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FROM: Missouri Flat Transfer Center TO: Missouri Flat Transfer Center @ Monday through Saturday

Yease Py o Tie_ Foeore. AND Re@QuiRg. A BuS SToP ON MO, BLAT

@, S PRoTecT SITe, Ceep A Bus SToP CLOSS. o “(%MOFT&]FG@M\ PD
INTeL£SECTon

Placerville

Thele M2erD (S K (m cp«tq Route Direcion
Bus sToP O GoLden Cm‘&% -

DZJ\U%/ i N\, \ Timepoint
Ldt—\w| COULI()LY\'T : P“\“ G RSI&Q"”‘ Missouri Flat Transfer Center
Park & Ride Lot Prospector Plaza
=

1

2

3 Safeway Plaza

4  Green Valley Church
5

6

Child Development Center
Folsom Lake College, El Dorado Center

EFFECTIVE 8/11/08
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FROM: Missouri Flat Transfer Center TO: Missouri Flat Transfer Center Monday through Friday

Request Only Service

Timepoint

Park & Ride Lot

= 3
H :

§ 1 Missouri Flat Transfer Center 11 Marshall Medical, Cameron Park
2  Eskaton Lincoln Manor 12 La Crescenta Dr. and Green Valley Rd.
3 Mother Lode Dr. and Blanchard Rd. 13 Cameron Park Dr. and Green Valley Rd.
4  Red Hawk Casino 14 Cimmarron Rd. and La Canada
$ Ponderosa High School 15 Cambridge Rd. and Sandhurst Dr.
6 Mother Lode Dr. and South Shingle Rd. 16 Cameron Park Library/Community Center
7  Durock Center (Westbound) 17 Cambridge Rd. Park and Ride
8 Market Court 18 Country Club Dr. and Cambridge Rd.
8 Safeway (Cameron Park Place) 19 Country Club Dr. and Garden Circle
10 Bel Air (Goldorado Center) 20 Mother Lode Dr. and Blanchard Rd.

EFFECTIVE JUNE 29, 2009
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EL DORADO TRANSIT

FROM: Missouri Flat Transfer Center T0: Missouri Flat Transfer Center Monday through Saturday

Cuopeent Cipeutknion) Borce 1S CLOQLWISE

Placerville

2
2‘?

Diamond Springs

3.: E! Dorado
. [ LEGEND |
s Rowte
s — 1
Route Direction
1 Missouri Flat Transfer Center T b
2 Golden Center Court (Building #1) North
3 Diamond Springs Mobile Home Park —r
4 Pleasant Valley Rd. and Pk & Mk L
Diamond Meadows Way

Panther Lane
Pearl Place and Courtside Dr.

El Dorado Transit Offices

Lake Oaks Drive and Patterson Dr.
10 Union Mine High School Circle
11 Pleasant Valley Road and Oro Lane
12 Pleasant Valley Road and Church St.
13 Eskaton Lincoln Manor

5
6
7 Independence High School
8
9

EFFECTIVE 4/6/09
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SN EL DORADO TRANSIT

POLLOCK PINES - EASTBOUND
FROM: Missouri Flat Transfer Center TO: Safeway Plaza (Pony Express Trail)

Monday through Friday

Py hoguaoy

Pollock Pines

Placerville f“
,}- -
=4 Rowte
Gy 3 :
o, ® c Placerville Stefion *ﬁ? = 3 do"'"v""‘.
% %‘G 3 %

ei&
&

o . =

1 Missouri Flat Transfer Center
Raute Direction
2 Forni Rd. and Lo-Hi Way R —
Request Only Service
3 Human Services (Briw Rd.)
T
4  Placerville Library _r
& $ Big 5 (Placerville Dr.)
Pork & Ride Lot
6 Home Depot (Placerville Dr.) B
= 7  0ld Placerville City Hall

8 Placerville Station Transfer Center
9 Gold Country Inn
10 Camino Heights Drive and US 50
11 Camino Post Office
12 Pollock Pines Post Office
13 Safeway Plaza (Pony Express Trail)

EFFECTIVE 5/3/10
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PLACERVILLE - EASTBOUND
FROM: Missouri Flat Transfer Center TO: Point View Dr. and Newtown Rd.

[A| EL DORADO TRANSIT

Monday through Saturday

©® 0 ~N O G bW N -

- ek omh mh e wh = =
NG s WYy =0

Missouri Flat Transfer Center
Forni Rd. and Lo-Hi Way
Human Services (Briw Rd.)
Placerville Library

Big Lots (Fair Lane)

Raley’s (Placerville Dr.)

El Dorado County Fairgrounds Park & Ride
Phoenix Center (Mallard Lane)
Big 5 (Placerville Dr.)
M.0.R.E. Workshop
Woodridge Court

Ridgecrest Apartments
Hidden Springs Circle

Cold Springs Dental

Home Depot (Placerville Dr.)
El Dorado High School

Bee St. and Coloma St.

18
19

21
22
23
24
25

27

28388

32

Coloma Court

Tunnel St. Apartments
Placerville Senior Center
0ld Placerville City Hall
Placerville Post Office
Pacific St. and Clark St.
Fowler Way

Marshall Hospital

3177 Turner St.

Clay St. and New Jersey Way
Cottonwood Senior Apartments
Placerville Station Transfer Center
Rite Aid (Broadway)

Gold Country Inn

Upper Room

Broadway and Point View Dr.

EFFECTIVE 4/6/09
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To: EDC Pianning Commission

Hello, | have several points to make against the proposed Creekside Plaza, the empty corner of
Missouri Flat & Forni roads.
These are in no order of significance to one another.

1) To start off, this is the first paragraph under the PROJECT DESCRIPTION, for the Creekside
Plaza. Tell me if anything catches your eye.

Introduction. This Initial Study has been prepared in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to evaluate the potential environmental  impacts
resulting from the proposed park project. The project would allow the construction of an
aquatic center, classroom/recreational building, paths, amphitheater, and pedestrian
bridge in an existing park. [pg 4 of the Initial Study Environmental Checklist Form ]

Where is the "aquatic center”, where is the "classroom" or footbridge or, where is the
"amphitheater”, referenced so many times in the CEQA documents?

Do not bother looking, there is none. None was ever planned and none was ever applied for.
There has been a severe and base-line error in the Environmental Documents.

The CEQA Environmental Review must be re-done.

If these above items [not part of this project] were analyzed, this CEQA document ussgmmisi
e S NOT ADEQUKRTE,

If what should have been analyzed, but was not, because these items were taking up the space of
something important, then a fresh start is necessary.

Since there is a team of persons who oversee the CEQA documents through their process, how
could the introduction language be over looked and so wrong?

1 would seriously like to know what this is all about.

Start at the top, go through it and make sure that there are zero mistakes, and re-set a thirty day
comment/public review window.

Unless of course, you are absolutely secure in the fact that this "anomaly" does not place this
project into any sort of litigation jeopardy.

If this was a simple mistake, yet made it past a team of reviewers, | am left to wonder....what else
in the CEQA documents are flawed?

This one proposed project's "folder” is about 5 inches tall, do with the fact that so many
regulations have been brought to bear upon our system and will probably double when all is said
and done. A sad State of Affairs that we've put ourselves in.

Nevertheless, the CEQA reviews are spoiled at this point and need to be re-done.

Speaking of the file folder, staff at the Planning Department need to be reminded that many plans
and documents that come before this Planning Commission are to be available for the Public to
review. When | went to look at the plans for this project, | was made to give my name, sign in and
wait for almost a half hour. And the same thing happened after | left for lunch and returned. | was
also told that since | did not have an appointment, | would be seen on a as-available basis. Staff
might need to be reminded that encumbering the Public who wish to review project plans, might
want to stop this practice before someone thinks it a violation of their Rights.

| was at the Planning Department on 10/11/10 to turn in comments on the CEQA documents, |
was told that although the 11th was the deadline, | could bring any comments to today's Planning
Commission meeting, and they would still count. | do hope this is the case.

BTW, how can one paragraph state that hazardous materials will be used, mostly during
construction, and the very next paragraph states that the project would not be anticipated to
handle hazardous materials within 1/4 mile of a school ?

PUBLIC COMMENT
12-0224.L.9




Which oneisit? How far is the nearest school?

2) The applicant is assuming that the Fomi road County Right-of-Way will be granted/gifted, by
using the acreage calculation of 4.32 acres (0.22 of Forni Right-of-Way). Why should anyone
receive 0.21 acres of the People's land, in exchange for 0.12 of the applicant's land. That's a net
benefit to the applicant, please deny this request. The General Vacation process will need to be
followed, all the way up to the Board of Supervisors. This would take 6-12 months, or longer. The
applicant needs to achieve this free land from the People/County first. Then decide what setbacks
or restrictions mean for the design of these parcels. Do not put the cart before the horse.

3) Where is the bus stop?

Where is the bus stop that the Department of Transportation, El Dorado County Transit Authority,
EDC Transportation Commission, and the Diamond Springs/El Dorado Community Advisory
Committee all demand?

I'm sure you've read the DOT project condition, “the applicant shall construct a bus turnout and
shelter...."

So where on these plans is this bus stop?

The stop down the street at Walmart, is the hub of El Dorado Transit. The buses come and go
from Pollock Pines, Placerville, Diamond Springs, Folsom Lake College and all points all the way
down the Hill into connecting with Sacramento’s Transit system. To not have a bus stop at this
location would be a massive loss to the future of this area. We will have an impossible time trying
to have one built later. Now is the time. Require the Right-of-Way at a minimum.

I would like to see a mirror image of the bus stop at Walmart. Three lanes of traffic, and a healthy
double stack bus stop.

| do not care what the applicant cries about, "encumbered lot, with a creek and setbacks...". They
knew this when they bought the place.

Do not let this opportunity go by, to put in the only bus stop on this side of Missouri Flat, for miles.
There are none, so please, make one. One where pedestrians don't have to cross one of the most
dangerous intersections in the County.

A good portion of bus riders might not be very quick on their feet, or in their wheelchairs, please
do not make them have to cross this

dangerous level of service 'F' intersection. It is LOS 'F' right now (PM rush), even without this
project. Do not make it worse.

4) The proposed reduction of wetland setback from 50 feet to zero, with some portions within the
setback, is absolutely atrocious. First there was a 50 foot wetlands setback, then a proposed zero
wetlands setback, now portions of the project wish to be within the set back? What do we call that,
a negative 10 foot setback?

What happens to all of the trash that is going to blow or be thrown down and across a thirty foot
retaining wall, down into a creek that flows to Webber?

Trash will end up down there regardliess of how, the question is who is going to retrieve it?
Answer, no one.

No one is going to work their way along a nearly vertical 30 foot tall retaining wall, that will
probably be covered in vegetation eventually.

A fast food restaurant does produce a significant amount of litter in it's vicinity, so, who is going to
pick it off the 30 foot wall and out of the creek?

Please make the wetlands fence solid and tall enough to lessen the trash that will end up in the
ravine.

5) No other buildings have been allowed so close to the property lines at this intersection, or within
the Missouri Flat new construction area.

Do not let this set a precedence. The buildings need to be set further off the roadway, otherwise it
iooks more like "any City strip mall, USA"

The applicant is asking for the maximum build out of these parcels, you have the Right to say, "go
back to the drawing board".

PUBLIC COMMENT
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My interest piqued for looking into this proposed project, after learning that it is being facilitated by
some of the same people who created the nightmare a stones throw away, the McDonald's fiasco
from Hell. Who ever designed, reviewed and approved that project should §isst, lose their job, then

(‘.QCCRAM\N&L -be-threwn-inprisom: Because, the nightmare they have created there, is truly a crime against
society. Such miserable traffic flow and back-ups & [non-McDonald's] business that continually go
under due to a lack of parking, and customers who do not return because of the horrendous
traffic/parking situation. Shame be on those who let this happen. McDonald's should have been
where the Auto parts store is. Wait, | hear that that is what was initially planned. What happened?

More importantly, who is responsible?

£ T Do NOT WAUT To SOOND Too dakSk ON PLANNING STAFE,
A UNDELSTAND TusT  How mucd Pafehopd. THey HAve To
DEAL LITY | ON TUST oNEe PRoTeCT,
The STAFE (L Uel) PROFESSIoNAL AND Youxte.
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El Dorado County Planning Commission
Fair Lane, Building C S e e Al

Placerville, Ca. 95667
December 6, 2011 -

Re: Creekside Plaza

To Planning Commission Members:

Attached are many pages of petitions with signatures of prospective
neighbors of the planned Creekside Plaza development. These
prospective neighbors, and other members of the local community who
have also signed, very much oppose the Creekside project. Please listen
to the voice of this community.

Not only does the project add hundreds of vehicle trips per day to the
area around the Missouri Flat Rd./Forni Rd. intersection, it also adds a
very significant traffic impact in front of Herbert Green School. The
engineering firm hired by the developer identified the Missouri Flat
Rd./Forni Rd. intersection as being significantly impacted by traffic from
the project, yet no legitimate mitigation has been done. Also, according
to members of the Planning Department, the number and size of
buildings to be included in the project were changed since the project
was presented to the Diamond Springs/El Dorado Community Advisory
Committee (CAC) last spring. The letter you recently received from the
CACurges you to follow all CEQA regulations, a problem not addressed in
current planning by the developer and which, if not addressed, would be
unlawful.

Due to traffic concerns such as added traffic congestion to Missouri Flat
Rd. that will not be mitigated for southbound traffic by the expected
Diamond Dorado Parkway, the apparent inadequate planning for cars
entering and leaving the Plaza area, the large increase of traffic in front
of the school, the draw for children from the school to the planned fast
food restaurant (a probable attractive nuisance with highly probable,

PUBLIC COMMENT
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frequent jaywalking by students), the opposition of the school district
superintendent and school principal to the project, the impact on other
traffic signals on Missouri Flat Rd. (for which area residents will have to
pay and for which the developer is apparently unwilling to pay),
unresolved CEQA problems, and the great opposition from the local
citizens, we ask you to listen to the community and deny this project.

Respectfully,

Diamond Springs/Placerville Citizens Group

PUBLIC COMMENT
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zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

We strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negative1¥ impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schoo S, biologica] resources, hydrolo

environment, land use p]anning, wetlands, and wi]dfife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, Tight pollution, soil] erosion, water quality of existing
Creek, drainage issues, green ouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the uality of 1ife in El
Dorado County myst be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

1. print name ‘)&frw ( N\'\\W residence address & 73 /ow'/ HA#
sign nama-——;l///m city__().'aLMO‘\A ﬁ.‘ar\\t\js , A

2. print name_A(ﬂVﬂ ,%YM jp\/ : residence address )/ 9/ &#/ EZLY FZA7
sign nam Y ci ty@/m/z/, (A ?f(ﬂ/éz

3. print name__ D¢ i ¢\ QC)’JCrb residence address_ 972 ‘SV”‘AO‘""
sign nMLmh'b( oo city {3\‘\&‘/"\\‘ ’(

4. print name_pzf‘ 25 Ce Ge'y - residence address 27570 mInigs ’L”//ééz_/
sign nam Z ity Camropn }”“’"/{ -

5. print name~ (SDSQ: WS //r'esidence address_& }6 0 ﬁé@kﬁ"’l—& S"—
sign nam : W city__Y\oCev ville ¢cAa

6. print nameL‘V\aaKROgr\.g.\&residence address \%L‘[ O ZO\"VD (H\
sign nam: %P.A.&Q!\R Q&Q&\, city? \_..CLQE’_‘( \D‘v\La QGU

7. print nam &</ ¥ 47A<Aj’)lgwgl_residenc %issg‘tzls/?g Scjwflfdtwl
sign namee_ ¥ tﬁ@,/k cﬁy_ﬁg&/Ul( ) 3 (4 ?&Jb(a /

n( /)ggnmo ‘7%— residence address‘Qq‘Bz% SACGSS 3?@

'/-' ‘e e = Arity P//fﬂ@ﬂ/pgﬂﬁ 1/;:/& !

8. print na

sign name/ ;

\,{ print nami%m%-‘ IZFFEEST osidence address
sign name_.,‘\'*‘\_?/ city

10.print name{J* I’thbzhr MP%QM\I X residence address 38’62 &-U\VU/B ;N\dﬂf‘i}'
" sign nam&Q/VL/r AT iy QICLQQA/UI e

e /
Signature of cij rculator \ﬁrfz"‘f/{ﬂ QO OCM/ /
Signatures gathered from (date)__ //~/ h // to (date)_ // ~/3> /
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

We, the undersigned residents of EJ Dorado County, California, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 Square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for 3
rezone from one-acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-pPlanned Development
(CG-PD) and Open sSpace-pPlanned Deve]opment(os—PD) be denied; that the request to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

we strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negative1¥ impact aesthetics!
existing residences, schoo s, biological resources, hydro ogy and water qua11ty, the

eénvironment, land use p]anning, wetlands, and wildiife habitat with 1ssues of air
pollution, noise pollution, Tight pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
Creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of life in El
Dorado County must be the first Priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name_TJaser %“UM residence address 7/7¢ SM2LES [y pnp 2D
sign name_ < “L‘\‘—'\(*Z?‘ city_ [lAcepviL e

2. print name ﬂ\qsﬁ‘IQ EKness residence address.2.36 9 D caXe. C—'T
sign name(). ngLMLB«B\ city_zlo/OxQQ/CV/(/&

3. print name_MMAd}:, A residence address_{ |30 (I;Jr( Reige

sign nameJAJ (% citybaw,u/) < G C e -
4. print name_}<Q?v4v~\_ ufzth‘nlfesiden kgﬂﬁ?ﬁ?%fii(ﬂ)jznwﬁﬂlihq (’,IQ;:
sign name@ L(((rc;(/\y\ﬁécity 3G ST \) \g”lvo\,

5. print name Iol‘)'*‘q od,l.O'N residence address GC?I Célcf S,Qr‘w‘féa M
sign name( { & city FD/”*C¢'“J'LL° .
6. print name_&lor % Od 1) residence address 40/ C"/a/ ﬁ/’/"ﬁ’\r K/
sign name \QM Odtei city //M £ A ?ﬁ‘ff
7. print name—@&ﬁ%\residence address 7,? Zf 4;\4/-\ Q
sign name- '“J . city ok ’fzgu s C:k, ;;;"
residence adﬂes@@/ﬁwﬁ /20(/
sign name >~ 74/, Z _city ﬂ////&k /}//Z.@f
9. print namejdly \ 7 / res;;e;;cré addressm EM’CZLS &(
sign name 'ZZL.«é&ZZZ/%Qéﬁ city Smon e R A
L7 % 7
10.print l’lalrfl(!/«///vf»~ ,V//Wﬁ/ﬁL residence address Q(DOG 60[ kS &‘\f
sign namef «M(/’WWW city w

Signature of circulator \ﬁ A A»CCL&XJ {ézié}él/\/ :
Signatures gathered from (date) //“/‘5~‘// to (date) [ /u;\‘//

8. print name
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PETITION ToO DENY PLACEMENT Of DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

California, ask that the
for a proposed commercial [center

containing 3 commercial bui1dings totaling 30,572 Square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Rroad be denied; that the reguest for 3

i Development

that the re uest to
I greater| gra ient be

the request tq allow the reduction of wetlands sethack from 50 feet to

zZero bpe denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.

ht—a-way along Fornij

impact aesthetics,
» biologicai resources, hydro gy and water quality, the
environment, land use planmng. wetlands, and wi 1df1'fe habitat with issyes of air
i i i il erosion, water quality of existing

S , congestion, safety issyes,
Tity and service systems issues: Planning tg enhance the quality of 1ife in g}

ot adequate]y considered with this

we strongly feel that the ;i')roposed pProject wilj negative1¥
s 0

1. print name

_ residence address—ﬁuﬁqM
sign name ci ty&GC?h/l‘HD CA 95107 .
2. print name/ md&-.&m_d_z)ﬂ:;_. residence addressmmaaw MM@?J\J’

sign nam city__C/)A/Ww,b % 1S70 ?

3. print name (* v Bl residence address Q'Z\ﬂz Py SIRSET

sign anﬁty%w Rastes Ra. qg“fc“q

4. print anresidence address_ Qb5 V_\U\SOY\ givd
sign nam%dty%ﬁ QS%&

5. print name 7., )u. / [fan [ 7

Y residence address%ﬁk
sign name_, 2/ < ’

city ,/p/qw vy L~

6. print namw /. ”%4 ‘C'l/éfg?resi dence address@/’ )L';- S&

sign name%dty Vo J/‘:;- O ?YEQZ
7. print name QLYe D'2J s 00V 4 ~__residence address 52’:“ i:!\ddéd_ﬂ.oﬂw bﬂ-

clty \Cb('/ér e ¢ 95—@(07

,,
1]
n
-ad,
o
[1']
=5
(]
(]
[+1]
g
-
[1°]
s
\N
Q
X
Ny
>0

sign name A—" 1’“,, C‘ltY—,//&C‘fM//@ , e ’ 95ZC

/
9. print name—-:L"Wn ) YS o7 residence addressw@%‘{f%,
sign nam&a #’\«é‘»\_ rd L‘)‘?CZ'\ city_,QALgl:é’l//f C 4 95¢ &

7 . o
%ﬂm’nt name__gro"l hasy b o “~residenc er%&;.
sign name \ ci /QK

-
Signature of cj r‘cu]a\tor/ \\% {( b 47 L/_ﬁ-«._/

Signatures gathered fronm (date)‘%to (date)__ Z/t\ /S ‘/Z

PUBLIC COMMENT
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that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zZero be deni ed; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
We also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Fornij

We strongly feel that the ?ropoged project will negativew impact aesthetics,
€X1sting residences, schools, b‘lo]o?na‘l resources, hydroio

environment, land use p]anm'ng. wet

creek, drainage issues, greenhouse 9as_emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to’enhance the quality of life in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

[

sign nam émwo%ty FI fDOV\@O(O d

2. print namei{, \S4 \D{fﬁ(,l/uj_residgnce address__ S 2~ 2.| L&_\S’L‘J_g\-\/u«)
sign name_/L'/y\ city ‘?\Qc.c(\-) \\/L—!

3. print name (\;’LMJM Wrb"\.‘ esidencesa dress_%{m \J\M( U220 E[ ’
sign nan(e/l ' L /U/Wi i %C&L WEWVI (L

4. print nam /@”’\/ F&JE‘/{"‘/ residence address_ /{4/< /71”"7’/"’25 cr
- % g = ; Paceeuic e )
sign name % 2 city, ’
% /_. residen address ij?/ MMQI’ Mg m
¢ city)ﬁ/ﬁdﬂﬁlfl//é 2oe 87
6. print name q L O f’)ﬂ residen;e\ dress_/s( \S/UCJKIU Lg/
sion name SISO AD oo Hatz2 il &

7

7. print name mm«l IL"(orQ residence alddress"l‘fjl Poo, Fka“/fa/

sign namelV ]z Vo ) city(an «'M/, CA_ 15709
8. print nam ,‘M (Wresiden ddress /\7, E

sign name_, ‘ ’l‘l'ﬁ OL}SM city@‘&zﬁ’léé /74 (;‘ Z.%/?
9. print name AA/A/ #A’/VMM residence address2/ < » s d X 4'657‘2.)7‘?&

sign name_p'bé}ﬂi’) ﬁlﬁ?i&ff%city dﬁ%f/QM /W }
10.print name_{t/9 44 &5 / residencd address_____ 5
~ sign namLI(zéWW ma. Tcity‘xg(&’/, /Z%MUK/{L

L4 ‘ \V4 / o
Signature of circu]gdr \’IUH%M 00 ,511,\,

Signatures gathered from (date) = {2~/ to (date) (=13 ~//

1. print name__a.ahe/ H&”emo{oﬁesidence address.ﬁsoq' qugf&‘ 8(\0{'
e SV,

5. print name

sign name

PUBLIC COMMENT
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We, the undersigned residenps of E1 porado County, California, ask that the
Deve19pment Plan and.Tentagwg Parcel map for a proposed commercial center

We strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negative1¥ impact aesthetics
existing residences, schoo i 0

environment, land use p1anning, wet

pollution
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print
sign nam@ W city P\Q\F@‘ \;\Q, CA 5¢L1

2. print name Dgndsa chfe : residence address 2785 ay Mm :
sign name_éM I/@Q/f/ city_EIA(ﬂ‘Vc‘flL! CA ¢t >

3. print nameQ\'\&(\&S N QC\M\P'Q( residence address]112] S&ng\ . Sa_mzf
sign p_\_a%0 _- U " city. gO\M&r&iA’ C\W—

4. print residence address&&ﬂf}gyﬂi 93/ -~
sign cityM 3 - ra

5. print residence address_ 9%/ 9 Foes. w
sign , city_PMicrevilo, e sy

6. print nam<e, ' : \%\/Z)\A.)Y\ residence addresszgs§Pﬁupﬁ&f Péd\n
sign nam/e {é’\ i — cityaﬁce‘(vu/le— Cx TSt

7. print namm MG \“ brldvgresidence address ‘\Kl@.% /1/0\/ an Dange
sign name_ %] | m%ﬁ(wg _city %D\"U\S)@ C CFS{MCI’

8. print nam E SAH. | ( residence address fi 2531 \/OQO\SEiWq [ene
sign name ity T‘)[ 200040 X ) J

9. print name__ 0\\«-' | \\Q’(\’y residence address L\'l‘;n‘v\ \50@\2*%"\"\ Lou\l/
sign name Q}_)\\\;\.\A‘ “ < city ({\(,L(,b{ J\\& Q))\ Q%QY 0

10.print nam&D\ aNn im\XQ/\K residence address L‘[ v Y UO'Q\—\)@ 0”“‘1

" sign name_ N \OAnra \&&1 AL cityp\Q@m-’\l\) Qo C/A D\ %LL’LQ

Signature of circulator _ LA N ((b M

Signatures gathered from (date)__|{ “15 ~1] to (date)_l ' = /3 \l’}

PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

S, b‘io1o?1 cal resources, hydro

» _noise pollution, Tight pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing

nameLM“o\ LQ:‘QQ‘Q;'!(‘S residence addr'ess_l'u‘bhI B@'& QV‘()Q\-* Q’*\.

PUBLIC COMMENT
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

We, the undersigned residents of gJ Dorado County, California, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Roa and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from one-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-pPlanned Development
(CG-PD) and Open Space-pPlanned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the reguest to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradi

denied; that the request i

Zzero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

We strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negative1¥ impact aesthetics!
existing residences, schoo s, bio]o?ical resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use p]anning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air

pollution, noise pollution, Tight pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas_emissions, traffic congestion, safety jssues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the ?ua11ty of Tife in E1

Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print nameEARR\\‘L Kﬂ&k resi

‘:Zn>cg address .
sign name %ﬁﬁ&x cit 0”‘—4—9/ PR
2. print name_ S5-eA§ /& e residence address_Z{ 4O % M

sign nam cit&([)/a/w J%;V"a’(/f g v

3. print name_{\utena. Beting \ residence address (o) \(y S‘@\'UCL M’%A
sign nam citm\\OCL?; ADASS A 572,

4. print n e Qtd\ﬂt&,& residence address_300S LW/NTyeor (.7

sign nammm city ?/ﬁ&&ﬂ'l//‘ﬁ- CA v AYA A
5. print name_UVbl\na /‘PDC(L\ residence addressm;QL\o_rr (j ?d
sign namL\‘e DI\X\:%Q(XQ city ?LQO&NMD C A qS?o(D—]
Bl 9 o oy

6. print name

sign name_ city.

7. print namé

4 V 7
sign name____ [t ¢ city £/ Dd'rada

8. print name@ﬁ“—\ QJ!&(X{L residence address
sign ed&.ur @nrgw’ % cityML CJ’?

name(_! y
9. print nameAC/‘l\(\g ; ('/\Kk\'\!11 %{(’,(‘ residﬁlce adT essg (@p{
{

sign name_| ' city. (ICQ{\[\_(Q/

10.print name___ Jack Z»‘-’a?/%mresidence address_33/ ¥ fi. /) Mo Drz.

sign name OM_A,M ;;4/»,, ity /%xv&(// /Yo A
7
1

Signature of cij r%]ator e o Qﬂ V/j
Signatures gathered from (date)_[, "/3'// to (date) “y/}//

PUBLIC COMMENT
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residence address_( 302 Ji4 4 ‘//JJ@&(ZI&%
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

We, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, California, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a

zero_be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

we strongly feel that the ;i)roposed project will negat'ive1¥ impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schools, bio1o?1'ca1 resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, Tlight pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing

creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of 1i e in E1
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this

project.

This petition is bei ng circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name.C oY ie 2 ﬁyf/?}residence address_/ 2

sign nam « cit 00 e 4 Lo (. 25 ’\557
2. print name__ L Savdlg - residence_address_ WA D / @@bu/ LQ:I\Q__.
sign name___Z 6// city ‘.&_0 /C(/C&u// Lo O TS W‘/’L
V/ ' 4
3. print name/‘r’(o{‘c\ \QQAM residence address_34 {4 %OOLCOJ" L)

sign nam 4 i city Sonergot- Q_A- 6‘\566 T
4. print name_&4 c'&\z%/% residence address_S/ 35S [Swowptlion DF,
sign name__ 7 (,) L:Z////L city ,/D/”‘fftv"//‘—
5. print naméjmd W\J/MU £ residence address_lo 1Y M\’AT(,& A’O&-
LU giasom ARV Lt G A~
) ‘ residenge addresi ' 27
sign name M&z_city i . (] 954/[ y
7. print name\l\éc.t.\é(‘%\(» residence address \
p city K32 Dmodhs ¢ -GS (CARY
residence address4;}%7d C &mb’( Tals)
city (DMAYON oo, ()
residence address 15110 (&}QHO QYZ(.Q
city (‘ AANLA_ B P.QJ W

sign n ’()A

6. print name

sign

8. print

sign

9. print

sign
10.print r'esidenc/edaddressaﬁ/ﬁf i’%](/f{? ,
" sign nameZDar ceivy. Llicerville (HFGo 7
77 P ,
Signature of circulator ALLesu KM&AJ

Signatures gathered from (date) /'/‘ /3 '// to (date) //‘/3‘//

PUBLIC COMMENT
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

zero_be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

we strongly feel that the Flwoposed project will negative1¥ impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schools, bio]o?ical resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use p]ann'ing, wetlands, and w1"|di1'fe habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, light pollution, soil erosion, water guality of existing

creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of life in ET.
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer. ‘
Tuen ]) | R,
name \J/M //7%4@ L icv) 7

1. print residence address
sign name_ %3:/0 6%{’@@% ‘é*’ city ’%//0.4/% /Qg/;éd C/H'
J 7Y re'sidepe address .@J /0 @ﬂe,eﬂ /&JQAA
sign namL;L‘{d/ {5 city_ ! 0//0L'k /7/’/76«

3. print name_cfj:;ﬁ'\-_&m_uk“residen address_/6&Q PT,G. C)a\)\ D(,;l
N - () >
sign name ™ ‘jﬂ—m\*« city. &Czqu.[ <2

>

4. print nam ﬂ/’ : =¥ Dresidence address_[c D¢ Faua,.o._/(
sign nanyl/\/ r city Pstsrtor—r<,
5. print name__ CoR A FRP\'ZIE/Lresidence address_ 281 EAsy ST
sign name ()@ﬂﬂﬁ (\&&f/— city PLACCTZVILLE CA’ /CfSé(;_]“L
6. print name A resid?ce add/r)?s é/?f/g @O&C{;ﬁ@ (UOM
sign name ANl Q9 WZVLc{ty ,O//ﬂ( MMS (1 75@(@
7. print namZY\ﬂQLl Kh)blrﬁh residence addreQSLLJZO Oﬂéﬁﬁﬂ’ A
S o7 Tkl
8. print name 14 residepce address_j | . 7
sign nameQ,, A ‘ AN city/Eg/\{.\ HQ (\d\ . ﬁ:\ﬂ@, {0’7
9. print name V’]Q\S'HM(BOQEF, residence addressQ ,
sign namm&&d@/dtygﬂk{m WO CAOSHID
10.print nameJ,“l//é/t/,( / 5‘/’5&——— residence address 2850 Ss80Rve_p .
~ sign name /Z'M MW city. Curorgopm ek . A W o Fo

2. print nam

sign name_{ YO A A A A

Y T 7
Ssignature of ¢Arculator \f/ 4 Z"Z-l,(‘_’_j&) K 147(&%/
/i\lj\// /l%/;;\///
signatures gathered from (date) A / 7/ ___to (date) i

PUBLIC COMMENT
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

we, the undersigned residents of E1 Dporado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-pPlanned Development
(CG-PD) and open Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the reguest to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradi

denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

We strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negative1¥ impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schoo s, biological resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildiife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, 1ight pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas_emissions, traffic congestion, safety 1ssues,
utility and service systems issues.  Planning to enhance the guality of life in E]
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adeguately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name /f'/'%/g.ﬂu /l[//%// residence add 55/57é%ﬂ"//9/’
sign nam / } U a city ée//;’“l @Vf/’?) Gf 437782-

2. print name_tAichelle K'w'd— residence addressJ Bll\olwajﬁkjwe\hﬂ\ St
s*ign\»amM‘ CJA&‘ u’-'%\ﬁﬁu city__ 9477 X

3. print nmei<d% K\"L — residence address 90 7/ ONLW &
sign name\-//%\/.' City. P/Mmd‘m ‘ é( 2rees

4. print name_lj é&mM\V\M/ﬁa\/\ residence address| (925 Q’LQﬂéch/\} QU/AB{
sign namgw()%(ﬁf\gw\, cityguﬁf\/‘((( LA

5. print name me\t\lkimO\J residence address Iff Lo Coven \LV'LS Q,Q,\/U) &
sign name_ 0¥ ) e, city \P‘MPA IoYS. S CH

6. print name/ ) residence address - Z
sign name_ ﬁy’,’uﬁ NG NV 4% c{;y‘\ p/[/(/A (/L //(” (4 6//57’(77

ine nane DANVA  CoT MV </ ioen 2o T
7. print name. . resi ce addres
sign nameﬂw %}\Aﬂ/ c'tyﬂﬂﬁc&:ﬁ&[ 3

N sl hd / , .
8. print nam Glliys residence address\w
/. xR A
sign name . city QM"{ O L

9. print namel 1 i 4 - residence addres%)}/ e/

sign named 2gr2 Ar L ou JY cityﬁ’/ /,’/4' %{7
10.print name;\A‘d\g‘\!,AAv. 5':\‘ ‘d‘(‘ﬁd residence addres§ AT %\‘ AT \_Ar_ﬁv\‘\‘\l&\ QA
" sign namey;\‘(\kll\l\‘ GAMM\}:\ a-ity?\ﬂx(‘\g‘{‘\\\ “\‘P \ CA § \

AN \J

\
signature of circulator N 3 /Lffﬂ}z Ao (idﬁ /fj’(,h_/ ,
Signatures gathered from (date)_J /”/ / \/ / to (date) j / \/‘j '/ /

PUBLIC COMMENT
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

We, the undersigned residem;s of E1 Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center

on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development
(CG-PD) and oOpen Space-Planned Development(0s-pPD) be denied; that the request to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

wWe strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negative1¥ impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schools, bio]o?ica1 resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wi1di1fe habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, 11ght pollution, soil erosion, water guality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas_emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the gquality of life in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name I<M‘\ {e‘”‘ @(Zﬂfa)’\ residence address.s’1U Rho des AV‘ .
sign nade"“W city_E(koz‘f‘/( He  CA ‘15607

2. print name_M 6‘(\) AN residence addresse- Mb‘/mw\@fqm\\f o] 4
sign namL\z-Q} /_\,\ cityé’zg)‘c\ >

3. print nam&mdﬁﬂf pe’(""UM residence address_3330 WW&U €4
sign HMLWW city QMM (A 99572

4. print nameyaft ,‘V NeW /ér‘ vt residence address_J3 92! B“[m aceda Ej
sign name&%wum MW city CC// b" ra-ds QSLZB

5. print name% residence address &ZQQ t’éa.g@z%z%z& q’é‘g
sign nam%/‘l{i{ city_Ljdorade Ca 95623

residence address_Z379 Alrenc. /I
sign nam city. /E/@cuw,éi

7. print name : residence address \3po (o TSI06 DR
sign name__ - city__Dmmonn Spurssg

8. print namul&'w residence address q% SONSA 1

sign name (X/ BUM city Qhum'tle

9. print name /AL/(UL Q{Qﬁk residence address o Cre
sign namd, WﬂOMl cityP[ acep i lle ) O_H'

10.print name Choudk L/\)O(‘( & residence address 617)! LlTr{e Can 3/)6( TA

" sign namelZ A city_ﬂ__wg C A S6)73

Signature of ci rculato;u \/%//Zjﬂﬂ ) /QQ% &/L/

Signatures gathered from (date) /7' 'é’ "i" to (date) ]]‘//’i/i

6. print nam
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We, the undersigned residents of g Dorado County, California, ask that the
Development plan and Tentative Parcel Map for 3 proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercia] buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for 3

zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.

We strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negative1¥ impact aestheti cs,
existing residences, schoo S, biologica] resources, hydro ogy and water quality, the
environment, land use p]anm‘ng, wetlands, and wﬂdfife habitat with issues of ajr
pollution, noise_poﬂution, Tight pollution, soil] erosion, water quality of existing

creek, drainage 1ssues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safet issues,
utility and service Systems issues, Planning to enhance the ?uahty_of life in g1l

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name;’:;u;qﬂ Y‘PB \ m n LDU gresiqince addrgss@i()f\/fmf {79/10\ 4&/ [

Vo

sign name{‘,c//}:é%at/@m ~ city_L/pac exville \O’\‘ 95GCW

I -
2. print nam A L\C(:W residence address /ﬂgg&é’v“lb’f"'m

sign nam ey — city. P[ace«'r\/\'l«&_ MC/_S-Q_Q?
3. print namesj_;;"\ (\’lO £l A r'esidence‘ address L/"X?O ?ﬁj /; £ S Seox )
sign nMLV/ AAA—— : 4 City, bi"* MOAS SRl <A~
. &

b 44 /73 ZI resi deme@dressl%yfz/ V/@
A SOmidh ity Dln e @ il CA ™ G Y007
5. print name__E\ 5 49’.&—9/\_ \\)uﬁ“g\gz[i'esiden‘ce address_ \V1 Sa i R d
A 3892 S04 S0 city_ Qeana 80, (A ATnGT
A\W\.residence address ' il e w2
Manc city__ v e (ol
(MY residence address_£. L Ny’ H’N) C@'
sign nam < city D\a i fle A
8. print namgde/(a 5/77#/) residence address3/37 /é/}ﬁ%“/(/f/ 77 & ‘U‘V@JC
sign name,ﬁqﬁu"(@J\Ck QQZF\ &U‘City(_—g[\(ﬁ \ £ (Daradg 2D Pleulle G567
name_I

9. print residence address SSL® Gosskil\ 1o E\ Doy

sign name_@r\{h/\ DCL\Q‘S city. 6‘ DOf\CLCa,O

10.print name%—iiu&gresidence address{ 00 L-W)bu:g At
"~ sign nameg J /?—— city. ﬂmﬁ/;Na Ca

Signature of circulator "AU/,Y%M (Oﬂﬁ//,\ _
Signatures gathered from (date)_[[ ’T 5~/ / to (date) / / ) \//

4. print name

sign name_\ W (L{{

sign name

6. print nam

sign name

7. print name I !
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

we, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, California, ask_that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center

allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero_be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
We also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

We strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negative1¥ impact aesthetics
existing residences, schoo s, biological resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, light pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the ?ua11ty of 1life in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print nameﬁiw_ﬁamzresidence address__&u 74 ?ﬂ‘nﬁﬁ'? Ay

sign name city, /{#—/g_l/z(,fﬁ
2. print nam

reS'id? address%&u&w.
sign name_// city_4 44/1/21/ //f/

3. print nam /IOVU—\T Y lwso residence address_gl¥C (¢ v fg‘fl"x 4-o¢
sign namt_ggkg( city, ¢ S U ,
4. print name é( pes’ &// residencipddress_é( 33 ;QM/ Hy Y&

N 7
sign name_ £ city ] /dQQ-[’\l/I //9,
5. print name_ G,)/)y/-)' T AYNDS Y5 residence address nnai Z(/M,Z.JM{L
sign name__, ;‘/, prirn city y Vl/ €

residence address_4603 [ ju [ bPVC‘/ Ave.
ity p,“@—Cf’(/uH(‘e
residence /dresséslf% L//b/é//@ At
sign name city acerv) [te
8. pr‘i:t name l/u’\l\f\ residence address %L“g éﬁg"@dad
sign name__ WJ\\()\\)J\ city Q[C&Q/\[ 'UQ '(L/ i
9. print namt@,f /{7(// %‘ Z? S _residence address 1706 1 {/ /?/,
pes= Dintos.:Jle

6. print nam

sign name

7. print nam

sign name Vo St city_;
10.print name @&%OﬁYﬂ, CAosee residence address_<¥209 F AST Rd .
" sign nam yty PLH‘C ertylile
Signature of circtlator ) Lony SEZ(C)MZL&/ ’
Signatures gathered from (date) / D \39" il to (date) O =B U/

PUBLIC COMMENT
12-0224.L.25




PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

We, the undersigned residents of El Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General commercial-Planned Deve opment
(CG-PD) and open Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the request to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

We strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negatively impact aesthetics
existing residences, schools, bio]o?ical resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, light pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of life in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

——

1. print name ¢Z°‘?AN<""/ \<‘7—<—""‘Fé§4den e address
sign name_ <W city ‘;"“'éﬁtl\l Al . C o~

2. print name_{NAREN] M. WALS H residence addressl 2L 0 @hedgé_&ua__ Pl/
sign name,mfl M /(/Pé/(/city //ﬂ/’ﬁz/z./g /'/10 CA’— '
: sresidenc addressLZéé Z/\AO/GS 2 <

ty @MMA/%

4. print name L) residence_address é7jg/(26090 A L&
sign name o //)Zlﬂ—/(zc/‘L—— city ﬁk@é/lﬁl’///é

5. print name(c ’ﬂmhl‘(@r MC (Q N residence address@329 PWacleS e
sign name M\\\\&Lﬁ) W city {lGceriX]le

//Lb ?LV.SSC/L\\'" residence a('jdress 47‘3 7 R"\OA es ve,
city M&-’

residence address_56721 Eroves Avg .
sign name_/ city Piacszvie (A

8. print name /Z:’;f;/é/ﬁé/VEA resider;f address_ 6 720 1)t00kE5 Vo2

i L pae ,  civy SR, s .

i vanedl it L il seysaeee wteess Li Tl Fhodss e
sign n ; city. &/ny{ﬂ ()ﬁ' 91(&(57

10.print name MQ( Q. Auellel residence address leQ4(g FQ(LM&QY hd

" sign namemfm U‘—/Q,(&/QA/\ city :STQMORQ FQ C{% Ca7

Signature of circulator ) M &L/

Signatures gathered from (date) /O V}Q‘f/ to (date) /O \0’29 ~t/

3. print nam

sign nam

6. print nam

sign name

7. print name

9. print nam

PUBLIC COMMENT
12-0224.L.26




PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development
(CG-PD) and oOpen space-Planned Development (0S-PD) be denied; that the re uest to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow_the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
We also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

we strongly feel that the proposed project will negative1{ impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schoo?s, biological resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, Tight pollution, soil erosion, water guality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the guality of 1ife in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name %ﬂ %f#e’ residence address éé%? [//va/éel‘q ﬂye :
sign name ﬂ7 //“:% _ city %Ce/’Vl/A?, ‘A \V »
2. print name fm( R gk@cﬂ (N residence address. (0~ LINOZERS av >

sign name_ ‘ city PRI (L 8
3. print name PO‘ A qﬂ\.\'\’lq residepce addresslgl IO (/Oﬂa d M5
sign name’ ) ﬁ[t[jk ) cityl YOLCUWKU/( .r /’4-‘} %Il (//
4. print namLKARéN PSVE[’S residence address_ (2/,85 /(Mq Aduss__
sign name V‘%Mu W city MW Coa 93_2é(a7

5. print nameﬁ&ﬂ%ﬂﬁdence address_£02 LONY G Do
sign name_. &y 22010/0/& cuzym&w CAN

6. print nm:Wresidence addr'essﬁ-éﬂéﬁilﬁ_,éq.ﬂ'-~
sign nam city@wﬂM CAN

= A ~ residence address W\’l \I\JOY\J\ Ri»——“'
TS = AL S VA =75
8. print name_(Ly 2Dty

L s 12, ; residenc address@li%%l&/@

sign name 4746 QA ¢ city ep laﬁa, Uy le CA

9. print name(bdﬂ( 877? l residence address_U0O(A Aliog 0‘(‘
sign name (I‘YC)& %WCC city. @kCME‘DiU? \ O

10.print name é:l (l)Cl Mk)?'/’l\l residg(!;igaddr‘ess Y073 A’W—é CE,

" sign name_ - /) city rnllo P a

Signature of circulator O \4/ M QQ.@&/V

74 — ;
Signatures gathered from (date) [O29 [ to (date) [ d A9 "/

7. print na

sign namex

PUBLIC COMMENT
12-0224.L.27




PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

We, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from oOne-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development

denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet_to

zero_be denied; a G 1
We also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

We strongly feel that the roposed project will negativew impact aesthetics,
e€x1sting residences, schoo s, biological resources, hydrology and water quality, the

environment, Tand use planning, wetTands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, 1ight pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing

o

creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas_emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues.” Planning to enhance the quality of Tife in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name§w5qf\«'c}>\»nv/\/ residence address_{(Z C %«() /(C/
sign namwﬁ— city f/adl/b(///é £ éa- 95657

2. print name_ LoyA g(“SH : residence address_3//0 _Mysody ﬂ’/
sign name % JZ city Somecset CA ?5[6097

3. print name SL\LVTU\SLLV\J\-LZ residence address S0 __?_. M&LL {
sign name_ S{/U./\)us‘l Saa ¢ k> ity ﬂbxcxwun/d Bon LS

4. print name 541422/ < - /Kg/’%/gjesidence address 5225 %J/W/god D2,
sign name( \<Z @MVM\U city L=t IREADY #/45_/ <A

5. print nameJ\&Dvm&/MﬂVh'ﬂ(b residence address_s<35Y @Y&k& Ot
sign nam{%WM%city @\QLCYV”\ e. C‘Q‘ 9Adot

6. print namej,(/[b’lL/\. I //IW residence addressj/ 7&2&% fo

C
sign name ‘W\l}/ '/,I/VV\LI/ city S'O\/U‘f( %’9@/7

7. print name_JoHW W AP residence address.300%) msf’.PaLwe#f’/mjs

sign nameéMt/L city Poctoce popsie LA ‘?6” 7[3(,
8. print name M 784 f,l/t«b%g:f

%0’\0%4”\/ residence address_©
sign name_BLSS/ [ MorG DN city /dfa/cwrrwéa
9. print namej;//\/ //4/!58117' residence address 628/ //;(/D/an_o/t Fre
sign nameM/" city. o vl g

e 3
10.print name;DD*aQQ'f"l WAL residence address 0
— \ :
" sign nam9~@%city : B\A@yd. [ e C{/} g /.

' /4
Signature of circulator \f’ QlAvc L (¢~
Signatures gathered from (date) /O ‘olg “l! to (date) 10 '0’1?'{/

PUBLIC COMMENT
12-0224.L.28
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we strongly fee] that the ?roposed project will negative1¥ impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schoo S, biological resources, hydro ogy and water qua]ity, the
environment, Tand use p1anning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with jssues of air
pollution, noise pollution, light pollution, soi] erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name M 1 ”(’L residenge address S 7}/ F:O RN 'él)
sign nam M LK~ Cityy A (0

. {
2. print name%%a/ %fém residence addressjq/d f?{"[l(\/(jl (\hL

sign name_&)'\i//q AO/@V/\C) city ' /QC‘C’V (/;'[/Q

3. print nale/VﬁC/ ) (Q:VC <—residance address_{().)3 ‘\‘-ummlzzil\(\\-{)\@ LCL/LC
sign naler 0/\/140 (L\/L ‘ citﬁg‘@? ) p Y Clﬁﬂ(‘a/?

g

4. print nam ZT ‘\) !ﬂﬂfﬁ?—— residemce addr s_LOC#f H()MMWC\E\TK’> é/d :

sign name %‘- city fIAE Mg ﬂﬁ q‘ﬁ@@z
5. print nameﬂg;é}h )7“« M/ﬁ%ﬂ residen address,=§7m ﬁM/ /P/O :
stan nanglllonna fhpe 4 v b Ladtirille B  BELLT
6. print name~ \D/‘(//V ‘eh residg5ce addreéss_3Ccs /) A < /?op
sign name /ﬁIM City_| . 2S5 cen
7. print name_M\/ pigaege Slowzy residence address_34(17 KZ, KUg D@
7 city /Adr28vv01L £ CA. P5447
residence address [ [, 1~ ?d)—-l)l'v (Zd

sign name ci tyw,; M /t([‘)l')/l

9. print name L—O\w G)OP—& res'idence address %l‘-(r‘ U@M{ Qau‘(

4 ’ )
sign na'ﬁéjé"\ city Gl&o(ﬁueméé Q\ CiSogt(
10.print namLm residen{:—zﬂdressf@ f))fé'{a/ﬂ /r\wmy

- — )
sign name_ £ non, ce //Q,/A’/eé;city /m///e, ‘
N
Signature of cj rculator %

Signatures gathered from (date) /0 —/é)"// to (date) /0‘7 7"’//

sign name

8. print name

PUBLIC COMMENT
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

we, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development
(CG-PD) and Open Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the request to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gragient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero_be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that_the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

We strongly feel that the proposed project will negatively impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schools, bio]o?ical resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, light pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of life in E]
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name JC(\I’\O\ Per(MW‘ residence address_M Spflﬂg S’(Né‘\‘

sign %\m&ﬁm%am city Pla@vilie
2. print name ! Oovan Wa r‘& residence address 2230 avis t.

sign name \{\J\a/"‘/‘-d&'\ M city P\au’,ru‘. lLe

3. print name 4‘77?77 M‘///'S' residence address /2'2 zM««_Z_zga, (‘ZZ:
' ‘ 241 city e e lle

residence address /l/ﬂ/4’/0/7/ %/7{?
city_ Pacawlle ; (A 74467
residence address.>70/ é—////f/Q///Z
city Placqev e A TTL67

residence address.< /] (77 f//}c/ﬁ A//y
city_J/ iﬂz L 4_2, L 41/4/ (// ZZ&
7. print g5idence address_m_éﬂwb’

sign {7 ‘,L Acity ZrRu UE & (S eL7— 62D

sign na

4. print

sign

5. print

sign

6. print

sign

8. print £ residence address._ / zZ/ AK’/D/‘ZD %)/7}-
sign y city ,ﬁ;p < FILET

9. print name_(SWCMAEL D STOUT  residence address_ | ¥l ARROLEN T
sign name - city DUACERUILLE CA  SSKE -

10.print name___{JHoM4H Q~ éﬂ‘\'\%@pesidence address_21L5 ,Fﬂﬁp\ IZ-A
' - ' city Q/M CRuUt

signatures gathered from (date)_[O &8~/ to (date) /O ‘/6;//

sign name

PUBLIC COMMENT
12-0224.L..30




PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

we, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development
(CG-PD) and oOpen Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the request to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

we strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negatively impact aesthetics
existing residences, schools, biological resources hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, 1light pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of life in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name DA, V"A CC) pf residence address ¢/4 7 /75572-[/)3 C’:ﬁ
sign nam&gv) @47/"- city Macerville Ca .

2. print name \/CLQ)/U . () Wi residence address 417 Beslefa G
sign name V&\ar'\(’. D"C‘.US cityElQ(.e('\/‘u lle CA SLLT

3. print. name C}\L/o}l/ Uem residence address__314] Corto [
sign name ("/L{A‘ A /Z,Q"/ city p/déffl).lllf; [ 95[0167

4. print nam Qﬂl) 5 /\Z?W residence address_3 /3% /-002710 L
sign name_ /“f\ga/z\f"'\ city F//f)éﬁfzul//e; (a ?f//7

5. print name //_)Oanq EQ'/TS residence address 3730 MQV;V[KO Cf
sign name W ED L. city P/&aemﬁ e Ca 95L¢ 7

6. print name / ZA< Afﬂ"/&ﬁ/; A/ residence addréss 3720 MAFEL Ak ET
sign namem MM% city /2R yrel 5, CA %’é{-—I?

7. print name 4N(f/§—/’/70/3 RIfLC /1 _residence address_S 7990 a2 N <o CF

city_Plac er vi /e , CA : 95 ¢ (47

8. print name? "/V/ 4 L [ /. residence addres‘sj71/} Wﬂjyﬁ)@ﬁ(
sign nanéﬂ/ Z L , w/) city %é’{g!// //~(J 74. %5/5&51

9. print name_/'47cuy Edcalin residence address 3121 Mosinke (e

sign na}é W/‘v (/A/ city ?/“Cefm‘l/e , CA, 95667 ‘

10.print nam (\é{\ Mﬁ("( residence address 120 (C,{l(PQ A’( (z
sign name Ld{/ﬂv%f'//b(/‘o/}\ -cityﬁ ([I(’ﬂ culle : & d%6L7

P2

Signature of circulator / b (/W
signatures gathered from (date) (O 75 ~2d 1]  +o (date)__ /O ~ (8 -FA( (/

sign name /IM- /,

PUBLIC COMMENT
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

we, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development
(CG-PD) and Open Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the request to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero_be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

we strongly feel that the ?roposed project will negatively impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schools, biological resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, 1light pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of life in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name /‘eenee 65’23/'5150/1 residence address__ ¥ /57 @M C7L
‘ city Placeruvlle ¢4
residence address éﬁl{? a7/< L)
sign name (471 9 /0 city. /7%QQV[ Lm,,%
3. print name € Thea nir residence address )éfb /é//';bﬂ %ﬂ
sign namev/z/é% / city ,/%//)—J/I \/Aj. C
4. print name /Co//&en R Nepytorrs residence address 820 0ok L ‘

sign name 2 city. £/ PYNA'Y, L
5. print name

(4N IC s [jepe2 esid'e):')e address 7
sign name.> <V : fcity ZA./‘LQ/(//O/C 4 ;% Vs WA

6. print nam r residence address_ 6757 (Jak [are ///‘&an&
sign name S Strclrer city P/dccr(////!. R AN,

sign name

2. print name

7. print name 4 85idence address%/__(%%&mm
sign name 4 city p(d,c C"/’l/l/ € Fs¢e &7

8. print name residence addreSS\? oli
sign name# &Z(/ city ﬂa(’/&V‘/”/CI Cﬂ' V54Liy

residence address__ 32%¢7 CoRTH LAl

city ZMQ&’ Vies (ZZ fQLL‘l

i

10.print name” A UL residence address 3740 (ori” L ANE.
sign name_ M/ : chéim city FLA—( eRviLLE

Signature of circulator \'%MJ (Q/A/O (LxJ

Signatures gathered from (date) /O'/f‘// to (date) /0 ~"/{_(/

9. print name

sign name_&F" ~=

PUBLIC COMMENT
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

We, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Deve opment
(CG-PD) and oOpen Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the reguest to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
We also ask that_the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

We strongly feel that the proposed project will negatively impact aesthetics
existing residences, schools, bio1o?ica1 resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, 1light pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the ?ual1ty of life in E1
borado County must be the first priority and was not adequate y considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print nam L residence address_ iééz”() mz: |12¢45l/ 02
sign name ; city EL | 2140& LIE ¢5AZ;
A )
2. print name_ (aloio  ({a L»«Qadg residence address__7(7( Roles L
sign name ()m/Q\_ (-J-—QQ\ city Placeeo e Ca VW7
3. print name_[Ml K¢ SPI:’H%U:”‘CTK. residence address_ WOUD A Matherlode dr.
sign name M SMM]L( _ city plaz’w\/{\,bz CA GSblZ
4. print name H{’,HSSQL H@WK—MS residence address_i12 PL‘Z‘ISC'JT)_ \)CLLQQ»{Z,C\ .
sign narﬁr’WQ’O\xm&%W city_QQm_SPﬁYﬂ}& (C/F CISZO)?T
5. print name. loHARD Cra PRAYfesidence address 36 (Ccdag
sign na — city /04’4 Q/gél/,;,//é‘
6. print name Direcce KRa0BERV residence addressSH2 Stetta &y ZQ/?»
sign name /(QMW city. gL Ao .
i residence address_£J §/ [){l ﬂ’ﬁz 2 LAne
A 4N/ LK

U A e 67
) KA ~ Py 5SS
O K R Ko/ Ywdidence address 77 4K
\_ o pnpdemmi ¥ civy 2 AT RS |
Ilres*idence address 571( é{/ma (Ji/] Q‘FW

ol 2cb<tyn ' city. gbi\ CK—\ Qw0 2.

7. print name

sign name

8. print name

sign name

9. print name

sign name IT
10.print name /74 B Awiy¥ residence addressaSQ HLENS~T [ pLey D )
" sign name @é/FQQP’éI/V\ city_ D /Fri6 4D Q,e/d/j]c/r ([g@ (9
signature of circulator S Lble.

-5 1]~/ g~/
Signatures gathered from (date) // '/J) / / to (date) A, (/ ¢/

PUBLIC COMMENT
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

wWe, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development
(CG-PD) and Open Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the request to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

we strongly feel that the proposed project will negatively impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schools, bio1o?ica1 resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, light pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of 1ife in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name Elizabdin Moore residence address_cZ171) ?‘Cdﬁaﬂ'\’\/&UM
sign name %qucity P\QLCYV“\C CA J

2. print name M,@% T///S' residence address 9!/_9‘0 égf/'%/’%Cf
sign na ’ city ﬁz@é///éé&; @/%

3. print name /"/2550"“) residence address_Y/4/ desmrw  C7
sign name city. Pustn s A -

4. print name > residence address L'\\L{\E-e—s.&c. —0‘-— CJ{‘ .
sign name A;:Q OSLOWV‘ city p/ﬂéf’ﬂ/)‘/l&

5. print namecm‘;“e H—H—\,!.,Z? residence address L{IO&-&—‘VHQ‘(‘L C/T'
sign name&@ Jég/—&t./ city p‘twr‘ui //-41 KCQ

6. print nake (A/ residence address

sign name Mayne ‘Naéll‘/d city ey ﬂﬁ%‘d@ Cf

7. print name %Z/%residence address (//dlﬁéSW/? Q
sign name // city /CK&(WLLJ é’#—: VX A4
8. print name éw é‘/ﬁ"(/ residence agddress Yrot yi€sTER G
sign name_lzxﬂ{aw__city wea Cr Qfm
9. print name Fﬂm 'ﬂmlof residence address348 QLIS ALt
sign name L\J city__ClAceniule

10.print name AL?/{MNK)A’/JU/EA residence-address 2760 /aai"rf///,
"~ sign namg “4/WC/C)’L city 7AMV/C»CCJ
Signature of circulator \ﬂmffu IQI,AW./

signatures gathered from (date)_ /(Q~7/ 4-// to (date)___/O ~5—//
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

We, the undersigned residents of El Dorado County, Ccalifornia, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the re?uest for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development
(CG-PD) and Open Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the request to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero_be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.
we also ask that_the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

we strongly feel that the proposed project will negatively impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schools, biological resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, 1ight pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas_emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of life in El
Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.

1. print name,é@mjék’/ngk/ residence address $OY LI -
sign name. ﬂo;'(m/Cl Brperly i city L=/ Idmdo, €A 54623

ide@address 7;//? / K

sign name gt ?e A [\ v <78/4/1— city _.«z/mtrﬂft/c‘é %S;‘/L&,-,L/Q:A

3. print name__/7 : = /residence address ?/4/2/ /LTO//‘/I/' W
sign nam s @cityﬁ ) ’D/‘é‘oléf v/)/ ,g‘;éjf
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5. print name residence address_& -4 ;

city £l Dorade Cdun{-y

2. print nam

sign name - :
6. print name "\g’)(s I residence address>~ 7, 2> ST,
sign name A/ V Loy KWFH. «\. city_Sllimeo (e L7622
7. print name ad residence address
sign name_ city.
8. print name_ residence address
sign name city,
9. print name residence address
sign name city
10.print name residence address
"~ ' sign name \/"\ city. /
Signature of circulator 7"1@% Qéé[éu
Signatures gathered from (date) // 7‘”’/”/ // to (date) // ~/ FH’
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December 10, 2011

Planning Commission
County of El Dorado
Building C Hearing Room
2850 Fairlane Court
Placerville, CA 95667

Re Comments on Mitigated Negative Declaration {(MND) for the Creekside Plaza (Project), Rezone Z10-
0009/Planned Development PD10-0005/Parcel Map, P10-0012 Creekside Plaza

Dear Commissioners,

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) is intended to alert the public and its responsible officials to the
environmental changes a project will bring. The use of CEQA is also intended to demonstrate to an
apprehensive citizenry that the agency responsible for review has analyzed and considered the ecological
implications of the proposed project. Because the Mitigated Negative Declaration must be certified or rejected
by public officials, it is a document of accountability. If CEQA is scrupulously followed the public will know the
basis on which its responsible officials either approve or reject environmentally significant action, and the public,
being duly informed, can respond accordingly to action with which it disagrees. The environmental report
process protects not only the environment but also informed self-government. The lead agency owes a
mandatory, procedural duty to use its best efforts to find out and disclose all it reasonably can. Omission of
relevant information from an environmental report that precludes informed public participation or decision
making constitutes a failure to proceed in the manner required by law.

At the October 13, 2011 Planning Commission meeting my comments addressed the following concerns:
e Current traffic is already horrendous in this area.

According to the Draft Traffic Impact Analysis prepared for this project it was determined that at Forni
Road and Golden Center Drive, as shown on Table 8 of the report, the addition of the proposed project
causes this intersection to change from LOS D to LOS F. According to the report, “This is a significant
impact”. The Mitigation for this impact was to install a traffic signal at the intersection of Forni and
Golden Center Drive. With this mitigation the impact would be reduced to less than significant. Due to
the inability to stack traffic at the short distance between the new signal and the signal at Missouri Flat,
this mitigation was disregarded and no mitigation has been brought forward to reduce the traffic
impact. Therefore Transportation/Traffic remains a significant impact.

Also DOT has required the applicant to make improvements to Forni Road and Golden Center Parkway
incorporating several turn lanes pockets and lanes. These have not been shown on the applicants plans
and if these requirements where shown they would alter the project. Not having an actual depiction of
the project is misleading to public review.
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The El Dorado County Transportation Commission is in the middle of a $250,000 project, looking at the
transportation issues for the Missouri Flat Corridor. This project should be placed on hold until this
project can be completed.

At the heart of CEQA is the statutory requirement that a “project description” being both complete and
completely accurate, and that the project description not be changed over the course of or in different
parts of the environmental analysis represented by the MND. Guideline15124 requires, among other
requirements, that a project description needs to set forth project objectives, which in the present case,
are wholly lacking insofar as its environmental results, that will occur at projected build-out.

On page 3 of the Environmental Checklist/Discussion of Impacts the Introduction of the project
discusses the impacts resulting from the “proposed park project. The project would allow the
construction of an aquatic center, classroom/recreational building, paths, amphitheater, and pedestrian
bridge in an existing park.” Then on page 6 under Aesthetics, c. Visual Character there is a discussion
regarding “the aquatic center area is proposed for an area of the parcel that is currently asphalted.”
Apparently a boiler plate was used for the discussion of impacts and it is in question if the actual project
was studied for Aesthetics. This is a violation of CEQA’s requirement for an accurate project description
and analysis.

22% of the development has over 30% slopes which violates requirements in the General Plan.
The project allows zero setback from wetlands, which violates requirements in the General Plan.
This project will create LOS F which violates Measure Y.

This project will require 46,738 cubic yards of fill to be brought in to cover the creek.

This equates to 28.9 acre feet of dirt. This is a massive amount of dirt to be moved and the
environmental review should include the impact being created by removing this amount of dirt from
inside a 10 mile radius of this project. Another issue created is that the foundations of the proposed
buildings must be on native soil or compacted/engineered fill. The existing fill is not clean soil. It will
have to both be removed and replaced or the foundations of the proposed structures will need to reach
native soil.

From the aerial map it appears that the Oak Canopy is more that the stated 13%.
There was not time to comments on the applicant’s letter requesting removal of conditions due to the
late submittal.

This falls in the realm of omission of relevant information from an environmental report that precludes
informed public participation or decision making, constituting a failure to proceed in the manner
required by law.

This is an oversized urban project in a rural environment. It is not a good fit for the community.
More study needs to go into the traffic impacts, especially in regards to school safety.
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Last minute engineering by unqualified laymen should not be used to push this project forward.

* There has not been enough mitigation measures put into place to deal with the severe impacts of this
project to reduce it to a ruling requiring only a Mitigated Negative Declaration.

¢ Cross-lot drainage should not be allowed since it very likely this developer will split the lots after
development.

e Travelers will be coming from off the freeway, turning onto Forni Road to enter the fast food restaurant.
They will not understand how to navigate the school flow therefore increasing the danger to children.

e This project has over extended its coverage for development, leaving no room for necessary mitigation
measures.

The developer stated that he has the right to the “Highest best use” of the property. I’'m not sure where
that right is published but the developer does have the right to develop his property. When the current
General Plan was adopted it was known that not all land designations created would be compatible with
the zoning. This parcel is presently zoned residential. The existing zoning is more compatible with the
nature of the land and with adjacent residential zoning. It also creates a natural buffer and transition
between the existing commercial and residential zoning. The highest and best use might be to develop
residential parcels with an office component. General Plan Policy 2.2.5.7 allows the County to
determine compatibility on parcels that are discretionary such as this one.

e $188,000 in Tim fees may not be enough to mitigation the traffic situation due to the size of this project.

e Sewer and water impacts have been conditioned based on future conditions.

¢ This will not be a financial benefit to the county since the sales tax will go to fund past and future road
improvements on Missouri Flat Road due to the Missouri Flat Financing Plan.

e The applicant is the same developer of Golden Center which is a nightmare for traffic flows due to
McDonalds and no loading zone provided.

¢ The applicant should be required to hold to the 15’ standard for light height due to the close proximity
to residential parcels.

¢ With the close proximately of the parking lot to the creek, pollution will be flowing into the creek below
which distributes into Weber Creek. Mitigation has not been provided for this impact.

e There is also a safety issue with a 27’ retaining wall and only a 4’ fence to protect the public, and
particularly children from falling over the bank. This could become a hazardous attractive nuance.

¢ | would ask that this Mitigated Negative Declaration be rejected and the project be rejected until a
properly written environmental impact document can be composed that will comply with CEQA and the
El Dorado County General Plan.

After the Planning Commission meeting on 10-13-11, | visited the project site. | was standing on the road as
parents started to arrive to pick up their children around 2:05 p.m. The traffic became very congested and cars
were driving on the wrong side of the road to get around the traffic. At the same time cars were trying to get
through this traffic from Golden Circle onto Forni Road. Around 2:15 p.m. the school children started to flood
onto this mangled mess of cars in order to cross Golden Circle Drive to meet parents waiting in the nearby
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parking lot. | was shocked by the potential danger these children have been subject to by these poorly planned
development projects. It was obvious to me that adding a retail/restaurant to this mix would only add to this
dangerous traffic/pedestrian situation. | have been surprised by the lack of concern by county staff, the
Community Advisory Committee and Planning Commission in blaming the school for the situation, rather than
requiring the developers that have created the increased impact to mitigate the problem. This enforces the fact
that Transportation/Traffic remains a significant impact.

The majority of these comments made on 10/13/11 have not been addressed.

Other issues that have not been addressed:

The Environmental Checklist regarding Mining Resources states, “Review of the mapped areas of the County
indicates that this site does not contain any mineral resources of know local or statewide economic value. Not
impacts would be anticipated to occur”. “For the Mineral Resources category, the project would not be
anticipated to exceed the identified thresholds of significance.” Yet the description of the property states that,
“According to the soils map, ..... portions of the area were placer mined at one time and tailing pies are present
along the creek.” More research should be explored, due to the evidence of existing tailings and the fact that
this area is historically rich in mining resources, in order to determine true significance to loss of a mining
resource. This could be a potently significant impact.

The Environmental Checklist regarding Hydrology and Water Quality Resources states, “No significant
hydrological impacts are expected with the development of the project either directly or indirectly”. For this
Hydrology category, impacts would be anticipated to be less than significant.” The project is being placed
directly on and against the creek. With the proposed project and commercial development there will be an
enormous amount of increased impermeable surfaces collecting pollutants related to commercial and road uses
which runoff will greatly alter the quantity and quality of the adjacent creek. By merely paying a fee to Fish and
Game and dedicating an undevelopable piece of land to Army Corp of Engineers is inadequate in addressing the
cumulative effect to hydrology and water quality. Not addressing lot development and runoff is_a potentially
significant impact to the Hydrology and Water Quality in the area above ground, to the creek, to existing
residents, structures and properties downstream and surrounding this development.

General Plan Policy 2.2.5.7 states, “Where a zoning district applied to given land is consistent with the General
Plan land use designation, the County reserves the right to deny development plans providing for permitted uses
where adequate findings for approval (including adequate public facilitates and services) cannot be made.” The
County has the right to deny this zone change based upon the following issues:

e Slopes over 30%

*  Wetlands without the required 50 foot setbacks

® No buffers between the existing residential and new commercial parcels
¢ Inadequate infrastructure for the size of development

e Parking requirements not meet
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® Over surplus of existing commercial parcels and buildings in the county at this time
e Right-of-way needs to be used for the safety concerns of Herbert Green

Policy 2.2.5.7 states, “Where approval of this General Plan has created inconsistencies with existing zoning,
lower intensity zoning, in accordance with Table 2-4, may remain in effect until such time as adequate
infrastructure is available to accommodate a higher density/intensity land use.”

The following measures were to be completed one to three years after the adoption of the General Plan and
have yet to have been completed in this area:

Measure LU-D: Revise the Zoning Ordinance to ensure that all uses permitted by right in a zoning
district are compatible. Allow potentially incompatible uses subject to a discretionary review process
with performance standards designed to ensure appropriate separation of incompatible uses. Include in
the Zoning Ordinance a requirement that any project located adjacent to an existing sensitive land use
shall be required to avoid impacts on the existing use. (Policy 2.2.5.21)

Measure LU-F: Create and adopt Community Design Review standards and guidelines and identify new
Community Design Review Districts. This would include working with community groups to develop
standards. (Policies 2.4.2.2,2.4.1.2,and 2.4.1.4)

Measure LU-H: Develop and implement a program that addresses preservation of community
separation, as outlined in Policy 2.5.1.3. The program shall address provisions for a parcel analysis and
parcel consolidation/transfer of development rights.

GP Policy 7.3.3.4 requires a 50 foot setback from intermittent streams and wetlands. Allowing a reduction to
zero sets a future precedent undermining the intent of the El Dorado County General Plan. This is a significant
impact not only to this project but also in considering the cumulative effect of future projects.

GP Objective 2.1.1 in regards to Community Regions is to provide opportunities that allow the continued

population growth and economic expansion while preserving the character and extent of existing rural centers
and urban communities, emphasizing both the natural setting and built design elements which contribute to

the quality of life and economic heaith of the County. This project in not in keeping with this objective.

California planning law and policy 2.2.5.2 requires this Project to conform to the enumerated County General
Plan policies, and clearly this project as drafted does not.

Mitigation Measures neither Adequate nor Related to the Impact

As part of the CEQA process, CEQA allows a lead agency, such as the County in this case, to make a
determination that even though a Project will engender adverse environmental consequences, the lead agency
can still determine that consequences are “less than significant” if the lead agency imposes conditions on the

PUBLIC COMMENT
12-0224.L.40




project that will reduce those impacts to a nonexistent or miniscule status. Such conditions are referred to as
“mitigations”.

However, a lead agency may not determine that a particular environmental impact—for example, the Project’s
impact on water quality---has been reduced to a level of insignificance -- by imposing a condition that itself has
yet to be developed, is not a simple cut and dried formula that everyone can look at and determine that the
mitigation will work, and where the mitigation itself involves discretionary judgments as to how it will be
developed or constructed. These types of “mitigations” are “future mitigations” and are not permitted under
CEQA. Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino (1988), 202 Cal. App. 3d 296.

They are not permitted for two reasons. First, the environmental review process is hidden from the public and
CEQA is a public participation process first and foremost. Secondly, a future mitigation to be imposed laterin
the Project’s processing, unless it refers to an exact standard---such as for example a pipe size for a domestic
leach field contained in a publicly available manual covering such matters—represents a development of a
discretionarily approved mitigation which may or may not be adequate. Since it is developed in private neither
the public nor the scientific or technical consultants who might review the mitigation on behalf of the public,
ever get to see the proposed mitigation or challenge its adequacy.

On page 4 of the Environmental Checklist/Discussion of Impacts, under Evaluation of Environmental Impacts #3,
it states, “Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less
than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is a fair argument that an effect may be
significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an
EIR is required.

Due to the potentially significant impacts to several environmental factors | would ask that this Mitigated
Negative Declaration be rejected and the project be rejected until a properly written environmental impact
report can be composed that will comply with CEQA and the El Dorado County General Plan.

Respectfully,

e [
Sue Taylor
El Dorado County Resident
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA

[ Debivere d at-me 9%1 44?@%22

#£ 0 |
We, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development
(CG-PD) and Open Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the request to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero_be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.

we also ask that the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

We strongly feel that the liomposed project will negatively impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schools, b'io1ogin'ca1 resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, 1ight pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of life in El

Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.
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PETITION TO DENY PLACEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT CREEKSIDE PLAZA
we, the undersigned residents of E1 Dorado County, california, ask that the
Development Plan and Tentative Parcel Map for a proposed commercial center
containing 3 commercial buildings totaling 30,572 square feet called Creekside Plaza
on the corner of Missouri Flat Road and Forni Road be denied; that the request for a
rezone from One-Acre Residential (R1A) to General Commercial-Planned Development

| (CG-PD) and Open Space-Planned Development(0S-PD) be denied; that the reguest to
allow development and disturbance of slopes of 30 percent or greater gradient be
denied; that the request to allow the reduction of wetlands setback from 50 feet to
zero_be denied; and allowing development area within the required setback be denied.

we also ask that_the county deny reconveyance of the road right-a-way along Forni
Road to the developer.

wWe strongly feel that the qroposed project will negatively impact aesthetics,
existing residences, schools, biological resources, hydrology and water quality, the
environment, land use planning, wetlands, and wildlife habitat with issues of air
pollution, noise pollution, Tight pollution, soil erosion, water quality of existing
creek, drainage issues, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic congestion, safety issues,
utility and service systems issues. Planning to enhance the quality of 1life in El

Dorado County must be the first priority and was not adequately considered with this
project.

This petition is being circulated by an unpaid volunteer.
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