter.

Sincerely, |

(0665 Orewnme ST ELreeT® G583,
address 4
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Jung 235, 2007
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors:

Rocky Rockholm
Robert Weygandt
Jim Holmes

Kirk Uhler
Bruce Krantz

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

A‘Vt 21 fﬂ AME jj@”f@i’@ am in favor of closing

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My

concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead
me 1o this conclusion. This would maintain the quality ot life and
neighbothood feel of my comimunity. Thank vou for your

consideration and understanding in this matter.

Sincerely, v
/

% S
[ A4 “ﬂtm boiieqs.

. Raul VR ' b=
OAOL Koty T
address !
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June 235, 2007
To the Placer County Board of Supervisors:

Rocky Rockholm
Robert Weygandt

Jim Holmes
Kirk Uhler
Bruce Krantz

As a resident of the Special Planning Area (SPA}, |

. | ;
i AV .g}?z’g[tﬁ am 1 favor of closing

Locust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My
concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have 1ead
me 10 this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and
\

neighborhood teel of my community. Thank you for your

consideration and understanding 1n this matter.

/" Sincerely
/ TRt A »Zﬂ;{@/

//)\/D /Z/,é/{//_é}(,

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

Rocky Rockholm
Robert Weygandt
Jim Holmes

Kirk Uhler
Bruce Krantz

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

NG L S 7T am in favor of closing

[.ocust Rd north of the proposed Vineyard development. My
concerns over increased traffic and dangerous roadways have lead
me to this conclusion. This would maintain the quality of life and
\

neighborhooed feel of my community. Thank you for your

consideration and understanding in this matter,

Sincerely,

ié/«*x?// A

P73 A 124 I
address

Hy



yne 25 2007

Placer County Board ol Supervisors
“ie Hocky Rockhohn, Mr. Robert Woygandt: Mr hm Holmes, Mr. .cd Cames: Mr, Bruce Kranz

Placer Couaty Planning Comiussion
Vi1 Noe O Frerres: Mr Kenneth Denie, M James Foroman, Mr. Michacl S1afford; Ms Mhchelle Bums, Mr.
Lany Sevison, Mr. Gerald 1. Bieninall, Jr.

west Placer Municipal Adwvisory Counsil N
Mrs Claudette A Mitchel-Wemmantel, Mr Barry Stllman, Mr Geeree Brown; Ms Dixie Aller, Mr. Terty
Dee Webb

Maywan Krach

Placer Clounty Communily Development Resource Agency
Envirgnmentsl Coordination Scov.ces

3053 County Cemer Dinve

Aubum, C4 95603

Re: Community Comments on the Jast EJR lor the Placer Vineyard Specific Plan
Dear Representatives and County Agencies-

we are property and home owners in the mea of this project (as Know ns the Special Planming Aiga ot SPA)
After caieful consicerauan, we are in favor of the closure ol Locust Road 1 order 1o retain our quality of hfe
and safety of cur homes. funulecs and business We believe this is the only way we can ensure the safety of our
small communaty. Locast Road s ihe onty road i the SPA which under the curvent proposal allows for traffic
flow in and out of the preposed communily, We don’t beligve it 1s 1t our Destinterest io add the traflic o our
savall consniunity roads, wlnch will werease sccudents and propery damages.

Wi have oxpressed our concems 1 two previous letters, dated. May &, 2006 and again May 7. 2007 {which we
have enclosed copies) will ihe Yosc of our tural hife siyle, set back dssoes, tralfic control, nose and logs of
propenty  We have attended meelings of the Wesl Placer Municipal Advismy Councii und earlizr Planning
mectings of the Board of Supervisors. Being exisiuag ressdents of Placer County we have uxpectations {hat our

pewds wiki he addressed. Butinis apparent 10 us tiat even though we have expressed our Concorms numcrous
nmes our néeds have been marginelized.

we understaind we wall not be able (o stop the development and al this point weleome a planned community that
altows us 1o live our Tifestyle at the same g we co-exnt with the addiional communsty yembers. 17 Placer

County decides 1o recogmze and serve atl the commumlies necds and desires, we will support logical growth for
Cur afed,

Since

sty the undeisigned propety and crjncrs i the effected ajea-

’/'? N
¢ L e Cxt‘l g e

Jétce/ind Duane Renison, residents and owners of 8450 Locust Road, Elverta, CA 95626, parcel #023-060-
(71-000 and 10355 By owing Strcet, pATbei A23-060-025- (00, Mailing address F.O Box 526, Flvesa, CA

05624, Plone number (W16) U1.0563 /{/

A o 37
Ind-Rendyon-Weaver and Sean e.wer residers and owners of 8484 Locust Roud, Cheeit, OA 95020

Mahing address, P.O. Box 520, Elverta, CA 95626, Phonc nmunber (916) 991-5044

ALg



May 1, 2007

Maywan Krach

Macer County Community Development Resource Agency
Environmental Conidinanon Services

3091 County Cenier Drive

Auburny, CA 25003

Placer County Baard of Supervisors
Placer Coumty Planning Comnussion
Wesl Plucer Mumcipal Advisory Council

Re: Community Comments on tlie last EIR for the Placer Vineyard Specilic Plan
Dear Representatives and County Agencies-

We are property and honie owners i the adjoning or general arca ol his project {as know as the Specual
Plaming Arch or SPAY. We understand the Placer Coumy will soun review, comment and rule an the latest
Envircrunenial impact Report conceming the Placor Vineyards Speciiic Plan {PVSP)  As residences of
property that is directly adjacent to this development we are very concermed about tae plans and regulabinns
whngh have heen e¢f out for our arza. We have serious concemns about the planned set back distances {including
Iimited Jandscaping, no mention of henns, o1 openispint rm) fencing), traffic controls, and sound mitigation Cur
concems are as [ollows

1-Set Backs- We feel the planmed se1 back disiunces arc inadequale  Qur ared s mainly rural agricu ltorat,
focnsed on ranth type properties. The bulk of the commumy rarses large und small furm ainmals for food, sale
and pieasure. 1hese mclude but are not himried o cows, goals, sheep, pigs, horses. mules, donkays, lamas,
chickens, dogs and cals  We arc ithe ewners and operalors of an cquesirian facihiies on Locus! Road and we
undersiand thiere will be a road running paralle 10 our coversd arcna, 50 we have concems for the salety of not
oniy family and our amals, but 1he salcty of our hoarders and there ammals under our care.

Duc to this “small farm™, agricultural hfe siyle, we know thut there 1s a nced for a greater sepaiation from Lhe
developtng community and the exishing homes, fanms and properties. The separation ts needed not only 1o
prolect our exasiing lifestyle, bul also to protect the new development fram all the covirenmental intrusions thal
come with faom anunuls A sct back distance greater than the stated 84 feet is needed, especially considennyg
that the roadways are included m the imeasurement of this set back distance  There 15 no mention of sound
absomption berms, bemed Jandscaping or split ral fencing stated in the community plan

During the last West Placer MAC meeting, hebd April 12, 2007, the Placer County Representaiive making his
Plucer Vineyards presentation would not comimit 10 us thal Placer Cowmty would aid in protecting our guality of
e We find thes s tetally unecceplable and s nol the treatment we expect [rom our representafives.

Y20



3-Traffic Cantrol- Rigin now, 1here is no suntable design for control of speed and traffic flow through out area
This 15 complelely madequale and caises us greal distress. Basching presently acls as a major thoroughfate 1o
and from mazor wterstates including Highway 99 and 70 and 65 und Tnlgrstate R Ag development conliines in
the Placer County area more and more commuters have grown 1o use Locust Road as g cul ofl durirg There daidy
commute 10 aud o work in the greatcl Sacramento arca. This incegase in traffic 1o our dreas a constant
threal (o our hame, children, animals and property  Vehicles are continually running through fenemg, onio vur
yards and pasiures. This trafiic scrves the Placer County foetlulls commanines of Lincaln, Stanford Ranch, wnd
Roseville expansions. This Lidaul wave of wralfic needs (o be distnbuted wore efficently over a broader area on
road wavs designed 10 gecommodate such levels of traffic flow.

3-Sound Mitigation-Roud noise is presently wnaccepiable. The EIR wnd the PVSP does not detanl prachices or
enneered solutions for ihe current and addinonal increases n noise from an cxponential merease of waffic
ronted through Baschine Road and onto simaller surfuce streels such s Locusl Road.

W2 want to control the oulcome of how this project contnues m our srea We know the project wath go

e ard, bl we do not want our area 10 become anvther wogontrolled growih area such 25 Amelope or North
Nalomas development. We will accopt development that bungs desirable environments, such asn Gramie Bay,
hriny us well nlanned roadways and distributed bike paths, walking paths and equestnan trails. Smat grlowla
should be Placer County focus, leaning heav:ly 1owards smaller, well-planned communities that included town
ceniers, planned schools and parks and carefully controlled noise nnd taffic. i Placer County decides to
recognize and serve all the communities needs snd desires, we will support logieal grawth for our arca,

Finally, we were informcd that there are several upeoming community workshops related to Lthis and other

nearby Piacer County developmems. Pieaye consader holdmyg planning meetings and other pentinent activities
during evenings and weekends. so residences of the effected arca can attend these meetings,

Sincerely the undersigned property and owners in the effacted arca-

Cos »

Joyce and Duane Renisow. residents and ownevs of 8450 Locust Read. Elveria, CA 95626, parced #023-060-

U21-030 and 10335 Browiny Street. parcel #023-060-025-000, Mailing sddress P O Box 520, Elverta. CA
V3626, Phone aumber (916} 997-0563

Ting Renison-Weaver and Sean Weaver, residents and awners of 8484 Locust Road, Elverta, CA 95626
Maihng 2ddress. P O Box 520, Elverta, CA 95676, Phone pumber {(916) 991-5004
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May 10 2006

Placer County Planning Commissien
Board of Supervisury

11414 B Avenue

Aubum, TA 35603

Re: Placer Vineyard (PEIR 120040655/SCH #1999062020), Revised Draft Environ ments! Impact Repert
(E1R)

To the Board and Coemmission-

We are property and home owners in the adjonmg or gencral arca of this projeet (s know as the Special
Pianmog Area of SPAY  Simce we are not able 1o attend publie feanng an the Plan on May 11, 2006 a1 10:45
am we wish 1o you 1o add our wrstlen comiments and concams regardimy the Plan and Projecs

Quality of Life-

Wwe moved 1o this ures 1o enyoy a rural life style and the development of propenty to the density proposed will
hring the end 10 ot couniry bfe und “meve™ os ino the wban city. We have horses, chickcns, animals, gardens
and a peacefnl existing with our surroundings  Wild birds and amimals run through open pastures. Wih
developmicnt comes the end of much al our quality of ile. As arimals are pushed out of open areas the will
attempt 1o relocate to ad:acenl properties. this will inctude rodents which will take up “home™ in our homes,
garages, bams, owtbuildings and property. What will the developers do 1o mitigaie these 1ssues affecting the
current proparty owners?

Water Availability:

Currently we oblam 0w weater from underground welis and s s development conmies into play, we believe our
watcr wall he affected [ water for the developnient 1s obtuined from ground souices and wells, our current well
fevels wall diop as the water table drops in response 1o additona! usage. The purtty and qualiy of our water
will ne affected Dy s development.

Sewer and Drainage and Flood Contral-

Duning winter stonns our roads Mood and drawy ditches over il with storm water  As new development occurs
more flood and low Tying lands uie covered and build up, th.s will cause meie flooding than we currenily
expenience i the aregd  The levy system is taxed in our custent yiuation and we do not won 12 add more waler
lo this under-maintained system. Adequale scwer sysicm must be deveioped 10 handle this new development a8

curvently property owners have no county maintained sysiem, but use scplic sysiems on 1liere property. The
current drain diiches need 16 be keep clean and mamiained 1o mitigate (loods siiualions.

Vraffic and Safety-

We expenicnee many accdents on the roads in our arey and currently our lences and property 1 damaged us
more people and cars at added poing at a faster and faster speed there wall be more sccidents in our arca. We
request thal the developers mingale the rralfie sncation and all nouse levels oM new consiructions arcas along

with thearaffic We wish 1o bave speed humps o traffie and speed mitigation to slow traific on developed and
-.:J'.i[ing rofs



Property Peotections and Services-

Wwe do not have adequate police and (ire pratection 10 accommodate this development without increasing such
scrvices inour area Wb new development we expacl we will have more crime and the necd for more police
profection,

Schools and Libraries and Open Areas and Parks-

Owr schools are older in the arca and there are no bbranics in the area, tns development will need 10
accommadate such services 1o the area As the Projeet imglndes parks and open areas, who will mamlaim these
paikwuys, bikcways and open arcas? Who will pay for the water, unilities end services required o mamitain
these arcas?

Loss of Praperty through Right of Ways and Widening of Roads-

Improvements are proposed o widened Locusl Road 1o County standards and add new roacways adjucent 1o
existing property ownels. We wish 1o know wiatis "Counly standards™ and how mwch of our land would be
takan from the cxasting property We do nol want our current property sizes ieduced in order 10 widor roads.
Even through the Coumy would pay the property owner for the propeny acguned, cur homes would be closer 1o
roacdhways Lhan the currently are situated. This would be not an acceptable situaban as more road noisce and
threat o property would veewur 1 new roads are proposed these roads should not be taken from gxisting land
owners 1ot direct wvobved sn the project. Adl read nghi of ways should be allocated from the developed
property and wot those not s pariy o the developmert. Propeny at 8450 Locust Road has buildings on the
adjpcent property hnes and 1l roads are developed on the Project the property owner does not wand thore land
taken wi'h rnadway essessient and buldings threatencd or required 10 be relacated 1n 1his process.

Expected Permits and Use-

At 8450 Locust theve 1s a fannty busiess ran throueh o Multipie Use Permit for a horse stable, wilt tis
development affect this busimess? Wb new wiban Jevelopment next {o a horse stable, the new property owners
will have complams regardimy “city” folks moving 1o the country, Wedo not want a new developmient 1o push
out Ihe existing business and residents We do not wish 1o have the higher densiy development us sugyesied 1y

the aliemate plan, as we bearve more people pushed closer lopcihar next 1o rural openy 15 not the best plan
fur our wea

Timeline and Notice-

We would ask that you keep us advised of the tmeline of this project and provide adequate notice of meetmgs
and required filings. Most of the effecied property owners wi the ared work during the day and do nol live in
Auburr, so meeting in our arca and afler work wouid be appreciated. Since we have not been allowed adequate
time to rescarch 3nd oblan formation regarding this development and the elfecis to the enfire area and projecl,

we havencinded our known issue. But we reserve the right 1o bring up addinonsi issues and factors as they arc
revealed

Sinccrely the undéersigned property and owners inthe chbaka- .

Joyce and Duanc Renison, residents and owners of 8450 Locust Road, Etverta. CA 95620, parcel #023-060-
D21-OM and 10355 Browing Sircel, parce! #023-060-025-000, Mailing address P O Box $20 klvera, CA
95626, Phone number (910} 991-11563

Tina Renison-Weaver and Sean Weaver, residents und owners of 8454 Locust Road, Elverta, CA 75020
Mailing address, .0, Box 520, Clverta, CA 95626, Phare number (2163 991.5094

Sue and Walter Wyllie, residents and owners of 8399 Locust Road, Elverta, ©CA 95626, pacel & L marhmig
adthiess, PO, Bos 1082 Elveria, TA 35620

AR
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The Sarramento Metro Chamber, representing nearly 2,500 membe- busincsses ]'P-“l:::h![d:':ﬂ:
and business organizations throughour the six-county Sacramento region, seives as oo
the region’s vaice of busincss and is the leading proponent of regional cooperation Bruna Gaben
on issyes affecting business, economic development and quality of life. R it gt
Krizhnt Doutggivan
Over the last several years. the Mewra Chamber has been ane of the main — i
i . " " . B S L

proponents che SACOG Preferred Blueprint Scenario. "Bluepnint” as it is Dol Horizy
. . . s . ; Gengy Mgt

commonly known, prm.-'ldes a rcglona! land use guide that encourages growth in a e o s
smarcer, more respensible and coordinatad way. By Sagar
e Wil
, A , . Temeeg Lot Cre

The Bluepiint preferved scenario shows that if the Sacramento region grows in a A CTyhr
marc sustzinable manner, we can minimize traffic congestion and serve to improve ) | Pesens
SR g CpAnyy

ar quality. This approach also allows us to maximize the use of existing crirical Jim il

infrastructure that helps to support improved housing affordabilicy,
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ALy gu Boprecentatiee,

By design, the Blueprint is only a guideline. In ovder for Blueprint to be successful, Ry Bonoersr
iocal land use agencies need to authorize projects that incorporate Blueprint B A
densitics and smart growth principles. Ye believc it is important that developers ey Ftoande:
and public officials know that the Sacramenio region’s business cammunity supports Vs e e

Blueprint. and encourages the develepment and approval of projects consistent DPevoril Py

with the densittes and smart growth principles ¢ontained within Blugprint.

We respectfully request that you direct staffl to develop the necessary
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e vbup 3l et e
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documentation in order to consider the Plazer Vineyards Blueprint alternative. oty P Aite e i

Sincerely,

)tttk L

Matthew R. Manood
Fresident & CEQ

Cc Placer County Board of Supervisars
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