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Aubuer, CA 95B03
RE. Bunch Creex Rezone (PREA T20060521)
Dear Ms Rain,

As the Slate agency with delegated authority to maintain the siale's timberland base, the Calformia
Department of Forestry and Fire Prolection {Cal Fire) carefully cansiders any proposal to remove
bmberland irom land zoned Timber Produciion Zone (TPZ). As mpeatedly witnessed in Califamia,
once the restrictive TPZ zoning is removed, the limberands often are rezoned again, parcehzad,
subdivided or conveded info other non-timber growing uses.,Cal Fire is very concerned witli jre
reduction of the state's Umber base ard the increased fire hazard likely to occur fellowing the future
developmen! of these lands '

The Miigated Negative Declaration for the Bunch Cresk Rezone (PREATZOCEN52 1} inveives the
rezoning of 597.5 acres of TPZ 1o Residental Forest with a combned 80-acre minimum lot $122
lis unclear if the County imlends to request art immadiate rezore ¢f TPZ” according to Pubiic
Rescurces Code {(PRC) §4621 ard Govemment Cede (GC) §51130 This "mmediate rezone ¢f
TPZ" will require a T:mberland Conversion Permit issued by Cal Fire  In arder to consider an
application for immediate rezone the Board must have the information determined necessary under
PRC 84621 2 including the specific reguiramant that the rezoring would be n the putlic interest

Flease note the proposed Residenual Forest zone altows for tmberland production but does not
mitigale the fact thal the rezone wilt lead (o tmbedand conversien and the future developmant of
ncompatible uses  Additionally, current site condilions of the property do net negate the propery
as timberland and should not be used as mitigation ta off-set agreuttural impacts  Please contact
me wilh any questions at (5300 889-0111x 125

Sinceraly,

gy e

MATTHEW & REISCHMAN
Lnit Forester
Wevada-Yuba-Flacer Umil

COMSERVATION 15 WEE KEEP CALIFORMNIA GREEN AND GOLDEN

EXHIBIT &
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Ll Larry Risser
-7 PO Box 11
T - Colfay, CA 95713
e et (530) 886-1811
APN: 071-330-005-000, 071-320-002-000, 071-330-012-000

Crystal Jacabsen

Placer County Planniag Dept.
3091 County Center Dr.
Auburmm, CA 93603

RE: Basquin Rezone

Dear Ms, Jacobsen, . :

As owner of the aforementioned parcels, 1 want to express my suppon for the
rezone beirg requested by Fred Basqen, et al. Lam fully 1n support of his request for
several reasons,

As the only existing residence on Gillis Hill, we would like to see the properties
maintained and kept up in a fire safe manner. Previous owners had not maintained the
properties in a fire safe manner, which resulted in ihe Ponderosa Fire of 2001 causing
considerable damage. With the property occupied, we believe the property wili be better
maintained and made more fire safs.

Mr. Basquin mentioned that vou felt our parcels currerly zoned TPZ, 071-330-
005-000 and 071-320-002-000, would be zoning “islands™ if his rezone 1s granted. T want
to make it clear that we have every intention of seeking a rezone of these parcels from
TPZ to Forest Residential. At this time we have no specific plans to seek a rezone but
ultimateiv will de so. Therefore [ do not believe the parcels being a TPZ-zoned “island”
15 an is5ue.

Lastly, I do not belicve Mr. Basquin’s land curtently represcnts a proper zenmg of
TPZ wnder the Placer County Code, Article 17.14. The land 15 not currently under timber
production and will not be s¢in Gve years or more. [n {act, if the situation were reversed
and Mr. Basquin was requesting a rezare o TPZ, from saome other zone, you would be
forced to deny it because 1t does not meet the criteria required by the code, [ believe the
highest and best use, not to mention the safest use, for the property would be as Forest
Residential

Please don’t hesirate o call me if you have any questions or need further
information. [ would also like to be informed of any upcoming heanngs regarding the
Basquin rezone so [ may attend 1f desired.

Thank you for you time and consideration.

Sincerely,

L4rfy Risser
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County of Placer

- WEIMAR/APPLEGATE/COLFAX
MUNICIPAL ADVISORY COUNCIL

P 0. Box 1025

Colfax, CA 95713

County Contact: Administrative Aide {530} 889-401¢

March 20, 2008

WAR 31 2008
Placer County Board of Supervisors
175 Fulweiler Avenue )
Aubum, CA 95603 Sop D2 15— ke 52 st
SapDt Audde 130 _;z}g

| Subject: Recommendation on Bunch Creek Rezonc {PREA T20060521)

Gentlemen:

On March 19, 2008, the Weimar-Applegate-Colfax Municipal Advisory Council was asked to make a
reconenendation on a proposal for a revised Teatative Map and a rezone from TPZ to RF-BX-80, as
presented to the MAC by County planning staff. This project had been continued from the WAC MAC
February 20, 2008 meeting.

WAC MAC Recommendation to Board of Supervisors

On March 19, 2008, the WAC MAC voted 4-0 (with ooe abstention) to recommend APPROVAL
of a revised Tentative Map and rezone from TPZ to RF-BX-80 for the project known as the Bunchk
Creek Rezone.

Thank you and County staff for bringing this project to us for a recommendation.

Yours truly,

David Wilisee, Chair

(¥,
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Placer County S

Planning Commission

RE: April 24, 2008 10:20 AM Maeeting
Auburn, California 95603

Fax: 530-745-3080

Attention: Crystal Jacobson —Staff Planner

Dear Commission Members,

My daughter and | cannot attend your meeting of April 24, 2008 regarding the Bunch Creek Rezone,
we are faxing our comments. We sincerely hope you will review our comments and our suggestions... |
have a very serious medical situatian and | am unable to travel at this point in time..

We are opposed to subdividing this property Into B0 acre parcels with our reasons listed below: [n the
past [t appeared that the applicants intentions were to increase the partels to seven, if this were the
case, a question would arise, does the March 4,th 1972 Subdtvislon Map Act, enter the pikcture?

#1 There are Inglan artifacts on these parcals, along with other parcels. (t's also quite possible there are
burial greunds and should be looked at by an archeologist on the scene. The previous cwnership had
a Timber Harvest Plan and this information was redacted , however, the owner of record harvested
the timber over the parcels aforementioned..

As a real estate agent in Tucson, (Joy} | would want to know that these issues are addressed before |
allow my buyers to make an offer and purchase any of these Bunch Creek parcels. As you know, Rocklin,
California had some problems with these Jike issyes several years ago and a reasonable resclution was
found and the community gained by their efforts,

#2 Factually, Paul Mergen has been forbidden to travel in and out of his property, as a resultof the
Basquin and Edwards actions, 1 am unable te keep a road clear of brush and any road maintenance
wark. The causes of mother nature will impede travel through one side of the ridge ta the other, if 2
forest fire starts in any direction .

Currently, and with the only road route, from Yankee Jim road to the Ward Subdivision ends at this
point..Mergen's property.. If one was to follow Outhouse Road, (Basquinj to the top of the ridge the
road ends..Mergen's property... Should a forest fire occur in any direction, it appears likely the
escape route, would be essential te exit over the Mergen road... Note: The existing County Utility
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sasement {PUE) would allow a fifty {SOft} easement , however, CURRENTLY the present route is [25ft)
wide in a one way direction...{Fire equipment and EMT Vehicles would be impaired}

The U.S. Forest Service has noted this area as a very high fire danger zone. With gold miners, hikers,
and river rafting that is occusring thru the eastern corner of our property {10 acres) we are unable to
control the access of travel by others ... '

We've owned this property since 1964 and there was no one living in this area. About 1980 Allan
Fdwards was the first resident to build a home, The home was built one hundred yards {100) to the
ngrth of Yarkee Jim’'s gate..Larry Risser now lives at the end of Gillis Hill Read in the Ward Subdivision .
I have glven Larry a easement across my praperty to the south so he could leave the area If the fire was
te ocour from the noth., _

Because this land owned by Basquin/Parker is going to be sold to future buyers, | feel the fire Lssue is
extremely important, A buyer wants to know that in case of a fire, their escape has severai options,
Qur property would be that aption. My dad and | Joy) would be happy to provide Mr, Basguin and Mr.

Parker access over our rpad which ¢rosses the ridgeline heading north and out towards the lowa Hill
area. (Once the tank trap is removed on Edwards property)

Last, but not least, as a group, the aommissionérs, of a representative should physicaily travel the
route that | have suggested...F am pasitive that you will see our side of the picture, (Joy & Paul) until
then |would like 1o pay for a capy of the recording taken on the 24™ of Aprii 2008 hean‘ng_',__

Respectfully submitted,

Paul M. Mergen T Jay Mergen

6362 N Willowhaven 7. 8968 N Upper Bluffs Dr
Tucson, A7 85704 Tucson, A7 85742
littledukeb2dj@comcast.net jmergen@att.net

(2



January 28, 2008

My Father and | are protesting the Rezoning of property that is
adjacent to our 160 acres,

We feel there are several very important issues that you need
to be aware of with regard to this rezone.

We have attached a copy of the letter we sent to Gina Langford
along with the “Mitigated Negative Declaration” form.

Please distribute these letters to the Board of Sunervisors!!

Please feel free give me an email/call if you have any questions!

% /r/lﬂ/f?,&’/m

loy Mergen TV D
BOARD CASUPERYISORS
f_jl'l:::b Bl ’:-!‘U —— Ef\;r:
520-219-1425 {Home) et
. { oaen
jmergen@att.net JAN 3V 208
Sup D Sup LM A [::1 . :ide D-i —
S T e e T h e —
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July 13, 2007 O Ay Rt

Pracer County Building and Planning Depariment
Crvstal Jacobsen, Planner

30%1 County Center Dr

Aubura, CA 95603

Dcar Ms Jacobsen,

Currently Jack Remington, A.R. Associates, on behatf of Fred Basquin and Jed Parker{owners) have
filed a rezone request 1o remove TPZ zening at Bunch Creek (PREA T20060521) and replace it with
RF-B-X-80 AC. (See Agriculture Cammission Meeting Minutes Attachment 1}

My father, Paul Mergen, and [ own 160 acres of land in Colfax just adjacent to the Basquin/Parker
land. (Sec Map Attachment #2) We have filed a lawsuit with the Superior Court of Caiifornia
County of Placer on 42072007 2 “Complaint to Quict Title and for Declaratory and Injunctive
Reliel.” (Sec Civil Case #3)

We respectfully request that you hold any decisions ou this property split until we get this casement
issue resolved with Tred Basquin aod Jed Packer.

The Mergen family bas owned the 160 acres since April 1964 2nd the casement was never an issue.
Our current litigation is directed towards written clarification of our right to access our property.
Approval lo remove the TPZ zoning and then sphtting the property into & parvcels could preatly
impair our access to the property.

Wilve enjoyed access to our property 43 years and we want our access clarified in wriling belore we
have 6 more people to contend with on the road.

Respectiully Submiited,

g

Joy Mergen Paul Mergen
8968 N Upper Bluffs Dr 6362 N Willowhaven Dr
Tucson, AZ 85742 Tucson, AZ 85704

imeroen @ atnnet
820-210.1425

Ce: Plawning Dhirector--Michael Johnson
Placer County Supervisoes
Planning Commission Members
Colfax City Maoager—Jnan Phillipe
Reynolds Maddex LEP

FEnclosure—Attachments 81, 42 & #3
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Attachmet #1

COUNTY OF PLACER
AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION CHRISTINE E. TURKER

Agricultural Commissioner
Scater of Weights & Meazures

AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION MEMBERS ‘

Tony Aguilar Richard Johnson A
Jamas Brannas Willlam Morabeck 11477 E AVENUE, AUBURN, CALIFORMA 55633
Patricia Beard John Hitta TELEPHOME: [530) BRI-7472
Paul Ferrari Wicky Morris Fax, (5300 823-1695
Wayne Vineyard wearw placer.ca gov
MINUTES

PLACER COUNTY AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION MEETING

May 14, 2007

Members Present: Tony Aguilar, Patti Beard, Jim Brenner, William Morebeck, John Nitta,
Richard Johnson, Vicky Morris, Wayne Vineyard
Members Absent: Paul Ferran

1. CALL TO ORDER ~ Meeting called to order at 7 .00 by Chairman Wayne Vineyard.
il APPROVAL OF AGENDA FOR MAY 14, 2007 AND MiNUTES FOR APRILS, 2007-
Motion to approve April 8, 2007 Agenda:
Johnson/AguitarrfMPUV

MOTION BY RICHARD JOHNSON:
To change the wording in #5 10 replace “excluding” with “nciuding”.
MPUV

lil. PUBLIC COMMENT (The Commission does not act on items under Public Comment).

» Whalter Fickworth, rice. walnut, and cattle farmer had copper wires stolen from his

" agricuiturat well He was told by Beamer Pump that he would need a permit from the
Placer County Buliding Department to reconnect to glecincity. He wastold by PG & E
that the fee could cost $87. Nick Greso and Jaral Moore, tocal Placer County farmears,
have also had agricultural thefis. Pending tegislation may require recycling companies to
hold iterns for 5 days before paying the customer, and to video tape the seller. The
Commission members would like to invite Sherff Bonner, or other department staff, to the
June 11 Agncultural Commission meeting to address the agricultural theflt issues in
Flacer Counly.

»  Christine Turnar extended an invitation to everyone and handed out fiyers for the 2607
Agricultural Tour on May 30, 2007 that is being coordinated by Mark White, Resource
Conservation District. RSVP by May 25 2007
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BUNCH CREEK TPZ REZONE (PREA T20060521) — Crystal Jacobsen. Planning Department
This is a rezone request by appiicant Jack Remington, A R Associates, on behalf of Fred
Basguin and Jed Parker (owners) to remove the TPZ zoning and replace it with RF-B8-X.80 AC
minimum, which is still consistept wilh the Placer County General Plan. This rezone of 597.5
acres woukd result in three approved tentative parcels being divided in half with the result of three
additional parcels.

The Planning Départment will come back at a later date for recommendation from the Agricultural
Commission.

COMMITTEE REPORTS :
A, Agricultural Marketing Program Activities - Nancyjo Riekse.
» Report of Ag Markeling activities for Apiil

B. Economic Development Board {(EDB) Update - Lyndell Grey. Mo report

C. Livestock and Natural Resources Farm Adviser - Roger Ingram
» Mobile Poultry Processor handout. Explained how it works. Looking for
sponsorships. Bio-security on commercial poultry farms is major concern.

D. Horticultural and Small Farms Advisor — Cindy Fake. No report
E. Municipal Advisory Council (MAC) Agendas/Minutes — Fatti Beard. No report
F. Placer Parkway Meeting Lipdate - Willlam Morebeck. No report

G. Agricultl;lral Water Supply Subcommittee/Ag Water Waivers — Christine E. Turner.
« April 23, 2007 article in Auburn Journal talked about possible agricultural water
reduction in Placer County Water Agency's Zore 5 inwestern Placer County.

AGRICULTURAL COMMISSICNER'S REPORT — Christine E. Turner, Agricullural
Commissioner.
» Tonya Aguilar reappointed for 4 more years
» Richard Johnson appointment expires November 30, 2007, and Wayne
Vineyard's expires in December 2007
o No offictal word from Board of Directors regarding the appaintment of Nancyio
Riekse as Placer County Visitors Council Agricultural Representative
»  On Apnt 25" Pattie Beard was honored at lhe Auburn “"State of the Community”
awards dinner as a "Friend of Agriculture ”
+ State OES has submitted a letter to USDA requesting Placer County be declared
a dizaster area due to unseasonabis drought affecting over 30% of the county's
grazing land
» The Brenper Ranch was hughlighted in the May!June "Perspectives” magazine
from the Arts Council of Placer County
» Board of Supervisor approved conditional support of a proposal by the City of
Roseville to annex 2 172 acres (Sierra Vista Specific Plan) for developmeant



s Heads up that Placer County Environmental Health Department is moving forward
fo be in compliance with State requirements regarding on farm hazaidous
materials reporting

= Patterson Sang & Gravel's quarry expansion Environmental Impact Report has
supported 1-1 mitigation for mining impacts on agricuttural land

« Confimed that the Agricultural Commission has received the calendar year
reports of the Parcel Review Committee’'s approval of 4-way, or less, parcel splils
of agricultural land for 1989 through 20086

» Light Brown Apple Maoth (LBAM} in 8 counties to dale. Federal and Intra-State
quarantines are in place. Feeds on more than 250 different agricultural craps.  All
nursery stock, cut flowers, greenery, trees & bushes, fruits, vegetables, hay,
straw, bulk herbs & spices and more are affected by the quaranlines LBAM
native to Australia & in Hawaii since 1800's. So far no countries have banned
California fruit.

vil. NEW BUSINESS AND GENERAL COMMISSION COMMENTS - None,

Vil ADJOURNMENT - There being no further business to ¢ome befare the Agricultural Commission,
the meeting was adjourned at 9:00. The next regular meeting will be held at 7.00 p.m. on Monday, June
11, 2007 at the Planning Commission Hearing Room in Aucburn.

Recording Secretary
ir
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Attachment #3

Li.".'CRNE‘r DR FARTY ST A TTIRNEY (Mame, Sls Aar sombey, o Jodmdd;

Reynolds Maddax LLP )
Phillip Maddux, Esq. S8N 45579 Scoi D, Christensen, Esq. SBN 131629 FILED
500 Aubum Foisom Road, Suits 210 BUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
Aubumn, Ca 35603 COUNTY OF PLACER
TaEPRCAE MO 530-85-8500 Fagwd: 530-3%3-8113
L arTpeNer Fod vemel Plaindiffs Pacl and Joy Merges ALR 20 2007
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Placer
staestanteess. |01 Maple Street
muing apcress- 101 Maple Strest : £ .TJ?HN MENDES
v ans eeooe Auburm, CA 93603 ECUTIVE OFFICER & CLERK
BRAMZEH MAME B 7 Sames, Loty
CASE NAME: )
Mergen v. Edwards, et al -
- EASE NLME A
CWIIT C?ASE COVER S_HEET Complex Case Designation gcv 2 O bl ? 9
E Unkimited E:i Limited j c I:! Taind
{Amount [Amaunt i ounter aincer e
demandad demanced is Filzd with ArsTappaaranta by defend sl h ST

exceeds $25 000) £25.000 or less) [Cal Rules ol Cour, rule 3 402} JEPT.
Hems 1-5 below mysi be complelad (see nstrushons on page 2}
1. Check one box brelow tor the case type hat best descrbes this case:

Autd Tort Contract ] Provisianglly Complex Civil Liligatian
Aulo (22) D Breach of contractiwarranly [05] [Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)
Uninsured nnatanst (46} D Collections {09) D AnlitrustTrade reguiation (03}
Other PHPDAAT [Personal lnjury.l'Pererty D Irsufance Covarage [13] D Construclion dafast [1&]
DamageMWrongful Daath) Tont Other cantract (37) (] tacs tont (s0y
[ nsbestos 4] Feal Property E] Secufilies itigalian {29)
D Prodect Tability {24) Eminent demainfrverse E} EnviranrmentaiTowc tor (10
|:| Medical matpracton (43) condemnatan {14) Insurancs coverage clains ansing ‘ram the
[ 1 omerevpoane 23 U] wirensivi eviciion (33 apove listed prowsionaly compler tase
Kon-PIPDANVD (Other) Tort {71 otmer resl propecty (26) fyees (41}

E_'_] : . Entorcemant of Judgment
Businazs lorfunfar busingss sraztice (37 Unlawtul Detalner

Cral nghts (08) Commesaat (31) Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
. i5C
Defamation (13 T Resigenua a2y

(7] Fraua o ] aicon

Enforcement of judgrment {20)

[}

Orugs {18} _
1h mplainl [#ol spesiied above) (42
[ pcckatmosety 1 - e compan 1 saces 0
B Profussianal neglgence {25] D Asset foreiture (09) : Dartnership and corporate goveinance (24
C] Oher qoa-PEPDAYD o {35 Partnershig ar porate g - )

Pebtor rt: arbitratran award (11)
Wot of mandale (02}
[} oner jud.cial review (23)

Employrment
Wiongful lecminabon (36}
1:3 Other employment {15)

Other pallon {not specified sbava) (41)

2 This case [:I s EB 1504 complex under ruke 3.400 of the Callemia Rules of Court, 1f the case is complex, matk the
factors requiring excepticnal judiial management:

a. Large number of separately represented parties  d. (] Large number 0! wilnesses

b ] Extersive motion practice rasing difficull or novel e [__] Caarcination wilh relaled actions pending in one or mare cours
155025 thal wall be hme-cansuming lo resolve in olhes counlies, states, Of countnes, of in a federal court

= D Substanlial amaount of dacumentary evidence t. [} Substantal postudgment judicial supervision

3. Type of remedies sought (check aif that applyl:

a ] manglary b nenmonetary; declaratory or mjunctive ralief © ] paeiliva
4. Number of causes of action (specify): six

5. This case iz isnzt  aclass aclion suit.
6. lfthers are any known retated zases, file and serve a notice of :etafed case. (You may use fom COM-015)

Date: April 30, 2007 —
Scott D. Christensen, SBN 181629 Y T oacds
TYPE DA PRINT HaWE] |STGNATURE OF PARTY CR ATIOANET FOR PAATYY
o NOTICE ) )
« Plaintiff must file thes cover sheet with the first paper filed in the aclion or preceeding (excepl small claims cases or cases fled
under the Prabate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and nstitsiens Code). {Cal. Rules af Court, rule 3.220 § Fatture Lo file may resull !
mn sanchicons. )
* File this cover sheel in additan o any cover sheel required by local court rule,

1 ¥ K lhis case is compex under rule 3,400 el 325, of the Califomia Rules of Court, you musl s20ve a £apy of inis cover sheel an all
i olbier parhies 1o the action or pracezding.
L

* Unless this s a eampiax case. this saver sheet will b2 ased for statistical purposes anly. Figet ot
Fom Adaaled ror Mardaley s = e o Cal Putes ol Tfumraas 13703 ¢03-7 40%

Judicial Cavnni of Cadaria Clv“‘ CAS: COV-R SHE:T b rmran BIIM AL 17 Suaeares of jechd 3l Admwsiraan, § 19
R0 Ry, January 1, 2007] wewest Fnmd VDo w o weny EDUli 0 €0 gy

{Z



SUM-100

SUMMONS FOR EOUAT USE VLT

(FUL0 PARA LSO BE LA CARTE)

(CITACION JUDICIAL}
NOTICE TO DEFENDANT; S CEEL_TED .
= . SUPE OF CALIFORN
[AVISO AL DEMANDADO). _ P COUNTY GF pmcéq
Allan Edwards, Nancy Edwards, Steven Wolf, Kathy Wolf, Fred Basquin
HI, Karen Basquin, Jed Parker, al! persons unknown claiming any tight, APR 302007

title, estate or interest in defendants’ property, and Does 1-30, Inclusive

: Hink MEN
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: * o EXECUTIVE {]FFICEEFI?Ei CLERY
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO Et. DEMANDANTE}: ' By F Bohnet, Begety
Paul Mergen and Joy Mergen

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you ta file a writlen response at this court and have a
copy served oo the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will rot protest you. Your writtan response must be in proper legal farm if you want the
Coum to hear your case. There may be a court form Lhat you can use for your respanse. You can find thess court lorms and mota
information at the California Courts Oaline Self-Help Cenles {www.courtinfo.ca.goviselfhelp), your county law tibrary, or the courthouse
nearest you, |Fyou cannot pay the filing lee, ask the courl clerk for a fee walver form.  1F you do not file your response on Lime, you may
luse the case by defavlt. and your wages, meney, and proparty may bo taken without further waming from the court

Thera are other legal requirements. You may wanl to call an attorney fight away. If you do not know an atioeney, you may want to call an
attorney roferral service, If you cannal aford an altomey, you may ba eligible for frea legal services from a nonprolit legal services
pregram. You can tocals these nonprofll groups at the Calilamla Legal Servicas Wab slte (www Jawhelpcalllornla.org), the Callfarnia
Caourts Gnllng Solf-Help Center {www.courlinfo.ca.goviselfhelp), or by conlacting yout local caurt or county bar assoclation.

Tigne 30 DIA3 DE CALENDARIO después de que fe enireguen esta citacisn y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta gor €5¢rito
et ¢ila corle y hacer que $e entregue whd copla # demandante, Una carta o una flamada telefénica ne lo protegen, Su respuestd por
exerifo tene que estar en formate legal comecta si desoa gue procesen su £aso en fa corte, Es posible que haya wn formulario que usted
pueda usar para su respuests. Puede enconirar cstos fommutaries de {2 code v més informacién en ef Senlm de Ayuds O las Cortes de
California (www.courtinfo.ca.goviselfelpespanaly, en fa biblioteca de Jeyes de su condado o en I# £orte que e quede mas corca. 5ino
. puede pagar la cuplfa de presentacion, pida al scerefario de la core gue fe dé wa fermulanie de exencién de page de cuofas, 5inu prescnia
SU respuesta a tiempo, puede perder of case parincumplimienta p I3 corte fe pedrd quitar su sueldo, dinere y bienes sin mis advertenciz.

Aay otros requigilos fegales, Es recomendable que lame o un abogado inmedialamente. Sino conoce 2 un abogady, puede lamar & un
servicio de remisidn a abogados, 5ima puede pagar a un abogado, 25 posible que cumpls con 165 reduisite: para ablener servicios
tegates gratuitos de un programa de servicias legales sin fines de lierp. Puede encontear esios grupos sin fines de lircrm en ef 510 web de
Califomia Legal Services, {www.lawhelpcatiforniz. org), en ef Cartro de Ayuda de les Cortes de Calfornia,

{www.courtinfo.ca. guviselfheip/aspanald) o poriéndose &n conlacto con la corfe o &f colagio de abogados locales.

e name and address of the court =
(El rotntire y mr'eo;fjn ds fa corte es); e o SCV 2 0 N
Placer County Superior Court
101 Maple Strect
Auburn, CA 954603
The name, address, ard telephane number of plaintifs atomey, or plainii without an allomey, is:
{Ef nombre, fa direccidn y ef ndmero de teidfonn del abogade def demandante, o 2el demandanle que ng kene abogada, esk
Reynolds Maddux LLF, c/o Scoit D. Christensen, Esq., SBN [R1629
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Edwards Family Farm Fediviey 2, T
22801 Gillis Hill R4,

Colfay CA 95713

(538) 6374211

e,

Tohin Marin, Agency Dursctor

Macer Counly Community Development resovrce Agency,
3091 County Center Drive, Suit 190

Auburn CA 93603

re: Copunents on the draft negative declaration for the proposed Bunch Creek Rezone (PREA
T20060521)

Dear Director Marin,

Beiow are cornments on the draft Mitgated Negative Declaration for the Bunch Creek Rezors (PREA
T20060521) 1ssued by County staff on or about January 11, 2007,

Owerall, the declaration centains dozens of factual erors and amissions  As a result, the analysis of
matty of the Lrepact areas, and same of the proposed mitigation measwes are sigiuficantly flawed. In
addition, there arz several areas of impacts which are not addressed at all, and for which ao migation
is igentified. This document is insufficient and can 1ot be used a basis for concluding that the proposed
rezone would have no umnitigatad impacts. Inaddition, by its very nature, this rezone s a major, long-
tertn change in land use. The CEQA document for this proposal needs to include a thorough, long-tetm
curnulative ympacts analysis.

Due to the extensive problems with this document, we belizve (he county needs to correct the factual
errors, provide the mussing data (weluding field data) and analyses, reanalyze the unpact categernes,
and rewssue the resaltng CEQA dosument for public review and comment.

What f[ollows are detailed comments that are presented in the same order as the 1eleted sections i the
draft declaration. These commerts identify prohlermsin the document a3 they refate to: Fastual emors,
Factal omussions, nadequate mitipation, and unmutigated impacts  Attached are documents in support
of our comments, specifically an USDA site-specific soils analysis of the applicant parce], anit letiers
fram existing neighbors regzarding conflicts between subdivisions and timber harvests.

Detatted Cormnments

A. Page 1: Factual error. The language in the declaration 1ndicates that the minor land division
was finalized for the appleant's (Basquin/Parker) land - Checking with county planning staf,
they report that this subdiviston was tentatively approved as a subdivision of TPZ land in 2003,
but wall oot be final until the required limprovements (road and other) are completed.

2005 parcel map could be futther subdivided Bul since the minimum parcel size it TPZ is 164
acres, the largest of the applicant's tentative parcels (277 .5 acres) dees not meet the 320 acre
nunirnum size for a 2 split At the present tune, since the 2005 minor paccel sphit 15 not fina!,
this land contains only one parcel (597 acres).

(. Top of Page 2: Factual ecors. Thus section refers 10 an application for a tircberland conversion
permit dated August 1952 There 15 no evidence that permit appiication exisis. In addition, the



[ollowing are errers contalned i the desaription of that perm! application and other
Lnfarmation from CDF:

D.C

The site was not karvastzd in 1990,

I The characterization that the previeus owners “split the lasil and placed {it) in timeer
production zonmg™ 15 incorrest. Actualiy, the land was putinta TPY under a Singis
owmership {partnership) as single parcel under List Ain 1577, The partnership was created
1n 1946 and partitioned in 1985,

erter of Page 2 -3 Facmal Errers: “Environmental Settizg™: Contains the following errors

and misr cpressntat 1015

1 “Site” -- Fails to state that the cument Timber Prodaction Zoning 15 160 acre minimum
parcel size, and fails 1o state that part of the site is i the American River Canyox
II. “North” -- Fails to mention that 2 of the 3 parcels to the north aze Timber Production Zoning

withy a [60 acre minimur parcel size.

[ “East” -- Mischaracterizes this as only have a zoning of FBX 20, and as being“developed

with medium density single-lfamuly residences " Inreality, of the 1 25 miles onthe
eastern boundary of the site, .73 miles is undeveloped TPZ land and .5 ules 15 owmed by
3LM (this single parceiis zoned Water influence in the general plan, and 1s mostly on the
steep side of the American River Canvon). The declaranon states "Parcels to east are
developed with medum density single-family resulence, with rear yards contaring masny
oaks which provide a buffer to the project site”. Inreality, there are no houses on the
nunediate east side of the Basquin/Parker land, this area is in the American River Canyon —
the nearest houses several rmles away

IV, “West™ - Mischaracterizes the Tand as a large parcel along the south line and medium

density residential development along the north portion  Inceality, the south Y mile ks a
large undzveloped parcel in Bunch canyon. The muddle % mile has § parcels which contam
a total of 2 houses. And the north % mile s Timber Production Zoned land.

L. Page 3, C. Previous Envireomental Decuments: Pactual errors: The declazation lists the
Foresthill Comumunity Plan EIR as a refzrence FEIR. The zpplicant's land in rot withur the
boundaries of the Foresthill Community Plan EIR

F. Pagz 5 -1 Aesthetics:

i

1L

Factual error. The discussion section for “Aesthetics” states that this projeet “does not
nclude any dcvelopnl{:m of the site.™ This is untrue. The applicant oblained rentative
approval for a 3 parcel subdivision tn 2005, Once the applicant completes the 1equired
Imprivements this subdivision will be finahzed. However, since the fand 15 still in TEZ, the
Aapphicant and subsequent owners kave no right to build houses on these parcels. Approval
of this proposed rezoning will give them that right, allowing 3 homes where nene are now
allowed, without any funher environments! assessmert and public teview.

Furthermore, while not part of the current project, this rezoning could result in a total of 7
houses that are not allewed under the current zoning. This CEQA review is the comect
place for assessing the cumulative impacts of the full development that will result from this
[2Z0ONINg.

Unmitipated impazts . The Discossion “All Ttems:” on page § ackeowledges that the Placer
County (JLI]CT&I Plan considers the ridges west of the Norh lork of the American river to be
scenie resources. L (his rezone is aporoved, 3 houses will be immediately allowed, and up
t0 7 houses will be eventually allowed on this property without further rezoning. The only
flat, accessible, buildable land on the property is on the ridgetops. So the rezone will likely
rzsult in compromusing the scenic resource with n,urltntml development,

G Page 5 & 6, Agricultural Resources:
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Factuat emor: The discussion section, nem I1-1,3: refers 40 a conclusion that the land fas
poor grawing conditicns for confer forssts This 15 pan of the econonic justification for
czonmg the land from Tumber production to a residential zorung. However the Ppoor
growing conditions” conchusion is factually ingorceet. This land was part of a Jetaned soils
analysis conducted by US Department of Agriculivre in 1966 This analysis found 23
separals s0ils arzas on what 1s row the appiicant's land {see attachiment A). While rhe study
showed 2 smiall areas that were too tocky for commercial forests, it alse showed that
approximately ¥ the land has soils with 100 vear Ponderosa pine site indicies of 95 to 102
(considered a medusen site classy and approximately % has sotls with 13 yearnindicies of
118 10 120 {considerad medium to high site class). Tnaddition, according {0 the same 50155
analysis, the 520 2cre TPZ parcel immediately o the north of this land has a very spmadar
iix of soil types —and i is currently growing excelient quality pine and Denglas fir tumber.
All ofthus, along with historical information indicating that the applicant’s land has
produced several miblicn board feet of timber in the last 60 vears, contradicts the copciusion
m the item I1-1,3 that the BasquiniParker Jaad is poorly suited for growing forest
Factual emisgion: The discussien for sections 1 & 3 alse concludes that restocking the land
ard growing timber will be cconomucally tafeasible. While the discussion refers to a forest
managsment repen, neither this reference report nor the discassion offer real scoromic
analysis to substaniiare the conclusion,

I Ungnitigated Impacts; As discussed above, this rezoning would result (s conversion of

medium o mediem-nigh site timberland 10 non-timker nses As discussed below, it s likely
that, it rezongd, this land will never be returned (o the forest that it once was. [naddiion, i
rezoned to residential uses, the 200 acres that was not burned and is stockad will likely not
be mamtained as productive forest Yet despite these likelinoods, the docurment offe:s no
mitigation for the agricultural and cavironmental ipacts of this conversion

Support for the statement that a rezoning will likely resnlt in 4 permaneat conversion of this
land from s former status as mixed conifer forast to buskland with some naks s ay follows
5 The brush and vegetation which have come to dormnate e land since the Pordeiosa
fire are aggressive excluders of native conifers, particularly Ponderosa pine. Ths,
and the lack.of contfer seed trees in the ummedizte area, means that i© wili be
difficult for ikis land to naturally reforest Reforestmg will take affirmative
managemnent in the form af site preparaton and replanting
i Post-wild fie restocking s standard forestry practice throughout the forest regions of
the Western US. Therz was (and i1s) govertunent meney availsble w sharz the cost of
replantingfrestocking. Nelghboring land also burred 1n the Ponrderosa firg was
successiully restocked with commmerciat conifers immediately afier the fire
Hovwever, there was no attempt o reforest the applicant's land after the Ponderosa
fire.

- There 15 no discussion in the negative declaration about replanting the land to

comifers, and so presumably no plans o do so.

v Inaddition, tais rezoning woold take this land out of the timberland market and put
it the hugh-end residential market. With the resulleeg change n land values,
growmng a forest for the productien of umber wi'll truly become uneconomic And as
aresult of the chiange in land price, the land will likely come to be ownad by peaple
whose priorities and land investment activities are residential, not forest So 1t 13 not
likely that future rzsidential cwners would do the replanting necessary 1o restore
conifer forest on the burned portions of the applcant's land. f{p

—

n

IV Unimitigated [mpacts: The negailve declaration does not adequateiy address impacts on



neighboring TPZ and does not providz adequate mitigation, The result 15 significant
unmitigated impacts.

The discussion on page 6 of the negative declaration states that the rezoring may result m
land-use conflics between future residents of the applicant's land and adjacent forest and
agriculiural operations  But the declaration only considers oniy noise and dusiissues
Thers are other issues that have caused significant condlicts when residental develepment
was allowed next to existing TPZ land  (See atiached lelters from neighbors to a TPZ pascel
regarding potential conflicts with a permitted harvest. ) The areas of conflict that must be
addressed 1n the CEQA document include:

« Residentizl neighbors objecting to permitted timber harvesis,

+ Residential neighbors objections to harvesting trees that may change thelr view

~  Residential neighbors objecting o logging trucks using the county road

»  Residential neighbors living mote than 100 feet from the TPZ boundary

objecting to the noise and other aspects of of harvesting activities.

'+ Residential nzighbors' dogs harassing bivestock on the TPZ land

» Residential neighbors repularly trespassing on TPZ land

»  Lawsuus by neighbors attempting 1o gain access through TPZ tand for

development purposes.

These conflicts have arisen due to the subdivision the county approved an otr wesiern
boundary. Adding another subdivision that runs alang our southern boundary will make the
economics of growing tanber ail the moss difficulr. The negative declatation offers a 100"
setback from the remaining TPZ parcels as sole mutigation fr conflict impacts. Vet most of
the conflicts betwzen the TPZ owners and neighboring subdivisions were from subdivision
people whe lived more than 100 feet fom our boundary. Therefore, the negative
declaration does not include adequate ieitigation for impacts te reighboring TPZ.
Lrmitigated impacet. County-Wide Impacts - Rezoning this parce! could encourags
conversion of TPZ parcels throughou! the eastern half of the county. The negative
declaration offees no mitigation for this broader impact,

Placer County landowmers are facing great pressurs to convert thelr working land for real
cstate developments. Witlun the Countv's forested areas, many of the remaining parcels are
Zoned TPZ. Up until now, the severe restrictions assogtated with TPZ have left thees
parcels largely untouched by development pressure. But this rezoning proposal is a test
case that will set a precedent, and may determine the eveatual fate of avmch of the County's
forest,

The Discussion page 6 of the negative declaration offers arguments as to why the rezaning
and conversion of the Basquin/Parker land 15 justified. Those arguments include the
tollowwg key elements:
. the property was heavily logged,
« 273 of the property was burred in a wildfire (at least in part because the hustorie
fiuef breaks had not heen maintained)
«  the owners falied to even minumally replant to conifers following the fire.
+  thers 15 no near term expectation of commereia! tmber harvests on this site
+ Overall the ceonomics of keeping this land in forest s less atrractive than the
economics of rezoning and subdviding,
These same arguments for rezoning conld be applied o other TPZ land, particularly if
the owners are willing to log heavily, manage poorly, and allow, if not encourage, 577



wildfires. The rezative declaration did not addiess s tnpact.

H. Page & & 7, Al quality: The able and discusswn on pages 6 and 7 conclude in enor that this
ezonng proposat would have ne impacts on aw gualiny.

[

Unmitigated impact -- This 15 a Transportation-generating project. When bult-out with 7
tesidences, this project will generate a larze number of additioral trips & year, we estimate
approximataly 7000 (ops per vaar This would te a copsiderable addibon o the
transportation-gereratzd air pollution, particularly suce the rasidests may need to commaute
long distances (o jobs in the Sacramento valley

alr qualtty imphcations could be great.
There 15 no mingation ¢ fered in the negative declazation for these ynpact.

I Pages 7 & 8, Biological Rescurces: The table and discussion concludes  error that this
proposed rezoning woutd have no impacts on biclogical resources. This emoneous conchision
15 partly based on mncorrect wformation, and partly oo nformation and analvsis that is absent
from the document. : '

[

I

Factual ervor - The discussion on page § concludes that the rezorang proposal would not
nclade any development of the site. Bt as pointed out in section FI above, the approval of
this proposal would immediately allow 3 hovses whete they are not cwcrently aliowed. In
addition, the propasal would nltimately result in af lzast 7 residential pareels a1 land that
now allows no residences. Therefore the conclusions arc based on incorrect inforimation.
FFactua] omissions -

a. Thus seciion of the negative declaration conzludes that the proposed rezone and
conversion would have no impact on sensitive species or thea habitats But there is no
miormation or analysis mesented or referenced tw support this conclusion.

b Further, as discussed insection G ahove, the apphcant argues against restoring the land
1000t3 formes status az @ mixsd comder forest By impiication, this means that the land
will continee 1 its curen statis az a waldfire-mduced brush field with scattered vaks
that survived the fire rather than ids former status as coner fnrest and mmed conifer
forest. 1n addition, this proposed rezoning would fragment what i3 now a large block of
undeveloped land. Overal’, this would mean the permanent lass of a Jarge block of
comfer and mixed conifer forest But there is ke analysis presented to conalude that this
would have no bupacts on Biological Rescwrzes,

a Wirthoutidormation and analysis 1o support the ¢conclusion of no Biolopical Resource
tmpacts, this document must conciude that impacts to Bielogical Resources are possible.
As a result, the document needs (o exther provide such mformarion and analvyis, or offer
mitigations for any mapacts that mav be possible (for exampie, 1mpacts on sensitive
araphibians and raptors). Yet this document offers oo such mitigations

b More broadly, because this project is precedent settung, 1t could well encourage other
timbetland owners {0 stiwp andior burn therr land, and rezone for development. The
overall impasts on forest habitats in Placer County coud be devastating, Yet this
document offers no rutigation for thes possibility. :

I Page 8, Cultural Resources:

1

II.

Factual emor -- As discussed in sections F & T above, thus negatve declaration 1gnores the
fact that the Revoning automatically abiows 3 houses on a parcel that here-to-fore did not
hawve the right to residences Therefore the conclusions are based on incorrect information.
Factual onussion — This document daes not reference either site spectiic studies oy hroader
studies to support the conclusion that the proposed rezamng would have po impact an
cultural resources Such a stedy would centaindy find histone nuning artfacts (stamp mill,

%4
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Mining dump sites, etc ). And since neighboring land Rolds the site of 2 Narive Amevican

village, this land is ety 1o crntaln Mative American anfacts

[ii. Unmitizated impacts - There is no discussion of mitigating impacts the rezoning may kave
on cultural resoucces

K Page 9 & 10, Hazards and Hazardous Materials:

[ Factualerror - The discussion item VII-4 mentions 2 mine tunnels - one exposed and one
coversd. Tn fact, there are at least § hisloric mines and a stamp mill on this property. If
mining activity creates concerns about hazardous mateilals, ali of these should be examined

Il Factual error = The discussion item ¥11-7 states [nat this propesed rezening would not _
include the development of the size. But as shown ia sections F & [ above, this is facinally
incomect. Therefore these conclusions are based on incorrect information.

111 Factual omussion ~ This property has been given the highast wildfire hazard rankung 10 the
California Fire Plan. Inthe past SO years it has experienced 3 major wildfires, culminaiing.
w the destruction of approximately 273 of the forest on the land in the 2001 Ponderosa fire.
Rezoning this land from TPZ to resdential uses would seem tmappropriale wirkout an
expert's analysis of the health and safety impacts from the stand potrt of future wildfires.
Unfortunately oo such analysis has been referenced or offered

IV Factual omission — The Mitigation measures — Item VII-7 mentons mitigalion measures
designed 1o reduce the threat of wildland fire damage. Bul the language in measures | & 2
aze ot specific as to the details, location, and timing of the installation and maintenance of
the shaded fuel breaks and access roads Measuses 3 & 4 do not identify which roads wall
be so treated  Measwre 8 does net specify when, where, and how rany water storage taaks
wall be installed.

YV Unnutipsted [inpacts — This section of the document fails to mitigate, or fails to adequateiy
mitizate the following impacts:

a. loxic hazards from mare tailings and mine mill tailings

p. physical hazard of open mines (the negative dec mitigates one opern tunnel, but there are
everal more that wauld sull be open.)

¢ the wiidire harard mihgations, as described, are madequaie, andtis possibie that
allowing heises on the cidgetops of this property would create wildines risks that ase not
mutigatable

L. Pagz Il & 12, Hydrology and Water quality

[ FPactua® Ertor - The discussion jtern VHI-1 states that this proposed rezonmg would not
include the development of the site. But as shown inscctions F & | abeve thas is {actually
mcorrest. Therelore the conclisions are based on incorrect information

I Lnmitizated Impacts -

a. The appliecants will need to prove a potable water supply is avallable {or the threz houses
that will be immediately approved if this rezoning proposal is approved.

b. thzre may be other wesmitigated hydrologic impacts that have not been discussed becavse
of the incamect conclusion discussed w section L{ above

0. Pages 12, 13 & 14, Land Use and Plannimng.

I, Factaal errors

a. The discussion - Item 1X-3,4 515 incortect. The site was not teaally harvested for
matketable tuuber m 1994,

II. lnadequate mitipation —

a. Mitigation Measures-Items 1X3,4,3 are inadequate. As discussed in scehon G.01b
above, the 100 buffer 13 not sufficient to prevent conflict between residential
development and TPZ operations

I Unmitigated impacts —

1



a. As discussed in section G 11 e abeve, if approved, this rezoning proposat cou.d!
encourage eonverswon and development 1o foresiand throughout the county.

b The discussion Item 1X-7 erraneousty concludes that the proposed rezomng wili noi
result in a substantial akterat-on of the present and plannad lard use ef the sie As
discussed in section G 1 a above, ine proposed rezorang would pennanentiy convert
the land wse of the site. For this tmpact, the negative declaration effers no mutization.

N Bage 15, Public Services:

[

il

Faciual etror — The discussion tiem at the bottern of page 13 stafes that this propossd
rezoning would nat include the development of the sue. But as shown in seutions & 1
above thus 13 faclually incerrect. As a result, this document wcorrectly concluces that the
proposed rezonmg will have no impaci on fire protection services, and on the maintenance
of public roads.

Unmitigated [mpacts --

a. Fire protection — the project certainly has the long term impact of ingreasing the derand-

for protecting houses during wildtires. Yet those impacts are not metigated.

b. Mawtenance of public roads — In the long term, the project will increased trafiic, and
resulting wear and tzar, on Yarkee Jim's road. This issue is unbikely to be raized in
subsequent minar parcel splits. Now 1s the time to analvze 1t, particalarly if there s any
mave toward gicreasing the area's density in the community plan update. The
declaration did not do thie.

(. Pages 16 & 17, Transportation:

I

LL.

Factual error -~ The discussion stem al the top of page 17 states that this propased rezoning
would net include the development of the site. Bul as shown in secions FF & [ above this s
factually incorrect. As aresult, this document incorrectly concludes that the propossd
rezoning wil have no impact an traffic.

Unmitigated impacts - As discussed above nsection G, there has already been significant
centhets betwaen the Edwards family and residents of existing neighbonng subdivisions in
regard to periodic tunber harvests on the Edwards TPZ parcel. Some of the most significant
of those conflizts concerned the unwaliinzness of subdivision neighbers to share pubhe
roads wiath trucks hauling logs to market. The proposed subdivision would add residential
neighbors along our southern boundary. They would share the same county road with our
haul trucks, and, i addition, share an easement road as well. T 1s reasanable to expect
traffic conflicts between these future reighbors and the Ldwards haul trecks  But the
negative declaration does not discuss these sipnificant impacls, nor docs 1t identily any
miltZallon measiures.

P Page 17, Utilities and services ssues:

I

Factua] error -- The discussion iterm at the beltom of page 17 states that this proposed
rezoning would not include the develepment of the site But as shoewn insections F & 1
above thes is factualiv incorrect. Therefore the conclusiens are based on incomeet
information.

- Unmitigated impacts — Because of the factual eror discussed abeve, the mitgated negative

declaratien fails to propose mitigations for the impacts of residential water supply and an-
sie sewage disposal
a. According to the envirormental quesiiennare, there have been no wells dog for the 3
parcels created by the 2005 minor parcel split — for whieh this rezosing woul? ailow
houses.
b. MNeither have thers been perc and mantle tests for the three parcels.

(3. Page 18, Mandatory Findings of Significance: Environmental issues - As discussed oy
it g

it

tions A through P ahove, the mittgated negative declaration document suffers from

90



significant factual errors and omissions. As a result, the declarstion comes to a number of
unsupperied conelusions regarding the need for mitigahons, and the adeguacy of proposed
mutizations. In additions, there are several impacts and potential impacts of the propus-:d
rezone that the document does not atrempt to mitigate. Asaresult, the conclusicn tn this
secton are unsupported.

Please feel free to contact ug if vou have any questions about the abeve corments.

Sincerely,

i ﬂfwt / el
*Hli:n and I\ancy Edwa:di-.
\j{;}wr;g sl

¢
i

i
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Atfachment A

Rezaning - Sails map '

The listing t=low shows the sai's Types on BasquinyParker laud; as takan from the Feobruary 1965 site-spectilo
solls map — compiled by the Sta’T foum the USDA'S Soil Conservation Servize Ovarall, based on the 1965 site-
specilic soils survey, approamasely ¥ of the Basquin/Parker tard s medwim site fand [sitz index 95 - 100 and
half is higher site land {site approximately sie wndex of 120), with a very smali porticn in rocky land. The
ipecific seal (ypes found on this land are as follows:

Soilsin areas that were not burned in the Penderasa Firz

Soii Svmbol on May Soil Tyne Pine Sute Index 158 vri
AMALIT0G-2 Mariposa Loam - 95~ 100
AVNMEMMEG-1 Rockland
DVAZE/SE G- Sites Loam 120
AMALLS0T -1 Mariposa Leam : 95 — 160
CIMAYENDE-| Josephine Leam ' 118
aMEESSTG-l Mariposa Loam ' 95 100
ARMAYE/ASE _ Suttierfin Loam abaut 120 (4)
IMAYES4G-1 : Sutherlin Loamn about 120 {4}
AMAYESZE-] Sutherhin Loam abows 120 {4)
Souis in aveas thal were bumed by the Ponderosa Fire
Seil Symbeol on Map Seil Tvpe Pane Sste Index(100 vr)
IMAYES 341 . Suthetlin Loam absot 120 (47
SVVMBIGAG-2 Rock'and B
IMAYTE/2F Sutherlin Loam about 120 (13
AMAE/S0G. 2 Manposa Lean g3 - 100
AMAYTM0F -1 SutherlinLoam abour 120 ()
IMIAESRE Saies Loam 130
AMA3EI8F Mariposa Loam 43— 100
439D Sites Loam L2
AW{4EASE] Mariposa Loam 95— 100
drvMAESSG-1 Mariposa Loam 9% 100
drMCiZ5E- ] ' [ulkraketia &l
3tMAE65G-1 Iosephing Loam 1:3
ArMEHTED-1 Mariposa Leam 93 - 100

IrdaERa5E-1 Sites Loam 123

notes  V)ihe soi classifications were read off the soil map from Mt to night and top te bottom
2} The Scil classifications came from the Table that accomeanied the sols map i the 1963 study,
3) The 100 year pine site induxes came fzom Table 4 of the Sails Sorvev of Placer Counby, Califania -
Westerm Part. By USDA Soil Consecvation Service, 1ssued 1980
4) The Soil Survey .. cited in # 3 above did not list Southerho Voam sitz indexes  Given the soil depth and
textare, they should be approximatety the same as Sifzs Loam
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N April 28, 1953 /
ﬁiéf, ﬁiéyﬁkﬁf
Mr. Jack Warren, Director -3 "
- Placer Cocunty Public Workas Dept. ST
1144 0 Ave, oD s
Auvburn, €A 354803 T e
’ o= ol
Subject: N.T.M, P, F N-2-93-: _ .
= :,.;J{W

é{/ Bl 7

My husband snd I wish to add our names to those opposing,tﬁé .
logzing operation proposed by Allen and Nancy Edwards of- ::

Gavis, Califernia, 1n cur area. T
4&JL

Wa feel streongly tiat this harvesting of the trees would not .
only -be detrimental to the environment but would be a bLlight ce
on this neichberhood, All of the homea here were huilt be-
cavae of the-oesthetic beasuty and aatural environmonl and to
divest such u largc area of so many trees would not only be
disastercus to the wild life buf would cause a reduction of
property values,

As we understand it, they plan to drive logging trucics con
1.25 miles. of Yanlkee Jim RJ., which ia a very snarrow road and
would be extremely unsafe for residents driving to and from
their homes and school, work, ete,

we hope you will take our ¢oncerrs under consideraticn and
reconsider this logging operation, '

Sincerely,

Cﬂ?ﬂid/ﬁ¢¢a__.

Ella May Sfiaskus

T iz Bna

ten Stasiius :

L0, Bex 1419 (23750 Grandview Ave, ]}
Collax, CA USTL3

E5/es
CC:  Allen and Kancy Edwards
Cathy Schori, CUF - Region IX
Dave MecMamara " M !
~ Wendell Reeves, Reglonal Forester, COF - [eglon 11
Clark Newton, Lngineer FPlacor County Fublic Works bept.

/6
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Frad & ¥aren Basguein, ILI
22057 Forcupine Ridge Road
Colfax, California 95713 N
T
May 25, 1983 ~. o
: \ -_Pép
L -
o
Cepartment of Foresoyy -

13780 Lincoln Way
aykern, California 93602

i

EFT

Doar Ken Wellson,

s
. [ ‘e

Thic lerter is being wricten in oppositier of the propossd logalng
aperation taking place on Yarksz Jims Road, Colfax, Califoreia. As
residents and concerned citizen wE Very much cbrect to the
preblems a protect of this maantgde would create W2 have lived
on Porcuplne Rige Road for the past 1i years and saen the
developmént of lamd all around us. including gur own. We have no
ohjection with develcopment. Ve d¢ obhjsct to suripgang the land
and rulsning natural nabigat {or our wildliife We happen to know

that Camels Humo, one of the proposed arceas for c¢learing, 1s the
home for 2 black bears, which we have scern onograsion while hakxing
in that area. We don't feel ibois guy positicn kg tell the owner
of his prspert” how o manage it, It ls, however, our business
Wwhern hio capitalization lnrr*ﬁcns upon our satfety when traveling an
Yankee Jims Boad. As we are sure you are aware, Yankee Jims Road
15 a narrow, curvey road, only 1& feet across in sume areas, barely
allowing ordinary cars to pass safely 1n the copposite directions.
If larqge logging trucks are allewed o travel on this rarrow road,
aur safety, ocuar families safeny, friends and nerghbors saferv, and
evan strangers safery will be in 3zopardy. Logolng trucks have
quite a repuratien for driving faster that the law and conditions
permit., Mot tc mention, Placpr County will rot ger involved with

this project, however. they will meke = proilsc from 1ts harvest

of timber. In the meantimeg, the owner of the property being logged
makes a profit and no provisicns or raspensibility of road maint-
erance is even a consideration. wWe feel th rden and responsib-

1

e bur
ilicy for reoad malntenance and safloty srould o2 placed on the project
tand cwner and we fully scpport our reiqhbors who are pushing to at
least soe some safety measures taken. If these steps sre not taken,

-

oA



4
Lt
'
-";
wiho would be resgonsizle :f there was 3 serrous accident?  Me urgs
his project more carstully.

you Lo please review t

Wa thank vou kindly far your attenticn ragarding

Sincerely, . .
- - ,/ -."\ . ’ P
- ; -~ - ]
L ST : o ot
_._--‘J’/j e e j; [ \‘\ ‘Z f/‘-“'h'l__:‘,"__'a\_d_ .‘.'I\__.l*\_ j‘ § f‘__

P
i ’.’L.-'_ L& B i

Frad & KareqﬁBasquin, I[l{_

Fzx Bloomfizld
Jack Warren

Jon wWitther
rathleen Schori

fr



May 27, 1092 |

Hathissn Seheil : : e
Dept. of Poragiy & Fire Protection
§105 Alrport Roed -
Redding, CA 8002 '

FAX#224-4341 @

Ra: NTWP? Plan 8o, N-2-93-1 7
~ Colfax Logglng '

Doar &8s, Sehari,

As nearby neighbors of the Edwards’ Yarkss Jim proosity we hava 20mMs res)

sontarns regarding tha tmpact of thelr logging speraticn {and iogging tnucka} o
the tarms!n and GUF roaqs. 399 ope 3979 }

Has an snvironmentsl Impest siudy besn f@ﬁnrmad on ihlz aperation? Mow
would we bast find oul the results of this

Bagsuras we wouid liks to gse CDF talks includs:

1} Requirs the Lod o Aagmen on Yankes Jims Road to pravent head.on
collisions.

2) Prohiblt log hauling durlng commuta end echzol businges hours.

3} Prohlbltlogging oparations on weekends snd holidays and imit the use ¢!
powsr #quipmant to tho hours betwesn 6:00 a.m. snd 5:00 p.m.

4} Hequire tha posting ¢f 2 Pertormance Bond ts help tover the tost of
road repeis.

Wa llva 1/2 mila Wegt o1 Yoenkse Jims Road on Sisrra View Drive, o4 Cenyon -
Yay. Canyon Way betwasn our road and Yenkse Jims Rd. claims alife evary 8
manths lo 2 years dus to the danﬂarous curve., Our upErnach te Cenyen Way
from Stacra vView Drive (2 already nagzardous doe 10 this olind curva. if we nesd 1o

worry about logging trucks tlying around that curve | fear the fatalitles witl
increasae.

i tha'{ epproach Highwaey 80 irem tha ethar direclion on Canyon Way, the curve
prior te Eankn Jims merging anto Canyon Way i3 tricky, toe, and somaone
could zazlly run right Into a dig, slow merging lumbrer truck &3 thay clip slony
Canyon Wey.

Plense keep us apprisad of this sltuation, or lst Us KNow how we can stay
Intarmed.

Ry s\ ot 5 A

V\Cﬂ
€ e p

2w
gt

LR
“’L"T?ﬁa
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1 C. Pighar, Jr,
Sleera Viaw Dilve, Colfax, C& §5713
8} §37-4120

Linds L. Flgher
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a7 May 25, 1993

Katkleen Schor

Dept of Forestry & Fire Protecticn
5105 Airport Road

Redding, CA 96002

Re: NTMP plan No. N-2-63-1

Dear Ms. Sckeri:

My family and 1 live oo Maplewood Lane which in accessed off of

L

Yankee Jim's Road in Weimar/Colfax California. It has recently come to my attention 2/
that a nearby property owner is petitiontng 1o harvest lumber and that the access 10 this \LD

operation will also be Yankee Jim's Road.

L
a_,:_.!':-lz:'

Yankee Jim’s is a county road, but it narrows in many places. Large vehicles '?n, 54
could greatly impede traffic, block emergency vehicles and possibly cause acadents.

This road is also in marginal condition and 1 believe it will be damaged further

by heavy equipment fully loaded. We urge vou to consider these factors when hearing

and ruling on ihe above referenced plan

*Require the use of flagmen on Yankee Jims
*Prohibit log hauling during commute aad school busing hours
*Protubit logging operations on weekends and holidays

*Limit the use of power equipment to the howrs between 6:00am & 5:00pm

"Require the posting of a performance bond to help cover the

cost of road repaus

Smcuret},

7, ’9*""://,»(/:‘@’?/

Tinad Herrmann

971 Maplewood Lane
P.C3. Box 682

Colfax, CA 93713

—_— -

t¢o Ken Neilson, Dept of Forestry Aubum, CA
Supervisor Rex Binomfield
Jack Warren, Placer County Public Works

10



May 7, 1533 r

Mz, Kathlsan Sanari TR,
California Depanrment of Forestry = otk
€105 Airpart Road T
Redding, CA S8C02 G

Re: NTMP Mo, N-2-G3-1
Oear M3, Schori:

We arg writing in responsa to the proposad implementation of NTMP No. N-2-93-1. As
residents of a housing development immediately adjacent to the arsa coverad by the plan,
with some of cur homes within 150 feet of the harvest area, we are very concerned that
the plan be implemented with the proper safety precautions and respect for ths
SUrroUNGing community.

In the nearly quarter of a century since this property was 1ast logged, the nature of the
surrounading area has changed a great deal. Homaes have been built all along the four
roads that enter Yankee Jims in the area that will be used for log hauling. Timberiaks
Estalss, a residential deveiopment of 19 homesites, has been built on property adjoining
the Edwards Tree Farm. Comumuters now use. Yankea Jims on a daily basis as they
travel to and from Interstate 80. Yarkes Jims is also a favorte access route for kayakers,
rafters, and other racreational users of the North Fork of the Amaerican River.

One thing that has not changed despite an increase in traffic volume is Yankes Jims
Road, the only access local residents have into the area. Yankee Jims is a lightly
constructed county road which does not mest present county width requiremants for a
twa lans road (nieass see enclosed copy of lefter 1o the Placer County Public Works
Depantment). This road is bordered by a steep cut bank on cne side and a stream on
the other, and contains severa! blind carners. The shouiders of the road are crumbling
in severat places and the road nseif is subject to annual flvoding.

We urge you and your review team to delay approval of NTM? No. N-2-53-1 uatl ins
tollowing concerns have been addressed:

e |Improvements need 10 he Mads to the affected area of Yankea Jims o increase both
the road's width and load-carrying capacity befora operations begin. This will avoid
the possibility of serious head-on acciderts and a conlinuous patchwork of rapairs.
At prasent, a single truck breakdown could have the effect of eliminating fire fighting
and other emergency senvices 1o anyone living soh of that location, as well as block
all access to Interstata B0 for commuters.

¢ A Performance Bond or other financial secunity should be posted to cover the €OSt
of road repairs.



NTMP Ng. hN-2-93-1
May 7,1593
Pags 2

®  Log hauling should not be permmed durng commute hours or during school busing
Fours tn prevent a sericus hazard o traffic fiow and safety. Thus would prevent school
children walking to and from the bus step at the intersscticn of Canyon Way and
Yanikag Jims from having to comipata for space with logging frucks.

®  Becauss of ths close prodimity to residential dwalings, icgging operations should not
e permitted on Saturdays, Sundays, or legal holidays. in addiion, the cperation cf
power equipment, including chain saws, should be imited to the hours betwseen
6:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.

® A maximum limit on the length of the harvest should be set at twe months, or 60
days, per year (as estimated by Mr. Edwards)

It is our understanding that NTMP's have no expiration date. With this in mind, wa fasl

that the plan approved for the harvesting of timber on the Edwards Trea Farm should be
carried out with the safsty and residential nature of the community in mind.

Sincerealy.

Timberlake Estates Homeowners Association
P.Q. Box 1079 '
Weimar, CA 385736

(316) 6374192

Board of Directors:

Mauresn Kleppe, President
Judy Wilming, Secretary
Reian Rasse, Treasurer
Toby Hirning

Steve Ort

Steve Reigel

Ted Wilming

cc.  Supervisor Rex Bloomfield, Placer County - District 5
Ken Neilson, Department of Forestry, Auburn Office
Jack Warren, Diractor, Placer County Department of Public Works
Jacik whita, Califorria Deparntment of Forestry




May 25, 1963

Kathlagn Schori

Lept. of Fovestry & Firo Froteciion e
6105 Airport FHoad 5
Redding, CA 96002 T /-)
Dear Ms. Scheri: T

oL
As a registerad voler in Placer County and a resident of 975 Maplawood "'2:
Lane off of Yankee Jims Road for the past six years, | am wriling to 0w
express my concerns regarding tha propesal by Mr. Edwards to use PURRY
public roads to access his property for a timber harvest. m;’ﬁﬁﬂ
1. Yankee Jims Hoad narrows to one lane with no shoulder and o113

several blind corners. Use of flagmen should be required to prevent
head-on collisions. Log hauling during commute and school busing
hours should be prohibited.

2. A logging truck breakdown or spill on Yankee Jims or Canyon Way
could block access by fire tiucks and cther emeargency vehicles.

Serveral years age, | watched from our porch as a smali fire began off
Yankee Jirmns and, within 15 minutes, blazed up and aver the
mountainside. While that fire blazed for two days and destroyed meny
acres of torast, a fortunate shift of the wind saved our homes. Fire trucks
responded within ten minutes to our neighbor's phone call, Many elderly
pecple who reside in the mountains off of Yankee Jims, several of whom
are housebound, would not be able to drive or walk out in case of an
emergency. Qur only access roads are by way of Yankee Jims and
Canyon Way. '

3. Loaded logging trucks and other heavy equipment can cause major
road damage. The postlng of a Performance Bond should be required to
help cover the cost of road repairss.

4. Logging operations on weekends and holidays should be
prohibited and limit the use of power equipment to the hours between
6:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.

Thank you for your consideration of the above.

Sincerely, P )
4,2‘21,#5&3:/&4/*74*»-——’

[}

Lisa D. Biermann

P.C. Box 682 975 Maplewood lane
Colfax, CA 85713 Colfax/Weimar, CA

cc: Jack Warren, Director, Jan Witter, Supervisor Rex Bloomfield,
Ken Neilson B
)
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Susan Prince S30-389-8544 Pl

February 3. 2003

County of Placer

Comnunaty Development-Resource Azsnoy
Emvironmertal Cogrdimanan Seniges
3091 Cournty Center Dr. Suite 192

FAX {330 74323003

Attertion, Maviean

RE: Bunch Créek Rezone (PREA TZ0060321) Mitgated Nezative Declaration

MORTH Fory
\"»I._'.\ AR
[ivER
. ’ Dear Mavuan,
ALLIANCE . .
(NEARAL ThanX you f:n the opportuiity (e comment on Lthe Bunch Creek Rezore | roject.

Piease accept these conmiments o behaf of NEAR A
Soid Run, ©4 : : i< ar
T g5 The Mitigated Negative Declaration for this project is inadequate. |t carnoi be vsed
nin@n'ara org as a Dasis for concluding the rezone wiil have no unmitizated impacts The Declaralion
Wy a3 g containg factual errors, inconsistencizs, msufhoent analyais of envirgnmental impacts

and tnadeqguete sutizanen measueres, This razone i3 a permasnen:, magor ¢hange in land
use

An ELR may not be necessary Haowever the County needs to corrsct 1he errons,
rewview the impact cateoeries, provide suthiciens data and analyus on all inpacts
mnctuding those from petential development, strengthen mitigatian maasures and raissue
the document far public review and conunent The CT)4 document needs to include 2
thorough, long term analysss of cumulanve impacts. & Mitigated Naganve Declaration
cannot o2 used when it relies on the presumed success of further miliganon measures
that have not been formulated al rhe tine of project approval {(Swadsimn v Ooang of
Afendocing (1988 252 Cal App 3d 296, 306-314)

Pration -
it Do r The movt obuigws factual arrar s ca paze 3 uader Previcus Emaraninenial
o B I Diocuments Apnhcant’s land 35 nap withun the boundancs of the Fouesthil Communty
Foe £ oot i Plan EIR. The backyround mbtarmanon on Page 1is incansistent ard conlusing Does
aplivants land consist of thies parcels™ Ls the 2805 Minor Land Dhvisicn of TRZ land
Tz final or must required tmprovements ben place fest? 1t appears the 2003 Minor Land
fed, Ve oy
! r Dmisian has not been Gnalized and ap,; iicant’s land presently consists of oue 397 acra
ey | parcel 1aadditien, on Lottam of pace one, the Declaration siares that under TPZ, une
Catiene (VP ol the thrze parcels “created” in the .r,JCﬁ M.nor Land Dwasion can be {urtl
subdivided. This (s incarrect Under TPZ the minimeem parcel size is 163 acres o a
Cisis o8 W opphens - '
27705 acre parcel cannot iz spl
ot foi e P15 acre parcet cannot Le spla
doie Yo,

Throughout the entire decumeat there is very Jitile analysis on the impaas of
ey Heses 1 cevelopment o discussiens ender the vavious unpact categsiies, theie voa comimon
RERPR2OE .

e ! statement that the “project ingludes the rerorang of the site flem TPZ (o Residential

‘ Foresi, and dozs not eluds any development of the sie ™ This statement is fudicrous
The whole purpose of this rezone s 1o create parcels that allow tor cesidential
davelopment Apolwants, trreugh the 3005 Miner Land Drasion vave already 1nizd 1o

W5
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Susan Prince S20-389-8549 P.

ereare additianai parcels with the bepe of budding cesidences on each. The e of the
cppicanes s clieas The impact oft 15 develooment waile be sigaificant A tiorangh
anaiva:s of thesa :ﬂ,ga 1S and a detaled fis: of measures (o mitigare the impacts 1o ess
than sientdicans st he addressed in the l\'r tigaied Newative Declaraton Thw rezoens
Wil pernanentiy change e land use on the site. Where there were ance ro homes,
there wil o2 seven.

Thgre arenconsisiancies i the analvsts of $eimpacts U*.dc. Hazards and
:-[ara-'daus .%-Iarer:ais onpase
SRECIG ;

O and 10, devzicoment is acknowicdzed and several
rahon medsuces ave bsted [ mos: Cth"r CATZTOIIES mﬂfr 15 mindinal

sment which resuits inminima. analvsis of g impact For
Aesthesios, it states "The purposed rezening wlli result o the
creatng 4 addimonal parcels, totaling 7 All or these parceis
could creats the porent.a! for future residentis: davelopanene L the avent 'H

proposal for such developmieat wall coecr, Forther revicw wifl 5e |'ch||rf*d ¥ t]\-‘
County, Howsver because of the small scale of the potential resdential ¢ Cevelopuent el
relarion ta surrounding fand. it is cansidered faiely berign” Nonth I Grk American
Aliance dues not consider the impact, especiatiy the visual icmpact, of 7 houses on 397
acres where (hers are currestly 2eto, to be insigmiicant or berign Residential
developrent of this land s not Just potenial, i probable, indeed (s inevitable. This
Declaravien, thus CEOQA review, 15 the approphate place for ass2ssing the impacts,
mcluding cumulative unpacrs, of the develonment resutting from this rezons

:‘I UH

ALET 0‘{1"\_;\_1._\ 2
example. on gage > undax
notert:zi M eventuzly

,-*""L"

The viewshed ol the & F American River canvon may sufler the most signiican;
frmpacis from resuling deveiopment Even one house ifimproperiy 1ocated and soreenst
can run zn othanwise prii*i"-e vigw The Miteated Negarve Declaration acknowledues
rhat "portions ol the site e located aloog ndaas west of the NF Amercan River, which
s considered @ scenic resaurce within the Plazer Coonty General Plan ™ The Warth
ork Sunerican Brvae Canvon in chis area 1s part of the Aubum Staie Regreation Area
Paiencal signdhicant vistal impacts eaist, especially far members of (e public wsing e
river or Btk the Windy Pont-Indsan Creck Trail

Acthorzuch, deaded aralysiz of poreniial impacys from residenval developiment
the viewshed 18 nzcossacy. Milgation measurcs that vedece the impacts 1o less tian
sigrificant must be developed and specified Topouraphc map overlays with lacaion of
butlding sites, roads, cut banks and graded areas are negded. Line of site siudees from
the viver, The trails, the picoiz areay, or amvwhesz in (he regreation arga that may be
wisnaly impracted h;- prowect’s potential development, must te cenducted The pa-cais
created muasndentily potential budding sites, pad lecavions and graded areas, that do noet

impact the viewsted, Building sies must be set ::am Fom the ndgehine Specilc

:anzuais is neaded for setpacks, for ratural screening, for unabtousive and clars froz

building ma‘erials, tor hubting that preserves the muht sk mavbe gven size hmits on

houses: for whalgver imitigason maasures necessary that reduce (ke impacts (o less ihan
sieificant The above s obvioush not a complete hist

a1l other i:np;lc;t cateunniey need similar detziled analysis of impacts from poternal
develonment and 2 detaled hiat of mitzation measures

There s a mayar discrepancy or conflict of opinon recardirg Agriculiural Resoorcss
U 1-1, 5 discession, the Forest Mananement Plan prepared by LPE Doue Fernier states
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the site has “aatusatly pL,or arowing i 1 s’ et a 1966 soils analysis oy the US
Departmant of Aaricalture shows the land is balf’ Medivm Ste Class. end half Medin
io Flieh Sire Class. Since this sz maJorJustiE'lcatiOn tor the rezone. a more tharouzgh
avalysis is neaded o resolve the different canclusions There has also besn 6o delaied
gconomie analysis, only a ferest managemant repoit, that cansebatanuaze the
conclusion that ['A-;tcl:l-;jnur and growing timber are econcmizaily uafzasible In fact the
owners ol the ad,acent TPZ land arguz that growing tiunber is ecgno mical’y viable The

lesizhcalion for rezoning the land 15 therefnre questionakle

This “thlﬂawu Negarve Declaration is imadequaze as o stands Tis scope el unpacis
100 narrgww and 11§ mitigation measures insutlicient to reduce 2l impacts to less thar

Sig,TiﬁCé“I To mzet CEQA reguiremiznts, this Declavation mus -:c.r.a-iier A Epatii
incladin 53 r[‘ e from probable Hex-e‘opn‘cm of cach ofthe seven parcals created and
miust st the specific mingation measures v detall. This rezone proposal wil changs ihe
larc! vse of ]" arca permancnily and an adequate CEQA deziment s mandatory
Sincere. W,

‘;:_,?.:.] [{?_.u.» }_:1 R

Jim Ricker — Presidan:

Morts Fore american Raver Allance
PO Box 336

Atta LA QT

30-359-83342

Please send correspondence o the above address [t my gersona’ address and 'l get
YOU TESIaNSes In & more timely manner Thanks,

Jun

{1



D07 r200N

la 17 FaX 530 8535 1822

proted-amedcan Hiver (aiyens

i__"h__-.—"-

County of Placer

?\‘.:-' TuTlliI;:Lt}' ECTC‘;D]}TEL"TT.‘L RES:OU?CES Ag\"‘,ﬁ':- y .’%FEﬁH[‘ﬂh ':EET“D:..‘:'T;I: n.--\:.E:ES
2091 County Center Dirive, Suite 190 .

Aubum CA 93603

FAX 530.745.3003
Attenrtien: Peg Rein

Ac: Burch Creck Rezone (PREA T20060521)
Dear Ms. Rein:

Flease cansider and include in the public record the following commerts on the Mit:gated
Negative Declaration for the propesed Bunch Creek Rezone, subintited on behalf of
Protect American River Canvons (PARC). As set forth below, we disagree with the
Flanning Department’s conclusion that the stbject imbigated negative declaralion
includes fegally sufficient mitigation measures; instead we behieve the proposed projec
continues to have potentially significant envircnmental impacts. As a result, unless
adihtional legally adequate miugation measures are incorporated mto the proposed
mitigaied negative declaration (MND), preparation of an environmental impact repon
(EIR} will be mandated by the California Environmmental Quality Act {CEQA).

AS vou are aware, thus project proposes rezoning 4 537 acre parcel tiat lies withun the
North Fork Amencan River Canyon from TPZ (Timberland Producticn) to RF-BX-B0
{Residential Forest with 80 acre maimum ot sizes). [ appeoved, the preject will resuit
n the creation of seven buildable paccels on historically forested canyon slopes that are
surrcunded by other forested, undeveloped tands within the prisiine North Fork Amenican
River Canvon.

I a deeply flawed, disingenvous, and legally deficient anaiysis, the MND repeatediy
1ignores and fails to consider the very real znvironmental :npacts the conternplated rezone
and subsequent residential devzlopment will have on the North Fork Canyon  The MND
consistently avoids anv meaningful consideration of the likely impacts of the proposad
pioject with the often-repeated assertion that the proposal is simply a rezone request and
as such “does not melude any deveiopment of the site.” Such a skirting of the cbligation
to analyze and adequately mitigate potential rnpacts of a rezone request such as this
violates CEQA tequirements,

Under CEQA, alead azency (in thus case, the Planning Department) tust prepare an EIR
whenever substantial evidence in light of the entire record supports a “'fair argument” that

PO Box 9312 » Auburn, CA 595404 - hitp ffpweb Ins nat/ —pores

Proteoh Amer'can Oirar Convany (v ozdicated ' the pratestlag erd canservatlon of ihe netursl recreational culturs: and
hstgelcel resCumeey of the Horl erd rlddie Forks of the grerican Rlvee and b fanedny Por ail 1o tate for and ealoy

LELFF WoOnall a2

/1E
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2 proposed project may have a sign:ficant adverse impact on the Envim:ment [UL;
Resources Code. § DSG subds (¢} & (d); CEQA Guidelines, §513064 subd. {a;(1)
150710, subi {a); Sramisiaus dudubor Sceizny, [ne. v, County af Stanislaus (1993 '33
Cal.apn &™ 144, 150-151 ]

Freparaticn of an BIF mayv be avoided vnder such circurmstances eniv i 1) a minpaied
negative declaration 15 prepared thal ineiudes revisions agrsed o by the project applicant
thal aveid the impacts to the envirormen! or mitiga‘e those 1mpacts to the peict where
c]eaﬂy no sizuficant effects gn the environment will cocur, and 2) thers is ro subsiannal

EVIdEnCe o :.5'1'“ of the entira tecord that the g C-\.i as f&'v'iéﬁd, Ay 5t have &
stenmificant effect on the environment. {Public Resources Code sschion 21064.3)

[f there 15 substantial evidence in the record that the proposed project, even as medifisd,
may have a significant effect on the exvironment, the lead agency must either further
modily the project to elimirate or reduce the patential significant environmental effect or
prepare an EIR for the proposed project poor Lo approving of carylng out the project.
(CEQA Guidelines, section 15070,subd. (8)(2))

tloreover, mitizated negative declarations cannot be vsed when they relyv uporn the
presumed success of future mitigarion measures that have not been formulated at the um
of project approval (Sundstram v, Counsy of Mendocing {198%) 202 Cal

App 3d 296,306-314.)

Because the censtruztion of seven hiomes 1s a reasonably foresezable consequence of the

proposed project (indeed, it 1s the very reason for the rezone request}, an analysis of the

potential impacis of such construction, along with legally adequate mitigation measwres,
must be ncluded in the MND.

What follows is a diseussion of some of the proposed NMND's deficiencies.
AESTHETICS

Incredilbly, the MIND concludes the project will resulim rma signidicant impacts o tic
scenic resources of the American Rever Canyon, and proposes no mitigation measures
whatsaewver (o address potential sceni¢ impacts.

Asnoted above, the 597 acras in question bie within the Nonth Fork American Ruver
Canyon. The North Fork canyan in this Jecation 1s part of the Aubum State Recreation
Arca (ASRA), a 42,000 acre wildemiess and recreational treasure compnstng nearty 590
miles of the canyons of the North and Middle Forks of the Amencan River, The Neora
Fork canyon is particularly pristine, having been found ehgble for federal Wild and
Scenic River slatus as well as National Recreation Area designation, 1 no small measure
due to its outstanding and largely unspoiled scenic qualities.

Fartunately, the Placer County Board of Supervisors recopnized the value of proserving
the scenic qualities of places like the Noith Fork canyon whenat adopled the current
county general plan 1n 1994, General Plan Policy 1 K 1 reads as follows:

ot
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“The County shall require that new developmant 1 scenic argas (2.g., Nver
canvens, lake watersheds, scerue hichway corridors, rdgelings and steep slopes)
15 planned and designed o a manner which emplovs design, consiiction, and
matenancs lechnigues that:

x. Avords Jocating structures along ndgslines and sizep slopes,

b. Incarporates design and gorgening measures to mumraize the visilihiy of
structurss and graded areas;

C. Maiptaing the character and visual quality of the area ™

General Plan Policy 1 K1 was enactad to help achizve General Plan Goal 1.K, which
statzs as its goal:

“To protect the visual and scenic resources of Placer County as unpartant quality-
of-life amenities for county residenis and a principal asset in the proraoton of
recreation and tounsim.

Thus the General Plan exprassly recognizes the value of preserving Placer County's
scenic resowrces, and mandates the applicauon of clear and specifie guidelings when
cemsidening development proposals that may impact those resources,

tuch of the acrzage on the seven parcels to be creatzd under this proposal ars on steep
canyon-facing slopes. As a practical matter, the only relatively flat, accessible, and
buildable land on these proposed parcels s located on the ndge tops. Homes buwiliin
those loeaiions have the potential to cause substantal visual impacts, pacticularly fer
members of the pub‘u, using the river, mkmg the Windv Point-Indian Creex Trall, or

drv mg into or uut oi 'hL canyon on "‘a.rw:{, Jlm Roac. or Pu]‘dcrma \‘

The MIND’s conclusion that the “small scale” of the contemplated residential

development will result in “fairiy bentgn’™ tinpacts 35 a wiid guess at best. Even a singlz
poorly placed home in a visually prominzel canvon rim lecation can have a devastating.
impact on scemc qualities, as a number ofcanj,-'_on rim homes butlt in recent years attest,

To pass legal muster, a thorough, detailed analysiz of potential impacts to the viewshed is

necessary, and specific, detailed mitigation measures must be articulated. The proposet
MND contazns neither,

AGRICULTURAL AND BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Because this land has been extensively legged, burmed, subsequently salvage-logged and
brewood-logged, it is in desperate need of a restoration plan that includes replanting of
the comfer species and selection for the bardwood oak species on the propenty. To allow
the owners to rezone this Jand without a restoration plan that addresses wildlife haburat
loss and forest agneunltural toss would reward the current owners for years of
mismanagement. Their apparent agenda, to deplete the land of s waldemess and timber
values in exchange for conversion to residential home sites, s=ts a dangerous precedent in
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the Amenican River canyon and ceould lead to the conversion of ether TPZ lands to
residerniial uses,

The MND's conclusion that referastation of the project site is not economically viable is

also suspect. That cenclusion anpf‘ars to be based solely or a Forest Management Plan
prepared for the propect preponent i 2000 that apparenty relied heavily on the erronecus
assumption that the site had poor sotls and poor growing conditions. In faci, a 1966 sais #
anatysis by the U.5. Department of Agnculture showed that the project site had cxcellent

timber-pgrowing scils, a fact confirmed by the project site's histery of tmber production. PR
e
oo
Histoncally, the land 1n question has provided much needed contigucas habitat refuge P

for forest flora and fauna as well as producing high quaity pire and Douglzs Fir timber.
Current mismanagement practices have reduced much of the area ta brushlznd that maies

1t difficult for comfers to reforest maturally. The rezone application offers no mitigation

for the agriculural and environmental impacts that wiil result from subdividing Taking Ja*f
this land out of agnicultural producticn and inte residentiat home sites wall hiely resultin

the permanent foss of the land's wildlife and Umberland values. The land will becermne too
expensive to marage for wildlife habitat and tmber produciion. This rezone plan could

have adverse impacts on swrounding pmpsﬂies such that neighboring property ownzrs

may also try to convert (o residential subdivisions resulticg in an even greater loss of

wiidiife habitat and mixed conifer forest

The rezone application offers no swvey of sensitive specics or their habitats vet
concludes tha: there will be no impacts to wildhfz. Forest deﬁrldf‘il species, especially
those In need of large tracts of land to huat and {orage, wiil expensace fragmentation
Other species of plants and animals that rely on sensilive macro- SCOSYSIZMS may
disappear entirely. Certainly, to meet CEQA requirements, a study or baseline survey
must accompany such a statement of no impacts.

CONCLUSION

As noted, the project as propoassd may have significant euvironmental impazts that havs
not been adequately nutigated. To meet CEQA requuirements, the MND must inciuds
specific, meaningful mifigation measures that wilt reduce the petential impacts to a less
than significant level. Unless the MND is revised to include such measures, Calitomia
law compels the preparation of an EIR for this proposed project.

Slncerel};,

T!J’l‘l Wondall
Board President
Protect American River Canyons
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Puszer Co. Comirt Development
Hesoures Agency

30%1 County Center Dy

Adbum, CA 95603

Ladies and Gentlemen:
EE. Bunch Creck Rezone

Thank you for the oppertunity to comment an the Bunch Crezk Rezone. Although CEQA
may allow a mingated negative declaration by Enm-:_.orpmating speeific mitigaiion measures 1o reduce
impacts {0 less than signdlicant, w also very clearly gtates that an Environmental Inpact Report
(EIR) 18 required if any aspect of the project, __either individually ar curoulatively, may have a
significant effect on thﬂ environment, rEb’I]‘dl"SS of whether the onenll effect of the project is
adverse or beneficial. . " We believe this project easily meets the threshald to requirs that a full
Bl te prepared.

This zoning change propesal represeiis a pizcemeal appreach w further zoning changes,
with each subsequent request citing another's approval ag precedence. Furthermare, some zoning
chenge irmpacts are dismissed with the erronenus assumpiion that because no projectis being
propesed, then caytain impacts do nct exist and therefore do not have to be addressed. We
respectfully disagrze. CEQA encompasses growth-induzing impacts (which is the essence of thus
zemag change) and requires that impacts must e adideessed if there 15 a potential for adverse
impacts on the environiment. Thas we request that an EIR be pepared for the Bunch Creek Rezene
propasal

[ AESTHETICS

A great deal of communtty €ffort has been undertakesn to reject any residential buitding en
seeme rilges of the canvons of the American River and i1s forks. Tnese types of structures have
been referred to as “vulture houses ™ The Bunch Creek Rezone may have a significant impast on

the sceniz resources of the North Fork of the American Rwver Thus, cepecially with cemmuaity
concern aready exprassed on other scenic ndges, this potential impact of structures oc fuel breaks
or any adges a]mh; the Waorth Fork would be Significant and requirss the preparation of an EIR,

he fact tha: the proposed razcning will result in the potential for evantually crsating seven
future residential developments, which would in tem degrade the emsting visual character or
quality of the site, also meets the CEQA threshold for prepazation of an EIR as this s certainly a
signiftcant future impact. Although the Initial Study refers to the impacts as beng "fairly benizn”
due to the scale, seale (s not justifization o lessen the impact. [n fact, it brings up a sigrificant
“cumulative impact” threshald —which paccels will be next?

I AGRICULTURAL RESOURCE

Rezening showld oct be decided on the basis of a natwral disaster {fire), vnless it was
further restrictive for pubhc health and safery. The fact that a fire did sccar in TPZ lands simply
means that the site should have been managed for contaued inerland use and replaried. It is our
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unde:stand:ng that gaveramental faresiry agencies provide the rescurces for replenting. Sheuld a
fand >wner choase to oot repiant, that should not be the basis for changing ke zomuig. The facts
thal replanting can resilt 1 comumerdial hasvestiog of umber on e projectsite. [ the soils weare
good enowzh to aliow 2 TEZ designation, surely a replanting 1s called for - A nafural disaster shoeld
ot e 2 imgelus o atlow rezoning (especially to resideniia! zoning o such a lKah fie proce area).

[v BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Whethes residences are ever bunt on ih2 parcel{s} is irrzlevant as far a3 CEQA 1
coneemes  The project's impacts that are being ereated, or potertially created, by changrag the
zening is what must be addressed. The impact cannot be dismissed by claiming the zoning change
does not include development o the site; the 1npacts of a zoaing change from tmber te residental
are significant and must be aralyzed to inform the public. One purpase of CEQA 15 to provide
indivichuals with the oppormunity 1o partcipars effectively in all steps of the environmental review
process. We request that an EIR be prepared for this zoming change, and that al the potent:al
bielegical impacts (especially with regard to wildlife) wherent in changing from tunberlznd
production to residenual ferestry be avalyzed

VI GEOLOGY & SOILS

Again, changing the zomng from Uimberland 1o a residential cr2ates potential impacts, not a
physical project, and that is what nesds to be 2nalyzed

VI HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

7. Westrongly agree that the zoming will resuliin exposing new residents and structuras o
wiidflre hazards. We also belleve that a shaded fuel break on ridge tops or anywhere else on steep-
sloped Jandscapes will have to be of such 2 magnitude as to creats a variety of impacts with
cresion, wildhifz corridars, ete. Whether Due! breaks are 104" wide or 2440, they wili have
tremendeus environmental impacts and must be analyveed inan EIR. Grading for sscondary roads
witl also have enviromnental Lnpacts.

Requiring the fuel reductions on both sides of eoadways 807 o 100" from cecterlice, 137
vertical clearances, and defensible space would help mitizate the hazard, but wha wiil enforce the
maintenance of these measures? The following section alse mentiors i the nutigation measure
that the “methcd and mechanism for guaranteeing the maintenance of this lang e a safe and
arderly manccr shall be estabhshed at the tree of the development approval ™ I effact, an
imparlant mitigahon measure for a signiheant zoning chaegs tmpact 13 deferred . Such a mibization
defzral 1s unacceptable and vialates CEQA

X LAND USE & PLANNING

Because a previous owner choases not to reforest a site after a timber salvage operation is
not grouads for 2 zemung change. [f anythicg, to allow this frpe of zoning change could provide an
lineentive forinientional burming of tmberland. IF a residence bums, and the homeowner choozss
not to rebinld, that 1s his‘her choice. It should not trigger a zoming change based vpon speculative
oppotuaitizs,

The incompatibility uses and sebsequent conflicts with extsting swreunding timberfand
logging cractices create impacts that must bz studied jn more depth The far argument here is that
this zoning change will potentially create sigmficant compatibitity and cumulatree growth-inducing
Impacts in an area that is not conduzive to such development. To argus atherwise, or try o avord a
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discussion of the juherent growth-inducing impacts this zoning change wili crzate, is o aveid the
ric scope acd purpose of CEQA. An EIR must be prepared that aliows the public to review the
wipacts and make meaningful cowmenis.

MANDATORY FINDINGS GF SIGNIFICANCE

2. We disagree that this zoning change has no impacts. Ttis cemulatively a growth-
méucing change that has (he potential w be mitiated on any tinberland parcel that has burmed or
beer damaged due to natural or man-made causes. There is a reascnable probabality that this
rezane will trigger additional proposalirequests to change ather TPZ’s, resubting inmors land sphes
and‘leap frog development. Thus rezone resds to be analyzed for public review m an EIR.

Cordially,

Marilyn Jusper, Chair
Emal mjasper@aceessbee com
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County of Placer i el E e o
cunly of Fla Holoivel
Community Cevalopmernt Resaurce Center _
3091 LDLJ.’][; Center Or ' FER DT A

Aubure, CA CRE03

'-f"'“r,}éz.‘-.”ﬁi COOR R SERICES
1o Whom ot May Concern.

lam wriling lo express my cancem regarding the pragosed mitigated neqatve declaration for the Bunch Creek
Rezeng (PREA T20060521). Based on my review of he Supporting documental an, | beteve thal (e miligated
negalve dectaraton contains factual errars and omissions and suggests subsiantial unmiligaled impacls en
ne.ghicing properies and on the community in genard,

Rezoning ibe arepety, and 1he result ing develcpmrent of 25 many as saven resdential wts, wil have unmitigaled
wnpacts on surrcunding public and privala lands  Specifically, s lype ef widiand-urban inlerdface development has
been shown fo increase the likelihood of catastrophie wildfirg, 55 well a5 the cost of supgeessing such wildfires.
Furlhe:more, this development is likely lo make timber ard agricullural cperations on surmunding preperies more
difficul because of canficls over road use, management activit.es and other laclors.

Lam masl corcerned abaut the precedent Lhis rezaning will set In essence, the county s usilying his decisicn by
stalng Ihat burned and mismanaged timberland should be converded o residental uses This wi'l encouragz elher
limber landowrers o mismanage iheir land by conducling tmber harves! aperalions u.u,hrJJl reforestation, all wilh the
uwdushmng that ihe counly wall allew (ke Tand to be convered (o residentizt uses afler the harest Tre California
Enviroamental Quahly Act, as | undessland it, requires dedision-makers b analyze all impacls, including cumulalive
mpacls. This document fails to do so.

Thank you for consdenng my commenls | urge you to reject this mitigaled ragative declaraion and la rag e a
complele environmental impact repeit.

8|rc oy
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County of Placer
Cormmunity Development Rescurce Agency

Enviranmantsl Coordination Sensices
3091 County Center Drive
Auhurn, CA 95603

Fe: Bunch Creek Rezone Plus¥ PREA T20060521
Attn: Gina Langford, Coordinator
Dear Ms Langfard,

Thug letter is in response to the “Mitipated Negative Declaration” you sent to us postmarked January 9,
2008,

My father and | awn 160 acres just adjacent to the property recently purchased by Basguin and Parker.
Our famnily has owned our property for almost 44 years.

We are hereby commenting on your document. We question several items that you have indicated, “no
impact” as you see i,

Cultural Resources Section V numbered 1 thru 6 as “ne impact”.

We believe there is the potential impact to cultura! resources within this 537 .5 acre site.
We do not want anything to substantially disrupt ar adversely affect any area of possible historic or
cultiral significance to an ethnic group.

This property has never been subject Lo any previous cultural resource fieid surveys but we believe this
fs an activity area and could be an archeological site. We believe this area should be monitored by
qualified archeologists hefore any proposed changes in the land use designations,

Because this land was previously awned by ane farnily since 1950, the site areas should be in great
condition, which will gid in finding subsurface histaric period deposits. My Dad has seen evidence of this

archeological site.

Mandatory Findings of Significance Sectien £

impartant examgles of the major periods of California history or prehistony®”
Cur answeris stated in the Cultural Resowrces above. We believe that Senate Bili 13 in 2004 needs ta be
addressed wath regard to this property.

A



#3 "Does ths project have environmental 3l effects, which will cause substantial adverse efects an
human beings either directly or indirectly?”

The rosd though cur praperty gives the future 3o 7 parcel owners 3n emargency access route incasa
of awild fire . to escape north. Because fire in this area is quite possible and has occurred recentiy,
having another access road for escape is imperative in the division of the 537.5 acres of property.
Besides emergency access to escape a fire, tt would also enable the firz district to access through our
Property ta defend the future parcel owners bives, homes or animals,

To avoid the demice of any Future parcel owners or the destruction ofvaluzble real estate, we
emphatically implare you to maka this road easement a mandatory requirement with the ,
Basquin/Parker and the Mergen family. The safaty of the future land owners is an issue you can't
ignore.

It should also be noted, the property located on the very north end ridge top (heading towards lowa Hill]
has an enormous “tank trap” in the road along with a gate which prevents anyone exiting the area due
to 3 fire. Thare is no reason to have this fire escape exit blocked. Your immediate attention is needed
with this issue.

Please address the issues stated above befare you do anything else. Past projects such as Clover Valley
Lakes had pinpointed the need far careful review of areas with valuable history.

We thank you for your time!

Respectiully Submitted,

{:_) B, _-
A & PRy
e ___.‘-_'g_L'_,('._. _kj Pk é S
loy Mergen J Paul Mergen J
8968 N Upper Biluffs Dr 6362 M Willawhaven Or,
Tucson, AZ 85742 Tugson, AZ 85704
Ce;

Placer County Board of Supervisors

Placer County Agnculture Commitiee

Placer County Planning Committee

Placer County Fire/CDF, Bob Eicholtz/Brad Albertazzi
UAIC Tribal, Jessica Tavares

UVAIC Tribal, Shelly McGinnis, PhD

Native American Hesitage Commissian

AT
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