RE: Villa Florentina
To whom it may concern,

| have been a long time resident in Coloma, in fact my husband and | inherited our home that has been passed
down for generations. It has been in our family for 50+ years, long before Villa Florentina was ever built. For
many years, Villa Florentina was just a quiet empty field. We knew when it was being built it did not match the
neighborhood but the bigger problem that soon came was the Weddings. We have chosen to raise our young
family in Coloma for the peace and serenity, just like when my husband and his father grew up here. We were
here FIRST. We never knew that this venue would eventually turn every single weekend during the summer
into a wedding that we have to see and hear. Every little word, cheer and crappy wedding song is amplified
through the canyon as if we are right there. You can hear it thoroughly inside our home even when the windows
are closed. Our home sits directly behind the venue and | am tired of all the noise the weddings bring.

It also brings too much traffic to our deteriorating one lane road which includes disrespectful and speedy
drivers. Unruly wedding guests have also littered our neighborhood with alcohol containers.

We are hard working individuals who want to enjoy our once quiet neighborhood. We should not have to put up
with this any longer. The Anderson's show no respect to our neighborhood and have simply taken advantage of
the beauty for a profit. There is no benefit to the neighborhood having Weddings here.

The Anderson's have proven time and time again that they are incapable of following the guidelines in their
permit. We have tried to be civil with them in our concerns but will not be quiet anymore.

| fully support the commissions decision to limiting amplified music to 7pm. However, | would prefer to see the
Special Use permit revoked in entirety.

The Anderson's home is on a tiny piece of property in close proximity to neighboring homes. This is a
neighborhood, NOT A PLACE FOR WEDDINGS. There will never be peace in our neighborhood as long as
weddings resume at Villa Florentina.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. | hope you can find the information in my letter helpful
when making a decision in regards to the Special Use Permit for Villa Florentina.

Respectfully,
A Carvers Road Resident

Brittany White



4/6/2018 Edcgov.us Mail - S10-0009 Villa Florentina Bed & Breakfast

EDC COB <edc.cob@edcgov.us>

S10-0009 Villa Florentina Bed & Breakfast

1 message

Bobbie Housand <bobbieh@outlook.com> Thu, Apr 5, 2018 at 5:33 PM
To: "edc.cob@edcgov.us" <edc.cob@edcgov.us>

Please replace my previous letter with the below letter for this complaint.
Thanks,
Barbara Housand

The clerk’s office: edc.cob@edcgov.us

To the Board of Supervisors

Re: S10-0009 Villa Florentina Bed & Breakfast_ BOS - April 10, 2018

| am a resident of Coloma and ask that you modify the Special Use Permit for Villa Florentina to allow it to
continue to operate business as a Bed and Breakfast but no longer hold large events or use amplified
sound. Many neighbors and some of my friends live very close to Villa Florentina, and the noise of their
events disturbs them greatly. It is not right that they cannot enjoy their homes and yards in the Rural
Residential Neighborhood when the events go on.

Sincerely,

Barbara Housand

Coloma, CA

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=35d558a9e7 &jsver=HcM5jMu2nSY.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=162985fae6352100&siml=162985fae6352100



BoB & AMY DAY
POBOX316
4000 TWIN RIDGES ROAD
COLOMA, CA 95613

FRIDAY, APRIL 6, 2018

SENT VIA EL ECTRONIC MAIL (EDC.COB@EDCGOV.US)

COUNTY OF EL DORADO
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
2850 FAIRLANE COURT
PLACERVILLE, CA 95667

RE: S10-0009 VILLA FLORENTINA BED & BREAKFAST BOS

DEAR HONORABLE EL. DORADO COUNTY SUPERVISORS:

IT IS OUR INTENT TO OBJECT TO ANY EXPANSION OF THE SPECIAL USE
PERMIT OF VILLA FLORENTINA. WE SUGGEST THAT THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS REVOKE VILLA FLORENTINA'S SPECIAL USE PERMIT
AND SUPPORT THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT’'S RECOMMENDATION TO
MODIFY THE SPECIAL USE PERMIT FOR VILLA FLORENTINA TO ALLOW
FOR IT TO CONTINUE TO OPERATE ONLY AS A BED AND BREAKFAST.

WE ARE TAKING THIS POSITION BASED ON THE FOLLOWING
INFORMATION.

PREVIOUS VILLA FL.ORENTINA OWNERSHIP:

UNDER THE PREVIOUS OWNERSHIP (MR. LOREN SPERBER) AND
OPERATION OF VILLA FLORENTINA, WE NEVER HEARD ANY LOUD
MUSIC AT OUR LOCATION.

PLANNING COMMISSION HEARINGS:

IN MY OPINION, THE PLANNING COMMISSION HEARINGS AND THE
PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS SUGGESTED COURSE OF ACTION
WERE A FAIR REASONABLE COURSE OF ACTION WHICH VILLA
FLORENTINA CHOSE NOT TO ACCEPT.



LouD MUsiIc

WE LIVE APPROXIMATELY 1.5 MILES (CROSS-COUNTRY) FROM VILLA
FLORENTINA AND FURTHER IN ACTUAL ROAD MILES. WE CAN EASILY
HEAR LOUD MUSIC EMANATING FROM VILLA FLORENTINA. WE HAVE
VERIFIED THE SOURCE OF THE MUSIC BY CALLING SOMEONE LIVING
NEAR VILLA FLORENTINA TO CONFIRM THE MUSIC SOURCE AS VILLA
FLORENTINA. ONE CAN ONLY IMAGINE HOW LOUD THE MUSIC IS TO
THOSE WHO LIVE IN CLOSER PROXIMITY TO VILLA FLORENTINA.

PUBLIC SAFETY

VILLA FLORENTINA IS LOCATED VERY NEAR THE END OF CARVER'S
ROAD WHICH IS NARROW AND ACCESSED VIA THE ONE LANE MT.
MURPHY BRIDGE. IN THE EVENT OF AN EMERGENCY (PRIMARILY FIRE),
IT WOULD BE IMPOSSIBLE FOR THOSE PERSONS AT VILLA
FLORENTINA, THE COLOMA RESORT, AND PERSONS LIVING IN CLOSE
PROXIMITY (CARVER ROAD, MT. MURPHY ROAD AND BAYNE ROAD) TO
ALL EXIT THE MT. MURPHY BRIDGE, GIVEN THAT EMERGENCY
PERSONNEL WOULD BE REQUIRED TO ALSO USE THE MT. MURPHY
BRIDGE.

THIS PUBLIC SAFETY MATTER HAS BEEN ADDRESSED IN A PREVIOUS
LETTER TO THE EL DORADO COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS (BOTH
PAST & PRESENT).

WE SHOULD NOT FORGET THAT THE COLOMA COMMUNITY HAS
"DODGED THE BULLET ONCE" WITH THE FIRE THAT OCCURRED NEARBY
AT VERN BICKFORD'S ON RIVER ROAD.

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO PROVIDE OUR COMMENTS AND
TO MAKE OUR COMMUNITY A SAFER AND MORE PLEASANT PLACE IN
WHICH TO LIVE.

BEST REGARDS,

AMY & BoB DAY

ccC.



THE COUNTY OF EL DORADO

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION-PLANNING SERVICES
COUNTY OF EL DORADO PLANNING COMMISSION
ROGER TROUT, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

EL DORADO PLANNING COMMISSION

2850 FAIRLANE COURT

PLACERVILLE, CA 95667
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EDC COB <edc.cob@edcgov.us>

4/10/18 BOS Agenda Item #22 Villa Florentina B&B Hearing

1 message

Melody Lane <melody.lane@reagan.com> Fri, Apr 6, 2018 at 11:14 AM
To: Michael Ranalli <michael.ranalli@edcgov.us>, john.hidahl@edcgov.us, shiva.frentzen@edcgov.us, sue.novasel@edcgov.us,
brian.veerkamp@edcgov.us, Jim Mitrisin <jim.mitrisin@edcgov.us>, edc.cob@edcgov.us

Cc: Roger Trout <roger.trout@edcgov.us>, Donald Ashton <don.ashton@edcgov.us>, Char Tim <charlene.tim@edcgov.us>,
kris.payne@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us

Please ensure the entirety of this correspondence, including the attachments, are timely posted to Legistar for
the April 10, 2018 BOS Agenda Item #22 — Villa Florentina B&B in Coloma.

Mr. Anderson’s arrogant attitude and other hostile comments made during several RMAC meetings have
consistently proven his lack of integrity, conflicts of interest, and that he is incapable of being a good
neighbor. Villa Florentina’s existing SUP is a threat to the quality of life of Coloma residents as well as
property values in our historic river community. Adam Anderson has consistently violated his Principle
Agent Oath of Office, yet as of 4/6/18 he is still listed as Chair and Business Representative to RMAC.
Please note the following:

March 29, 2017 — Letter addressing Villa Florentina SUP violations distributed to Planning
Commission and BOS — NO REPLY

9/11/17 - RMAC meeting minutes reflect Anderson’s resignation from RMAC due to inability to
comply with Villa Florentina SUP requirements:

COMMITTEE MEMBER COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

Member Rangel asked about the transition of the Institutional Groups as
proposad in the updated River Management Plan.

Member Dietchamn asked about the use of private land by Institutional Groups
and thanked people for attending the meeting.

Member Anderson said that chances are he will be closing down his business
Villa Florentina due to the pressure from the neighbors and trouble complying
with the County noise ordinance. He therefore would be resigning from RMAC
at the end of the year since he would then no longer be a business owner in the
Coloma-Lotus area.

October 19, 2017 - Parks & Rec Commission audio corrupted. Nate Rangel announced Adam
Anderson resigning from RMAC. Supervisor John Hidahl was only other person in the audience.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=28&ik=35d558a9e7&jsver=HcM5jMu2nSY.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=1629c2c5eeeb1{8f&siml=1629c2c5eeeb1f8f



4/6/2018 Edcgov.us Mail - 4/10/18 BOS Agenda Item #22 Villa Florentina B&B Hearing

October 23, 2017 - | sent email to BOS & Parks & Rec commissioners that 10/19/17 P&R audio
was corrupted. John Hidahl was unresponsive to specific email inquiry.

February 5, 2018 - Anderson still listed as Business Rep & Chairman for RMAC — Villa Florentina
SUP Planning Commission hearing scheduled 2/8/18.

March 7, 2018 — Roger Trout announced Villa Florentina BOS hearing scheduled 3/20/18 @ 2:00
PM.

March 16, 2018 — Roger Trout distributed another announcement that Villa Florentina BOS hearing
rescheduled for April 10, 2018 @ 2:00 PM.

April 5, 2018 — Adam Anderson still listed as Business Rep & Chairman for RMAC meeting posted
to take place 4/9/18 — Villa Florentina SUP hearing scheduled 4/10/18.

Melody Lane

Founder — Compass2Truth

Any act by any public officer either supports and upholds the Constitution, or opposes and violates it.

4 attachments

@ Gary Miller Affidavit.pdf
9383K

@ EDC wasting money on ultra vires RMAC 8-23-17 LTN.doc
47K

@ 2-8-18 Florentina Anderson comments.docx
18K

Planning RMP Villa Florentina SUP 3-29-17.doc
64K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=35d558a9e7 &jsver=HcM5jMu2nSY.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=1629c2c5eeeb1{8f&siml=1629c2c5eeeb18f



AFFIDAVIT/DECLARATION OF TRUTH

Gary Miller, District #2 Planning Commissioner
El Dorado County Planning Commission

330 Fair Lane

Placerville, CA 95667

Mr. Miller,

I, Melody Lane, the undersigned, hereinafter: Affiant/Declarant, make this
Affidavit/Declaration of Truth of my own free will, and | hereby affirm, declare and
solemnly swear, under oath, before a certified California Notary Public, that | am of legal
age and of sound mind and hereby attest that all the information contained in this
Affidavit/Declaration is true, correct and admissible as evidence.

This Affidavit/Declaration of Truth is lawful notification to you, and is hereby
made and sent to you pursuant to the Federal Constitution, specifically, the Bill of
Rights, in particular, Amendments |, IV, V, VI, VII, IX and X, and The Declaration of
Rights of the California Constitution, in particular, Article 1, Sections 1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 11,
21, 23, and Article 3 Section 1, and requires your written rebuttal to me, specific to each
and every point of the subject matter stated herein, within 30 days, via your own sworn
and notarized affidavit, using true fact(s), valid law and evidence to support your
rebuttal.

You are hereby noticed that your failure to respond, as stipulated, and rebut, with
particularity and specificity, anything with which you disagree in this
Affidavit/Declaration, is your lawful, legal and binding tacit agreement with and
admission to the fact that everything in this Affidavit/Declaration is true, correct, legal,
lawful, and fully binding upon you in any court in America, without your protest or
objection or that of those who represent you. See: Connally v. General Construction
Co., 269 U.S. 385, 391. Notification of legal responsibility is “the first essential of due
process of law.” Also, see: U.S. v. Tweel, 550 F. 2d. 297. “Silence can only be
equated with fraud where there is a legal or moral duty to speak or where an inquiry left
unanswered would be infentionally misleading.”

Affiant/Declarant hereby affirms that the following actions and events took place:

On May 8, 2017, | sent you, Gary Miller, El Dorado County District #2 Planning
Commissioner, via USPS certified mail, a letter which you received on May 9, 2017, and
which | entered into the public record during the May 9, 2017 Board of Supervisors
meeting. That letter, attached hereto and marked Exhibit A, was sent to inform you of
these events and statements made by you, and also as an inquiry to ascertain whether
you, Gary Miller, as District #2 Planning Commissioner and Chairman, support and
uphold them or would rebut them. ‘



Pursuant to the lawful notification contained in that letter, as | originally stated
therein, and as cited and included by reference herein, you were required to respond to
and rebut anything contained in the attached May 8th letter with which you disagreed,
within thirty (30) days of receipt thereof. You failed to respond with specificity and
thereby failed to rebut anything stated therein with truth, fact, valid evidence and law.
Therefore, pursuant to the referenced lawful notification, you tacitly admit to all of the
statements, charges and claims contained therein, fully binding upon you in any court,
without your protest, objection or that of those who represent you.

Some of the things to which you admit include, but are not limited to, the
following:

1) During the March 23" Planning Commission hearing, | was discriminated
against by you, Commissioner Gary Miller. You permitted certain individuals
to speak in excess of ten minutes, yet you denied me equal rights when you
repeatedly interrupted, harassed, and refused to allow me to respond to
blatantly false statements publically made against me, particularly those
made by RMAC business representative and Villa Florentina B&B owner,
Adam Anderson. Acting as judge, jury and executioner, you conducted the
hearing in a manner that demonstrated bias, prejudice, abuse of authority,
and your Principal Agent Oath of Office. In so doing, | was harmed by your
actions and deprived of due process.

2) Audio recorded statements made by you were read verbatim into the public
record during the April 11, 2017 Board of Supervisors meeting. (See Exhibit
A) They substantiated your overt discrimination and violations of the Brown
Act. You have no authority whatsoever to arbitrarily engage in dialog with
some citizens, or discriminately refuse to dialog with others. Then, during the
April 13" Planning Commission hearing, | addressed the aforementioned
grievances mandating appropriate dialog, scheduling the topic for a future
meeting, and requested remedial action as required by law and specified
under the Brown Act, Sections 54954.2(a) and 54954.3. Again you deprived
me of the right to due process.

3) On multiple occasions the topic of Planning & Development Services Director
Roger Trout’s “3-Strikes” policy was addressed during Planning Commission
hearings. Audio recordings affirm that you, Commissioner Gary Miller, stated,
“There isn’t a 3 strikes policy!” Then on April 13" you permitted Roger Trout
to speak out of turn and provide testimony in defense of his 3-strikes position.
A policy that doesn’t exist cannot be lawfully enforced. Fraud, in its
elementary common-law sense of deceit, is the simplest and clearest
definition of that word. Notably, you refused me the right to respond publicly
by foreclosing meaningful public dialog for purposeful cover up of government
malfeasance and, thus, maintaining the status quo.
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4) During the April 13th hearing, | specifically addressed my concerns about
malfeasance to you and Commissioner James Williams. Instead of
responding directly to my request, you made it a point to defer all responses
to Planning & Development Services Director, Roger Trout, and Counsel
David Livingston. Neither Roger Trout nor Counsel has any authority to
respond on your behalf, nor was it appropriate for Counsel to give his opinion
and/or interpretation of the law. In violation of the Brown Act and your
Principal Agent Oath of Office, you thus deprived me the right to due process
for the purpose of redressing grievances.

5) As Chairman for the Planning Commission, it has been brought to your
attention on numerous occasions, as well as to the Board of Supervisors, that
county staff is habitually submitting erroneous data and/or false information
regarding Planning Commission decisions and recommendations made to the
Board of Supervisors. This topic was again specifically addressed during the
June 22, 2017 Planning Commission RMAC Workshop/Hearing. Decisions
made by the Board of Supervisors based on deliberately falsified information
and collusion, adversely affect all EDC Citizens, thus, undermining the public
trust in local government. Having knowledge of wrong doing, and failure to
take remedial action makes you culpable and liable. As such, my claims
pertain to your failure to provide honest public services pursuant to your
oaths. Depriving the public of honest services is a federal crime. The First
Amendment guarantees the Right of free speech and the Right to petition
government for redress of grievances, which, the oath taker, pursuant to his
oath, is mandated to uphold. You failed this requirement, thus, you violated
two provisions of the First Amendment, the Public Trust and perjured your
oath.

6) By not responding and/or not rebutting, such as you have demonstrated, the
oath taker denies the Citizen remedy, thus, denies the Citizen constitutional
due process of law, as stated within the Bill of Rights. There is no legitimate
argument to support the claim that oath takers, such as you, are not required
to respond to correspondence or other public inquiries, which, in this case, act
as petitions for redress of grievances, stating complaints, charges and claims
made against them by Citizens injured by their actions. All American Citizens,
can expect, and have the Right and duty to demand, that government officers
uphold their oaths to the Constitution(s) and abide by all Constitutionally
imposed mandates of their oaths. This is an un-enumerated Right
guaranteed in the Ninth Amendment, which | hereby claim and exercise.

Lawful notification has been provided to you stating that if you do not truthfully
and factually rebut the statements, charges and averments made in this
Affidavit/Declaration, then, you agree with and admit to them.

Pursuant to that lawful notification, if you disagree with anything stated under
oath in this Affidavit/Declaration of Truth, then rebut that with which you disagree, with
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particularity, within thirty (30) days of receipt thereof, by means of your own written,
sworn, notarized affidavit of truth, based on specific, relevant fact and valid law to
support your disagreement, attesting to your rebuttal and supportive positions, as valid
and lawful, under the pains and penalties of perjury under the laws of the United States
of America and this state of California. An un-rebutted affidavit stands as truth before
any court.

Your failure to respond, as stipulated, is your agreement with and irrevocable
admission to the fact that everything in this Affidavit/Declaration of Truth is true, correct,
legal, lawful, fully binding upon you, District #2 Commissioner Gary Miller, in any court
of law in America, without your protest, objection or that of those who represent you.

Further Affiant sayeth naught.

All nghts Reserved, 4(%
By / Date: (a[j@ /{ 7

elody

Melody Lane
CompassZTreth

Clo P.O. Box 698

Coloma, Colifornia [95673]

(See attached California Notarization)

Attachments:
Exhibit A — May 8, 2017 letter to Gary Miller

CC: Dist. #1 Supervisor John Hidahl
Dist. #2 Supervisor Shiva Frentzen
Dist. # 3 Supervisor Brian Veerkamp
Dist. #4 Supervisor Michael Ranalli
Dist. # 5 Supervisor Sue Novasel
EDC Planning Commissioners Williams, Hanson, Vegna and Shinault
EDC District Attorney Vern Pierson
Media and other interested parties
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Melody Lane
CompassZTruth
P.0. Box 698

Coloma, CA 96673

May 8, 2017

Gary Miller, District #2 Planning Commissioner
330 Fair Lane
Placerville, CA 95667

Mr. Miller,

This letter is lawful nofification fo you, and-is hereby made and sent to you
pursuant o the national Constitution, specifically, the Bill of Rights, in particular,
Amendments |, IV, V; VI, VI, IX and X, and the California Constitution, in particular,
Article 1, Sections 1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 11, 21, 23, and Article 3 Section 1. This letter requires
your written rebuttal to me, specific to each claim, statement and averment made
herein, within 30 days of the date of this letter, using true fact, valid law and evidence to

support your rebuttal.

You are hereby noticed that your failure to respond within 30 days as stipulated,
and rebut, with particularity, everything in this letter with which you disagree is your
lawful, legal and binding agreement with and admission to the fact that everything in this
letter is true, correct, legal, lawful and binding upon you, in any court, anywhere in
America, without your protest or objection or that of those who represent you. Your
silence is your acquiescence. See: Connally v. General Construction Co., 269 U.S.
385, 391. Notification of legal responsibility is “the first essential of due process of law.”
Also, see: U.S. v. Tweel, 550 F. 2d. 297. “Silence can only be equated with fraud
where there is a legal or moral duty to speak or where an inquiry left unanswered would
be intentionally misleading.”

What | say in this letter is based in the supreme, superseding authority of the
Constitution for the United States of America, circa 1787, as amended in 1791, with the
Bill of Rights, and the California Constitution, to which all public officers have swormn or
affirmed oaths, under which they are bound by Law. It is impossible for an oath taker to
lawfully defy and oppose the authority of the documents fo which he or she swore or
affirmed his or her oath. My claims, statements and averments also pertain fo your
actions taken regarding violations of the California Ralph M. Brown Act and deprivation
of my rights pursuant to your Principal Agent Oaths of Office. When | use the term

“public officer(s)”, this term includes you.

.Th‘e Supreme Law and superseding authority in this nation is the national
Constitution, as declared in Article VI of that document. In Ariicle IV, Section 4 of that



Constitution, every state is guaranteed a republican form of government. Any “laws”,
rules, regulations, codes and policies which conflict with, contradict, oppose and violate
the national and state Consfitutions are null and void, ab initio. It is a fact that your
Principal Agent oath requires you to support the national and state Constitutions and the

rights of the people secured therein,

All public officers are required to abide by their oaths in the performance of their
official duties. No public officer, including you, has the constitutional authority to

oppose, deny, defy, violate and disparage the very documents to which he or she swore
or affirmed his or her cath. All actions by public officers conducted in the performance

of their official duties either support the national and state Constitutions, or deny them.

As principal, Supervisor Shiva Frentzen has delegated authority to you, Gary
Miller, to act on her behalf, as her agent. When any public officer has knowledge of
wrongdoing, yet, fails to take corrective action, then, that public officer aids and abefs
the unlawful action of the agent, thereby maintaining the status quo, and thus becomes
complicit and liable. As you have been made aware, in some cases, it's the agent who

can be held responsible for misconduct, illegal activity, or violations of business
standards such as you have committed.

Your Principal Agent Oath of Office requires you to uphold and support the
Constitution of the United States of America, and pursuant to your oath, you are
required to abide by that oath in the performance of your official duties. You have no
constitutional or other valid authority to defy the Constitution, to which you owe your
LIMITED authority, delegated to you by and through the People.

On March 18, 2017, correspondence and accompanying evidence was submitted
by me to the Planning Commission, Development Services Director Roger Trout, and
the Board of Supervisors regarding the upcoming March 23™ Planning Commission
hearing relevant to the revocation of the Villa Florentina Special Use Permit and muitiple
violations of the River Management Plan. (See Exhibit A)

Prior to the hearing Commissioner Williams and | spoke on the phone. [t was
. agreed that the Commission would ask Roger Trout fo produce the SUP revocation “3-
strikes policy” in writing. That policy is vitally pertinent to the River Management Plan
and El Dorado County Law/Code Enforcement.

During the March 23" hearing, discrimination was evident when you allowed certain
individuals to speak in excess of ten minutes, but denied me due process when you
repeatedly interrupted, harassed, and refused to allow me fo respond to blatantly false
statements publically made against me by RMAC representative and Villa Florentina
owner, Adam Anderson. Furthermore, none of the commissioners ever requested that
Roger Trout provide the 3 strikes policy in writing, as previously agreed. Acting as
judge, jury and executioner, you essentially turned the hearing info a kangaroo
courfroom, thus, macking the Citizens and the constitutions to which you swore an oath

of allegiance.
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it became evident after the hearing in the course of conversation with you that
none of those materials had been read by the Planning Commissioners prior to rubber-
stamping their unanimous decisions made during the March 23™ Planning Commission
hearing, nor were they properly posted fo the government website. Afterwards, |
conversed at length with District #4 Commissioner, James Williams, about your hostile
attitude and March 23™ hearing anomalies. Mr. Williams concurred with my assessment
of the situation by encouraging me to request in writing that the Planning Commission
decisions made that day be appealed and reversed for lack of due process.

Subsequently, on March 29, 2017 | addressed a letter to Supervisors Shiva
Frentzen and Michael Ranalli. Pursuant to my questioning of your voting rationale and
unprofessional conduct during the March 23" hearing, one example citing your own
verbatim words from that correspondence was read into the public record during the
April 11, 2017 BOS meeting. (See Exhibit B):

“I don’t really need to explain to you what I did...I don’t need to justify myself to you.
You get what I give you!...I suggest you make a complaint to the BOS & have me
removed. That would break my heart!... There isn’t a 3 sirikes policy! I know there’s no
such policy!... There is nothing in the Brown Act that says you can talk 3 or 5 minutes.
One of the unigue things about being a Chairman is you don’t get to tell me what I can
do!...Sounds like you are threatening to take me to court...County Council was right
there. I assure you, that if Iwas in violation of the Brown Act he would have said

something.”

All five Planning Commissioners also received via email a copy of the March 29"
correspondence concerning specific violations of your Principal Agent Oath of Office,
the Brown Act, and due process. lt is noteworthy that although the materials had been
emailed prior to the April 13th Planning Commission hearing, the said correspondence
was not distributed by Char Tim until just moments before said hearing commenced, nor
was sufficient time even given to the Commissioners to read the materials before the

hearing commenced. (See Exhibit C)

During the April 13" Planning Commission hearing, | addressed the
aforementioned grievances which mandates appropriate dialog, scheduling the topic for
a future meeting, and remedial action as required under the Brown Act, Section
54954 2(a), which states in part:

Where a member of the public raises an issue which has not yet come
before the legislative body, the item may be briefly discussed but no action
may be taken at that meeting. The purpose of the discussion is to permit
a member of the public to raise an issue or problem with the
legislative body or fo permit the legislative body to provide information to
the public, provide direction to its staff, or schedule the matter for a

future meeting. (§ 54954.2(a).)

You were also reminded that the Planning Commissioners and the Board of
Supervisors have been regularly apprised that they are routinely receiving false
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information from the River Management Advisory Committee, Development Services
Parks & Recreation staff, and the CAO. When | asked if you had any questions o;
further comments, you audibly replied, “No.” It soon became evident by your openly
hostile demeanor that you had no intention whatsoever to respond to repeated requests
to address the problems, schedule the matter for a future meeting, or to take remedial

action.

Such abuse of power and actions against me constitute obstruction of justice and
due process. In the course of our dialog, it is significant that you mentioned your fear of
being sued. Apparently you were aware that any enterprise undertaken by any public
official who tends to weaken public confidence and undemmines the sense of security for
individual rights is against public policy. Fraud, in its elementary common-law sense of
deceit, is the simplest and clearest definition of that word.

Just one example is Roger Trouf's fraudulent 3-Sirikes policy which you,
Commissioner, Gary Miller, referred to on multiple occasions stating, “There isn't a 3
strikes policy!” A policy that doesn’t exist cannot be lawfully enforced. Then on
April 13" you permitted Roger Trout to speak out of turn and provide testimony in
defense of his 3-strikes position. Notably, you refused me the right to respond publicly
by foreclosing meaningful public dialog for purposeful cover up of government
malfeasance and thus maintaining the status quo.

Collusion between depariments is a major factor in depriving Citizens of their right
to access public information and due process, topics discussed extensively in meetings
with Sheriff D’Agostini and District Attorney, Vern Pierson. Following is Clerk to the
Board, Jim Mitrisin’s, 3/24/17 reply to another constituent's CPRA requesting Mr. Trout's
3-Strikes policy, “There are no records responsive to your request. | phoned the
Planning Department to learn more and was informed the reference fo “1,2,3” was
made by an applicant and restated by Mr. Trout regarding steps taken to address a use
permit issue. You may want to contact Mr. Trout for additional information.”

Additionally, repeated requests that | made to appeal and reverse the
aforementioned 3/23/17 Planning Commission decisions were blatantly ignored. During
the April 13th hearing, | specifically addressed my concerns of malfeasance to you and
Commissioner James Williams. Instead of responding appropriately to my request, you
made it a point to defer all responses io Development Services Director, Roger Trout,
and Counsel David Livingston. Neither Roger Trout nor Counsel has any authority to
respond on your behalf, nor was it appropriate for Counsel to give his opinion and/or

interpretation of the law.

In violation of the Brown Act and your Principal Agent Oath of Office, you thus
deprived me the right to due process, to testify and address the Planning Commission

specifically for the purpose of redressing grievances, to wit:

The Preamble of the Ralph M. Brown Act states:
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“The people, in delegating authority, do not give their public servants the
right to decide what is good for the people to know and what is not good
for them to know. The people do not yield their sovereignty to the
bodies that serve them. The people insist on remaining informed fo
retain control over the legislative bodies they have created.”

It further states:

§54954.3 Public’s right to testify at meetings. (c) The legislative body
of a local agency shall not prohibit public criticism of the policies,
procedures, programs, or services of the agency, or of the acts or
omissions of the legislative body. Nothing in this subdivision shall confer
any privilege or protection for expression beyond that otherwise provided
by law. Care must be given to avoid violating the speech rights of
speakers by suppressing opinions relevant to the business of the

body.

As such, members of the public have broad constitutional rights to
comment on any subject relating to the business of the
governmental body. Any attempt to restrict the content of such speech
must be narrowly tailored to effectuate a compelling state interest
Specifically, the courts found that policies that prohibited members of the
public from criticizing school district employees were unconstitutional.
(Leventhal v. Vista Unified School Dist. (1997) 973 F. Supp. 951; Baca v.
Moreno Valley Unified School Dist. (1996) 936 F. Supp. 719.) These
decisions found that prohibiting critical comments was a form of
viewpoint discrimination and that such a prohibition promoted
discussion artificially geared toward praising (and maintaining) the
status quo, thereby foreclosing meaningful public dialog.

It has been brought to your attention on numerous occasions by Compass2Truth
that county staff is habitually submitting erroneous data and/or false information
regarding interrelated issues to the Board of Supervisors. Consequently, decisions
made by the Supervisors that are based on deliberately falsified information will
ultimately adversely affect all EDC tax payers, thus, undermining the public trust in local
government.

it is apparent that the public’s input has been reduced to irrelevancy by how the
Planning Commission votes unanimously, and/or rubber-stamps Consent items, thereby
demonstrating that public meetings are little more than dog and pony shows with
predetermined outcomes designed fo falsely give the public an impression of
government transparency and accountability.

Depriving the public of honest services is a federal crime. My claims, statements
and avermenis also periain to your actions taken regarding your failure to provide
honest public services, pursuant to your oaths.
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The First Amendment guarantees the Right of free speech and the Right to
petition government for redress of grievances, which, the oath taker, pursuant to his
oath, is mandated to uphold. If he fails this requirement, then, he has violated two
provisions of the First Amendment, the Public Trust and perjured his oath.

Additionally, by not responding and/or not rebutting, the oath taker denies the
Citizen remedy, thus, denies the Citizen constitutional due process of law, as stated
within the Bill of Rights. An American Citizen, such as |, can expect, and has the Right
and duty to demand, that his govemment officers uphold their oaths to the
Constitution(s) and abide by all Constitutionally imposed mandates of their oaths. This
is an un-enumerated Right guaranteed in the Ninth Amendment, which | hereby claim

and exercise.

Furthermore, there is no legitimate argument to support the claim that oath
takers, such as you, are not required to respond fo letters, which, in this case, act as
petitions for redress of grievances, stating complainis, charges and claims made
against them by their constituents or by Citizens injured by their actions. When public
officers harm the Citizens by their errant actions, and then refuse to respond to or rebut
petitions from Citizens, then, those public officers, as are you, are domestic enemies,
acting in sedition and insurrection to the declared Law of the land and must be
opposed, exposed and lawfully removed from office.

You perjured your oath by violating my constitutionally guaranteed Rights, in
particular those secured in the Bill of Rights, including but not limited to my 1%
Amendment Rights. By your unlawful actions, you acted in sedition and insurrection
against the constitutions, both federal and state, and in treason against the People, in
the instant case, me.

Anytime public officers, such as you, pursuant to their oaths, violate Rights
guaranfeed to Citizens in the Consiitutions, they act outside their limited delegated
authority, thus, perjure their oaths, and by their own actions, invoke the self-executing
Sections 3 and 4 of the 14™ Amendment; thereby vacate their offices and forfeit all
benefits thereof, including salaries and pensions.

As stated previously, actions by a public officer either uphold the Constitutions
and rights secured therein, or oppose them. By your stepping outside of your delegated
authority you lost any “perceived immunity” of your office and you can be sued for your
wrongdoing against me, personally, privately, individually and in your professional
capacity, as can all those in your jurisdiction, including any judges or prosecuting
attorneys and public officers for that jurisdiction, if, once they are notified of your
wrongdoing, they fail to take lawful actions to correct it, pursuant to their oaths and their

duties, thereto.

If they fail to act and correct the matter, then, they condone, aid and abet your
criminal actions, and further, collude and conspire to deprive me and other Citizens of
their Rights guaranteed in the Constitutions, as a custom, practice and usual business
operation of their office and the jurisdiction for which they work. This constituies
treason by the entire jurisdiction against the People, in the instant case, me, and based
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upon'the actions taken and what exists on the public record, it is impossible for any
public officer to defend himself against treason committed. See: 18 USC § 241 -
Conspiracy against rights. See also: U.S. v. Guest, Ga. 1966, 86 S.Cf. 1170, 383 U.S.

745, 16 L Ed 239.

Pursuant fo the constitutional mandates imposed upon them, by and through
their oaths, there is no discretion on the part of public officers, including you, to oppose
the Constitutions and their oaths thereto, nor to be selective about which, if any,
mandates and protections in the Constfitutions they support. The mandates and
protections set forth in the Constitutions are all encompassing, all-inclusive and fully
binding upon public officers, without exception, as they are upon you.

If you disagree with anything in this letter, then, rebut that with which you
disagree, in writing, with particularity, to me, within 30 days of the date of this letter, and
support your disagreement with evidence, fact and law.

Your failure to respond, as stipulated, is your agreement with and admission to
the fact that everything in this letter is true, comect, legal, lawful, and is your irrevocable
agreement aitesting to this, fully binding upon you, in any court in America, without your
protest or objection or that of those who represent you.

Sincerely, .
rd ,/34
AN (‘tw//
A 7T o
[:ﬂ A i;—\*},,/
| *%’{%” //A)%"L———_.g"
Melod{, Parie

Founder - Compass2Truth

Attachments:

Exhibit A — March 18, 2017 Villa Florentina Evidence

Exhibit B - March 29, 2017 SUP/RMP Planning Commission Hearing letter
Exhibit C — 4/12/17 Request to pull items from Consent for discussion & aciion

CC: District #1 Supervisor John Hidahl
District #2 Supervisor Shiva Frentzen
District #3 Supervisor Brian Veerkamp
District #4 Supervisor Ranalli
District #5 Supervisor Sue Novasel
Planning Commissioners, Districts 1, 3,4 &5
Development Services Director Roger Trout
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P.0. Box 598
LColoma, TA 295613

March 18,2017

El Dorado County Planning Commission
C/o Development & Planning Services
2850 Fairlane

Placerville, CA 95667

RE: ¥Villz Florentinz Bed & Brezkfast SUP #S518-0809 Viglaticuns & Bevoeation

Dear Commissioners.

I have been a resident of Coloma for nearly 20 years living close to the intersection of Carvers and Mt. Murphy
Roads located within the Quiet Zone of the S. Fork American River. Not only can we hear excessively loud
events emanaling from Villa Florentina, residents are {requently bombarded simultaneously by muliiple
amplified events at the Coloma Resort and other surrounding campgrounds. {See Exhibit A)

Egress in the event of an emergency is also cause tor concern frequently expressed by neighbors on the north
side of the Mt. Murphy Road Bridge. This becomes a public safety issue when large events create traffic jams.

The Quiet Zone as described in the River Management Plan (RMP) begins at Indian Creek above Coloma, and
ends at Greenwood Creek below Rivers Bend. RMP noise restrictions apply to the river rafiers as well as to
campgrounds, business establishments, and private property owners. The majority of residents moved 1o
Coloma tor the peace and quiet of the rural lifestyle. The purpose of the Quiet Zone is to respect the rights and
reasonable expectations of adjoining landowners. _

The specifics of SUPs and requirements are delineated in Sections 4 through 8 of the RMP. Section 8.2 of the
RMP states only the County Sheriff’s Department has the authority o tine and enforce County Code violations
involving private campgrounds and private land owners. Should a resident desire to obtain 2 Temporary Use
Permit {TUP) for a special amplified music event, they would be required io pay a fee to obiain a permit
through the Sheriff’s Department. To date, Public Record Act requests for information reveal there have only
been about a dozen TUPs issued by EDSO over the course of more than 15 years, most of them held at
Henningson-Lotus Park. None have ever been issued for Villa Florentina.

Significantly excessively noisy events. such as those emanating from Villa Florentina. have negative impacts
not only upoa the quality of life of residents living within this stretch of the river, but also upon the value of
neighboring homes. The historic failure of the county to apply consequences for SUP violations as per the
RIMP exacerbates the problem of unacceptable levels of noise. The campgrounds, businesses, and event
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coordinators expect Code and Law Enforcement to turn a bli ident’
: . . ind eye and deaf ear to resident’s complaints; h
business continues as usual in EDC. .

Noise violations within the Quiet Zone have been a bone of contention in our community long before I even
moved here. Once it was realized what a problem SUP violations actually were, 1 joined others in circulating
petitions for SUP revocations and volunteered as secretary for the Community Clamor Commiitee (CCC). The
purpose of the CCC was to mitigate the frequent SUP violations, lack of appropriate monitering within the
Quiet Zone, and 1o develop a plan of action to bring the offending parties into compliance. Because these
meetings could get very contentious, I invited law enforcement o actively participate as per the RMP. Note it
is not necessary to have a decibel meter or hire a professional to determine the level of noise. {See Exhibit B}

The minutes of the CCC meetings were integrated into the RMP, but in essence the county failed to recognize
and/or take any remedial action. Consequently bully tactics were applied against anyone who dared complain
about disturbances of the peace. Uliimately the Sheriff"s Depariment and Code Enforcement failed miserably to
abide by the requirements of the RMP. Again, business continued as usual.

Every resident has a right to live in peace and safety. Therefore in 2010 we began meeting with Sheriff
D’ Agosiini as well as County and CA Siate Parks personnel to further develop a plan of action to mitigate the
RMP noise problems and associated concerns that have plagued our community for decades. :

1t is significant that Adam Anderson, owner of Villa Florentina. is the Business Representative for the River
Management Advisory Committee (RMAC). I was accompanied by four individuals to the September 14, 2015
RMAC meeting. Supervisor Ranalli was also present. The purpose of the agenda item I’d specifically requested
was to address RMP violations and recommend revocation of the SUPs to the Planning Commission. In
addition to multiple audio recordings. my four witnesses can atiesi Adam Anderson falsely accused me of using
proianity while I was quietly seaied in the audience. Adam has failed to demenstrate integrify, and in fact, has a
conflict of interest as delegate to RMAC. (Please refer to Consent Item #2 for the RMP to be pulled &

removed.)

Using RMAC as a bully pulpit, it became evident RMAC delegates had colluded with county personnel to set
up and publicly discredit me and the organization, CosupassZ¥ruti. Consequently that incident became the
subject of meetings with County Counsel, Supervisor Ranalli and other EDC stafl. {See Exhibii <y

Please ensure that the Planning Commission REVOKE the SUP for Villa Florentina Bed & Breakfast.

Sincerely, ; -

;
L

= . '. < e . _/“\//
TN ]

AELHETET A e

Y, £ 27 T

Melgdy Lang ~~

Founder= Cozmpass2 Truth

F

Attachments:
Exhibit A — Trout letters to American River Resort & Coloma Resort

Exhibit B - EDSO Examples of Sound Levels
Exhibit C - 11/14/16 RMP Public Comments

CC: Roger Trout
Supervisors Districis #1,2,3. 4 & 5
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P.0. Box 598
Coloma, CA 95613

Citizens for Constisutional Liberty
Mazch 29, 2017 _
TO: District #4 isor Mike Ranalli
District #2 mﬁr Shiva Frentzen

CC: EDC Planning Commissioners
CAO Don ton 3
Suapervisor Veerkamp
Supmwsor Sue Novasel

Please ensure the entirety of this correspondence is posted to Pablic Comments for Villa Florentina SUP
scheduled for the August Planning Commission hearing. The following comments apply to the 3/23/17
Planning Commission Consent Item #2 — RMP Update & Implementation, and Item #5 — Villa Florentina SUP

hearing:

Note I did not addrees Mike Ciccozzi during the 3/28/17 Open Forumi. My purpose in spccxﬁcally addressing
Supervisor Ranalli and Chair Frentzen was to briefly dialog, as permitted under the Brown Act, and receive a
public response as to scheduling the item on the BOS calendar for public dialog and remedial action by the

Refer to the Brown Act § 54954.2() and § 54954.3 (¢) which state in part,

“Care must be given to avoid violating the speech rights of speakers by suppressing opinions
relevant to the business of the body...As such members of the public have broad constitutional
rights to comment on any subject relating to the business of the governmental body..-These
decisions found that prohibiting critical comments was a form of viewpoint discrimination and that
such prohibition promoted discussion artificially geared toward praising and maintaining the status
guo, thereby foreclosing meaningful public dialog...The purpose of the discussion is o permit a
member of the public to raise an issue or problem with the legislative body or to permit the

legislative body to provide information to the public, provide direction to its staff, or schedule the
maiter for & future meeting.™ : _

~ Additionally, based upon the BOS hmwiecige of falsified dafa submitted by Parks & Récrwﬁén staff member
Noah Rucker-Triplet and CSD Director Roger Trout, and the subsequent denial of the public’s due process, I
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also ;’llbmztlhmequmt lo appeal and reverse the 3/23/17 Planning Commission Consent Ttem %2
unammaous vote to:

1) Approve 2016 Annual Report to implementation of RMP; and

2) Recommend continued implementation of the River Management Plan as currently preseribed

Prior to the hearing sufficient evidence was submitted for the #5 Villa Florentina SUP and request to pull from
Consent ltem #2 RMP Update. Apparently those materials were not read by the commissioners or properly
posted to the government website. My records indicate one of the emails I had submitted was NOT posted to
#5 Villa Florentina SUP. Lucky I had those materials with me which I presented three times to Char Tim
during the hearing before she finally accepted them imto the public record. Also significantly omitted was
Adam Anderson’s power point presentation that falsely targeted my home as a “noise hot spot” on a map of
tke river. ‘

You, our elected officials, are responsible to deal directly and transparently with the constituents whom you
profess to serve. Counsel has no authority whaisoever to respond on behalf of the BOS or any other EDC

. employee, nor is it appropriate for Counsel to give his opinion and/or interpretation of the law. Mike
Ciccozzi’s commennt to post missing documents affer the public hearing is a typical form of discrimination
artificially geared toward praising and maintaining the status quo, thus denying the public their right to due
pracess. As such Mike Ciccozzi’s reply was unacceptable.

Adam Anderson is not an exception to the law or any of the RMP restrictions in the Quiet Zone of the S. Fork
American River. Adam has an apparent conflict of interest with RMAC, and in the presence of Supervisor
Ranalli, Adam has proven his lack of infegrity. Mr. Anderson has abused the anthority delegated to him by you,

the entire Board of Supervisors.

Furthermore, The Mountain Democrat article was a blatant misrepresentation of the 3/23/17 Planning:
Commission hearing orchestrated by the Chamber Political Action Commiitee (CPAC). Commission Chairman
Gary Miller turned the Villa Florentina hearing into 2 biased kangaroo courtroom. The Channel 13 public
telations stunt, plus special considerations given to Adam during the 3/21 BOS Open Forum, perpetrated
sympathy and certainly generated profitable revenues in support of his plight.
hiip://sacramento.cbslocal.com/tag/villa-florenting:’

Supervisor Frenizen, you especially need to be aware that District #2 Commissioner Gary Miller violated the
Brown Act in addition to being discriminatory, disrespectful and arrogant during the 3/23/17 Commission
hearing. 1 was the orly person whom he harassed, demonstrating exactly the same unacceptable behavior as
Ron Mikulaco while he was Chairman of the BOS. Gary’s mocking attitude while we spoke Tuesday evening
was bizarre, abrasive and unreasonable. This is just a sampling of some of his comments when I questioned his
voting rationale and unprofessional conduct during the hearing: _

“I don’t really need to explain to you what 1 did...I don’t need to justify myself to you. You get what I
give youl!.. I suggest you make a complaint to the BOS & have me removed. That would break my
heart!...There isn’t a 3 strikes policy! I know there’s no such policy!...There is nothing in the Brown
Act that says you can talk 3 or 5 minutes. One of the unique things about being a Chairman is you
don’t get to tell me what I can do!...Sounds like you are threatening fo take me to court...County
Council was right there. 1assure you, that if I was in violation of the Brown Act he would have said

something.”

1t is troubling that Commissioner Miller remarked about his fear of being sued. Similar comments were made
by Kim Kulton during the February 15™ CL Fire Safe Council. Some of the same community members af the

CL FSC mecting addressed the 3/23/17 Planning Commission hearing as mentioned in the Mtn. Democrat
Page2 of 4



article concerming the Villa Florentina SUP. This is an issuc that Supervisor Ranalli and Roger Trout have
taken gréat pains to avoid addressing, particularly as it involves the RMP, SUP violations, Code & Law
Enforcement, and related public safety issues in Coloma.

Comments made by Roger Trout during the Villa Florentina hearing raised several red flags, particularly his
evident reluctance to respond fo numerous requests for the written “3-strikes” Special Use Policy. How can a
policy be enforced if it doesn’t even exist?

Over the years we had met with Roger Trout, Sheriff D’ Agostini, Supervisor Ranalli, Supervisor Briggs, Don
Ashton and County Counsel on several occasions to discuss the 3 strikes policy and related code and law
enforcement matters. However all meetings proved fo be exercises in fuiility primarily because Roger Trout
and Supervisor Ranalli remained unresponsive fo constituent concerns about SUP enforcement affecting the

entirety of El Dorado County.

Finally a District #4 constituent who couldn’t be present for the hearing submitted a CPRA for the 3 strikes
policy. It wasn’t until 3/28/17 that I received the following response to the CPRA:

Thera are ra recerds raspensius B vea- raguess. 1 aboned the Plaan 3z Sepsrmert =< lezon mor= srd was 'afcmed the refarerceic 7, 2.3 waz

made k5 3= zapl’cant ard ressras oy KirT-out regard'ng stags t=<en to addrass a Lse pemmit ssue. You may wartzc con= Mn Tour'er

zgdideral :nfarmadior.

Thackyau
SRt

Cerz cfena Boarg

Special Use Permits are a major component of the RMP, particularly restrictions put upon business
establishments within the Quiet Zone of the S. Fork American River.

During the hearing when District #4 Commissioner James Williams addressed concermns discussed prior io the
hearing, Noah Rucker-Triplett made some disturbing comments and revealing admissions concerning the River
Management Plan. Noah stated RMAC isn’t required to respond to the public, nor had the RMAC held any
meetings since the Anniial November 2016 RMAC. That meeting was in reality less than 25 minutes in
duration with only three members of the public present, me included. Additionally there was no Annual RMP

Update submitted to the Planming Commission for the year 2015.

Commissioner Williams made the astuie observation that the RMAC can’t advise the BOS if they aren’t
meeting or the RMAC issues aren’t publicly vetted. However Chairman Miller recommended approval of the
RMP as submitted by staff. Subsequently the Commission unanimously approved the RMP despite the
apparent discrepancies which had been brought to their attention. Apparently the facts didn’t matter; business
as usual. Thus the public was denied due process in violation of the Brown Act and legal mandates within the

RMP.

The BOS has been made aware of the frequent RMP violations and safety aspects affecting the- quality of life
for river residents within District #4. Yet your failure to effectively address and remedy these issues is

dereliction of duty making you complicit in their perpetuation.

Accordingly, you’ve been reminded on more than one occasion of AB1234 Mandatory Ethics Training for
Public Officials, wherein it states in part:
e The law provides only minimum standards for ethical conduct. Just because a course of action is legal,
doesn’t make it ethical/what one ought to do.
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" o Because of the breadth of federal anticorruption law, avoid any temptation to walk closcly to the line
that divides legal from illegal conduct under state law. Even though a course of action may be lawful

under the state law, it may not be lawful under federal law.
Conduct the public’s business in open and publicized meetings, except for the limited circumstances

when the law allows closed sessioms.
Allow the public to participate in meeting, listening fo the public’s views before decisions are made.
Cannot retaliate against those who whistle-blow.

Must conduct public hearings in accordance with due process principles.
The law is aimed at the perception, as well as the reality, that a public official’s personal interests may
influence a decision. Even the temptation fo act in one’s own inferest could lead to disqualification, or

WOTSE.
Cannot simultaneously hold certain public offices or engage in other outside activities that would subject

them to conflicting loyalties.
Violating the conflict of interest laws could lead to monetary fines and criminal penalties for public

officials. Don 't take that risk:

Included as an attachment is the Ron Mikulace Declaration-Affidavit teferenced above. Tt should serveasa
-wake-up call to all public officials to take their Constitutional Qaths seriously. Don’t forget, you work for us.

In anticipation of your cooperation and in accordance with Constitutional principles 1 look forward o your
prompt response.

, Simcerely.

]
it

Founder — Compass2Truth

Attachments:
1. 3/27/17 Villa Florentina Min. Democrat article

2. Ron Mikulaco Declaration-Affidavit
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Melody Lane

From: Melody Lane <melody.lane@reagan.com>

Sent: Wednesday, April 12, 2017 335 PM

To: shiva frentzen@edcgov.us; Michael Ranalli; James Williams; gary.miller@edcgov.us
Cc: ‘Donald Ashton’; jeff.haberman@edcgov.us; jeff.hansen@edcgov.us;

brian.shinault@edcgov.us; planning@edcgov.us; 'Roger Trout; ‘Roger Niello’;
brian.veerkamp@edcgov.us; sue.novasel@edcgov.us; john.hidahl@edcgov.us; Jim
Mitrisin; bosfive@edcgov.us; bosfour@edcgov.us; bosone@edcgov.us;
bosthree@edcgov.us; bostwo@edcgov.us

Subject: Please pull from 4/13/17 Planning Commission Consent ltem #1 for public discussion
Attachments: RMP Villa Florentina SUP 3-29-17.pdf
Importance: High

Please ensure the following ftem #1 is pulled from the 4/13/17 Planning Commission Consent Agenda for
public discussion and appropriate action as required under the Brown Act, § 54954.2(a) and § 54954.3(c):

1. 17-0380 Clerk of the Planning Commission recommending the Commission approve the MINUTES of the regular
meeting of March 23, 2017.

As per the attached letter, the public has been denied due process as required by law. This topic was
addressed to the BOS & Planning Commission on 3/30/17, but in violation of your Constitutional Oath of
Office, was again ignored and diverted during yesterday’s 4/11/17 BOS meeting.

Melody Lane
Founder — Compass2Truth

Any act by any public officer either supports and upholds the
Constitution, or opposes and violates it.

Exhibit €.



http://www.laketahoenews.net/2017/08/opinion-edc-wasting-money-river-committee/

http://www.mtdemocrat.com/opinion/the-balancing-act-disbanding-river-management-advisory-committee/

Opinion: EDC wasting money on river committee
PUBLISHED: AUGUST 23, 2017 BY: ADMIN, IN: VOICES, COMMENTS OFF ON OPINION: EDC WASTING MONEY ON RIVER COMMITTEE

By Larry Weitzman

In case you are wondering, RMAC is the acronym for the River Management Advisory Committee, a committee set up in
the early 1980s by the Board of Supervisors to help advise them on river and nearby land use issues. It is composed of
more than five members who have a vested interest in the river: an outfitter, a commercial rafter, a resident land owner,
two members of State Parks, a business representative, a private boater, and two members at large.

Meetings are attended by a few people. At the one | attended on Aug. 14 about 10 interested people were there, mostly
from the rafting community.

Adam Anderson is the chair and business representative. His connection is ownership of the Villa Florentino, which is
under scrutiny regarding its special use permit because of complaints. A hearing is scheduled shortly in front of the
Planning Commission. Anderson lives somewhere in Placerville, away from the river. | can't tell you the names of the four
other members in attendance. Also in attendance were our very competent Deputy Chief Administrative Officer Laura
Schwartz and Vickie Sanders of Parks and Recreation.

The committee meets about 11 times a year, which creates a huge problem for taxpayers. But first | must describe the
meeting | attended which lasted nearly two and a half hours. My time watching Looney Tunes was better spent, it was so
unproductive (maybe it was a live action Looney Tunes). Not only did not one panel member understand their charge,
they didn’t even understand their own agenda which consisted of three items. The first one was the approval of the prior
meeting’s erroneous minutes and the approval of the agenda for that night.

| also attended the prior meeting at the Marshall Gold Discovery Park Museum, which seemed to operate ultra vires. They
were mostly concerned about the county’s recommendation that RMAC be disbanded.

After listening to Schwartz’s description of the nonfunctioning RMAC, many times not fielding a quorum, not
understanding their duty or “job,” not understanding their purpose, and certainly not understanding the Brown Act or how
to conduct a meeting, it didn’t take a rocket scientist to see the writing on the wall.

After two and a half hours, the meeting was done and nothing was accomplished but to set another meeting and perhaps
another special meeting before the regularly scheduled meeting. The only thing | learned from the RMAC meeting was
government dysfunction at its worst. But there is more.

Attending this meeting were two very highly paid EDC employees. In fact, their total annual cost to EDC including salary
and all benefits as reported by Transparent California exceeds $400,000. That's an hourly cost of more than $200 an hour
combined. | am not begrudging the fact that they are paid a lot of money. | am sure they work hard; | know Schwartz
does. What | am pointing out is the fact that each of these meetings cost the taxpayer a lot of money.

You can be sure, with prep time, travel time, post mortem time after the meeting and actual meeting time, this meeting
cost you and me at least $1,000 or more for each one of these county dysfunctions. And they do this 11 times a year and
have done so for years. You can do the math, but this RMAC thing is no free ride.

And now there is an outcry that the CAO staff, and Parks and Rec staff has recommended that RMAC be disbanded. Why
did it take this long? To add some gasoline to the fire, RMAC has been nothing more than to protect the interests of the
commercial rafting industry, the concessionaires along the river and other related enterprises. Have they solved any
problems? No. The noise, crime, vandalism, and pollution are as big as ever. Have they ever told the board that it's many
times out of control? Of course not. But they do tell the board what a boon they are to the county. Yeah, sure. So is
Walmart, Big O Tires and every other business in the county, especially the hotels and motels. We get a special 10
percent tax off that tourist industry.

Let's determine what the “industry” really costs the county, sheriff, emergency response, environmental management,
code enforcement, and SUP violations. We need to know the whole nine yards and then the causation needs to pay their
way. Not the taxpayers. Disbanding RMAC is a great start. That alone will save the county over $10,000 a year, more
money that can be used for potholes and senior legal. Now let’s get an accounting of and for everything.

Larry Weitzman is a resident of Rescue.



2-8-18 Villa Florentina hearing

The idea of a “high Crime” which is referred to in our Constitution refer to those crimes
committed by people in authority and especially those who are charged with securing the public
trust. Hitler's propaganda chief, Joseph Goebbels, said “If you tell a lie big enough and keep
repeating it, people will eventually come to believe it.

Truth is the mortal enemy of the lie, and the list of Mr. Anderson’s Mafia-type bully tactics and
lies lines up like something right out of the movie The Godfather. For example:

During the March 23, 2017 hearing Anderson falsely targeted my home on Mt. Murphy
as a source of amplified events on his power point presentation.

Mr. Anderson does not reside at Villa Florentina in Coloma which is a requirement of his
SUP.

The day after the August 24, 2017 hearing Mark Anderson, a Staff Writer for Sacramento
Business Journal, did a spread about Villa Florentina at risk of losing their SUP. Despite
the fact that he was not present for the hearing I discovered Mark is a relative who
obtained his information for the article from Roger Trout and Adam Anderson.

Roger Trout has consistently failed to lawfully respond to CPRAs, including those
concerning Villa Florentina and other business establishments in the Quiet Zone of the
American River requiring code & law enforcement citations for violations of sound
ordinances.

The 9/11/17 RMAC minutes reflect as follows: “Member Anderson said that chances are
that he will be closing down his business Villa Florentina due to the pressure from the
neighbors and trouble complying with the County noise ordinance. He therefore would
be resigning from RMAC at the end of the year since he would then no longer be a
business owner in the Coloma-Lotus area.”

Monday night’s River Management Advisory Committee meeting held at the Coloma
Grange Hall was just another example of Anderson’s arrogant insolence. When I entered
the building Adam immediately approached me in manner that can only be described as
menacing. Iignored him until the point he invaded my personal space making it
impossible to avoid him. Finally I turned around and questioned why he hadn’t resigned
as he stated and made part of the minutes of the 9/11/17 RMAC meeting. Adam replied
to me with a sneer, “Oh, that was just a legal manipulation.”

His arrogant attitude and other hostile comments made during the RMAC meeting strongly
indicated that the outcome of today’s hearing was predetermined and fixed. He has
consistently proven his lack of integrity, conflicts of interest, and that he is not capable of being
a good neighbor. As such Villa Florentina’s existing SUP is a threat to the quality of life of
Coloma residents as well as property values in our historic community.



P.O. Box 598
Coloma, CA 95613

=~ Compass2Truth

Citizens for Constitutional Liberty

March 29, 2017

TO:  District #4 Supervisor Mike Ranalli
District #2 Supervisor Shiva Frentzen

CC: EDC Planning Commissioners
CAO Don Ashton
Supervisor Brian Veerkamp
Supervisor Sue Novasel
Supervisor John Hidahl

RE: 3/23/17 Planning Commission Hearing — RMP & Villa Florentina
Dear Supervisors Frentzen & Ranalli,

Please ensure the entirety of this correspondence is posted to Public Comments for Villa Florentina SUP
scheduled for the August Planning Commission hearing. The following comments apply to the 3/23/17
Planning Commission Consent Item #2 — RMP Update & Implementation, and Item #5 — Villa Florentina SUP
hearing:

Note I did not address Mike Ciccozzi during the 3/28/17 Open Forum. My purpose in specifically addressing
Supervisor Ranalli and Chair Frentzen was to briefly dialog, as permitted under the Brown Act, and receive a
public response as to scheduling the item on the BOS calendar for public dialog and remedial action by the
BOS.

Refer to the Brown Act § 54954.2(a) and § 54954.3 (c) which state in part,

“Care must be given to avoid violating the speech rights of speakers by suppressing opinions
relevant to the business of the body...As such members of the public have broad constitutional
rights to comment on any subject relating to the business of the governmental body...These
decisions found that prohibiting critical comments was a form of viewpoint discrimination and that
such prohibition promoted discussion artificially geared toward praising and maintaining the status
quo, thereby foreclosing meaningful public dialog...The purpose of the discussion is fo permit a
member of the public to raise an issue or problem with the legislative body or to permit the
legislative body to provide information to the public, provide direction to its staff, or schedule the
matter for a future meeting.”

Additionally, based upon the BOS knowledge of falsified data submitted by Parks & Recreation staff member
Noah Rucker-Triplet and CSD Director Roger Trout, and the subsequent denial of the public’s due process, I
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also submit this request to appeal and reverse the 3/23/17 Planning Commission Consent Item #2
unanimous vote to:

1) Approve 2016 Annual Report to implementation of RMP; and

2) Recommend continued implementation of the River Management Plan as currently prescribed

Prior to the hearing sufficient evidence was submitted for the #5 Villa Florentina SUP and request to pull from
Consent Item #2 RMP Update. Apparently those materials were not read by the commissioners or properly
posted to the government website. My records indicate one of the emails I had submitted was NOT posted to
#5 Villa Florentina SUP. Lucky I had those materials with me which I presented three times to Char Tim
during the hearing before she finally accepted them into the public record. Also significantly omitted was
Adam Anderson’s power point presentation that falsely targeted my home as a “noise hot spot” on a map of
the river.

You, our elected officials, are responsible to deal directly and transparently with the constituents whom you
profess to serve. Counsel has no authority whatsoever to respond on behalf of the BOS or any other EDC
employee, nor is it appropriate for Counsel to give his opinion and/or interpretation of the law. Mike
Ciccozzi’s comment to post missing documents affer the public hearing is a typical form of discrimination
artificially geared toward praising and maintaining the status quo, thus denying the public their right to due
process. As such Mike Ciccozzi’s reply was unacceptable.

Adam Anderson is not an exception to the law or any of the RMP restrictions in the Quiet Zone of the S. Fork
American River. Adam has an apparent conflict of interest with RMAC, and in the presence of Supervisor
Ranalli, Adam has proven his lack of integrity. Mr. Anderson has abused the authority delegated to him by you,
the entire Board of Supervisors.

Furthermore, The Mountain Democrat article was a blatant misrepresentation of the 3/23/17 Planning
Commission hearing orchestrated by the Chamber Political Action Committee (CPAC). Commission Chairman
Gary Miller turned the Villa Florentina hearing into a biased kangaroo courtroom. The Channel 13 public
relations stunt, plus special considerations given to Adam during the 3/21 BOS Open Forum, perpetrated
sympathy and certainly generated profitable revenues in support of his plight.
http://sacramento.cbslocal.com/tag/villa-florentina/

Supervisor Frentzen, you especially need to be aware that District #2 Commissioner Gary Miller violated the
Brown Act in addition to being discriminatory, disrespectful and arrogant during the 3/23/17 Commission
hearing. I was the only person whom he harassed, demonstrating exactly the same unacceptable behavior as
Ron Mikulaco while he was Chairman of the BOS. Gary’s mocking attitude while we spoke Tuesday evening
was bizarre, abrasive and unreasonable. This is just a sampling of some of his comments when I questioned his
voting rationale and unprofessional conduct during the hearing:

“I don’t really need to explain to you what I did...I don’t need to justify myself to you. You get what I
give you!...I suggest you make a complaint to the BOS & have me removed. That would break my
heart!...There isn’t a 3 strikes policy! I know there’s no such policy!...There is nothing in the Brown
Act that says you can talk 3 or 5 minutes. One of the unique things about being a Chairman is you
don’t get to tell me what I can do!...Sounds like you are threatening to take me to court...County
Council was right there. I assure you, that if I was in violation of the Brown Act he would have said
something.”

It is troubling that Commissioner Miller remarked about his fear of being sued. Similar comments were made
by Kim Kulton during the February 15" CL Fire Safe Council. Some of the same community members at the
CL FSC meeting addressed the 3/23/17 Planning Commission hearing as mentioned in the Mtn. Democrat
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article concerning the Villa Florentina SUP. This is an issue that Supervisor Ranalli and Roger Trout have
taken great pains to avoid addressing, particularly as it involves the RMP, SUP violations, Code & Law
Enforcement, and related public safety issues in Coloma.

Comments made by Roger Trout during the Villa Florentina hearing raised several red flags, particularly his
evident reluctance to respond to numerous requests for the written “3-strikes” Special Use Policy. How can a
policy be enforced if it doesn’t even exist?

Over the years we had met with Roger Trout, Sheriff D’ Agostini, Supervisor Ranalli, Supervisor Briggs, Don
Ashton and County Counsel on several occasions to discuss the 3 strikes policy and related code and law
enforcement matters. However all meetings proved to be exercises in futility primarily because Roger Trout
and Supervisor Ranalli remained unresponsive to constituent concerns about SUP enforcement affecting the
entirety of El Dorado County.

Finally a District #4 constituent who couldn’t be present for the hearing submitted a CPRA for the 3 strikes
policy. It wasn’t until 3/28/17 that I received the following response to the CPRA:

There are no records responsive o your request. | phoned the Planning Department o learn more and was informed the reference to "1, 2, 3" was
made by an applicant and restated by Mr.Trout regarding steps taken to address a use permit issue. You may wanzt to contact Mr. Trout for
additional information.

Thank you,
Jim Mitrisin
Clerk of the Board

Special Use Permits are a major component of the RMP, particularly restrictions put upon business
establishments within the Quiet Zone of the S. Fork American River.

During the hearing when District #4 Commissioner James Williams addressed concerns discussed prior to the
hearing, Noah Rucker-Triplett made some disturbing comments and revealing admissions concerning the River
Management Plan. Noah stated RMAC isn’t required to respond to the public, nor had the RMAC held any
meetings since the Annual November 2016 RMAC. That meeting was in reality less than 25 minutes in
duration with only three members of the public present, me included. Additionally there was no Annual RMP
Update submitted to the Planning Commission for the year 2015.

Commissioner Williams made the astute observation that the RMAC can’t advise the BOS if they aren’t
meeting or the RMAC issues aren’t publicly vetted. However Chairman Miller recommended approval of the
RMP as submitted by staff. Subsequently the Commission unanimously approved the RMP despite the
apparent discrepancies which had been brought to their attention. Apparently the facts didn’t matter; business
as usual. Thus the public was denied due process in violation of the Brown Act and legal mandates within the
RMP.

The BOS has been made aware of the frequent RMP violations and safety aspects affecting the quality of life
for river residents within District #4. Yet your failure to effectively address and remedy these issues is
dereliction of duty making you complicit in their perpetuation.

Accordingly, you’ve been reminded on more than one occasion of AB1234 Mandatory Ethics Training for
Public Officials, wherein it states in part:
e The law provides only minimum standards for ethical conduct. Just because a course of action is legal,
doesn’t make it ethical/what one ought to do.
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Because of the breadth of federal anticorruption law, avoid any temptation to walk closely to the line
that divides legal from illegal conduct under state law. Even though a course of action may be lawful
under the state law, it may not be lawful under federal law.

Conduct the public’s business in open and publicized meetings, except for the limited circumstances
when the law allows closed sessions.

Allow the public to participate in meeting, listening to the public’s views before decisions are made.
Cannot retaliate against those who whistle-blow.

Must conduct public hearings in accordance with due process principles.

The law is aimed at the perception, as well as the reality, that a public official’s personal interests may
influence a decision. Even the temptation to act in one’s own interest could lead to disqualification, or
worse.

Cannot simultaneously hold certain public offices or engage in other outside activities that would subject
them to conflicting loyalties.

Violating the conflict of interest laws could lead to monetary fines and criminal penalties for public
officials. Don'’t take that risk.

Included as an attachment is the Ron Mikulaco Declaration-Affidavit referenced above. It should serve as a
wake-up call to all public officials to take their Constitutional Oaths seriously. Don’t forget, you work for us.

In anticipation of your cooperation and in accordance with Constitutional principles I look forward to your
prompt response.

Sincerely,

Melody Lane
Founder — Compass2Truth

Attachments:
1.

3/27/17 Villa Florentina Mtn. Democrat article

2. Ron Mikulaco Declaration-Affidavit
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4/6/2018 Edcgov.us Mail - Villa florentina

EDC COB <edc.cob@edcgov.us>

Villa florentina
3 messages

DANIEL WHITE <1989daniel@comcast.net> Fri, Apr 6, 2018 at 11:28 AM
Reply-To: DANIEL WHITE <1989daniel@comcast.net>

To: bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us,
edc.cob@edcgov.us

Cc: 1989daniel@comcast.net

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors,

I am a neighbor to Villa Florentina in Coloma, | support the Commission's recommendation for the music to be turned off
at 7:30. | however would prefer the removal of the wedding events at Villa Florentina. They are a nuisance and they have
proven time and time again they will not comply with the regulations set forth by the commission. They Have continued to
have weddings on they lawn and have the music at unacceptable levels. | have two young daughters and it is very difficult
to put them to bed when the music and people are so loud they can hear it in their bedroom. The traffic from these events
is wearing carvers rd at an accelerated rate and has now developed large pot holes. People coming to and from the
weddings, and after looking at the location for their wedding/ event fail to drive at safe and proper speeds on our single
lane rd. | hope your decision will have a positive impact on the neighbors. | hope they have more respect for your
decision than they have shown towards the planning commission.

Respectfully
Daniel White
6625 carvers rd

Please send a reply via Email so i know it was received

EDC COB <edc.cob@edcgov.us> Fri, Apr 6, 2018 at 11:59 AM
To: The BOSONE <bosone@edcgov.us>, The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us>, The BOSTHREE <bosthree@edcgov.us>,
The BOSFOUR <bosfour@edcgov.us>, The BOSFIVE <bosfive@edcgov.us>

yi.

Office of the Clerk of the Board

El Dorado County

330 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
530-621-5390

[Quoted text hidden]

EDC COB <edc.cob@edcgov.us> Fri, Apr 6, 2018 at 11:59 AM
To: DANIEL WHITE <1989daniel@comcast.net>

Your comments have been forwarded to the Board of Supervisors.

Thank you. Appropriate public comment provided for upcoming agenda items will be added to the corresponding file.

Office of the Clerk of the Board

El Dorado County

330 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
530-621-5390

[Quoted text hidden)

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=35d558a9e7 &jsver=HcM5jMu2nSY.en.&view=pt&search=all&th=1629c540c1057d0f&siml=1629c37f8deaae8d&siml=16



