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What is the Shingle 
Springs Community 
Alliance? 

1 
PUBLIC COMMENT 13-0510 A 32 of 58



Community Meeting 1/15/13 at the 
Shingle Springs Community Center 
About 200 attendees 
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Community Meeting 3/14/13 at the 
Discovery Hills Church 
Just over 300 attendees 
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Shingle Springs 
Community 
Boundaries 
 
From 3/14/13 
Community 
Meeting 
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Proposed Projects: 
San Stino and Tilden Park 
 

How Did We Get 
Here? 

5 
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Shingle Springs Community Region Boundary Line 
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2004 Community Regions Definition 
 
OBJECTIVE 2.1.1: COMMUNITY REGIONS  
 
Purpose: The urban limit line … demarcating where the 
urban and suburban land uses will be developed.  

  
 
Policy 2.1.1.2  
Establish Community Regions to define those areas which are 
appropriate for the highest intensity of self-sustaining 
compact urban-type development or suburban type 
development within the County.  
 
 http://edcgov.us/Government/Planning/AdoptedGeneralPlan/2_landuse.aspx 
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2004 Community Regions Definition 
 

 Policy 2.1.1.3  
Mixed use developments which combine commercial and 
residential uses in a single project are permissible and 
encouraged within Community Regions:  
 mixed uses may occur vertically and/or horizontally. 
 maximum residential density shall be 16 dwelling units per 

acre. *** 
 
 Policy 2.1.1.6  

The boundaries of existing Community Regions may be 
modified through the General Plan amendment process.  

 
 
 http://edcgov.us/Government/Planning/AdoptedGeneralPlan/2_landuse.aspx 
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Low Density Residential 

Multi-family Residential 

Commercial 

Industrial 

High Density Residential 

Open Space Medium Density Residential PUBLIC COMMENT 13-0510 A 40 of 58



Concerns of residents 
 The rural character of El Dorado County is our most 

important asset. 
 

We chose to live here to get away from urban congestion. 
 

 Land should not be rezoned just to benefit a speculator at 
the expense or detriment of surrounding properties and 
community. 
 

New development should fit in with surrounding 
properties. 
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Results from a Lack of Vision 
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Remember: 
“You don’t know what you’ve got ‘til it’s gone.” 
 
Let’s preserve the Shingle Springs Community Identity of 
peaceful, country homes and ranches on acreage. 

Remember: 
“You don’t know what you’ve got ‘til it’s gone.” 
 
Let’s preserve the Shingle Springs Community Identity of 
peaceful, country homes and ranches on acreage. PUBLIC COMMENT 13-0510 A 43 of 58



Remove Shingle Springs Community Region Line 
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1024 Iron Point Road 
Folsom, CA 95630 

Ron Briggs, Chairman 

L AW O FFICES O F 

CRAIG M. SANDBERG 

May 6,2013 

EI Dorado County Board of Supervisors 
330 Fair Lane 
Placerville, CA 95667 

Re: Agenda Item 25 
May 7, 2013 BOS Agenda 

Dear Chairman Briggs and Members of the Board: 

Tel: (916) 357-6698 
Email Craig@Sandberglaw.net 

Via Email 

I represent San Stino, LP, the project applicant for a project located within the Shingle 
Springs Community Region. This letter is in response to Mr. Ellinwood's letter of April 
25, 2013, regarding the above described Agenda item, which asks the Board of 
Supervisors to initiate the process to "remove the CRL designation for Shingle Springs." 
Mr. Ellinwood suggests that such an action is a simple act requiring only the making of 
findings without the benefit of an environmental document. This view ignores the very 
foundations of the EI Dorado County General Plan and completely ignores the 
processes envisioned in the General Plan. 

The General Plan is required by State law to accommodate projected growth within the 
County. It was recognized at the time of the General Plan's creation that growth would 
be inevitable and that EI Dorado County' s historical planning processes would result in 
further "rural sprawl", disjointed patterns of development and inefficient use of land, 
wasting resources and available infrastructure systems. Accordingly, the County 
developed the concept of "regions" incorporating the laudatory elements of compact 
suburban design to ensure that the County's available infrastructure is efficiently used 
and the land most amenable to development is designated for growth. This is a 
foundational concept in the General Plan and many hours of study and debate went 
into the designation and boundaries of the Community Regions. The environmental 
studies supporting the General Plan, the findings of approval and subsequent studies 
for implementation of the various elements of the General Plan are all premised on the 
designated growth areas, the Community Regions, identified in the General Plan. Mr. 

Ellinwood would have you cavalierly throw out one of the key Community Regions in 
the General Plan without environmental review. This ignores the imbalance that would 
be created in the General Plan and the impacts associated with the necessary relocation 
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Ron Briggs, Chairman 
EI Dorado County Board of Supervisors 
May 6,2013 
Page 2 

of the growth designated for the Shingle Springs Community Region. It is suggested 
that such projected growth should be directed to EI Dorado Hills or Cameron Park. 
Such a decision would result in significant impacts on those communities which would 
not go unnoticed by the neighborhoods impacted by that redirection of growth. 
Common sense dictates that a removal of a Community Region in the General Plan is a 
significant step involving a complete re-evaluation of the General Plan and extensive 
environmental review. 

The General Plan contains a process for County-initiated changes to the Community 
Region Boundaries outlined in Policy 2.9.1.4 - liThe boundaries of Community Regions 
and Rural Centers may be changed and/or expanded every five years though the 
General Plan review process as specified in Policy 2.9.1.2./1 This process has been 
utilized with the last review by the County being done in 2011. By unanimous action of 
the Board of Supervisors on April 4, 2011, the Board found that lithe basic General Plan 
Assumptions, Strategies, Concepts and Objectives generally are still valid, or have not 
changed so drastically that the County would need to consider amending them at this 
time./1 The Board had the opportunity to change or expand the Community Region at 
that time, and determined that no change was necessary. 

The General Plan as it exists today is the result of many years of study, debate, litigation 
and a favorable vote by the Citizens of the County. It is currently being refined and 
implementation measures are being developed to complete the process and achieve the 
goals of the General Plan. This is not the time to essentially gut the General Plan and 
undo so much of the hard work that has gone on before. 

Notwithstanding all of the effort, study and debate that went into designating the 
growth areas within the County, the fact that a development project in the Community 
Region has engendered opposition is not surprising. To the contrary, it would be 
surprising if there was no opposition, particularly in our new world of electronic media. 
However, there is a process where the rights of a landowner, whether a proponent or 
opponent, are protected and concerns are addressed. The request on the part of my 
clients is to be given the opportunity to engage in that process. My client is committed 
to working with the Shingle Springs community to fully understand the issues and 
concerns that the community members have with regard to the project. The project as 
proposed can be modified in a limitless number of ways between now and the hearings 
where a decision will be made, and it may be that the project that arrives at the hearing 
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will be acceptable to some or even most of those currently opposed. At that time, with 
the information derived from the ErR, from the professional planning staff, from the 
applicant, and from the community, the decision-makers will be in a position to make 
an informed decision about the merits of the proposal. 

The decision that this portion of Shingle Springs is appropriate for development has 
been made through the adoption of the General Plan and the focus now should not be 
whether growth should occur, but how that growth can be accomplished in a manner 
which will minimize the impact on the neighboring community and the County's 
existing infrastructure. The County has a process to achieve this goal which should 
now be undertaken. 

vy;:;p~ 
Craig M. Sandberg 1--

CMS/ms 
cc: Board of Supervisors (via e-mail) 

County Counsel 
Roger Trout 
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May 8, 2013 
 
Honorable  Ron Mikulaco 
Honorable Ray Nutting 
Honorable Brian Veerkamp 
Honorable Ron Briggs 
Honorable Norma Santiago 
 
RE:  Shingle Springs CRL Discussion and trust issues 
 
As I got up to speak at the May 7 meeting regarding the Shingle Springs Community 
Region Line, I got caught in the “cross-fire” of who would speak last.  Ultimately, I was 
unable to speak because my ride needed to leave.  However I want to share with you what 
I would have said, and then to make you aware of the behavior I witnessed in the lobby 
by someone who I believe is a County employee. 
 
What I would have said if time had permitted: 
 

1. The attorney for the San Stino project spoke about how this land was picked for 
development at the level they originally proposed because it was in the CRL.  
This underscores what many participants at the meeting said – the CRL is a 
TARGET that needs to be removed.  Please remove this line. The arguments that 
Shingle Springs needs to contribute to the overall growth of the County and that 
land owners should be able to develop their land to gain the profit that they want 
for their cushy retirements leads directly to my next two points –  

2. Shingle Springs has already contributed enough to the growth of the County.  
There is high density housing near the Business Park on Durock Road and on 
Meder Road east of the Cameron Park Airport.  In addition, the Casino plans to 
provide hotel accommodations in the near future.  There is already a “central” 
area of a variety of stores and business space available in addition to several 
spaces available in the Business Park.  All of that is enough of a contribution to 
supporting our “fair share” of El Dorado County residents and businesses.  The 
rest of Shingle Springs should remain rural and very low density development. 
Removing the CRL will help ensure that.  

3. For those who believe that property owners should be allowed to “make their 
profit”, I want to strongly state that those who bought land on a speculative basis 
did so with an assumed risk.  Existing residents do not owe these property owners 
a profit anymore than anyone owes me for any losses I incur if I don’t manage my 
stock portfolio profitably. 

 
Now for the disturbing scene I witnessed in the lobby as I was leaving.  If you are true to 
the words you spoke about wanting to develop trust with the community residents, then 
please read on.  If it was purely lip-service, then don’t bother with the rest of my letter. 
 
As Mr. Craig Sandberg (sp) was recounting to the Board how he has been involved in the 
ongoing planning process for many years, Mr. Davis Livingston* walked up to Mr. Art 
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Marinnacio in the lobby and said to him “We’re taking notes on what this guy says.” in a 
tone that implied that this was the only part of what was presented during the meeting 
that they would pay attention to. 
 
I was appalled!!  After all the community members spoke, this county employee, paid by 
the tax dollars of those same community members, vocally dismissed what the 
community speakers had to say and basically told Mr. Marinnacio that the developer 
interests are more important than what the residents have to say and not to worry.  Since 
County staff take their direction from the Board of Supervisors, this reflects directly upon 
you.  
 
I thought you should know this so you can understand why the community has trouble 
trusting County representatives.  If this is how staff behave, how can the general public 
trust you?  I do hope you were sincere in your statements about wanting to develop trust 
by truly listening to the citizens of Shingle Springs that came to speak to you and that this 
employee is one who just hasn’t “gotten the message” yet.  But until some proactive 
action is taken by you, the distrust lingers. 
 
However, I do appreciate the time you all devoted to this important topic on May 7, so I 
want to say thank you. But, please don’t let it stop there.  If you would like to discuss any 
of these points, please feel free to contact me. 
 
Sincerely,  
Penny Howard 
3987 Welker Lane 
Shingle Springs, CA  95682 
530-676-2029 
 
* An additional example of County employee disrespect of the public that makes it hard 
to trust you:   
 
I tried to confirm that the person I saw was indeed Mr. Livingston by going to the County 
Counsel’s office on May 8.  I arrived at 1:05pm to a locked office. (it’s supposed to open 
at 1:00pm after lunch)  I requested help from The County Clerk receptionist, who went 
next door.  A few minutes later, a woman asked who I wanted to see, but left me in the 
hallway still facing the locked door.  At 1:15pm a gentleman came out and said that they 
were closed until 1.  I informed him of the time and he chuckled and walked out of the 
building, again leaving me in the hallway facing the locked door.  At 1:20pm, a Human 
Resources staff person was able to get someone to open it.  At that point, I was met by a 
receptionist who tried very hard to help me, but she was truncated by a very curt and 
disrespectful woman with shoulder length gray hair.  She asked me who I was, I gave her 
my name, and then she said, “No, who ARE you?”  I responded that I was a person trying 
to match a name to a face in an attempt to get the right person. She clearly didn’t care 
about my concerns. I felt very disrespected. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 13-0510 A 58 of 58


	Shingle SpringsPublic Comment -  Community Alliance Presentation 5-7-13 (1).pdf
	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2
	Slide Number 3
	Shingle Springs Community Boundaries��From 3/14/13 Community Meeting
	Slide Number 5
	Shingle Springs Community Region Boundary Line
	Slide Number 7
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Concerns of residents
	Results from a Lack of Vision
	Remember:�“You don’t know what you’ve got ‘til it’s gone.”��Let’s preserve the Shingle Springs Community Identity of peaceful, country homes and ranches on acreage.
	Remove Shingle Springs Community Region Line




