
From: g~lbert cox [g~lbert-c2002@yahoo corn] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2007 5 06 PM 
To: Terry Bennett 
Subject: Penryn Town homes Project 

Regarding the 23 Penryn town homes project, I think its a bad' fit for the. area and does 
not reflect the wishes of our community. It seems as though, lately, our comments in the 
MAC meetings are falling on deaf ears in regards to high-density housing in a mostly rural 
agricultural-residential area. Although the Penryn corridor seems to have allowances for 
mixed-use, most of the project slated seem to be for high-density housing and the planning 
dept:seems to be going with that line of thought. I understand about the mixed-use of 
the Penryn corridor but developers have moved to the other side of freeway on Penryn Rd. 
and are proposing Morgan Orcha,rds 68 town homes and the Penryn Mini-Storage across the 
street 
(520units) zoned 4.6 minimum acres 
residential-agricultural land next to my house on 5 acres. It appears these projects are 
moving forward. 
I feel like there is an open door for all of these projects to go through without 
consideration of the residents who moved here to get away from high-density living and 1 
am not alone in feeling this way. 
Although the planning dept. are the professionals in these projects, and we are learning 
the development process ,we still have the vote in elections in Placer Co. for elected 
officials and at that time are voice will be heard. 
Sincerely Gil Cox 

Fussy? Oplnlonated? Impossible to please? Perfect. Joln Yahool's user panel and lay I.C On 
us. http://surveylink.yahoo com/gmrs/yahooganel-lnvlte asp3a=7 

ATTACHMENT H 



Terry Bennett - -- --- 
From: Ar~ettafrank@aol com 

Sent: Thursday, July 26, 2007 10 03 AM 

To: Terry Bennett 

Subject: Planning Comm~ss~oners 

Ay name is Ar~etta Balestrer~, and my husband, Frank, and I reslde at 2889 Penryn Road 

-he Penryn Townhomes project IS counter to our commun~ty plan and does not f ~ t  w~thln the guldellnes of the Horseshoe 
3arlPenryn Community Plan 

ve  are strongly opposed to thrs project takrng place The Impact on the environment would be too destructive to say the least 
only need travel on 1 80 In any dlrectlon to experience the trafflc The more vegetation cut down, the more we contrrbute to 

~lobal warmlng There IS no difference between cuttlng down the rarnforests and clearlng land In our vlcrnlty 

'lease do not contr~bute to the demlse of thls beautiful country We do not want to loose our peaceful ~0mmunlty 

;~ncerely, 
\I retta Balestrerr 
'rank Balestrer~ 

;et a sneak peek of the all-new AOL corn 



rerv Bennett - --- - 
From: Delnofarnily@aol.com 

Sent: Thursday, July 26, 2007 1.27 PM 

To : Terry Bennett 

Subject: Keep Penryn Pr~stlnel 

)ear Planning Commission: 

Ve moved our family to Pretty Penryn from the big city to raise our children in the country in 
1000. In those 7 years, we have seen major development moving closer to our little quiet 
own. We purchased a copy of the 7994 community plan and were happy to see that everyone 
greed to keep the quiet and sleepy tone of this old fashioned country town. Lately we have 
een too much happen too fast and not in line with the promises made in that document. 
'lease keep the development to the incorporated areas of Rocklin and Roseville. We would 
lave moved there if we wanted al l  the hustle and bustle and crowds. 

We beg of you to keep Penryn Pristine and perfect as it was the day we moved here! THANK 
'OU! 
1s: The Penryn outlets and signage entering Penryn i s  awful and quite cheesy. The first sign of 
'enryn from the freeway i s  out of place stores, high density condos and cheap signs with 
outlets"! Then "massage" signs and such. That whole entrance to our town i s  terrible and those 
tores are not needed there. They are completely out of place. I go by there al l  the time and no 
lne i s  in the parking lots! 
3Ve were also disappointed to see the 1st and only stoplight installed to our town! 
rhank you 
The Delno Family 
lonna Stefan Katherine and Patrick 
l iablo View Lane, PENRYN! 

3et a sneak peek of the all-new AOL corn 



rerry Bennett 
--- - - ---- 

From: Debb~ Carr [debb~ccc@yahoo ~ o m ]  

Sent: Thursday, July 26, 2007 1 54 PM 

To: Terry Bennett 

Subject: Penryn Townhomes-August 9th Plann~ng Meet~ng , 

:ar Planning Department: 

y hcsband and I live at 7610 Logan Lane. We have lived there 23 years. Recently we have been attending the Penryn 
AC meetings (not knowing that it even existed until this year). 

1 

e are against the 23 Penryn Townhomes to be approved located on Penryn Rd, between Penryn Outlets and existing 
rsery. 

ter  listening to everything said at the MAC meeting we want the planning department to know that we are totally 
ainst these type of homes being built in our community. As we review the comments from our neighbors, some of 
10 were on the original board for setting up the community plan for Penryn, we agree that 'IN THE SPIRIT" of what 
: Penryn Plan says about Density and commercial--for the benefit of the community--we agree with the "Spirit of the 
iginal Plan". 

hat would be the benefit be to those who live in Penryn if this project was to be approved? The roads are already 
er crowed--1 can hardly get out of Logan Lane onto Taylor roads at 6:45 in the morning. I now have STOP LIGHTS 
tting onto the freeway and off. M a t  would more houses and people do for those who already live here? The schools 
: overcrowded, the roads not wide enough or big enough. The shopping in nearby Loomis is already overburdened 
th people people people. What is in it for Penryn? 

e need some commercial projects, parks,walking paths and playgrounds for our community. 

ease do not pass the project on the 23 town homes to be built on Penryn Road. 

~ a n k  you for your consideration and for listening to our input. 

ncerely, 

zbbi and Bill Carr 
; 10 Logan Lane 
:nryn, CA 95663 

ike the Internet to Go: Yahoo!Go puts the Internet inyour pocket: mail, news, photos & more 



Terry Bennett 
-- --- 

From: Mr Bungles [drewrad@hotma~l com] 

Sent: Thursday, July 26, 2007 3 40 PM 

To : Terry Bennett 

Cc: drewrad@hotma~l com 

Subject: Attn Planning Comm~ss~oners - Penryn Townhomes 

Jtn: Planning Commissioners for Placer Co. 

rom: Andrew Radakovitz, resident of Penryn 

PO Box 623, Penryn, Ca 95663 

)ear Planning Con~missioners, 

would like this letter to be entered into the record and read at the August 9th, 2007 meeting for the Penryn 
'ownhomes Project located between the Penryn Outlets and the existing nursery right off of Penryn Road and 
ext to the freeway: 

1st over 3 years ago, my wife and I and our two boys(age 6 and 3) moved from Stanford Ranch in Rocklin to Penryn. 
Je were tired of the suburban sprawl and rows of rows of track homes and wanted a choice, something different. We 
hose Penryn because we absolutely fell in love with the landscape of the area and wanted a small town to raise our 
hildren with an accompanying small town school. Loomis, Penryn, Newcastle and Ophir all stand out in Placer 
'ounty as a natural historic element to the region. The pasture, the cows, the mandarin orchards and palm trees along 
nglish Colony Way are a welcome alternative to the empty feeling one gets by driving through Rocklin. 

'my wife and I would have known prior to moving here that Penryn's rural nature was going to be compromised by 
evelopers, we would have never come. here. We looked to the general plan as a concisely written document, capturing 
ie intent of the community by people who lived here. As someone who attends MAC meetings regularly and as a 
xident of Penryn, I can assure you that this development is not something I would want in my community. And I also 
on't understand how language itself becomes bastardized of meaning to the point where commercial is akin to 
:sidential. Either language itself is a compact, a trust, or it is not  language. It is something altogether disingenuous. 
:ommerciall comes to us from the root word of 'commerce'(verb), something to transact, a business or trade. 
tesidential' comes ro us  etymjologically from the root word 'reside' or residence(noun), a place to call home. To link 
ie two diametrically opposed words into one, is dishonest sleight of hand. And the general plan itself does not 
:cornmend high density development period, end stop. 

.nd with all due respect,'l don't care how many planners recommend these Penryn Townhomes. Either they do not live 
ere or they need to read our community plan. There's quite a lot of things I myself could recommend in other 
eighborhoods, however, if you were to, say, live in Rocklin, I would hope that whatever my recommendations were, 
ley would lend themself to the tone and intent of the area. Let's not make a mistake. A poorly planned, mismanaged, 
ybrid community 10 to 15 years from now will leave us all feeling disconnected from the intent of this area. And I 
:spect you all, which is why 1 am warning you to tread carehlly here. It is important to retain the integrity of each 
2mmunity. That is not to say that communities don't accomodate change, but it is to say that Placer County residents 
eserve a choice of where to live. If I wanted to live in Rocklin, I would move to Rocklin. It is only 3 miles away I 
hose not to. Please, do not take away our choice by forcing something onto a community that has expressly and clearly 
ated its desjre in its community vlsion plan. Some people want to live in Rocklin. They don't like Penryn. God bless 
lem. Some people are just the opposite. However, if we take away Penryn's ability from being Penryn by erecting 
igh density track, then there's no choice. Pemyn's gone. 



ye  are already experiencing enough encroachment as it is with the Sierra College exit skyline being razed to zero to 
mbrace Sam Walton's dream. I grew up in the area. Its sad to see. Rocklin gets the tax base. Loomis, one football 
ield away, suffers the impact on infrastructure. Nice. 

suppose we could keep carving up the land right up 1-80 all the way to Reno, NV. But, at some point, I would hope 
$at the planning commissioners would address the concerns of the residents along the way. The residents of Penryn 
ave spoken, very clearly, in the general plan. No high density development. Why would a 
?commendation be made which is contradictory to what caused me to move to Penryn? Again, if I wanted high 
ensity, it is 3 short miles away. It is called Rocklin. And add to that what they are doing in West Roseville out to 
'iddjment 'Farms' and beyond, there is ample choice for people to live in the area of Placer Country without 
ompromsing sacred farmland and historical quarries. Indeed, with Bickford and Clover Valley on the way, we are 
]ready getting pinched out due to derelict planning, If people want to live in Placer County and want a low cost 
lternative, they exist ... everywhere, from apartments to condos to duplexes. Rocklin is 3 miles away. 3 miles. Why 
retend its not? 

'hank you for hearing my concerns and I appreciate your time, 

indrew Radakovitz 

3 16)997-8546 

- - -- 

!aft get caught with eg? on your face. Play Chicktionary! 



Terry Bennett - - 

From: Scott Jordan [scottjordan@ncbb net] 

Sent: Sunday, July 29, 2007 7 41 PM 

To : Terry Bennett 

Cc: Leah Rosasco, Placer County Plann~ng 

Subject: Penryn Parkway 

)ear Terry, 
has come to my attention that you are preparing a packet of information that will be presented to the Placer 

Zounty Superv~sors on August 9th regarding the Penryn Townhomes Project. I would l ~ke  to add my 
entiments to the packet if it is possible. 
strongly disagree with the Placer County Planer that stated at the Penryn Mac 
neeting she recommends approval of the project for the following reasons. 

) It is not consistent w,ith the existing propertyuses. 

) This project is in violation of ~ e n j n  Horseshoe Bar Community Plan due its density 
nd lack of a mixed use component. ( I believe its page 25 or 29) 

) IF this project is allowed it would set another precedent for future development of like 
ind. 

'his area was clearly designated for mixed use commercial and residential. A comment 
das made by the presenter of the project the area was not conducive to that type of 
levelopment. I believe that if people were to go to old town Auburn, down town 
Bewcastle, Placerville, Truckee, Lake Tahoe they would see some of the same terrain that 
las been successful as a mixed use area. i 

'here are other projects on the horizon that I have some of the same concerns for. I do 
lot believe our area has the capability to handle al l  the added stress on its current, or 
lurposed infrastructure. 

Infortunately I will not be able to attend the Supervisors meeting on the 9th due to a 
amiDy vacation planned months ago, so please feel free to contact me if you desire 
urther dialog on this, or other projects in the Penryn area. 
tes pectively , 

k o t t  Jordan 
ordan Family Farms 



Terry Bennett -- ------- ------ - --- 
From: Sasko, M~chael C [mlchael c sasko@pflzer com] 

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 10 15 AM 

To : Terry Bennett 

Subject: For Plannlng Comm~ss~oners, Please Forward 

?ar Placer County Planning Commissioners, 

irn writ~ng to strongly voice my OPPOSITION to the PENRYN TOWN HOME PROJECT. 

; a former member of the Penryn MAC and as a concerned cltlzen, thls project IS a d~rect v~olatlon of the Penryn Horseshoe Bar 
3mmunlty Plan 

le Penryn Town Homes Project IS a h~gh  dens~ty res~dent~al 3 1 acre s~te  poslt~oned In the now beaut~ful Penryn Parkway I have 
tached a parcel llstlng to show HOW D~fferent thls project IS from the ~t ne~ghborlng 10 acre parcels 

ear that ~f your Commiss~on approved the Penryn Town Homes project, ~t would be the first piece of a puzzle of 111-designed, high 
lnslty hous~ng masslng all the commerc~al zones parcels In thls area Thls project, a proposed clrcle of du-plex houses does not 
our community and would be lmposslble to integrate Into any future development plans It IS an example of "make a quick buck 
~d leave" mental~ty all to common wlth today's developers 

ease defend our Penrvn - Horseshoe Bar Community Plan and VOTE NO on the Penryn Town Homes prolect at vour 
eeting on August 9th. Thank vou 

zgards, 

/lichaeCSasEo 
130 Penryn Estates Drrve 
?nryn, California 
16) 802-0638 phone 
16) 652-3427 fax 
rchael c sasko@pfrzer corn 



Terry Bennett 
- -- ------ -- 

From: Chuck-Muriel Dav~s [chamdav~s@yahoo ~ o m ]  

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 8 02 AM 

To: Terry Bennett, M~chael Johnson, Leah Rosasco 

Cc: Andrew Radakov~tz, Michael Sasko, FredandL~nda Wtllrams, Gary Cherrs, Stefan Delno, Gordon Robblns, K Tanson, 
Jim Holmes, Placer County Plann~ng, Ruth Alves 

Subject: To Planning Commissioners - Penryn Townhomes Project 

E: PENRYN TOWNHOMES - PSUB - T20060767 

'0: Planning Commissioners: 

lease vote NO on this Penryn Townhomes project! 
'our NO vote will protect and preserve our Penryn community "as a scenic, 
,anquil, rural-reside~tial community" as stated in the goals of the 
.orseshoe BarJPenryn Community Plan(HBPCP): .This project does not fit 
le goals and intent of the HBPCP for the Penryn Road area. 

he Penryn Parkway, the area on Penryn Road where this Penryn Towd~omes project is 
)cated, was intended in the HBPCP "to encourage a compact, commercial core to serve the overall Penryn area, 
rereby elzrninatlng the needfor scattered 
3mmercial sites wzthin the outlying rural areas of Penryn Thzs would reduce the 
?tentin1 conjlzcts with locatzng commercial uses ad/acent to residential areas, 
. ~ d  allow ample vacant commercial property to serve the Penryn area 
troughout the Zfe of the Community Plan " 

lso, the HBPCP states within the Land Use section, that 
Vo dwelling units are assumed for the commercial designations even though multifamily residential is permitted 
ithin the implementing zoning district." 

he Penryn Parkway is not intended to have the high density that exists in this project. According to the HBPCP, high 
znsity is in one location: 
The HDR designation is provided in only one location within the Plan area 
represents the smallest land use designation and comprises 12 acres, or .07% 

fthe Plan area. Thls designation is located immediately adjacent to 
uburn-Folsom Road at the far southwestportion of the Plan area, and 
.cognizes an existing older mobile home park " 

s you can see by even these few quotes, this project does not follow the goals and 
:quirements of the HBPCP. 

nother reason to reject this project and vote NO, is that the mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), is incorrect in 
:veral places where items should have been 
~arked : 'Potentially Significant Impact'. I have listed some of these items: 

ems IX-2, 7 : This project definateIy conflicts with the HBPCP policies and would 
ter designated land use. These should not be "no impact" as marked. 

em XII-1: This project would result in a substantial increase in population; esp. 
~nsidering that a nearby 85-townhome/commercial project is under construction. 
his should not be marked 'no impact'. 



:ems XIII-3,4: How can a pbssible increase of 46-69 students at Penryn Elementary 
:hool be considered 'no impact'? And, the increase in traffic would definately create 
1 impact on road maintenance on Penryn Rd & nearby roads. 

:ems XV-1,3,8: These traffic issues caused by this project will not be resolved by 
3llect3ing fees for an improvement fund, as proposed. Already, Penryn Rd, English 
olony, and Taylor Rd has increased in traffic load, accidents and near-miss accidents 
1 the last couple of years. Some of this traffic comes from the new residents in the 
incoln area who drive through Penryn. Can you imagine what increase in traffic 
[ill occur once Bickford Ranch is completed? Lately, there is a backup at the lefi turn lane at that new light at the 1-80 
lterchange, so that it's difficult for people to turn leit out of the outlets. If this project is allowed to go in, the traffic 
rill be a huge 
npact, just from people taking their children to & from school several times a day. 
.]so, I think a 2005 traffic study is insufficient for this area, which has had such 
I increase in traffic recently. 

nd one primary reason for you to vote NO on this Penryn Townhomes project is 
le fact that on July 24th, the Penryn MAC unanimously voted to recommend that 
3u vote against this project. Many residents were at that meeting and agreed 
i th  the MAC'S recommendation. 

lease vote NO and reject this Penryn Townhomes project,and preserve our 
iral residential and farming community. 

incerely, 
Iuriel & Chuck Davis 
'3 0/07 
o. box 397 
enryn, CA 95663 
)n Granite Hill) 
16-663-4123 . 

ark yourself in front of a world of choices in alternative vehicles. 
isit the Yahoo! Auto Green Center. 



Terry Bennett 1 

-- 

From: Leah Rosasco 

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 8 08 AM 

TO: Wllllams, bsantucc@placer ca gov, kdenro@placer ca gov, jforman@placer ca gov, mstaffor@placer ca gov, 
Isevtson@placer ca gov, gbrentna@placer ca gov, Mtchael Johnson, eivaldl@placer ca gov, Roy Schaefer, Ruth 
Alves, Placer County Board of Superv~sors 

Cc : Terry Bennett 

Subject: RE PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN 043-060-061-000 

J way of this e-ma11 I am forwarding your letter on to the Planning Commiss~on Clerk, Terry Bennett She will make sure your 
iter IS In the f~ le  and presented to the Plann~ng Comm~ss~oners 

ease let me know i f  I can be of any further ass~stance. 

lank you, 
?ah Rosasco 

ah Rosasco 
nior Planner 
acer County Planning Department 
191 County Center Drive 
 burn, CA 95603 
0-745-3091 (Phone) 
0-745-3080 (Fax) 

- - ------+.- -- 
.om: Williams [mailto:penrynca@jps.net] 
?nt: Saturday, July 28, 2007 1:43 AM 
1: bsantucc@placer.ca.gov; kdenio@placer.ca.gov; jforman@placer.ca.gov; mstaffor@placer.ca.gov; Isevlson@~lacer.ca.gov; 
)rentna@placer.ca.gov; Michael Johnson; Leah Rosasco; eivaldi@placer.ca.gov; Roy Schaefer; Ruth Alves; Placer County Board 
Supervisors 

~bject: RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 

E PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061 -000 

y name is Fred Williams. My wife and I have been residents of Penryn for 30 years. We STRONGLY OPPOSE the Penryn 
~wnhomes project scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at the August 9, 2007 meeting. This 
.eject is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe Bar Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn 
AC has recommended rejection of this project. There was considerable vocal opposition from residents both times it.was 
-esented to Penryn MAC. 

'e ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project at your August 9, 2007 meeting and defend our Commun~ty Plan aga~nst 
gh-density development. We respectfully request that th~s letter be read at your meetlng and entered Into the mlnutes 

ncerely, 
.ed Williams 
:nwnca@~ps& 



Terry Bennett - 
-- 

From: Leah Rosasco 

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 8'08 AM 

To: Gary Cher~s 

Cc: Terry Bennett 

Subject: RE Penryn Townhome Project 

r way of thls e-mail I am forward~ng your letter on to the Planning Commlss~on Clerk, Terry Bennett She w~l l  make sure your 
tter IS in the f~ le and presented to the Plann~ng Commissioners Addit~onally, I have copled M~chael Johnson on thls 
Irrespondence 

lease let me know ~f I can be of any further assistance 

lank  you, 
?ah Rosasco 

?ah  Rorasco 
:nior Planner 
lacer County Planning Department  
I91 County Center Drive 
uburn, CA 95603 
10-745-3091 (Phone) 
10-745-3080 (Fax) -- 
ram: Gary Cheris [mailto:gcheris@gmail.com] 
ent: Friday, July 27, 2007 11:26 PM 
D: Leah Rosasco; Placer County Planning 
ubject: Penryn Townhome Project 

ear Mr. Michael Johnson, 

Strongly Oppose the Penryn Townhome project scheduled to go before the Planning Commission at the August 9th meeting. 
?is project is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe Bar Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed use component I ask that 
)u reject the ~ e n r y n  Townhome project and defend our Community Plan against high-density development We are presently on 
]cation and will not be in town by August 9th to personally object to the project. 

ary & Debb~e Cheris 
705 Logan Lane 
?nryn, Ca 05663 
16-316-3150 

:: Leah Rosasco, County Planner 



Terry Bennett 

Frorn: Dan Toderean [dtoderean@ozark~nc com] 

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 6 49 AM 

To: Terry Bennett 

Cc: Leah Rosasco, Michael Johnson, J ~ r n  Holmes, Placer County Plannlng 

Subject: Penryn Townhomes project 

.om: - Dan Toderean 

P e n r y n  Resident 

ate: -07-30-07 

0: PLACER COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
309 1 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 

E: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 

ear Commissioners: 

' WE are residents of Peruyn We STRONGLY OPPOSE the Penryn Townhomes project scheduled to be submitted 
the Placer County Planning Commission at the August 9, 2007 meeting This is in violation of Penryn 

orseshoe Bar Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn MAC has 
commended rejection of this project. 

' We ask that you reject the Peruyn Townhomes project at your August 9,2007 meeting and defend our Community 
an against high-density development. We respectfully request that this letter be read at your meeting and entered into 
e minutes. 

an Toderean 

:: Supervisor Jim Holmes 
175 Fulweiler Avenue 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Planner Leah Rosasco 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 



Terry Bennett -- 
From: Tammy TodereanQkp org 

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 7 43 AM 

To: Terry Bennett; Leah Rosasco; Michael Johnson; Jim Holmes; planning@placer.ca go 

strongly Oppose the Penryn Townhome project scheduled to go before the Planning Commission at the August 9th 
leeting. This project is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe Bar Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed use 
mponent. I ask that you reject the Penryn Townhorne project and defend our Community Plan against high-density 
welopment. 

hank you, 

ammy Toderean 
16-660-0901 
16-784-4233 . 

OTlCE TO RECIPIENT: If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are prohibiled from sharing, copying, or otherwise using or disclosing its contents. If YOU 

3ve received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender imrnedlalely by reply e-mail and permanently delete this e-mail and any atlachments without reading, fonvardlng or 
wing them. Thank you. 



rerry Bennett 

From: Williams [penrynca@jps net] 

Sent: .Monday, July 30, 2007 5.52 PM 

To : Terry' Bennett 

Subject: For Planning Commissioners - Please Forward 

Terry, 
le of my neighbors had trouble sending th~s  to you so he asked me to forward ~t I see now that he had a typo in your address 
anks, 
~ d a  W~l l~ams 
-- Original Message ----- 
om: B!!l 
: tbenettaplacer ca qov 
nt: Monday, July 30, 2007 5 30 PM 
ibject: Penryn Townhomes 

NAME IS BlLL SPURGEON MY WIFE BETH AND I MOVED TO PENRYN 10 YEARS AGO TO AVOID THE SPRAWL OF 
?ANGE COUNTY AND THE HlGH DENSITY LIFE BEFORE WE CHOSE PENRYN WE FOUND OUT ABOUT THE PENRYN 
{RKWAY AND ITS OBJECTION TO HlGH DENSITY WE BOUGHT FIVE ACRES. EVERYONE AROUND US HAS TWO TO 
JE ACRES TO ALLOW A HlGH DENSITY DEVELOPMENT WOULD OPEN THE FLOOD GATES TO DEVELOPERS THERE 
ANOTHER DEVELOPER PROPOSING 150 TOWNHOMES ON 15 ACRES ACROSS PENRYN ROAD, BACKED UP TO 
)ME NEW 2 5 TO 3 ACRE PARCELS OF NEWLY BUILT HOMES 

E REQUEST THAT YOU REJECT THE PENRYN TOWNHOME PROJECT AND MAINTAIN THE PENRYN HORSESHOEBAR 
IMMUNITY PLAN AGAINST HlGH DENSITY DVELOPMENT 

SINCERELY. 

BlLL AND BETH SPURGEON 
7760 PENRYN ESTATES DR 



Tuesday, July 31,2007 
J 

To: Planning Commissioners 
Plaming Departnent C0flTu 
3091 County Courts Drive P ~ ~ ~ E $ E C ~ ~ ~ c ~ ~  DATE 

Auburn, CA 95603 

From: Philip J. and Diane S. Barger 
7995 Logan Lane 
P.O. Box 163 
Penryn, CA 95663 

Subject: Penryn Townhome Project 

We Strongly Oppose the Penryn Townhome project scheduled to go before the Planning 
Commission at the August 9th meeting. This projsct is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe 
Bar Community Plan due to its density and lack of a mixed use component. I ask that you 
rsject the Penryn Tov~nhome project and dsfend our Commtinity Plan against high-dansity 
development. 

I worked with a group for developing input to the Penryn Community Plan in the early 
1990's. A part of that plan was "that high-density housing not be built in commercial 
areas and that the community goals were to "maintain the plan area as a scenic, tranquil, 
rural-residential community". The Penryn MAC committee and the citizens at the last 
meeting opposed this project. Please honor our views. 



PLACER COUNTY 
DATE RECElVED 

AUG 0 1 2007 
PLANNING 

July 3 1,2007 

TO: Placer County Planning Commission C O M M I S S ~ O ~  

Subject: Penryn Townhomes Planned Development PSUB T20060767) 

We strongly request you disapprove the proposed Penryn Townhomes development. 

1. This development is in direct conflict with the intent of the Horseshoe BariPenryn 
Community Plan (HBPCP), for example: 

a. The only high-density dwelling area in the HBPCP is the mobile home 
park on Auburn-Folsom Road. 

b. The Penryn Parkway was intended to be the commercial area, and while 
some residential use was intended, it was meant to go along with the 
commercial operations. In no way was high-density housing intended. 
Under Land Use in the HBPCP, no dwelling units are shown for the 
Parkway (Table 5) and the note, "No dwelling units are assumed for the 
commercial designations even though multi-family residential is permitted 
within the implementing zoning district" is added for emphasis. The 
Planning Department maintains these are informational only and therefore 
don't bear on what type of developments can go into the Penryn Parkway. 
However, in talking with some of the Plan's developers, they indicated 
that preventing Penryn Townhomes-type developments was exactly why 
those words were put into the Plan. 

c. Penryn Townhomes also conflicts with the basic intent of C l  zoning, 
which is, providing for small businesses to serve the needs of local 
residents in the immediate area. 

d. With the 85 high-density dwellings being built at Boyington and Penryn 
Roads, plus Penryn Townhomes and other projects-in-planning that we are 
aware of, there will be virtually 350 high-density dwellings put in the 
Parkway area. These take away the planned compact commercial core for 
the area while dramatically increasing demand for commercial services! 

e, This high-density development will seriously damage the unique, rural 
character of the Penryn community, a character the HBPCP plan was 
specifically written to preserve. 

2. The Penryn MAC voted unanimously to recommend disapproval of the Penryn 
Townhomes development. 

a. When the developer made an informational presentation about a year ago, 
the MAC made it clear his project as proposed was in conflict with the 
Horseshoe BarIPenryn Community Plan and was not the type of 
development the community wanted. 

b. Since he brought it back to the MAC virtually unchanged in concept, he 
must feel he can just "push it through over the desires of the community. 



c. At the MAC meeting the developer claimed that with the terrain and rock 
outcroppings, a commercial development isn't viable on that property, 
only high-density dwellings are. He should have looked at his South 
property line, where Penryn Plaza, with much more challenging terrain 
and rock outcroppings, is doing just fine with commercial businesses. 

The Mitigated Negative Declaration is woefully inadequate. For example, it 
states the development (60t  people, 50+ cars and 21 8 estimated daily automobile 
trips out from an area just slightly bigger than the typical single dwelling site in 
the Penryn area) has no significant impact on: 

a. Ambient noise 
b. Schools 
c. Fire protection 
d. Police protection 
e. Population growth 

We have talked with many, many in the Penryn community about this proposed project 
and they are unanimously against it. The project as presently planned is about 
maximizing the developer's profits by building high-density dwellings while he 
damages our community and moves on. 

Please disapprove this project. The Planning Director has stated at past Penryn MAC 
meetings that developments must be in compliance with the Horseshoe Bar/Penryn 
Community Plan. Planning Commission approval of the Penryn Townhomes and other 
high-density dwelling developments in the Penryn Parkway will make the Community 
Plan a farce. 

&ceal&;,, y-t9dl-'k+ 
Gordon and Judy Robbins 
794 1 Logan Lane, 
Penryn, CA 95663 



August 1,2007 PLACER C O W T Y  
DATE RECEIVED 

To: Placer County Planning Commission 

Subject: Penryn Townhomes Planned Development PSUB T20060767) PLANNING 
COMMISSION 

I ask that you not approve the Penryn Townhomes development. Twenty-Three dwelling 
units on 3.2 acres are totally out of line with the rural character of our community. 
Penryn Parkway was intended for local businesses to support area residents, not high 
density housing. Building a development like Penryn Townhomes is simply wrong. 
Please disapprove the project. 

2" /. 
1 

I &bqLk~,w AAAL~r.?~ 
l 

.. LC. 

Kathryn Goodwin 
P.O. Box 251 
Penryn, CA 95663 



Terty Bennett 

From: Leah Rosasco 

Sent: Wednesday, August 01, 2007 8 06 AM 
To: Terry Bennett 

Subject: FW Penryn Townhome Project - NO- 

Irrespondence for Penryn Townhomes 

cah 

- 
'om: Daniel Runte [mailto:DanR@dprinc.corn] 
?nt: Wednesday, August 01, 2007 8:00 AM 
): Leah Rosasco 
~bject:  Penryn Townhome Project - NO- 

s you llve In Penryn7 I doubt it 

ease do not approve the Penryn Townhome Project. This is unbelievable and absolutely does not fit with this community. At the 
q u s t  9Ih meeting, you need to oppose this project. This project directly contradicts and is in violation of the Penryn Horseshoe 
3r Community Plan: The mixed use component and density of the proposed project-is everything this community does not want. 
l e  intent has always been to not have multi family residences. We live here because that is the way the people of Penryn want it. 

71s 1s a very b ~ g  deal, we the people of Penryn do not want thls project in our community The zoning and master plan for this 
ea does not allow for this 

. . 

i e  biggest problem is the votes by the commissjon and planning department are from people who do not live in this area. They 
?em not to care if it does not affect them directly. If this was to be built next to your house, would you vote for it? I doubt it. 

ease take this request seriously as the people of Penryn l~ve  here because ~t IS open and because it does not have this type of 
?velopments 

is your job to listen to the community and vote the way the people of your community want it to be. I doubt you will find one 
?rson in favor of this project that lives in Penryn unless they have some financial incentive associated with it. 

ease vote no. 

ncerely , 

an Runte 
1.75 Butler Road Penryn 



Terry Bennett - - 
From: GARY HESS ~oanhess4@sbcglobal net] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 01, 2007 10.20 AM 

To : Terry Bennett 

Subject: Penryn townhomes 

lease give the proposed townhomes additional consideration. Those of us who chose to live in Penryn did so because 
-the small town feel here. I, for one, sure don't want to lose it to developers, and I'm sure I speak for the majority of 
:nrynites. 
hanks, 
)an Hess 
3 5 1 Brashear Lane 
:nryn, CA 95663-96 1 1 



rerry Bennett 
- - 
From: Leah Rosasco 

Sent: Wednesday, August 01,2007 1 I 24 AM 

TO: Terry Bennett 

Subject: FW Penryn townhomes 

rrespondence for Penryn Townhomes . . .  

~ t .  309 I 
--- 

om: GARY HESS [mailto:joanhess4@sbcglobal.net] 
!nt: Wednesday, August 01, 2007 10:27 AM 
j: Leah Rosasco 
rbjed: Penryn townhomes 

b u b t  you'll find more than a handful of Penrynites who approve of the Penryn townhomes project. I, for one, am 
)posed to any undertaking which will take away from our 8pacious, rural atmosphere, and high density housing will do 
st that. 
lank you, 
an Hess 
; 5 1 Brashear Lane 
:nryn, CA 95663-961 1 
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P e r i  Townhome Project Page 1 8/2/2007 

Michael Johnson, Director of Planning Leah Rosasco, County Planner 
3091 County Center Drive 309 1 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 Auburn, CA 95603 
pH: 530-745-3000 Irosasco@,p!acer.ca gov 
plannina@~lacer.ca. nov PH: 530-745-3091 
FLY' 530-745-3080 

RE: Reject Ponryn Towohome Project - Angust gth Meeting 

Dear Direclvr Johnson and County Planner ~osasbo: 

As long-time residents of Penryn we join with o w  neighbors and community 
members to express 'strong oppo$itbn' to the Penryn Townhome project as i t  is 
currently proposed. My husband and 1 have resided in the conununity of Penryn for 27 
yeas. (Michael and Cheryl Schmit, 791 1 Logan Lane, Penryu) 

'Alile we are not opposed to new developments in the community; we believe 
that Placer County Planning Commissioners should be dedicated to protecting the 
delicate balance of our County emironmental stmdards promoted in the general plan and 
smart development approved by those who live, work and own homes and businesses in 
the community of Penryn. The Penryn Townhome project as rt is currently proposed is 
contrary to comrnunity standards. Moreover, this project appears to be in breach of the 
Penryn Horseshoe Bar Community Plan due to its dcnsity and lack of a mixed use 
component. 

Clearly, proper planning identifies community issues by projecting future 
demands for services, and thus avoids possible problems. The Horseshoe Bar 
Community Plan established goals and pollces far directing and managing growth. The 
Penryn Townhome project as currently proposed sjgnificantly changes fuhm demands 
for services. The Horseshoe Bar/Penryn community Plan states: 

"The Horseshoe BarPenryn Comm~uzity Plan is the official statement of Placer 
Cowty setting forth goals, policies, assumptions, guidelines and ilnplementation 
measures that will guide the developmenl of the area to at least the year 201 0. The 
Plan will provide overall direction to the decision-malung process on individual 
projects located within the study area"' 

'~orseshce Community Plan at paga 7. 
wwu .placer ca ~ o ~ / ~ ~ ~ 0 a d ' ~ d r ~ c d ~ ~ ' 0 ~ 0 % 2 0 ~ / 0 2 0 ~ ~ ~ n ~ ~  
nComPlan pdf 
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Penryn Townhome Project Page 2 

"Protect and preserve the unique character of the comm~~$y. In the rural areas, 
maintain the identity of the plan area as a scenic, tranqujl, rural-residential 
community compatible with the area's physjcal sonstnints and na tud  features."' 

Tbis project contradicts the "goals, plicies, assumptions, guidrlhes and 
implementation measures"' envisioned in the community plan. Approval of this project 
challenges the very integrity of the decision-making and policy-making process. 

Therefrre, we ask that you reject the Penryn Townhome project as currently 
proposed ensuring that tbe Horseshoe Bar Communit.j Plan is respected and that an 
excessively high-density development is not permitted. We ask that you enter our letter 
of opposition into the record and give our commel~ts your serious consideration. 

Cheryl Schmit q4 9 16-663-3207 

79 1 1 h g a n  Lane 
Penryn, Ca. 95663 
Schmit@l~u&es - net 
And Michael Schrrd 

CC: Honorable J i m  Holmes 
Fax: 530-889-4009 bosO,placer.ca.gov 

' Honerhos Bar Communlry Plan, pages 11-13 F. General Communir, Goals 
' td., from foot note #I. 



August L, 2007 

Placer County Planning Commission 
% Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T2.0060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 
- Fearing August 9, 2007 

w e ,  as residents of Penryn, strongly oppose the Penryn Townhomes project to be heard by the 
Planning Commission at the August 91h meeting. This project is in violation of the Horseshoe 
BarIPenryn Community Plan due to its density and lack of a mixed use component. The Penryn 
MAC has recommended rejection of this project. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project and defend our Community Plan against 
high-density development. We respectfully request that this letter be read at your meeting and 
entered into the minutes. 

Address: 2 3% - 9 ~,~YP%O 

Penryn, CA 95663 
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Terry Bennett - Planning Commission 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 8 7  %,Y ' "T  I?, ' 4  s- , j  % : q , j  DEPT 

tbenn&t@Flacer za ~;ri~/ 
PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH 
APN: 043-060-061 -000 
Acres: 3.2 
Community 
Plan: 0810112007 

Horseshoe BarIPenryn CP 
MAC Area: PENRYN AREA ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Applicant: PENRYN 3.2 INVESTORS LLC 
Target Date: July 9, 2007 
Status: Mitigated Negative Declaration public review ends 7/9/07 
Lead: LEAH ROSASCO 

To members of the Placer County Planning commission. 

I 'strongly oppose this petitioner's project. 

1. It introduces mixed zoning, of the worst kind. 

2. They are using the zoning inappropriately for their project. 

3 They are projecting a density of 7.1 home per acres, in an area predominately 
rural in nature 

The mixed use consists of Commercial/High Density Residential/Commercial all side by 
side. These types of developments do not work well over time. 

We, the community ask for better use and planning for our community The MAC is 
opposed as well. 

Thank you for your consideration 

1 

Personal Note; The family has lived here since 1900! 

Bruce Dunow 032-132-0 19-000 

CC: Jim Holmes, Leah Rosasco, Planner. 



Placer Coil~:ty Planr~iny Comrniss~on 
"h hlichael Jchnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drlvc 
Auburri, CA 95603 

RE PEN#YN TOWNHOMES Po - PSUb - T200607t;7 - SOUTH APN: 043-6 GO-OG1-000 
- Hearilig Augi-1st 9, 2007 

We. as resldcnts ot Penryn, s a q l y  o p B r  llle Prrlryn Townliorr~es prujecl lo be hea~d by thr 
Planning Cornmission at the August 9"' meeting Th~s project IS in v~olation of the Morseshoc 
BarlPetltyn Curnmunity Plan due to its density and lack of a mixer1 use ~0lnpOnent The Penrjn 
MAC has tecommendod reject~on of this ploject. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomos projcct and dcfcnd our Community Pian a g ~ l n s l  
Iligh-density develaprnent We iespecllully request lh31 this lelier be read a \  your n~eetlny and 
entered Into the n~lnutes. 



Terr\y Bennett 

From: S~gne Adcock [s~gneadcock@sbcglobal net] 

Sent: Thursday, August 02, 2007 5.17 PM 

To: Terry Bennett 

i Terry, 
ly name is Signe Adcock and I have the pleasure of living in Penryn I am writing to you to let you know how awful I 
:el about the proposed construction of more condos on Boyington and Penryn Roads. 
feel these plans do not fit in with the small community we have and love. I moved from Roseville, where I have lived 
1 of my life, 3 years ago to Penryn. The reason we moved was to have room to move and to live in a small town like 
oseville used to be. Please do not change Penryn in this way with new construction of condos that will impact our 
~mmunity in the worst way with too many people and more traffic. 
hank you for reading my opinion and please keep our thoughts in mind when voting on these propose project. 
hank,you, Signe Adcock 



Terry Bennett 
-- - 
From: Evelyn Can~s 

Sent: Thursday, August 02,2007 8 16 PM 

To : Terry Bennett 

Subject: FW: Penryn townhomes 

- 

:om: GARY HESS [ma1lto:joanhess4@sbcglobal.net] 
ent: Wednesday, August 01, 2007 10:24 AM 
o: Placer County Planning 
ubject: Penryn townhomes 

lease reject the Penryn townhomes project. This is the high-density development we Penrynites loathe and fear. We 
3n't want to lose our rural home to traffic and congestion and crowding. 
hank you, 
)an Hess 23 5 1 Brashear Lane 
enryn, CA 95663-961 1 



From: C - Ir 

Date, 2-2 -07 

TO: PLACER COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
309 1 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNROMES P1) - PSUB - T20060767 -  SO^^ APN: 043-060-061-000 

Dear Commissioners: 

I / WE are residents of Penryn. We STRONGLY OPPOSE the Petuyn Townhomes 
project scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at 
the August 9, 2007 meeting This project is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe Bar 
Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed-use component The Penryn MAC 
has recommended rejection of this project. 

I / We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project at your August 9,2007 meeting 
and defend our Community Plan against high-density development. We respecthlly 
request that this letter be read at your meeting and entered into the minutes. 

cc. Supervisor Jim Holmes 
175 Fulweiler Avenue 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Planner Leah Rosasco .=.*.: 
ii3 F a  fl, ,?> ! 

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 i /! -:: i i i j  i $: :.:: ,- - /i2 ..-a 1 9:7 F? ++ 
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Placer County Planning Commission 
% Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn. CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 
- Hearing August 9, 2007 

We, as  residents of Penryn, strongly oppose the Penryn Townhomes project to be heard by the 
Planning Commission at the August gth meeting This project is in violation of the Horseshoe 
BariPenlyn Community Plan due to its density and lack of a mixed use component. The Penryn 
MAC has recommended rejection of this project. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project and defend our Community Plan against 
high-dens~ty development. We respectfully request that this letter be read at your meeting and 
entered into the minutes. 

Penryn, CA 95663 



August 4,2007 

Placer County Planning Commission 
L t ~ h  Rcsascu,  PIna,qg FOC f"nrYn $ w l h c ~  

3091 County Center Drive 
' Auburn, CA 95603 

Re: Penryn Townhomes PD-PSUB-T20060767 - South APN: 043-060-061 -000 - 
Hearing August 9,2007 

We, as residents of Penryn, STRONGLY OPPOSE the Penryn Townhomes project, 
scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at the August 9, 
2007 hearing. This project is in violation of the Penryn Horseshoe Bar Community Plan 
due to its density and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn MAC has 
recommended rejection of this project. There was considerable vocal opposition from 
residents both times it was presented to Penryn MAC. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project at your August 9,2007 meeting 
and defend our Community Plan against high-density development. We respectfully 
request that this letter be read at your meeting and entered into the minutes. 

Regards, 

Andrea Cermak 
Jeffrey Perkins 
7505 Penryn Estates Drive 
Penryn, CA 95663 P u ~ ~ j ~ ( ;  DEPT 



August 4,2007 

Placer County Planning Commission 
% Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
309 1 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB- T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061- 
000 - Hearing August 9,2007 

We, as residents and homeowners in Penryn, strongly oppose the Penryn Townhomes 
project to be heard by the Plannlng Commission at the August 9, 2007 meeting. This 
project is in violation of the Horseshoe Bar/ Penryn Community Plan due to its density 
and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn MAC has recommended rejection of 
this project and we heartily concur. Preserve the rural nature of the Penryn community. 
As homeowners the rural environment was the reason we purchased our property and 
chose to raise our children here. Developers should not be allowed to circumvent a 
community plan acii alter the quality of life for the people of Penryn by pushing through 
their own agenda. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project and defend our Community Plan 
, against high-density development. We respectfully ask that this letter be read at your 

meeting and entered into the minutes. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph and Lisa Pelletti 
6440 Butler Road 1 P.O. Box 489 
Penryn, CA 95663 



Placer County Planning Commission 
O/O Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 
- Hearing Augclst 9, 2007 

We, as residents of Penryn, strongly oppose the Penryn  ownh homes project to be heard by the 
Planning Commission at the August gth meeting. This project is in violation of the Horseshoe 
BarIPenryn Community Plan due to its density and lack of a m~xed use component. The Penryn 
MAC has recommended rejection of thls project. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project and defend our Community Plan against 
high-density development. We respectfully request that this letter be read at your meeting and 
entered into the minutes. 

" v  233 d h / d a ~ ~ h  1 " ~  Address: B.() (-4 
I 

Penryn, CA 95663 
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Auburn, CA 95603 

Re: Penryn Townhomes PD-PSUB-T20060767 - South APN: 043-060-061-000 - 
Hearing August 9,2007 

We, as residents of Penryn, STRONGLY OPPOSE the Penryn Townhomes project, 
scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at the August 9, 
2007 hearing. T h ~ s  project is in violation of the Penryn Horseshoe Bar Community Plan 
due to its density and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn MAC has 
rec~mmended rejection of this project. There was considerable vocal opposition from 
r6sidents both times it was presented to Penryn MAC. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project at your August 9,2007 meeting 
and defend our Community Plan against high-density development. We respectfillly 
request that this letter be read at your meeting and entered into the minutes. 

Regards, * 
Andrea Cermak 
Jeffrey Perkins 
7505 Penryn Estates Drive 
Penryn, CA 95663 



Page 1 of 1 

Leah Rosasco 

From: Lisa Pellett~ [Ipellett~@hotmail corn] 

Sent: Saturday, August 04, 2007 12:37 PM 

To: Placer County Planning; Leah Rosasco; Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: concerned residents of Penryn 

Attachments: Opposition letter to Penryn Orchard Development.doc 

TO all concerned, 

Please view, consider, and share the attached letter in regard to the Penryn Townhome project. We ask that 
each comm~ttee member be given a copy and that the letter by read and entered into the minutes at the August 
9,2007 meeting. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Joseph and Lisa Pelletti 

F~nd a local pizza place, movie theater, and more ... then map the best route' F~nd I$! 



TO: PLACER COUNTY PLANNING CQMMSSHON 
Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
-3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Dear Commissioners 

I I WE are residents of Peiiryn We STRONGLY OPPOSE the Penryn Townhomes 
project scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at 
the August 9, 2007 meeting. This project is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe Bar 
Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed-use component The Penryn MAC 
has recommended rejection of this project. 

I I We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes projecf at your August 9, 2007 meeting 
and defend our Community Plan against high-density development We respectfully 
request that this letter be read at your meeting and entered into the minutes 

cc. Supervisor Jim Holmes 
175 Fulweiler Avenue 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Planner Leah Rosasco 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn. CA 95603 



August 4,2007 

Placer County Planning Commission 

3091 County Center Drive PLAN'.;:; ;;: ?----pi C 

Auburn, CA 95603 
Gwry Sirmtndl 

Re: Penryn Townhomes PD-PSUB-T20060767 - South APN: 043-060-061-000 - 
Hearing August 9,2007 

We, as residents of Penryn, STRONGLY OPPOSE the Penryn Townhomes project, 
scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at the August 9, 

' 2007 hearing. This project is in violation of the Penryn Horseshoe Bar Community Plan 
due to its density and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn MAC has 
recommended rejection of this project. There was considerable vocal opposition from 
residents both times it was presented to Penryn MAC. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project at your August 9,2007 meeting 
and defend our Community Plan against high-density development. We respecthlly 
request that this letter be read at your meeting and entered into the minutes. 

Regards, 

Andrea Cermak 
_I 

Jeffi-ey Perkins 
7505 Penryn Estates Drive 
Penryn, CA 95663 
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August &, 2007 

Placer County Planning Commission 
% Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 ., 

- Hearing August 9, 2007 

We, as residents of Penryn, strongly oppose the Penryn Townhomes project to be heard by the 
Planning Commission at the August gth meeting. This project is in violation of the Horseshoe 
BariPenryn Community Plan due to its density and lack of a mixed use component. The Penryn 
MAC has recommended rejection of this project. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project and defend our Community Plan against 
high-density development. We respectfully request that this letter be read at your meeting and 
entered into the minutes. 

Sincerely, / 
,<"' 

- ch 7 5-63-0 
Address: 7 q "\ \ (o r  

Penryn, CA 95663 



August b, 2007 

Placer County Planning Commission 
% Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUBa- T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 
- Hearing Aagast $, 2007 

We, as residents of Penryn, strongly oppose the Penryn   own homes project to be heard by the 
Planning Commission at the August gih meeting. This project is in violation of the Horseshoe 
BarIPenlyn Community Plan due to its density and lack of a mixed use component. The Penryn 
MAC has recommended rejection of this project. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project and defend our Community Plan against 
high-density development. We respectfully request that this letter be read at your meeting and 
entered into the minutes. 

E S C O V E ~  
AUG 0 8 2007 

, - 

Penryn, CA 95663 



Date: 

TO: PLACER COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 

Dear Commissioners: 

I I W are residents of Penryn. We STRONGLY OPPOSE the Penryn Townhomes 
project scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at 
the August 9, 2007 meeting. This project is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe Bar 
Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn MAC 
has recommended rejection of this project. 

I I We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project at your August 9,2007 meeting 
and defend our Community Plan against high-density development. We respectfblly 
request that this letter be read at your meeting and entered into the minutes. 

, 

cc: Supervisor Jim Holmes 
17 5 Fulweiler Avenue , 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Planner Leah Rosasco 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 
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From: E~JN L,V! J . Fh l i l~dd  

Date: 2-6 - 0 7  

TO: PLACER COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 

Dear Commissioners: 

I 1 WE are residents of Penryn. We STRONGLY OPPOSE the Penryn Townhomes 
project scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at 
the August 9,2007 meeting. Ths project is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe Bar 
Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn MAC 
has recommended rejection of this project. 

I / We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project at your August 9,2007 meeting 
and defend pur Community Plan against high-density development. We respectfully 
request that this letter he read at your meeting and entered into the minutes. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Supervisor Jim Holrnes 
175 Fulweiler Avenue 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Planner Leah Rosasco 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite I 40 
A~lbum, CA 95603 



rerry Bennett 
-- - 

From: Leah Rosasco 

Sent: Monday, August 06, 2007 8 21 AM 
To: Karln I DentlngerQkp org 

Cc: Terry Bennett - 
Subject: RE Oppose Penryn Townhomes 

 is correspondence will be added to the file for this project. 

lank you, 
'ah Rosasco 

ah Rorarco 
nior Planner 
acer County Planning Department 
191 Cotjnty Center Drive 
  burn, CA 95603 
0-745-3091 (Phone) 
0-745-3080 (Fax) 

----- --- --.----- 

am: Karin.I.Dentinger@kp.org [mailto:Karin.1,Dent1nger@kp.org] 
mt: Thursday, August 02,2007 4:53 PM 
1: Leah Rosasco 
~bject: Oppose Penryn Townhomes 

all concerned, 

y famlly and I are fa~rly new residents of Penryn One of the main reasons we chose to llve In Penryn IS that the area rema~ned 
:ountry-llke" 
i e  proposal to add numerous townhomes would change Penryn Into what already exlsts In near-by towns and crtres 
ierefore, I strongly oppose to the Penryn Townhome project and urge each and everyone of you to reject th~s plan durlng the 
:arlng to 
? held on Aug 9, 2007 
lease say no to hlgh-density development so that we can preserve our charm~ng llttle town 

lank you 

3r1n I Dentlnger 
560 & 7564 Old Pear H ~ l l  Lane 
enryn, Ca 95663 

5TICE TO RECIPIENT: If you are no1 the intended recipient of th~s e-mail, you are prohibited from sharing, copying, or otherw~se ustng or d~sclosing its conlents. If you 
Ive received this e-mall In error, please not$ the sender immediately by reply e-mail and permanently delete this e-mail and any attachments wllhout reading. fowardtng or 
lving (hem. Thank you 



rerry Bennett 
---_l-___l--_~~ --------- - 
From: Patty Neifer [patty@ffburn org] 

Sent: Monday, August 06,2007 8 51 AM 

To: Terry Bennett 

Subject: Please prov~de a copy to the Plannlng Comm~sslon - Penryn Town Homes 

?ar Plannlng Cornrn~ssroners, 

m wrrtlng you to express my concern that the Placer County Plannlng Department and specrf~cally the planners for the Penryn 
ea are not conslderlng the sprrrt of the Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Communrty Plan when reviewing and maklng recommendat~ons to 
velopers forprojects In the Penryn area 
le Penryn Town Home development, on the agenda for the Plann~ng Commlss~on on August 9lh, IS the frrst and largest hlgher 
nslty resldentlal development to be proposed for the Penryn Parkway As such, ~t IS bound to set a precedent for future 
velopment 

ihough the commerclal zonlng of the Penryn Parkway allows hrgh denslty res~dent~al development, that property IS clearly 
flned In the Penryn Communrty Plan as being slated for small scale commerclal projects to serve the local communlty 

last count, there are no less than 6 high density resrdentlal projects belng proposed for the Penryn Parkway, lncludrng the 150 
~ l t  rental condominium project - The Orchard at Penryn These projects are clearly not 1n41ne with the splrlt and wordlng of the 
tnryn Community Plan for the Parkway 

le Penryn MAC, at the urging of dozens of res~dents, has unanimously recommended aga~nst the Penryn Town home project 
5 0 ,  rncluded rn the mot~on IS a statement reaffrrmlng that the Penryn Parkway IS not Intended for h~gh  denslty res~dentral 
~velopments 

le planner on the Penryn Town home project, Leah Rosasco, d ~ d  not seem to have prlor history or experrence wlth the Penryn 
irkway and was not present at the lnformatlon hearing for th~s  project where the community comments all revolved around the 
3pproprlateness of thls project for the Parkway Area 

seems to me that the Penryn Parkway is be~ng sacrlflced to developer proflts w~thout regard to our residents or cons~deratron of 
i a t  IS best for the commun~ty 

ease conslder sendlng the Penryn Town Home project back to the planning department for addltlonal revlew The project does 
) t  contain any cornmerclal elements, which 1s the use for which the Penryn Parkway was set aslde for In the Penryn Community 
an The project IS located between two commerc~al propert~es and IS rlght next to the Penryn Busmess Park very close to the 
?ewaY entrance The project IS also close to other large rural parcels 2 3 acre In srze where new homes are currently belng bull[ 
leSe single farnlly homes on acreage were supported by the Penryn MAC and the communlty as an alternative to the hlgh 
:nslty res~dentlal developments that had been proposed there In the past 

)ere are other alternatives for t h~s  property that w~ l l  fit Into the Penryn Cornmun~ty Plan much better Please help our cornmunlty 
asklng the Plannrng Department and the developer to explore those opt~ons and bu~ld this project In the splrlt wrth our 

3mmunlty Plan In m ~ n d  

ncerely, 

2tty Nerfer 
ell 91612246553 
ome 9161663-4931 



MICHAEL C. SASKQ 
micliael c sasko@pfizer.com 

Phone (9 16) 652-6532 7530 Penryn Estates Drive 
Fax: (916) 652-3427 Penryn, CA 95663 

Gerry Brentnall 
Planning Commissioner 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, California 95603 

Dear Commissioner Brentnall, 

My name is Mike Sasko and I a recently retired after 6 years on the Penryn MAC due to increased travel 
requirements for work. On Thursday August 9'" you will hear a presentation on the Penryn Townhomes 
Project, a 23 unit, single family, 1 and 2 story attached housing project on 3.2 acres in Penryn. This project is 
the first of several planned cluster developments in our area to include Penryn Heights and the Condos at 
Penryn. Each of these pose a significant threat to our community. 

I therefore ask that you VOTE NO on cluster development in the C-1 commercial zoned areas of Penryn. These 
projects are a direct violation of the Penryn - IHorseshoe Community Plan which calls for us to "protect and 
preserve the unique character of the community" and that "no dwelling units are assumed for the 
commercial designations even though m~~ltifamily residential is permitted within the implementing zoning 
district". We the citizens of eenryn ask that development be consistent with OUR PLAN for mixed use 
(commercial and residential) for all projects on the Penryn Parkway. Penryn Townhomes represents the first 
project attempting to create high density, cluster housing in our area. Please don't allow this to happen. 

Thank you Gerry for all you service to our County over the years. We have met in my close association with the 
Republican Congress and I always appreciate your interest in keeping our communities alive and well. I ask 
you again for your support to stop cluster housing in Penryn. If this project is approved, many more will follow 
and this "ring of duplexes surrounding a granite outcropping" will be the first of many disjointed cluster 
development in our area. Thanks for you service and thanks for your slipport. I'll see you there on Thursday as 
we work together to stop cluster housing in Penryn. 

Sincerely, 

4 (-. 
Michael C. Sasko 
Penryn MAC 



From: 
Sent: 
To : 
Subject: 

Leah Rosasco 
Wednesday, August 08,2007 9 11 AM 
Terry Bennett 
FW Penryn Townhomes 

More correspondence for Penryn Townhomes. I'd just put this in the file with any others 
that came in after the mailou,t. 

Thanks ! \ 

Leah 
Ext. 3091 
- - - -  -0riglnal Message----- 
From: Pet Gazette [mailto:editor@petgazette.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2007 9:07 AM 
To: Leah Rosasco 
Subject: Penryn Townhomes 

Placer County Planning Commission 
c/o Mlchael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drlve 
Auburn CA 95603 

F S :  Penryn Townhomes PD - PSUB - T20060767 - South APN: 043-060-061-000 - Hearing August 
9 ,  2007 

We, as residents of Penryn, strongly oppose the Penryn Townhomes prolect to be heard by 
the Plannlng Commlsslon at the ~ugust 9th rneetlng This prolect 1s In vlolatlon of the 
Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community plan due to ~ t s  denslty and lack of a rnlxed use component. 
The Penryn MAC has recommended relectlon of thls project. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project and defend our Community Plan against 
high-denslty development. We respectfully request that this letter be read at your 
meeting and entered into the minutes. 

Johnita Wemken & Michael Martin 
7535 Ridgeview Lane 
Penryn, CA 95663 



I 

Terry Bennett - -- -- 
From: Leah Rosasco 

Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2007 7 48 AM 

To: Terry Bennett 

Subject: FW Tent Subdiv~s~on MaplUse Permit Penryn Townhomes 

Importance: H~gh  

mryn Townhomes correspondence .. 

'om: Plne Brook Village [mailto:pbv~llage@attglobal.net] 
Int: Wednesday, August 08, 2007 4:46 PM 
1: Leah Rosasco 
~bject :  Tent. Subdivision Map/Use Perm~t Penryn Townhomes 
nportance: High 

E PSUBT2006-767 

lank you for advlslng me that the scheduled hearing on August 9, 2007 will be delayed because of fallure to properly post the 
operty I would apprec~ate not~flcat~on when the hearrng wrll be held 

my oplnlon ~t IS a shame that Placer County IS not pursulng the or~ginal plann~ng to develop thls In other than res~dentlal The 
0pertles along Penryn Road near the freeway are Ideally located for the development of small businesses that can beneflt from 
3sy freeway access I am adv~sed by brokers who service th~s  area that there IS shortage of flex-space for whlch thls ready 
:cess to the Interstate 80 would be Ideal Approving residential propert~es may enhance the value of the property however It 
eates drssens~on at such t ~ m e  as commercial developments want to come Into the area For th~s reason, I am opposed to the 
anting of residentla1 usage on APN 043-060-061 

eva Cimaroli, Co-owner, representing Pinebrook Village L. P., APN 043-060-032-510 
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TO: PLACER COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 

Dear Com~lissioners: 

I /  WE are residents of Penryn. We STRONGLY OPPOSE the Pemyn Townhomes 
project scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at 
the August 9,2007 meeting. This project is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe Bar 
Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn MAC 
has recommended rejection of this project. 

I / We ask that you reject the Pemyn Townhomes project at your August 9,2007 meeting 
and defend our Community Plan against high-density development. We respectfully 
request that this letter be read at your meeting and entered into the minutes. 

cc: Supervisor Jim Holrnes 
1 75 Fulweiler Avenue 
A u b ~ m ,  CA 95603 

Planner Leah Rosasco 
309 1 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 



From: 
Sent: 
To : 
Subject: 

chuisking@viedu.org 
Tuesday, August 14,2007 9:02 AM 
Terry Bennett 
Penryn Development 

Hello, 

I have been a resident of placer County all of my life. I have lived in various clties 
throushout the county and chose penryn to settle. I chose this communlty because of the - 
lack of apartments, duplexes, and townhomes. 
Penryn is a sectlon of the county for low denslty houslng. Please don't ruln thls nlce 
communlty for the sake of a dollar. There are other places In Auburn, Rosevllle, and 
Rocklln that would welcome your developments wlth open arms We only have one way out 
Penryn that is not impacted with traffic and you want to destroy that. Don't allow thl 
our communlty. There are only three areas of Placer County, south of Auburn;Newcastle, 
Ophir, and Penryn, In my oplnlon, that st111 have a hlgh quallty of life. Please keep 
that way. 

Thank you for your time, 
Cindy Huisking 



August -, 2007 

Placer County Planning Commission 
O/O M~chael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN. 043-060-061-000 
- Hearing August 9, 2007 

We. as residents of Penryn, strongly oppose the Penryn Townhomes project to be heard by the 
Planning Commission at the August gth meeting This project is in violation of the Horseshoe 
BarIPenryn Community Plan due to its density and lack of a mixed use component. The Penryn 
MAC has recommended rejection of this project. 

We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes ppjject and defend our Community Plan against 
high-density development. We respectfully reqdest (hat this letter be read at your meeting and 
entered into the m~nutes 

Address. 
* -J 

Penryn, CA 95663 



I 

rerry Bennett 
-- .--- 

From: Charles Gragg [c gragg@sbcglobal net] 

Sent: Tuesday, August 21,2007 9 32 AM 

To: Placer County Board of Superv~sors 

Cc: Terry Bennett, M~chael Johnson 

Subject: Penryn Comun~ty Plan 

ease route this email to Jim Holmes with copies to all Supervisors. Thanks 

r, Holmes, 

: w n  residents are now painfully aware of the numerous housing projects that are being considered for the 
?incorporated area of Penryn, including, 

:nryn Condos - (150 rental condos) located near the Lutheran church off of Penryn Road and Highway 80. 

:nryn Heights - Multiple rental duplexes near the Valencia Club at Taylor Road and English Colony. 

:nryn Townhomes - 23 unit single family townhomes (rentals) off of Penryn road. 

iis onslaught of affordable housing is obviously being "dumped" on the Unincorporated area of Penryn for obvious 
asons. In violation of the Penryn Horseshoe Bar Community Plan, this dumping by the Placer County Planning 
ommission and the Placer County BOS (if approved) have a significant negative impact on the area and property 
dues. Having been indepthly involved several years back in the fiasco of Bickford Ranch and the Placer County 
anning Commission and BOS all ignoring the findings of the EIR under the guise of the now infamous statement. "but 
e benefits outweigh the negative impacts", I and my neighbors are all to familiar with the "tax Issues" and developer 
voritism" used by Placer County in assessing projects of this nature. The so called Penryn Outlets are a perfect 
tample of the substandard building code being applied by builders in this area. Be it known that we will not stand idly 
? and have our area used as the garbage dump for Placer County. 

an we count on your support in defending the beautiful area of Penryn and protecting our property values? 

harles H. Gragg 
53 8 Ridgeview Lane 
enryn, CA 95663 
a6-663- 1803 
gragg@sbcglobal.net 
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Kathi Heckert 

From: Delnofamily@aol.com 

Sent: Thursday, September 13, 2007 10:13 AM 

To: Kathi Heckert 

Subject: Penryn 

Please add  my name  t o  the list about  anything happening in Penryn!! 
W e  are a nice family that  mo'ved t o  the  country t o  raise t he  kids. W e  found Perfect 
Penryn, however ,  are  VERY disappointed about  all of the development you are  
allowing t o  ruin o u r  quaint town! 
Please put me o n  your  list so  I can keep informed as t o  wha t  is going on .  - 
Thank you 
Donna Delno 
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Kathi Heckert 

From: ea-gibson@juno.com 

Sent:. Friday, September 14,  2007 2:20 PM 
To: Kathi Heckert 

Hi, 
Please add me to the mailing list of both the Penryn Townhouses andthe Penryn Heights project. 
Thanks. 

Denise Gibson 

P.O. Box 636 

Penryn, Ca 95663 
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Kathi Heckert 

From: Terry Bennett 

Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2007 8.06 AM 

To: Kathi Heckert 

Subject: FW. Placer County Planning Commission 

From: Mygokings@wmconnect.com [mailto:~ygokings@wmconnect.com] 
Sent: Friday, September 14, 2007 6:46 PM 
To: Terry Bennett 
Subject: Placer County Planning Commiss~on 

Pla cev County  la fining ~owwission~vs; 

The developeu$ who ave Seeking your favomble dec'4ion vegavdilhg 
theiv  Pefiv~n TOWK t-t-owcf pvDject donlt  give a vats ass about 

w 

Penvy~h residents a n d  you know it. 

DeveLopev$ trashed no$eviiLe and  ~?dcl?Lin fov t h e  $ole puipo-$e of 
lining theiv own pockeq  av~d  you know it. 

once  again/ developers are tvying t o  tvash Penvyn (and bowis) 
a n d  you know it. 

is t o  pvotect we (from them) and  you know it. DQQ$E!X 

job ! 
- 

mg a vds, 
~ d a  Mae ~ a s i c h  
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Kathi Heckert 

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

Sent: Monday, October 01,2007 7.10 AM 

To: Terry Bennett; Kathi Heckert 

Cc: Jlrn Holmes, Mlchael Johnson, Leah Rosasco, M~chael Sasko, Ph~ l  Barger, Gordon Robblns, Cheryl 
Schmit 

Subject: Penryn Townhomes- letter to Commissioners- Oct I I th Hearing 

TO: Planning Commissioners 

RE: Penryn Townhomes - PSUB T20060767 -- Oct. 11,2007 Hearing 

We request that you DISAPPROVE of this Penryn Townhomes project. 

This project does not fit within the Horseshoe BarIPenryn Community Plan (HBPCP). 
In addition, the planning department reported in it's staff report, for the August 9,2007 hearing, that two 
requirements are being waived, but neither of these requirements, nor the fact that they are being 
waived, were reported in the Negative Declaration of 617107. It is disconcerting that two critical issues 
were NOT in this public document! 

L..Unit Driveways only 5 to 10 feet long .... 20 feet is the requirement. 

The 8/9/07 staff report, pg 5 ,  reported: 
The Engineering and Stlweying Department has concerns with theproximity of the garage to the 
interior circulation road as there is not a 20 foot space between the face of the garage door-and the 
edge of pavement to allow for'driveway parking. 

But, in the NegDec, it is reported: 
MMXV.S Parkzng in front of driveways andparallelparking along the znternal loop road is prohibited 
"No parking" signs shall be provzded along the on-site internal loop road. 
Discussion - ltem XV-5: The proposed project will not result in insufficient parking capacity 
on-site or off-site as the project meets the minimum parking standards set forth for multi-family 
residentla1 Planned Developments as set forth in the Placer County Zoning Ordinance. 

There is no mention in the NegDec that the diiveways for this proposed development will be 5 to 10 feet long, nor that a 20 
foot diiveway requirement was waived Does prohibiting "parking In front of driveways" mean that cars wlll not be allowed 
In the driveways? This 1s unrealistic and could posslbly create a safety hazard V~sitors could end up parking out on Penryn 
Rd How can the 20 foot requirement be waived? 

2. No Active Recreation area .... but one is required for a w e c t  thls size 

On Pg 3 of the 8/9/07 staff report: 
The proposed project does not include active recreation facilities onsite, which are typically required 
for Planned Developments that include nzore than 20 units, however Section 17.54.100 (D) (4) of the 
Zoning Ordinance allows for the payment of an in-lieu fee for recreation facilities, provided the 
Planning Commission is able to make theJinding that constructing such facilities onsite is not feasible. 

But, in the NegDec, it is reported: 
Discussion- ltem XIV-1: 
The proposed project will not likely resull in the increased use of an existing neighborhood park such that substantial 
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deterroratlon would occur as the proposedproject lncludes the construction ofrecreatzonal open space wlth passzve 
recreational faczlrties on-srte 

Why is this requirement of an "active recreation" facility being waived and why was this requirement not mentioned in the 
NegDec? If there is no room for an active recreation area, then the project should be reduced or changed to provide the 
requirement. 

3. Penryn Townhomes 1s counter to the Intent s f  the HBPCP for m n  Parkwav -- 

The Penryn Parkway "is meant to provide a .mixed-use area, including multiple-family residential, professional ofice, and 

commercial uses. " There are already 85 townhomes being built on Boyington Rd. If the Parkway is filled with multi- 
' 

family housing, where will the other mixed-use developments planned for the Parkway go? 

Accord~ng to the HBPCP, Med~um Dens~ty Res~dent~al (wh~ch "allows 2 to 4 unztsper acre, andprzmarily zncludes exzstzng 

small-lot slngle-famlly subdlvlsrons" ) may be "located a4acent to the Penryn Parkway and rs presently undeveloped T h ~ s  
maypresent an opportunity toprovzde future multz-jamzly affordable houslng for the area's residents Thls u especzally true 

due to the slte's locatlon adjacent to the P e ~ r y n  Parkway commerczal area". The Penryn Townhomes project exceeds t h ~ s  
2-4 un~tslacre for MDR 
Accord~ng to the HBPCP " The Parkway 1s zntended to provlde servzces to both local residents and travelers along 1-80 The 
lntent behznd deslgnatzng a conclse, zdentzjiable area on the Plan map rs to encourage a compact, commerczal core to serve 
the overall Penryn area, thereby ellmznatzng the need for scattered commerc~al sltes withln the otrtlying rural areas of 
Penryn " 

The Penryn Parkway is planned to be a unique and beautiful area of mixed used businesses, eg specialty retail, nurseries, 
etc, that will meet the needs of the local residents as well as visitors. This is one of many quotes from the H B P C P ' ~ ~ ~ ~  
depicts the intent for the Penryn Parkway: "The area's historical nature (i.e. Japanese heritage, gold rush era, English 
settlement) should be reflected as much as possible in the design of new buildings to be constructed within the Penryn 
Parkway avea. " 

Please d~sapprove the Penryn Townhomes project and protect the unique and historical Penryn area 

S~ncerely, 
Chuck & Mur~el Dav~s  
10/1107 
916-663-4123 
p o box 397 
Penryn, CA 95663 

Got a little couch potato? 
Check out fun suinmer activities for kids. 



MICHAEL C. SASKO 
michae1.c sasko@pfizer corn 

Phone: (916) 652-6532 7530 Penryn Estates Drive 
Fax: (91 6) 652-3427 Penryn, CA 95663 

Larry Sevison L 

Planning Commissioner 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, California 95603 

My name is Mike Sasko and I a recently retired after 6 years on the Penryn MAC due to increased travel 
requirements for work. On Thursday October 11'" you will hear a presentation on the Penryn Townhomes 
Project, a 23 unit, single family, 1 and 2 story attached housing project on 3.2 acres in Penryn. This project is 
the first of several planned cluster developments in our area to include Penryn Heights and the Condos at  
Penryn. Each of these pose a significant threat to our community. 

I therefore ask that you VOTE NO on cluster development in the C-1 commercial zoned areas of Penryn. These. 
projects are a direct violation of the Penryn - Horseshoe Community Plan which calls for us to "protect and 
preserve the unique. character of the community" and that "no dwelling units are assumed for the 
commercial designations even though multifamily residential is permitted within the implementing zoning 
district". We the citizens of Penryn ask that development be consistent with OUR PLAN for mixed use 
(commercial and residential) for all projects on the Penryn Parkway. Penryn Townhomes represents the first 
project attempting to create high density, cluster housing in our area. Last week County Planning allowed 
driveway length to be shortened from 20' down to a 5' minimnm. Please don't allow this to happen. 

Thank you Mr. Sevison for all you service to our County over the years. I always appreciate your interest in 
keeping our communities alive and well. I ask you again for your support to stop cluster housing in Penryn. If 
this pnject is approved, rxny  rnorc v;i!l f~!!o-~v and this "ring of duplexes surraunding a granitc outcropping" 
will be the first of many disjointed cluster development in our area. Thanks for you service and thanks for your 
support. I'll see you there on Thursday as we work together to stop cluster housing in Penryn. 

Sincerely, 

c/Zz 
Michael C. Sasko 
Penryn MAC , 

Sec ~ - c ~ l n ~ . (  el X.c 



Tint "D" word has once 
again surfaced around Penryn, 
2s deveiopers ha-ue se:-ap 
shop i i ia one of their favoiite 
pzrts of  ,ufiiilcoiporated Placer 
(-7 . . ~Oililiy. 
c.. +~etiy moving through the 

" planning depa.fiment 
- ere severai small p i c e l ,  high- 

de??sity housing projects that 
~ ~ i ' l l ,  if appro~ed, change the 
face of Peixyn forever. 

Aithoiigh kgal, these pro;- 
€ i t 5  ai-e a direct vioiation of 
our Pei?ryn TJorseshoe Bar 
&i3n;ui1ity Piail and we, as 
defcn.ciers of the plar,, callnot 
so: ailow For their apprwav'al. 

Sincc America is a fiee 
co:mt:.y and because of the 
county's jrteed to generate tax 
;.cvcix;e. aii.yone can propose .. . 
ai.t-,,O,.h ... " I  ,,,~y deveiopmeni proj- 
ect, a;i;a!ler we like it oi- not. 
pp--k ;.z,.s n - you r-eqeixbe;. Feniyn 
$-, :. ; 6 : , ~  t - - i'cr a casinc, big-$ox 
churci?, and even a co:?vention 
ceilteer. Tiiese pi0ject.s were 
5Y.opped whei: coirilty planning 
step;:cd iil zild opposed LOT?- 

ii:g cltangcs. 
T~dajr S rie~eicpers i r e  

:now saiiry aarrd now simply 
,.-.. (of get C- l cojnn:ercis?ly 

?U;IC~ parceis foi- thcir cash- 
c?i.it p!ai?s. because technically 
C- l parccis can ailow foi rcs!,- 
de~;iia! use. Sitcll is thc case 
for ?he first proposed tfrcat, 
?+;* --- -- - 1 -.,,;/:I ; , ~ ) w i i h ~ i n c ~ ,  c 23-unit, 
sineie f2:3i!:;, t~.s.*l!.s-e proj- 
ect located oi: 3.2 acrcs off 
knryr? Road. 

Shodd lilis gain appr~val; 
wzic'r? out for f!?c I'ei~ryn con- 
dos located i;ext io the 
Ltitheran Cktirch, which pro- 
poses i50 rentai condos oj1 a 
15-acre site complete with 
544 saiages and 350 parking 
spo;s. Bei:ryn Wci.ghts is on 
;:he garcel bchind the Vaiencia 
Club, >%here de~elopers clev- 
~r!:~. ;cnamcd t?eir 6aplex~ 
Stucturcs. a.s "duets", i>o(: 
kTii?gil7g music to eai3 OF 
z a n y  local ciiizeils. - - 

Until the yecent change in 
C 

leadesnip, cov.!?iy planntng 
~ v o ~ i d  traditioilally reject C- i  
cluster-tjrpc pro~ects became 
ihey violate Cqe ~ o i n r n u i ~ i : ~  
piail. For Sack in days of pre- 
dcveiopnent, our forward- 
fl,;,:i<-i;9m . , , - ~ , , ~ t ~ = . ~  -r+L- 

vision for growth in o u ~  
Penry-a-Looinis ~0l33i7l~i~Q. 

Meetifig weekly several 
residents worked tirelessly to 
design, down to specific 
detail, how chaage should 
occur within i l ~ e  25-square 
inile area of the Pefil-yn 
Parkway. 

The plan, approved by the 
comrnui7ity and the Board of 
Supervisors, called for us to 
"protect a i d  preseriie the 
unique character of the com- 
munity" and that "no dwelling 
uniis are assumed for thc 
commercial destgnatioas even 
though multi-family iesiden- 
tlal is permitted wihii~ the 
lmpleinentmg zoning disinct" 

Tbe Penryn-Horseshoe Bar 
Community Plan stands as our 
stroilgesi defense agamst a 
new plann~ng dl lect0~ and 
county-su ppoiied, ciustei 
development 

New to the m ~ x ,  Penryn 
actrv~st Mur~e! Davrs has cie- 
ate6 a remarkable -web site 
that documents all proposed 
Pe~uryn developments Read 
our plan at wm-.penry.i1con1- 
inunit;~.blogspot.coix. 

ACTION is required to 
stop 2hese projects. The mcet- 
lag is schedilled for Aug. 3 at 
10 a.m. 

Defend our c o m a a i t y  
plan and contac? the Planning 
Commission at 
Tbennett@placer.ca.goir.o and 
P!a~uling Director Michael 
Johnson at mjohnson@plac- 
ei.cz.go~. Shotild our coainu- 
niry lose at the planning c o n -  
mission hcaring, we will have 
to couiit on SiipervIsor Jim 
Holrnes' ability io gaia &NO 

more votes on our last appeal 
' to the Board of Silpervisors. 

Stop high-density; cluster 
developme~t, it is i1o.t part of 
our Penryn plan. 

Michnel Sasico is dzc for- 

The road associatjon for 
i t .ee La:;€ rcceiltiy .pro- 0'- - '; 

posed. landscapillg iilc approx- 
imately one-fourth aci~e of 
land ~ ~ i l c d  by the tomn at the 
entrance of our lane off of 
Hcrseshoe Bar Road. 

i o n  of !irne and mc~~ej r  
was spell: crezting a proposal 
to :he ?ovi; .:;hat inciuded 
pianii~;g kces, shrubs and 
flowers. \Ve did our best to 
make d ~ e  design ?i. into the 
cl~zrzcteer of c21r to-xz! i.c. 
&I, i,.t:c ..- -was i:o fancyIig.ii!!g or 
s i sage  like you wo~~!d, iypi- 
caiiy see in Gralllte Bay. 

-We offcied to pay for a1.i 
costs or ihc project ar?C main- 

tcilailce and bad to rn; 
era1 changes at our exj 
meet the need for set1 
bike lane, etc. 

The Town Comci 
bers were uncooperat; . 
point of  extierne fiu: 
One comnented tl 
prefers It the wzy it is f 
posed grai~ile haid pa3 

Aao?I~.er suggcsit 
would only vote for it i l  
path were pu? thou; 
lai?dscape aica (on top 
existing bike t ,  ' Z I ~  " easer 

Whcn cfher council 
bcrs objected on tlie 
the path wcu!d serve r 
pose s i~icc it wotiid c3: 



PLACER COUNTY 
DATE RECEIVED 

~ u l y  3 1,2007 0 1 2007 

To: Placer County Planning Commission PLANNING 
COMMISSION 

Subject: Penryn Townhomes Planned Development PSUB T20060767) 

I ask that you not approve the Penryn Townhomes development. Twenty-Three dwelling 
units on 3.2 acres are totally out of line with the rural character of our community. 
Penryn Parkway was intended for local businesses to support area residents, not high 
density housing. Building a development like Penryn Townhomes is simply wrong. 
Please disapprove the project. 

Robert L. Christensen 
P.O. Box 25 1 
1420 Sisley Road, 
Penryn, CA 95663 



Date: 

PLANNING 
COMMISSION 

TO: PLACER COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
Michael Johnson, Planning Director 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: PENRYN TOWNHOMES PD - PSUB - T20060767 - SOUTH APN: 043-060-061-000 

Dear Commissioners: 

I 1 WE are residents of Penryn. We STRONGLY OPPOSE the Penryn Townhomes 
project scheduled to be submitted to the Placer County Planning Commission at 
the August 9,2007 meeting. This project is in violation of Penryn Horseshoe Bar 
Community Plan due its density and lack of a mixed-use component. The Penryn MAC 
has recommended rejection of ths  project. 

I 1 We ask that you reject the Penryn Townhomes project at your August 9,2007 meeting 
and defend our Community Plan against high-density development. We respecthlly 
request that this letter be read at your meeting and entered into the minutes. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Supervisor Jim Holmes 
1 7 5 Fulweiler Avenue 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Planner Leah Rosasco 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 
Auburn, CA 95603 
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From: Paula Schoof W ECESVED 
To: Maywan Krach; 
CC: Jim Holmes; chamdavis@yahoo.com; 

N8V 9 3 2007 
Subject: Penryn Development Projects BOARD CLERK OF SUPERVISORS OF THE 
Date: Tuesday, November 13, 2007 11:52:01 AM 

I am writing to oppose County rezoning of Penryn lands for the sake 
of high density development. The Planning Boards refusal to uphold 
Penrynls Community Plan demonstrates their disregard for the 
document, and for the current populations opposition to such 
developments. 

I am yet another Penryn voice urging the Planning Board to adhere to 
the document that this community has created with regard to 
population, growth, zoning and development. 

The public is against the county's plans to re-zone and thus redefine 
this area. 

I understand that you will distribute my com'ments accordingly 

Thank you, 
Paula ~ h o o f  
Penryn Resident 

Have a blessed day. 

ijd Board dt supdrvisors - 5 
@i Wunty Executive Offico 

Cbunty Counsef 
@ Mike Buyle 



Sent: Friday, December 21, 2007 9:30 AM 
~ ~ 7 .  EJP/~LILI~L_.__ 

Board of Su~er\ti:iors .- 5 
To: ~el inda*  ~a r re l l  $. j '  @ Caunly Exerl~itive O.'?ILQ 
Subject: FW: Penryn Townhomes [x Ccurlty Coi~nshi e - m ' l  

From: George Djan [mailto:george@uborainc.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2007 9:39 AM 
To: Kathy Zick 
Subject: Penryn Townhomes 

Dear Ms. Zick: 

On behalf of Penryn 3 2 LLC, owners and developers for the Penryn Townhomes project, we hereby request a 
continuance of the Board Hearing on the appeal flled by residents We only recently became aware of the 
January 8, 2008 hearlng date for the appeal Unfortunately several of our team members have a schedule 
confl~ct on that day. We request that the hear~ng be cont~nued to the January 22 Board meet~ng. 

Please contact me by phone or e-mail if you have any questions or comments about this request. 

George Djan, AlCQ 
Ubora Engineering & Planning, inc. 
2901 Douglas Blvd., Suite 285 I 

Roseville, CA 95661 I 
Tel. (916) 780-2500 ext. 207 

I 

Fax. (916) 780-6777 
george@uborainc.com 
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Ann Holman 
----- ---- 

From: George Djan [george@uborainc.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, January 02,2008 951 AM 

To: Ann Holman 

Cc: Placer County Board of Supervisors I 

Subject: Withdrawal of continuance request 

Dear Ms. Holman: 

On behalf of Penryn 3.2 LLC, owners and developers for the Penryn Townhomes project, I hereby withdraw our 
earlier request for continuance of this item. On December 21, 2007, 1 sent an e-mail request to Ms. Zick, asking 
for a continuance of this item from its scheduled January 8 Board hearing. At the time, it appeaied key members 
of our team could not make the meeting because of some other schedule conflicts. Subsequently, we have 
managed to get our team to clear the schedule conflicts they had with the hearing date. We therefore will be able 
to prepare and attend the meeting. Please confirm receipt of this e-mail. Thanks for your consideration. 

George Djam, AOGP 
Uboua Emgimeering & PUamtnimg, Bmc. 
290q Douglas BBwd., Suite 285 
RosewlUle, (6A 9566fJ 
Tell. (9l6),7809500 ext. 207 
Fax. (846) 780-6777 
georgeQuboualac~com 

Ann Holman 
- -------- ----..- --- 

From: Leah Rosasco 

Sent: Wednesday, January 02,2008 10:37 AM 

To: George Djan 

Cc: Michael Johnson; Jim Holmes; Ann Holman; Ruth Alves 

Subject: RE: Withdrawal of continuance request 

George, 

I just spoke with Michael Johnson regarding your request to withdraw your request to continue this item. In light 
of the fact that the appellants have agreed to a continuance of the item and have rearranged their schedules and 
alerted their community of the continuance, staff will request at the January 8th Board of Supervisors haring that 
this item be continued to the February !jth Board of Supervisors hearing. 

Please let me know if you have any ques'tions. 

Thank you, 
Leah 

Leah Rosasco 
Senior Planner 
Placer County Planning Department 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 
530-745-3091 (Phone) 
530-745-3080 (Fax) 
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