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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

RCP Software <richard@rcpsoftware.com> Mon, Jul 8, 2013 at 7:40 AM
Reply-To: RCP Software <richard@rcpsoftware.com>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

A pre-review process for General Plan Amendments would probably be a good idea. Then you could find out early
about big negative reactions like you now have with the San Stino and Tilden Park projects. The key is notice to
the public, such as an item in the Mountain Democrat. Then you invite public comment. All this big flap over San
Stino could have been avoided had the county found out earlier there would be such a negative reaction, although
personally I don't know why anyone should have been surprised since it would require such a fundamental
change in the zoning and general use of the area involved.
 

RCP Software

http://www.rcpsoftware.com/
Richard Power
Owner & Freelance Technology Columnist
Shingle Springs, CA
(530) 306-6370
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

Cyndi Romano <CyndiRomano@sbcglobal.net> Mon, Jul 8, 2013 at 7:42 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us

Dear Shawna Purvines & Supervisors,

 

I just watched the video of the recent meeting that was held about the General Plan Policy.  It sounded like the
re-occurring theme was “no changes to the general plan” and no zone/land use changes.  This seems to me that
it is a no-brainer that San Stino and Tilden Park should be denied without anything further discussion.  Not to
mention there is a severe lack of services and the overwhelming negative impact to traffic on French Creek,
Mother Lode, South Shingle, North Shingle and Ponderosa Roads.  Clearly these roads were never designed to
take on the additional traffic that would result from these two projects.

 

The fire we just had on highway 50 last week clearly demonstrates that our traffic can get gridlocked even with
our current population.  The fire was on the freeway, but the surrounding roads were all backed up and stopped. 
Had the fire department not done an amazing job to get that fire out, it would have been devastating to the
population trying to flee the area.  And just imagine what that would have looked like with those to projects
completed, it could have been a major disaster.

 

Thank you for taking the time to read this and consider my concerns.

 

Sincerely,

Cyndi Romano

Shingle Springs Resident since 1999 and local mortgage broker since 1995

1665 Pampas Lane

PO Box 1373

Shingle Springs, CA  95682

(530) 672-8555 home

(916) 207-4194 cell
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

Leslie Davis <lesandjesdavis@gmail.com> Mon, Jul 8, 2013 at 8:35 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

The upcoming developments of SAN STINO and TILDEN PARK are the wrong plans in the wrong place.
 
Shingle Springs does not have the infrastructure to support either of these projects:
 
*  We do not have enough water to support either of these projects.
*  We do not have the roads to accommodate either of these projects.
*  We do not have the police or fire personnel to support the increase of crime and people for these projects.
*  We do not have the schools to support San Stino or Tilden Park for increased kids.
*  We do not even have a full board of supervisors to vote on these projects as one is about to go to jail.
 
The county is foolish if they even consider either of these projects and you know it and the people who
live here know it.
 
Leslie and Jesse Davis
3941 Crosswood Drive
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan
1 message

Joe and Timi Munizich <joeandtimi@comcast.net> Mon, Jul 8, 2013 at 10:28 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Hello,  The impact on Bass Lake Road will make it a dangerous road to drive.  Are there any plans to make it four
lanes in the near future?  Thanks   Joe Munizich Camaron Park Resident
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

developments
1 message

Patricia Ebert <pat.ebert@att.net> Mon, Jul 8, 2013 at 11:12 AM
Reply-To: Patricia Ebert <pat.ebert@att.net>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Shawna,

 

The public is not aware of development proposals at the initial stage, only when they become a reality.

Transportation, fire dept, water, etc. are unable to accommodate an increase in thousands of residents. 

Crowds, waiting in line, difficulty finding a plce to park (like the Bay Area) are not appealing to the public. 

The County may say they are informing the public but their way of informing the public doesn't reach the

public.  There needs to be information meetings for the public when there are new development proposals. 

 

Patricia Ebert
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

Charles Thomas <yesct@yahoo.com> Mon, Jul 8, 2013 at 2:34 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

I agree with many other citizens of the county that the San Stino plan should not go through unless keeping to
the existing plan of 5 acre minimums per dwelling.

And agree with the idea of giving the citizens more advanced notice on any such projects asking for a change in
zoning or change in the General Plan.

Thank you.

CT

 

Chuck Thomas

916-715-1234

yesct@yahoo.com
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan
1 message

Curtis Leipold <graphicpro@me.com> Mon, Jul 8, 2013 at 3:45 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

It is not fair to take current residents - who chose to live in El Dorado County for its rural atmosphere - and to
then impose planning changes & higher density developments on them that allow urban sprawl to invade their
once peaceful lives.
It ruins exactly the thing that makes this area desirable.
A glut of new track homes also means that older homes on the market become less desirable and therefore
become more neglected and drag down the appeal of previously existing areas.
The number of new projects either already approved, or well on their way, seem to each be considered separately
- as though 'just this one little project' will have so little impact that it is of no great consequence. However, all
these new developments, Dixon Ranch, Silver Springs, Marble Valley, expanded Serrano etc., etc. et al need to
instead be considered together as one big whole - since that is what we will have once they are all built - one big
urban mess!
Please help maintain our beautiful, rural county by not allowing mega-developers to over-run parts of the
community, impose changes to density and turn it into urban sprawl to serve their own greed. That is not fair to
existing residents - it completely and irreparably changes their lives, homes and community.
The future of this area depends on your wise planning.
Thank you for your consideration.

Curtis Leipold
1871 Carl Road
Rescue, CA 95672
(530) 676-2443
(530) 676-2468 Fax
graphicpro@me.com
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

Baryliuk Dan & Linda <baryliuk@directcon.net> Mon, Jul 8, 2013 at 4:51 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Yes, my wife and I are all for the "pre-review " policy on all present and future projects in El Dorado County. I
think this makes financial sense and we fully endorse it.
Sincerely ,
Dan and Linda Baryliuk
4097 Trigger Lane
Shingle Springs CA 95682
P.S. We have been Shingle Springs residents for the past 21 years and love the rural feel of the community.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File # 13-0793
1 message

Baryliuk Dan & Linda <baryliuk@directcon.net> Sat, Jul 27, 2013 at 8:29 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as

soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs

Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The policy will give the public a

much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application process.

Thank you, Dan and Linda Baryliuk  4097 Trigger Lane, Shingle Springs, CA 95682
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan
1 message

David Tully <ddtully@pacbell.net> Mon, Jul 8, 2013 at 9:47 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Dear Shawna,

 

I am a resident of Serrano in El Dorado Hills who purchased in 2004. I reviewed the county planning
documentation that was made public and have a real concern as to the proposed growth. Will these additional
planned communities in and around the Serrano area affect the existing residence with regards to our water
rates, HOA rates, and taxes?  I am not opposed to growth but am very concerned as to what affect this will have
on our existing rates which are already above most all other communities.

 

Thank you,

 

David Tully

916.765.7060
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

John Kelly <neenkelly@icloud.com> Tue, Jul 9, 2013 at 9:39 AM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Shawna, we approve a plan for a per-review policy. 3901 Aspen Lane, Shingle Spr.
John and  Genienne Kelly

Sent from my iPad
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy - Killeen's
1 message

Killeen, Kristine <kristine.killeen@intel.com> Tue, Jul 9, 2013 at 9:42 AM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "Killeen, Kristine" <kristine.killeen@intel.com>

Hi Shawna,

My husband and I moved to Shingle Springs back in 2005 to retire and build our Million Dollar dream home.  Our
property is off of Old French Town Road and our home will look right into the backyards of the San Stino
proposed project.  The reason we moved here was to get away from the noise, traffic and neighbors next to us. 
We purposely built our home situated on our lot so we don’t see anyone.

 

We’ve attended almost all of the council meetings and I volunteer my time and talent and create posters, flyers,
etc. to help keep the neighbors informed of upcoming meetings regarding that project.

 

After listening to our supervisors and our community at these meetings, it only makes sense to approve the
proposal for a policy to "pre-review" by the Board of Supervisors on General Plan(GP) Amendment projects in
order to screen out those which do not meet GP objectives.  One of our supervisors said, “we have the cart ahead
of the horses”.  Our county is more concerned with making builders happy and bringing in more money than the
devastation some of these projects will have on the community.  I’m not opposed to development, but it has to fit
in with our community look and feel. 

 

We love Shingle Springs and love the rural lifestyle.  We have a big sign in front of our property that says so!

 

 

Kristine Killeen

Senior Graphic Designer

kristine.killeen@intel.com

H: 530-677-5572

O: 916-377-3422

C: 408-621-1064
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Killeen, Kristine <kristine.killeen@intel.com> Mon, Jul 29, 2013 at 10:09 AM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>,
"bosthree@edcgov.us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us" <bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us"
<bosfive@edcgov.us>, "roger.trout@edcgov.us" <roger.trout@edcgov.us>, "edc.cob@edcgov.us"
<edc.cob@edcgov.us>

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as possible,
preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No
San Stino.  The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the
application process.

 

Thank you,

 

Kristine Killeen

Senior Graphic Designer

kristine.killeen@intel.com

5220 Old French Town Road

Shingle Springs
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

Jane <wsrader@pacbell.net> Tue, Jul 9, 2013 at 1:00 PM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

We live on French Creek Road, directly across from the ranch house.  My husband is against us putting a No
San Stino sign on our property due to what we are afraid of repercussions from the Scheiber (sp?) family.

I will tell you that we are avid voters & any Board of Supervisor up for reelection on the next ballot will be voted
against by us.

Now that I've got that statement out of my system, I will tell you that the affected people should this housing
project be approved, will completely lose our way of living.  Do any of you live in a rural area where you can see &
hear all the wildlife surrounding your property?  Have you ever heard owls cooing back & forth? Have you ever
slowed and/or stopped your car in order to let the deer or wild turkeys pass before you continue on your way?
 What will happen to French Creek Road to handle all the increased traffic?  Will our French Creek property be
encroached upon in order to widen the road?

There is absolutely no reason to allow the sale of 2 to 5 acre parcels on that land. I have no exception to that
type of growth, but building the kind of neighborhoods that are proposed is unacceptable.

Sent from my iPhone
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

Ellen Katz <ek4575@att.net> Tue, Jul 9, 2013 at 4:26 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

To the Placerville Board of Supervisors:
 
This policy is long overdue!  Shingle Springs is being targeted for high density by developers strictly
for the money they can get by building more houses (and, in the case of Tilden Park, a hotel).   There
is no concern for the residents who live here – no safety concerns, no noise, no crowding, no traffic
– the list goes on and on.  Shingle Springs has always and should always be the rural community for
the area.   El Dorado Hills, Cameron Park and Placerville all offer prospective homeowners an urban
lifestyle.  Shingle Springs residents have opted for more than 50 years to keep our community rural –
acreage around homes and not the jam-packed homes offered in the other communities.  Signage
should also be a factor when considering the rural community.  The huge sign next to Gold Harvest
is an unbelievable eyesore.
 
We built our home here 34 years ago and have expected the 650 acres along French Creek Road to
remain rural, even after the Williams Act expired.  That’s what the General Plan calls for and that’s
what we want – one home to 5 or 10 acres. 
 
Thank you for requesting this input from the residents.  We greatly appreciate the opportunity to
express our feelings about our rural lifestyle and want the BOS to continue upholding those
concerns.
 
Ellen Katz
4575 Hillwood Drive
Shingle Springs, CA
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https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=1401ca16242a176c 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Approve Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Ellen Katz <ek4575@att.net> Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 1:17 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

 
To:  shawna.purvines@edcgov.us 
                   
cc: <bosone@edcgov.us>, <bostwo@edcgov.us>, <bosthree@edcgov.us>,
<bosfour@edcgov.us>, <bosfive@edcgov.us>, <roger.trout@edcgov.us>,
<edc.cob@edcgov.us>
 
Subject:  Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
 
Dear Ms. Purvines,
 
I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as

soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs

Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino. 
 
The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the
application process.
 
Thank you,
 
Ellen Katz
4575 Hillwood Drive
Shingle Springs, CA  95682
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comments on proposed change of General Plan
1 message

Jim and Marie Moore <jandmmoore@att.net> Tue, Jul 9, 2013 at 6:05 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Shawna,

 

Attached is our letter regarding your request for comments on the proposed

changes in the General Plan.  We are sending a signed letter by regular mail.

 

Jim and Marie Moore

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 2013.0.3349 / Virus Database: 3204/6477 - Release Date: 07/09/13
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Board of Supervisors                                                                  July 8, 2013 

El Dorado County 

Attn: Shawna Purvines 

Greetings; 

We understand that you are inviting public comment on the proposed draft policy to 
modify the county’s General Plan.  We offer the following: 

First, the General plan is the result of extensive and prolonged research, discussion and 
development. The process included a considerable amount of angst, caused by 
conflicting goals and interest, but eventually an acceptable plan was agreed upon and 
adopted. Now, not so very long after it was established, you are considering a major 
modification that would change a key component of the plan, managed growth. Any 
number of excuses for this can be offered, but the true motivation is clear to anyone of 
reasonable intelligence. The motivation is money. 

Second, any project which has been submitted subsequent to the approval of the Plan 
should not be exempted. If this includes all thirteen of the current submissions, so be it. 
Providing an initiation hearing is not now a requirement and is not a necessary 
component of a General Plan. 

You should realize that relaxing the present development restrictions is letting the camel 
get its nose under the tent. Large developers have been circling like sharks pressing for 
any loophole or special exemption that would allow them to do their dirty work. The only 
two things that have held them back are a Board of Supervisors who appreciate the 
rural environment we enjoy in our county, and the fact that the housing market has been 
soft. 

Now that the market is turning around, they are attempting to get their way through 
influence peddling. 

Third, our county’s natural resources (water, in particular) are in short supply and in 

danger of even more restrictive usage policies. No experts are projecting that our water 
shortages are temporary; in fact they nearly universally project more severe shortages 
in the future. When our water supply runs out it is gone forever just like the developers 
will be after they have done their damage. 

Fourth, our infrastructure and human services programs are already over burdened with 
our present population. An influx of people will bring additional demands for services, 
not to mention crime, traffic issues and social support programs.  If you have been led 
to believe the finances generated by development will make up these deficits, even over 
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the long haul, you should get better input from staff. I also might approach you about a 
great buy in a bridge I have for sale. 

In conclusion, we moved to El Dorado County 36 years ago, drawn by its rural 
character. We drive right by all the new housing development in Folsom, El Dorado Hills 
and Cameron Park, concluding, rightly so, that there are plenty of people who are willing 
to live in developments of “McMansions” with their CC & R’s, mirror image floor plans 

and ability to hear their next door neighbor using the bathroom.  We purchased a single 
dwelling on a parcel of land near Placerville that gives us the privacy and quiet life style 
we were seeking. 

We are not alone. There are many long-time taxpaying El Dorado County residents who 
are here for the same reasons we are. This county has everything to lose and nothing to 
gain by relaxing our General Plan. We will be watching with great interest in how this 
issue plays out. 

Thank you for taking the time to consider this letter. We sincerely hope you make your 
decisions in this matter with the best interest of your constituents in mind. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Jim Moore                                                            Marie Moore 

P.O.Box 469 

Placerville, CA  95667 

 

 

 

13-0793 2B  19 of 181



8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Development Planning
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Development Planning
1 message

keneller@aol.com <keneller@aol.com> Wed, Jul 10, 2013 at 1:04 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

My name is Dave Keneller.  I am an 18 month resident of Shingle Springs who would be negatively impacted by
the San Stino development.
 
I fully support the new Planning Dept. change to put the nix on proposed developments like San Stino that ask for
amendments to the General Plan.  Voters and taxpayers make decisions on where to live based on
General Plan documents.  They rug should not be pulled out from them to line the pockets of an out of town
developer and his investors.  It is obvious the voters and taxpayers do not want this obscene development and its
environmental and social impact.  
 
So why go through the expense and community angst when the development can be stopped as soon as the law
allows?  Prolonging the inevitable is a waste of energy on many levels.  This is a no brainer and a solid policy
change.  Carry on.     Dave Keneller
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Public Comment for Draft Policy GPA Initiation Amendment
1 message

Ellen Van Dyke <vandyke.5@sbcglobal.net> Wed, Jul 10, 2013 at 8:47 AM
To: Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: Brian Veerkamp <bosthree@edcgov.us>, Jim Mitrisin <edc.cob@edcgov.us>, Norma Santiago
<bosfive@edcgov.us>, Ray Nutting <bostwo@edcgov.us>, Ron Briggs <bosfour@edcgov.us>, Ron Mikulaco
<bosone@edcgov.us>, Bill Kenney <GSRLA2000@yahoo.com>, Blake Bethards <bcbethards@hotmail.com>,
Cheryl Houston <csh1952@yahoo.com>, Don VanDyke <don.a.van.dyke@sbcglobal.net>, Mel Kowardy
<melk@hawaiian.net>, Robert Hendrix <roberthendrix1@sbcglobal.net>, Russell Green
<russgreen76@hotmail.com>, Tom O'Neill <loneill1952@sbcglobal.net>, GreenValleyAlliance
<gvralliance@gmail.com>

Hello Shawna:

 

Please find my letter attached for the public record, regarding the draft policy for the GPA Initiation

Amendment.

 

Regards,

Ellen

preReview GPA draft policy feedback_7.10.13.pdf
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July 10, 2013 
 
 
 
Shawna Purvines 
Development Services 
2850 Fairlane Ct 
Placerville, CA  95667 

 

RE:  Public Comment:  Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process 

Dear Ms. Purvines: 

I completely support a mandatory pre-review process by the Board for large residential projects, 
particularly those requiring a General Plan amendment.   
 
 IF a project is clearly not in keeping with General Plan goals and policies, the Board of 

Supervisors will not incur any 'perceived obligation' or pressure to approve a project based on 
funds expended by the time it reaches the Board of Supervisors.  

 Public notification will occur earlier in the process, allowing more input and feedback prior to the 
project nearing completion. 

o I believe notification would be the same as it would be for a GPA, but perhaps this should 
be clarified in the policy draft.  

 Those who say "we already have a pre-approval process" are misguided, as the current pre-
approval process is optional, and does not require public notification. 

 In regard to retroactive application of this policy, I would say "yes! please!".  If indeed a currently 
proposed project does not meet the General Plan goals and policies, then regardless of how much 
effort has been put in to date, a 'no' vote by the Board is still a certainty, and the proponent is 
being saved additional time and money spent.  

 
The policy draft is written to 'sunset' in 2016, but it is not clear that a replacement policy will be written 
into the TGPA.  This appears to be a good policy regardless of the current planning issues which 
have brought it about, and I would support including it in the General Plan update, or extending the 
'sunset' time frame. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ellen Van Dyke 
Green Springs Ranch resident 
 
 
 
cc:  Board of Supervisors & Clerk of the Board 

Green Valley Alliance 
Green Springs Ranch HOA 
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation
1 message

Bill Welty < wmwelty@ gmail.com> Wed, J ul 10, 2013 at 11:17 AM
To: Shawna L  Purvines < shawna.purvines@ edcgov.us> , The B O SO N E < bosone@ edcgov.us> , " bostwo@ edcgov.us"
< bostwo@ edcgov.us> , The B O SFO UR < bosfour@ edcgov.us> , " bosfive@ edcgov.us"  < bosfive@ edcgov.us> ,
" bosthree@ edcgov.us"  < bosthree@ edcgov.us>

B O S and Shawna...

This is an ex citing time to live in El Dorado County, particularly in terms  the
county's tireless efforts on issues like  business development, the GP and land
use planning, traffic/circulation management/remediation ... j ust to name a few.
 These are hot button topics, but you guys are taking them head on;  engaging the
public to participate like never before.  I applaud your efforts to get them " right" .  

With this missive I j ust want to add my support to the B O S' proposed mandatory
pre-review process for large residential proj ects, particularly those requiring a
General Plan amendment.   

The new policy makes sense on at least a couple of levels:

if a development proj ect is clearly not in keeping with General Plan goals and
policies, the B oard of Supervisors will not incur any 'perceived obligation' or
pressure to approve a proj ect based on funds ex pended by the time it
reaches the B oard of Supervisors.  The playing field remains even;  approval
of any proj ect will be based on it merits, alone.
Public notification of a proj ect will occur earlier in the process, allowing more
opportunities for community input and feedback.  It's been said that " we
already have a pre-approval process" .  B ut the process is optional and does
not require public notification. � 

This policy should be applied post haste, and retroactively.  If  a currently
proposed proj ect fails to meet General Plan goals and policies, then regardless of

how much effort has been invested, the impacted communities will be assured that
the B oard will vote to abide by for the GP.    

The policy draft is written to 'sunset' in 2016, but it is not clear that a replacement
policy will be written into the TGPA. It should be, regardless of the current
planning issues which brought it about.
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I support including it in the General Plan update.

Thanks for your time in reading this note;  in considering it.  This  policy for pre-
review is a good thing for our communities, for developers, and for you charged
with trying to grow and govern a wildly dynamic county.
-- 

Bill Welty

Green Valley Alliance
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Letter regarding changes to the General Plan
1 message

Renee Hargrove <writeon@internet49.com> Wed, Jul 10, 2013 at 2:16 PM
To: Shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: sue-taylor@comcast.net, Jim and Marie Moore <jandmmoore@att.net>

 

July 10, 2013

Board of Supervisors

El Dorado County

Placerville, CA 95667

RE: Proposed Changes to the General Plan

Dear Board of Supervisors:

In November, 2012, I answered the survey questions below and they still hold true, so I am resubmitting my
thoughts and opinions. Since then, however, there has been more freeway construction accomplished and really,
what is all that for? Are we to assume that because all these interchange and road-widening projects are going
forward, then so too are the big developments that thousands of us are against? And if that is the case, is
anyone listening to what El Dorado County residents want overall?  As I have heard in many conversations, most
of us are not against planned, smart growth or changes, but we are concerned with how our county and local
government is working for us.  The County's "Powers that be" do not exist in a vacuum and I believe that as El
Dorado County residents become more and more proactive, evidence of that will become clear.

What is Economic Development?

To my way of thinking, economic development relates to existing and future commerce along with
how the revenue from said commerce is used and invested. Taking the "Shop Local" campaign that
has been successful (I can see the difference in our business because of it), it seems a wise
choice to sustain viability by keeping the workforce and investors "local" as well. That is to say,
when "Big Box", outside developers come along and create a vision that may not match resident
citizens, it is an empty nest because the can leave after the project is finished and our county is
left with someone else's idea of how we should live, work, recreate, preserve and promote our
environment, how we attract new business and residents and so much more.

Economic development is much like a savings account/endowment that accumulates wealth which
then can be utilized for a good cause. I look around and see so many empty commercial and
residential buildings and wonder why we are not filling them rather than building new edifices that
will be empty. Who are the people who will and can afford to occupy and sustain them? Who can
afford high-end advertising, who will develop relationships with customers and neighbors? Unless
there is a vested, emotional interest, what is the huge incentive for buy-in?

As a small business owner, I strive to keep my costs and overhead down so I can offer our local
and visiting (tourism dollars) customers a good value. We get to know our customers and their
families, along with their tastes, how they live and so on. In other words, we are cued in to our
internal demographics. It has been my experience (and I hear similar comments frequently) that
shopping in a "Big Box" store or even banking at a "Big Box" bank, leaves much to be desired, and
they're a blight. Do we want to look like Folsom; a sea of homes and businesses that have no13-0793 2B  25 of 181
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charm; a swarm of cars that drive at warp speed to wherever and who run red lights or create
gridlock; and, council members who are not a cohesive unit?

Do we need slick, new courthouses built? Why not occupy some existing space? So many
questions without favorable answers if we give ourselves over to those who have no vested interest.

Where are we going?

Quoting a bumper sticker I saw, it posed the above question and the line below said, "And what's
this about a handbasket?" Funny but really, are we going to continue to go in circles with alot of
"they said" stuff when what "we said" is not honored?

Personally, the idea of going in the same direction as Folsom or Los Angeles is unattractive. I
believe a good answer might be, "Go to the people, small business owners, law enforcement,
recreation/tourist companies, restauranteurs, schools and offer a platform where you'll get real
answers and solutions!"

The challenge is to get people to engage in real conversation and work because there is a
perception that it will fall on deaf ears and "nothing will change or be prevented", and I quote that.
Our geography/topography poses a challenge in getting some to physically engage because they
may live a great distance from where the action, workshops and more is. A great case in point was
when the Sierra Nevada Geotourism project came around. There were small presentations in our
backyard and we were treated like revered focus groups and actually saw some of our ideas and
work come to fruition.

I would like to see local employment increased by reducing building fees. Revamp the
review/permitting process and County employees may not to be furloughed. Do not create all this
freeway infrastructure for future residents who will clog our gorgeous, historic county that means
nothing to them. Try not to be cookie-cutter in every approach and engage in the Pioneer spirit that
promotes getting things done with care and concern, while building for the future.

What can the County do to assist business?

Basically, nurture your existing and favorable entities, like tourism in Apple Hill, wineries, service
agencies (hotels, limos/taxis, restaurants) and supporting trades like builders and professionals.

Revive the logging industry and any other unique asset-type.  Not only will it re-create
jobs, it will reduce fire hazard and keep our forests healthy, thereby protecting an
asset industry and homes/lives.

Make retail space affordable and reduce the amount of irresponsible absentee owners. Again, has
anyone noticed the vast amount of empty commercial space in our region? Fight for reasonable
taxes and against "feedom".

Be a watchdog against detrimental special interest groups who are not beneficial to the common
cause. Stop the infighting within our local government.

Avoid the "bigger is better" syndrome as in the case of the proposed large billboards along Highway
50 or elsewhere. Think about what the true impact is and what the gain might be if you are masking
the natural beauty.

Nevada City actually reduced fees and relaxed guidelines to spur commerce. Why doesn't El
Dorado County do that? It might do wonders.

Perhaps the City of Placerville and the County could work better together.

Reduce water costs. I understand businesses have closed because they could not afford the rates
and limitations. How beneficial is that to all?
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I'm noticing a great influx of retirees from the Bay Area and beyond.  When asked
why they moved here, mostly the answer is the scenery, to get away from the hustle-
and-bustle and to enjoy their lives.  They are attracted to this area and chose it
above others~that is a huge statement that should not be demeaned.

Help people save their homes. If this becomes a ghost town and/or has increased transient
populations, it won't be pretty.

Answering the question, "What does El Dorado County have to offer?" is not just a rhetorical
thought that pertains to our recreation and scenery? It has to do with our population as well and
how we thrive, grow, educate and more.

The flip question is "What is El Dorado County not offering?"

You are all appointed officials, and residents, so one would think that you, as individuals and a supposedly
aligned group, would get in the trenches with the people instead of making, and handing down, decisions in a
cloistered, convoluted way that only seem to satisfy outsiders and go against what we voted for. What kind of
legacy is that?!

Respectfully submitted,

  Reneé Hargrove

Reneé Hargrove

Placerville, CA
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Fwd: Public comment re: draft policy for GPA Initiation Amendment
1 message

charles frey <cffreymd5@gmail.com> Wed, Jul 10, 2013 at 7:26 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us,
bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us

We concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process for General Plan Amendments.

Jane and Charles Frey
2351 E. Green Sprints Court
Rescue, CA 95672
---------- Forwarded message ----------
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July 10, 2013 
 
 
 
Shawna Purvines 
Development Services 
2850 Fairlane Ct 
Placerville, CA  95667 

 

RE:  Public Comment:  Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process 

Dear Ms. Purvines: 

I completely support a mandatory pre-review process by the Board for large residential projects, 
particularly those requiring a General Plan amendment.   
 
 IF a project is clearly not in keeping with General Plan goals and policies, the Board of 

Supervisors will not incur any 'perceived obligation' or pressure to approve a project based on 
funds expended by the time it reaches the Board of Supervisors.  

 Public notification will occur earlier in the process, allowing more input and feedback prior to the 
project nearing completion. 

o I believe notification would be the same as it would be for a GPA, but perhaps this should 
be clarified in the policy draft.  

 Those who say "we already have a pre-approval process" are misguided, as the current pre-
approval process is optional, and does not require public notification. 

 In regard to retroactive application of this policy, I would say "yes! please!".  If indeed a currently 
proposed project does not meet the General Plan goals and policies, then regardless of how much 
effort has been put in to date, a 'no' vote by the Board is still a certainty, and the proponent is 
being saved additional time and money spent.  

 
The policy draft is written to 'sunset' in 2016, but it is not clear that a replacement policy will be written 
into the TGPA.  This appears to be a good policy regardless of the current planning issues which 
have brought it about, and I would support including it in the General Plan update, or extending the 
'sunset' time frame. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ellen Van Dyke 
Green Springs Ranch resident 
 
 
 
cc:  Board of Supervisors & Clerk of the Board 

Green Valley Alliance 
Green Springs Ranch HOA 
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

Stan Stailey <ststailey@sbcglobal.net> Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 7:53 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Hi Shawna,

I am enthusiastically in favor of this "pre-review" policy proposal as you have so accurately prefaced it.

Thanks

Stan

Stan Stailey

Shingle Springs

530-677-2193

 

What's it about?...County staff is proposing a policy for "pre-review" by the Board of Supervisors on

General Plan(GP) Amendment projects in order to screen out those which do not meet GP objectives, and they
would like your input.  The draft indicates the policy would be retroactive to encompass San Stino, Tilden Park,
Dixon Ranch, Lime Rock, Marble Valley, and others (see list of pending applications).  San Diego has a similar
policy for those of you who look into precedents, etc.  

 

If the policy is approved, pre-review would not only provide a means of earlier notification to the public, but could
also halt some projects before significant money has been spent and a sense of 'obligation' to approve them has
been incurred.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Pre-approval process
1 message

Jim Stratton <jdsonline@sbcglobal.net> Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 11:05 AM
Reply-To: Jim Stratton <jdsonline@sbcglobal.net>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

“I concur with the letter regarding a pre-
approval process for General Plan Amendments”
:
We also need to look at roads (traffic congeston), water issue,

how can we sell more water than we have, if everyone hooked up

today can we really supply all of them with water. 

thank you

Jim Stratton
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Developments
1 message

Rich DuBose <richdubose@yahoo.com> Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 12:50 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Hi: I live in El Dorado County, in Sierra Crossing, near the Green Valley Middle School. I am writing to voice my
concern about the land developments that I hear are coming in the future. My concern is that El Dorado County
not over build and create traffic gridlock on Green Valley Road, without planning and making sure the
infrastructure can accommodate the growth. I think we need to be careful that we not create an urban
environment in the foothills. The people who live in this area came here to get away from the craziness in
Sacramento County. We don't want unbridled growth and development. The beauty of this region is the rural feel
and environmental amenities.

I believe the development policies established by the county should be applied to all projects (including those
what have already been approved), and that there should be a carefully thought out plan for how the area is
developed. Making exceptions and giving certain developers a pass on Country requirements hurts us all.

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my concerns.

Sincerely --Rich DuBose
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Fw: Sample Letter re: draft policy for General Plan Amendment Initiation
1 message

Art Wong <artwong888@sbcglobal.net> Fri, Jul 12, 2013 at 9:07 AM
Reply-To: Art Wong <artwong888@sbcglobal.net>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>, "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>,
"bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>, "bosthree@edcgov.us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us"
<bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us" <bosfive@edcgov.us>

To Whom It May Concern:

 

I concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process for General Plan Amendments.

 

http://www.edcgov.us/Government/Planning/Draft_General_Plan_Initiation_

Amendment_Policy.aspx

 

Thank You,

 

Art Wong, Bertha Chau,

 

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: "Varshney, Sanjay" <varshney@saclink.csus.edu>

To: "Varshney, Sanjay" <varshney@saclink.csus.edu> 

Sent: Friday, July 12, 2013 7:52 AM

Subject: FW: Sample Letter re: draft policy for General Plan Amendment Initiation

---- Forwarded Message -----
From: Ellen Van Dyke <vandyke.5@sbcglobal.net>

To: Ellen Van Dyke <vandyke.5@sbcglobal.net>; GreenValleyAlliance <gvralliance@gmail.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 10:07 AM

Subject: Sample Letter re: draft policy for General Plan Amendment Initiation

 

To my HOA contacts:

 

There was some confusion on the draft policy comment request from the Board of Supervisors.  In case you

didn’t get it yourself, it has the potential to shut down the high density version of the Dixon Ranch proposal,

temporarily if not for good.  Seems too good to be true, right?  I don’t have a crystal ball, but let’s not miss
an opportunity.  Perhaps you could forward my letter(attached PDF) to your neighbors, and encourage them

to ask if they don’t understand!  I always prefer an original letter, but I’d rather they used this than nothing at
all!

 

Let neighbors know that if they indeed agree with the attached letter, they can copy these recipients into the
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address line and forward it with an “I concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process

for General Plan Amendments” :

 

shawna.purvines@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us,

bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us

 

You should also include the link to the county page:  http://www.edcgov.us/Government/Planning/Draft_

General_Plan_Initiation_Amendment_Policy.aspx

 

Hope this helps clarify things, and perhaps motivates people to write in!

 

 

Ellen Van Dyke

http://www.greenvalleyalliance.org/

 

preReview GPA draft policy feedback_7.10.13.pdf
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

GPA Initiative
1 message

Sherri Young <sherri_young@sbcglobal.net> Mon, Jul 15, 2013 at 10:47 AM
Reply-To: Sherri Young <sherri_young@sbcglobal.net>
To: "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>, "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>,
"bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us" <bosfive@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us"
<bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosthree@edcgov.us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>
Cc: "gvralliance@gmail.com" <gvralliance@gmail.com>

I concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process for General Plan Amendments.

Thank you,

Sherri Young

3915 Calais Way

EDH, CA 95762

 http://www.edcgov.us/Government/Planning/Draft_General_Plan_Initiation_Amendment_Policy.aspx

preReview GPA draft policy feedback_7.10.13.pdf
124K
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Letter regarding pre-approval process for General Plan
1 message

Tasha Boutselis Camacho <tashieb2002@yahoo.com> Mon, Jul 15, 2013 at 5:54 PM
Reply-To: Tasha Boutselis Camacho <tashieb2002@yahoo.com>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>, BOS Clerk <edc.cob@edcgov.us>, BOS one
<bosone@edcgov.us>, BOS three <bosthree@edcgov.us>, BOS four <bosfour@edcgov.us>, BOS five
<bosfive@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>

Please see my attached letter of concern regarding creating a pre-approval process for General
Plan Amendments.
 

Tasha Boutselis Camacho

Homeowner

Woodridge Development

Letter Re General Plan Amendment0001.pdf
28K

13-0793 2B  36 of 181

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=att&th=13fe4f856749d41a&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw


13-0793 2B  37 of 181



13-0793 2B  38 of 181



13-0793 2B  39 of 181



8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - I concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process for General Plan Amendments
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

I concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process for General
Plan Amendments
1 message

Charlene Caybut <accbeery@gmail.com> Tue, Jul 16, 2013 at 11:37 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us,
bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us

public comment general plan amendment.docx
11K
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July 15, 2013 

 

Shawna Purvines 

Development Services 

2850 Fairlane Ct. 

Placerville, CA 95667 

 

RE:  Public Comment:  Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process 

Dear Ms. Purvines, 

I completely support a mandatory pre-review process by the Board for large residential projects, 
particularly those requiring a General Plan amendment. 

If a project is not in keeping with the General Plan goals and policies, the Board of Supervisors will not 
incur any pressure or obligation to approve a project based on funds expended by the time it reaches 
the Board. 

I strongly support public notification of such projects early in the process which would allow more input 
and feedback from taxpayers who already live in this county. 

We do not have a pre-approval process. The current pre-approval process is optional and does not 
require public notification. The public should be notified of upcoming development plans so that the 
taxpayers who already reside in this county have an opportunity to weigh in on large residential 
projects, and other projects that require a General Plan amendment, which greatly affect the quality of 
lives of all people who reside here. 

A retroactive application of this policy should be implemented if a currently proposed project does not 
meet the General Plan goals and policies. 

The policy draft is written to “sunset” in 2016, but it is not clear that a replacement policy will be written 
into the TGPA. This appears to be a good policy regardless of the current planning issues which have 
prompted it. I would support including it in the General Plan update, or extending the “sunset” time 
frame. 

 

Sincerely,  

Avis C. Caybut 

Woodridge resident 
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

Travis Price <TPrice@bbiius.com> Tue, Jul 16, 2013 at 2:16 PM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Shawna,

 

I am confused as to why the Initiation Amendment Policy is being proposed.  Is it meant to benefit the developer
and allow them an early answer so they can make changes to their plan?  How does it benefit the County or its
residents to add this policy?

 

It would seem that the more avenues that developers have to amend the plan, the more amendments will be
made.  I am not in support of amending the plan.  I am also not in support of rezoning to allow for high density
housing.

 

Thank you,

 

Travis Price

 

**** Confidentiality Notice ****

The contents of this e-mail are confidential and are intended only for the use of the recipient(s) unless otherwise indicated. If you have

received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender(s) immediately by telephone. Please destroy and delete the message from your

computer. Any form of reproduction, dissemination, copying, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this e-mail is strictly

prohibited unless expressly authorized by the sender(s). No person, without written confirmation of the contents of this e-mail, should rely on

it. While this e-mail and the information it contains are supplied in good faith, no member of the Balfour Beatty plc group of companies

shall be under any liabil ity in respect of the contents of this e-mail or for any reliance the recipient may place on it. This e-mail is sent for

information purposes only and shall not have the effect of creating a contract between the parties.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

FW: Sample Letter re: draft policy for General Plan Amendment Initiation
1 message

Mike Freire <mikefreire@msn.com> Tue, Jul 16, 2013 at 3:04 PM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>, "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>,
"bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>, "bosthree@edcgov.us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us"
<bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us" <bosfive@edcgov.us>

I concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process for General Plan Amendments.  
 
Thank you,

Mike Freire

 401 Reem Ct
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

 

From: varshney@saclink.csus.edu
To: varshney@saclink.csus.edu
Subject: FW: Sample Letter re: draft policy for General Plan Amendment Initiation
Date: Fri, 12 Jul 2013 14:52:52 +0000

---- Forwarded Message -----
From: Ellen Van Dyke <vandyke.5@sbcglobal.net>
To: Ellen Van Dyke <vandyke.5@sbcglobal.net>; GreenValleyAlliance <gvralliance@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 10:07 AM
Subject: Sample Letter re: draft policy for General Plan Amendment Initiation

 

To my HOA contacts:

 

There was some confusion on the draft policy comment request from the Board of Supervisors.  In case you
didn’t get it yourself, it has the potential to shut down the high density version of the Dixon Ranch proposal,
temporarily if not for good.  Seems too good to be true, right?  I don’t have a crystal ball, but let’s not miss an
opportunity.  Perhaps you could forward my letter(attached PDF) to your neighbors, and encourage them to ask if
they don’t understand!  I always prefer an original letter, but I’d rather they used this than nothing at all!

 

Let neighbors know that if they indeed agree with the attached letter, they can copy these recipients into the
address line and forward it with an “I concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process for General
Plan Amendments” :

 

shawna.purvines@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us,
bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us
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You should also include the link to the county page:  http://www.edcgov.us/Government/Planning/Draft_
General_Plan_Initiation_Amendment_Policy.aspx

 

Hope this helps clarify things, and perhaps motivates people to write in!

 

 

Ellen Van Dyke

www.greenvalleyalliance.org

 

preReview GPA draft policy feedback_7.10.13.pdf
124K
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

RE: Initiation Hearing for Planning in ElD County
1 message

CA MOM <camom2345@hotmail.com> Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 11:40 PM
To: Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

The Initiation Hearing proposal that the board is currently contemplating to put in place, to hold public comment.  The proposal in this
article:

http://www.villagelife.com/news/county-invites-comment-on-general-plan-policy/

Thank you for addressing this message.
Kim
 

From: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Date: Wed, 17 Jul 2013 17:02:37 -0700
Subject: Re: Initiation Hearing for Planning in ElD County
To: camom2345@hotmail.com

Hello Kim,

Would you be able to tell me which proposal you are speaking of?  You mention being an EID County resident.  Was the proposal from
EID?  This information would help us to respond to your comments.  

Thank you
Shawna

On Mon, Jul 15, 2013 at 11:18 AM, CA MOM <camom2345@hotmail.com> wrote:

I would like to know if this proposal supplants any others currently in place.

I would like to know if this proposal is geared toward developers being able to provide low income housing without public
consideration or input.

I am an ElD County resident who is committed to having the county growth be mandated by public concerns vs private
greed.

Thank you,

Kim S

-- 

Shawna L. Purvines
Sr. Planner
Development Services

El Dorado County
Phone:(530) 621-5362
shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
www.edcgov.us

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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Thank you.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Amendment Policy
1 message

Lori at Shingle Springs Community Alliance
<info@shinglespringscommunityalliance.com>

Fri, Jul 19, 2013 at 4:24
PM

To: Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: Supervisor Mikulaco <bosone@edcgov.us>, Supervisor Nutting <bostwo@edcgov.us>, Supervisor Veerkamp
<bosthree@edcgov.us>, Supervisor Briggs <bosfour@edcgov.us>, Supervisor Santiago <bosfive@edcgov.us>,
roger.trout@edcgov.us

Dear Shawna,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft General Plan Initiation Amendment
Policy.  Please find our comments and a suggested revised draft of the policy attached to this
email.

Lori Parlin on behalf of the
Shingle Springs Community Alliance, No San Stino, and Stop Tilden Park

  Keeping Shingle Springs Rural

www.ShingleSpringsCommunityAlliance.com
www.StopTildenPark.com

www.NoSanStino.com
www.facebook.com/ShingleSpringsCommunityAlliance

Click here to sign our online petition of support

cc: Board of Supervisors, Roger Trout

2 attachments

Comment on Draft El Dorado County Board of Supervisors Policy for GP Initiation Process.pdf
132K

SSCA Suggested Revisions to General Plan Amendment Initiation Policy.pdf
128K
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Comment on Draft El Dorado County Board of Supervisors Policy for a 
 GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT INITIATION PROCESS 

by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park and No San Stino 
 

Shingle Springs Community Alliance (SSCA), Stop Tilden Park (STP) and No San 
Stino (NSS) are grass-roots, community-based not-for-profit unincorporated 
citizen associations primarily composed of residents and property owners in 
Shingle Springs.  In response to the request for comment on a proposed Board of 
Supervisors Policy to establish a procedure for early review of privately initiated 
General Plan Amendments, Specific Plans or Specific Plan Amendments published 
by the County of El Dorado, SSCA, STP and NSS respectfully submit the following 
comments. 
 
The proposed policy, that would be retroactive to include review of all currently 
submitted pending development project proposals that include General Plan 
Amendments, Specific Plans or Specific Plan Amendments, will bring a critically 
needed early high level review of project consistency with important General 
Plan Policies that will help insure the integrity of the General Plan and its orderly 
implementation.  By creating the opportunity to forestall premature or ill-advised 
projects that threaten to overwhelm and distort carefully thought-out policies for 
balanced and orderly growth in keeping with the policy priorities of the General 
Plan, the proposed policy is a major step forward in assuring responsible 
development for the future of El Dorado County.  SSCA, STP, and NSS strongly 
support adoption of the policy at the Board’s earliest opportunity. 
 
We note with approval that the policy review for initiation of a General Plan 
Amendment will apply to all projects, regardless of whether or not the proposed 
project is located within a Community Region Line or Rural Center.  As we 
previously pointed out in commenting for the Workshop on Community Region 
Line Revisions, a serious weakness in the current General Plan CRL policy is the 
lack of linkage between land use designations, infrastructure planning and the 
extent of CRL areas comprised of low and medium density land use designations.  
Early review to evaluate the extent to which adequate infrastructure is either 
actually in place or that infrastructure expansion projects are fully planned (with 
environmental reviews completed and financing in place) for construction of the 
infrastructure in advance of or concurrent with project development, as we 
suggest will go a long way to mending that flaw.  
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There are, however, a number of modifications to the proposed policy that would 
strengthen it in achieving its stated purpose and guide its application with 
reference to many important policies in the General Plan. 
 

a) Presumptive denial of any General Plan Amendment for a 
residential, commercial or industrial urban or suburban type 
development project outside of Community Region Lines or 
Rural Centers as established in the General Plan or as they may 
be amended by Board initiative. 
 

Without a strong policy discouraging private development proposals outside of CRLs or 
Rural Centers, the intent of the General Plan that these designated areas should serve as 
urban limit lines is virtually meaningless.  If privately initiated General Plan amendments 
can readily modify CRLs or Rural Center boundaries, the purpose of channeling 
development within CRLs or Rural Centers is defeated.  Modification of CRLs or Rural 
Center Boundaries should be reserved exclusively to Board of Supervisors initiative.   
Expansion of CRL or Rural Center boundaries should be limited so that they would only 
be considered as part of regular five-year reviews of the General Plan, and only 
approved if there is compelling evidence that the General Plan policies cannot be 
achieved unless additional land must be included within CRLs or Rural Centers. 
 

b) Specific thresholds for infrastructure to be in place, or financed 
exclusively by development-secured funding, should be part of the 
criteria for consideration of proposed General Plan Amendments. 
 
i. No General Plan Amendment should be given initial approval 

unless there are sufficient existing water and sewer 
connections available to serve the project as stated in EID’s 
most recent annual report.  Exceptions should be considered 
only if developers make adequate arrangements to secure full 
funding of the cost of any system expansions necessary to 
serve the project without risk to current EID ratepayers. 
 

ii. Consideration should be given to a policy reserving current EID 
water and sewer capacity for highest priority long-term, locally-
based job growth and commercial sales-tax generating 
projects. 

 
iii.   No General Plan Amendment should be given initial approval 

unless the Travel Demand Model and/or other reliable expert 
analysis demonstrates that no LOS F traffic conditions will be 
created as a result of the project. 
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El Dorado County land use authority and responsibility for planning and development 
of critical water and sewer infrastructure essential to any urban or suburban type 
development is divided between the Board of Supervisors and El Dorado Irrigation 
District (EID).  The Board can use its land use authority to more effectively coordinate 
development proposals with planning and financing of water and sewer infrastructure 
projects to assure that developer financing is in place for system expansion needed to 
accommodate planned growth, rather than exposing existing EID ratepayers to the risk 
that rates and Facilities Capital Charges (FCCs) collections fall short of the revenue 
needed to service EID bonds, resulting in financing-induced rate increases, as has 
recently occurred.   
 
El Dorado County has a serious and growing imbalance between housing and jobs.  The 
County also suffers from significant economic loss due to residents having to travel 
outside of the county for shopping opportunities.  First priority for use of the current 
extremely limited supply of public water connections should be given to projects that 
address those problems, and support locally-based, living-wage jobs.  Reserving some of 
the existing capacity for those projects will prevent the available supply being exhausted 
by even more residential projects that will only exacerbate the jobs/housing imbalance 
and sales tax hemorrhage.  
 
As a final comment, because of the significance of any General Plan Amendment for the 
delicate balance of resources and multiple policy issues involved, we oppose 
exemptions for small projects, whether for projects below a certain acreage or below a 
certain number of dwelling units.  Such a policy would result in multiple proposed 
amendments that would cumulatively be more damaging to sound planning.  
 
In addition to supporting the proposed General Plan Initiation Process (preferably with 
the modifications suggested in these comments), SSCA, STP and NSS will continue to 
advocate for an adjustment of the CRL in the Shingle Springs area to a smaller Rural 
Center or Town Core Area designation.  EID’s IWRMP and IWWMP demand projections 
are based on the current General Plan land use designations and Zoning Ordinance 
densities.  The limits of both the existing and EID planned water and sewer 
infrastructure will not support the potential large increase in high-intensity compact 
urban and suburban type development that the current extensive area of the CRL 
encourages.  SSCA, STP and NSS are engaging the Shingle Springs Community in an 
update of the 1977 Shingle Springs Community Area Plan that will serve as the best 
vision for the future of Shingle Springs as a predominantly rural community.  We expect 
to bring our new Shingle Springs Community Area Plan forward for consideration by the 
Board of Supervisors in the next few months. 
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed General Plan Initiation 
Process policy.  Rest assured that SSCA, STP and NSS will continue to inform, engage and 
mobilize the Shingle Springs community in critical land use issues that impact the quality 
of life in Shingle Springs. 
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COUNTY OF EL DORADO, CALIFORNIA 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS POLICY 

 

Subject: 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT INITIATION 
PROCESS 

Policy Number 
TBD - DRAFT 

Page Number: 
Page 1 of 5 

Date Adopted: 
TBD 

Revised Date: 

    
BACKGROUND:  

The El Dorado County General Plan is the comprehensive, long-term plan for the physical 

development of the county. State planning law requires the County to develop, adopt and 

maintain a legally adequate general plan, and provides for periodic monitoring, update and 

amendment of the general plan. The El Dorado County General Plan implements State 

planning law by providing for periodic monitoring of development activity and adjustment of   

the development potential of properties or modification of Community Region and Rural  

Center boundaries as the County deems necessary. 

On April 4, 2011, the County completed the first five-year review following adoption of the 

General Plan. The County assessed prior activity and determined that the basic General Plan 

Assumptions, Strategies, Concepts and Objectives were still generally valid, and that land-use 

amendments would not be needed at this time. The County identified a number of General 

Plan policy revisions that would reinforce certain priorities including creation of jobs, provision 

of housing affordable to moderate-income households, retention of sales tax revenue, 

promotion and protection of agriculture and compliance with revisions in state law. The County 

initiated a Targeted General Plan Amendment to address the identified policy revisions. 

State planning law permits general plan amendments to be initiated by the County or by a 

private party. A property owner may request a General Plan Amendment by submitting an 

application. Although a property owner has the right to submit amendment requests to the 

County, not all are worthy of study and consideration by County staff and the decision makers. 

Considering the significant investment that is required to initiate and process a development 

application, the Board has determined a procedure is needed to ensure that applicants are 

fully informed of the potential issues and risks associated with a privately initiated General 

Plan Amendment, and to provide a means to bring to an early conclusion 
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COUNTY OF EL DORADO, CALIFORNIA 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS POLICY 

 

Subject: 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT INITIATION 
PROCESS 

Policy Number 
TBD - DRAFT 

Page Number: 
Page 2 of 5 

Date Adopted: 
TBD 

Revised Date: 

    
those amendment applications which are inconsistent with the major goals and policies of the 

General Plan or which are premature given the extent of current development activity. 

This policy is issued to specify the manner in which amendments to the El Dorado County 

General Plan amendments sought by private parties shall be initiated pursuant to 

Government Code Section 65358, and General Plan Policies [2.9.1.1 through 2.9.1.6.] 

POLICY:  

It is the policy of the Board of Supervisors (Board) that any privately initiated General Plan 

amendment, [Specific Plan or Specific Plan amendment] proposing to change the land use 

designation to increase allowable residential densities shall require an “Initiation” hearing 

before the Board. The "Initiation” hearing is the first point of consideration by a decision 

maker and is intentionally limited in scope. The hearing shall focus on the fundamental 

question of whether the proposed change to the General Plan is worthy of further analysis 

based upon compliance with the Criteria described below in this section. 

This is a limited decision and is neither an approval nor denial of the general plan amendment 

or development application. The Board will not discuss or consider the details of an 

accompanying development proposal, nor be swayed by the promise of a great development 

project. 

The "Initiation" process allows the County to authorize an amendment application to proceed 

or to deny an application for amendment which is clearly inconsistent with major goals and 

policies of the General Plan, or premature in light of the overall implementation status of the 

General Plan. It also allows for early public awareness and involvement in the process as a 

whole. The process is similar to that followed for amendments initiated by the County, which 

require adoption of a "Resolution of Intention" to formally initiate the amendment. 
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COUNTY OF EL DORADO, CALIFORNIA 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS POLICY 

 

Subject: 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT INITIATION 
PROCESS 

Policy Number 
TBD - DRAFT 

Page Number: 
Page 3 of 5 

Date Adopted: 
TBD 

Revised Date: 

     
This policy shall apply both to general plan amendment, [specific plans and specific plan 

amendment] applications submitted after the effective date of this policy, as well as 

applications submitted prior to, but not approved as of the effective date of the policy. 

"General Plan Amendment Initiation Process" 

An applicant shall submit a written request to initiate a General Plan amendment to the 

Community Development Agency. The request shall include the following items: 

1. A description of the proposed General Plan Amendment [specific plans and specific plan 

amendment] including a discussion of the elements and policies to be amended, the 

reasons for the amendment, and compliance with the criteria below; 

2. Vicinity and Location Maps, if land use changes are proposed; 

3. Site plan(s) showing existing and proposed general plan land use designations for the 

subject property and surrounding properties; 

4. Optional exhibits, such as photographs or aerial photographs. 

A staff report shall be prepared by staff and the request shall be referred to the Board of 

Supervisors for a hearing [within 60 days] from date of complete application to evaluate 

whether the application complies with the criteria identified below. 

 

Criteria for Initiation of General Plan Amendments 

An application for General Plan amendment shall be referred to the Board for a hearing to 
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evaluate whether the application complies with the following criteria:  

1. The amendment request is consistent with the principal goals and objectives of the 
 

 

COUNTY OF EL DORADO, CALIFORNIA 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS POLICY 

 

Subject: 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT INITIATION 
PROCESS 

Policy Number 
TBD - DRAFT 

Page Number: 
Page 4 of 5 

Date Adopted: 
TBD 

Revised Date: 

    
general plan, and 

 2. The proposed amendment meets one or more of the following goals and objectives: 

A. Increases employment opportunities within El Dorado County; 

B. Promotes the development of housing affordable to moderate income 
households; 

C. Provides additional opportunities to retain retail sales and sales tax revenues 
within El Dorado County; 

D. Protects and enhances the agricultural and natural resource industries; 

E. Is necessary to comply with changes in state or federal law; and 

 3. Public infrastructure, facilities and services appear to be available to serve the proposed 

increase in density/intensity without adverse impact to other planned development 

consistent with the General Plan, or the additional public infrastructure, facilities and 

services can be feasibly be provided by the proposed development as part of the 

amendment process. 

 

A. No General Plan Amendment shall be given initial approval unless there are 

sufficient existing water and sewer connections available to serve the project as 

stated in EID’s most recent annual report.  Exceptions shall be considered only if 

developers make adequate arrangements to secure full funding of the cost of any 
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system expansions necessary to serve the project without risk to current EID 

ratepayers. 

 

B. Current EID available water and sewer connections not utilized for existing 

approved undeveloped residential parcels shall be reserved for new long-term, 

locally-based job growth and commercial sales-tax generating projects. 

 

C.  No General Plan Amendment should be given initial approval unless the Travel 

Demand Model and/or other reliable expert analysis demonstrates that no LOS F 

traffic conditions will be created on County roads or state highways as a result of the 

project. 

 

4.  General Plan Amendments for a residential, commercial or industrial urban or suburban 

type development project outside of Community Region Lines or Rural Centers as 

established in the General Plan or as they may be amended by Board initiative shall be 

presumptively denied.  Modification of Community Region Lines or Rural Center 

Boundaries shall be reserved exclusively to Board of Supervisors initiative.  Expansion 

of Community Region Line or Rural Center boundaries shall only be considered as part 

of regular five-year reviews of the General Plan, and only approved if there is compelling 

evidence that the General Plan policies cannot be achieved unless additional land must 

be included within CRLs or Rural Centers.  

Exemptions 

General Plan amendments necessary to correct technical errors or mapping errors, to 

facilitate the development of qualified housing projects available to very low or low income 

households, to protect the public health and safety or to comply with the requirements of state 

or federal law are exempt from the provisions of this policy. [other exemptions may include 

smaller projects such as project within areas less than 80 acres and/or increase fewer than 

100 dwelling units]. 
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COUNTY OF EL DORADO, CALIFORNIA 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS POLICY 

 

Subject: 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT INITIATION 
PROCESS 

Policy Number 
TBD - DRAFT 

Page Number: 
Page 5 of 5 

Date Adopted: 
TBD 

Revised Date: 

    
SUNSET DATE: This Board Policy shall expire on the earlier of the date the County provides 

notice to the public of commencement of the 2016 General Plan five-year review cycle, or 

January 1, 2016. 
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - General Plan Amendment Initiation Process

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=14012a993c481a2a 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

General Plan Amendment Initiation Process
1 message

Lindell Price <lindellprice@gmail.com> Wed, Jul 24, 2013 at 2:50 PM
To: Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

I generally support the proposed General Plan Amendment Initiation Process.

Page 1 - Regarding "priorities including creation of jobs", I suggest adding a word such as "sustainable" or
"ongoing" to make it clear that the jobs related to the construction of the project are not sufficient to meet the job
creation criteria.

Page 2 under POLICY - Expand the General Plan amendments requiring the "Initiation" process to include
reducing or changing commercial, industrial, Research & Development, or similar land uses, or to reducing
residential density.  It is important to insure that the goals of increasing jobs, reducing retail leakage, as well as
preserving and promoting natural resources and agriculture are not inappropriately compromised. 

Page 3 under under "General Plan Amendment Initiation Process" be sure that the time limit is sufficient for the
staff to prepare a report, and for the Supervisors to schedule a hearing.

Page 4 under EXEMPTIONS  Give careful consideration to the size of projects that are exempt.  While it may be
wise to allow some small projects to proceed with the General Plan amendment process, 80 acres, or 100
dwellings criteria are too large.

Lindell Price

(916) 804-7316
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - (no subject)

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=14015ff027132be5 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

(no subject)
1 message

Lisa Tomaino <ltomaino@sbcglobal.net> Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 6:22 AM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

"I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential development
projects needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not yet approved
projects.  In this way, any projects that deviate significantly from County land use policy can be rejected up front,
and thus can save the Board, county staff and the public, time and taxpayers dollars.  "

Sent from my iPhone
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Respect existing communities in new development decisions

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=14016195e9a29eb8 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Respect existing communities in new development decisions
1 message

Greg Prada <gprada@comcast.net> Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 6:51 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: "bosone@edcgov. us" <bosone@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov. us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>, "bosthree@edcgov.
us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov. us" <bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov. us"
<bosfive@edcgov.us>

Dear Ms. Purvines and El Dorado County Board of Supervisors,

 

Passing new development over the will of the neighboring existing communities is wrong. It further is bad
government placing the desires of a few over the senior rights of entire existing neighboring communities to
preserve the property rights and lifestyle for which they have paid taxes for many years.

 

And don’t forget that the so called “newbies” over the past dozen years collectively have paid  hundreds of
millions of dollars of fees for schools, road improvements and traffic mitigation, water and sewer hook-up fees,
etc. Those hundreds of millions of dollars weren’t all spent in the new development communities but instead also
have funded improvements and services benefitting the entire county. So don’t dismiss the “newbies” as
somehow not entitled to have their desires given equal weight to long term El Dorado County citizens.

 

El Dorado County’s existing citizenry deserve that their County government places interests of existing
communities above those of the few who want to do something different with their land. Think of it as somewhat
analogous to the principle of eminent domain, but from the perspective of the surrounding community.

 

For the foregoing considerations, I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors
on large residential development projects needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently
proposed but not yet approved projects.  In this way, any projects that deviate significantly from County land use
policy can be rejected up front, and thus can save the Board, county staff and the public, time and taxpayers
dollars.

 

Respectfully,

 

Greg Prada

Cameron Park
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Fwd: General Pland Amendment Initiation Policy

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=14016a79bc0b604e 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Fwd: General Pland Amendment Initiation Policy
1 message

Kimberly Kerr <kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us> Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 9:26 AM
To: Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Kim Kerr
Assistant County Administrative Officer
Acting Community Development Agency Director
El Dorado County
330 Fair Lane
Placerville, CA 95682
CAO Phone (530) 621-7695
CDA (530) 621-5914

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: "Terry Auch" <terryauch@gmail.com>
Date: Jul 25, 2013 9:14 AM
Subject: General Pland Amendment Initiation Policy
To: <kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us>
Cc: 

I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential development projects

needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not yet approved projects.  In this way, any

projects that deviate significantly from County land use policy can be rejected up front, and thus can save the Board, county

staff and the public, time and taxpayers dollars.  

These projects are clearly not in the interest of local residents - they add to the community problems we already struggle

with, water shortages, polution, traffic congestion, noise etc.  

Sincerely, Terry Auch

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Support for a Pre-review Policy

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=1401742200c89bd8 1/2

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Support for a Pre-review Policy
1 message

Briana Finley-Link <briana@finley-link.com> Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 12:15 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us,
kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us

 

Dear Shawna Purvines:

 

My name is Briana Finley-Link.  My husband and I are long-term residents of the County.  My husband,

Allen R. Link, is a retired administrative law judge.  He moved here in the 1970’s to raise his children, while

he commuted to Sacramento to hear public labor law cases.  I am a business law attorney, and commercial

property appraiser, who moved up from Los Angeles to join him in 1995.  Since then, we have lived in a

home in the Ridgeview Community of El Dorado Hills.

 

We both moved here for the lifestyle, and we are very opposed to a number of high density projects that

have been submitted recently to the County. We are in complete agreement with the following statement

drafted by the Green Valley Alliance:  "We support the requirement for a pre-review process by the

Board of Supervisors on large residential development projects needing General Plan amendments,

which would include currently proposed but not yet approved projects.  In this way, any projects that

deviate significantly from County land use policy can be rejected up front, and thus can save the

Board, county staff and the public, time and taxpayers dollars.”

 

 

Sincerely,

 

 

Briana Finley-Link,

and Allen R. Link

 

Ridgeview Residents at
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Support for a Pre-review Policy

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=1401742200c89bd8 2/2

3469 Patterson Way,

El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

briana@finley-link.com

 

916.933.4599
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Fwd: General Plan Amendment Initiation Policy

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=140176c728330bc0 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Fwd: General Plan Amendment Initiation Policy
1 message

Kimberly Kerr <kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us> Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 1:01 PM
To: Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Kim Kerr
Assistant Chief Administrative Officer
Acting Community Development Agency Director

Contact Chief Administrative Office/Risk            Contact CDA Director:
County of El Dorado                                              County of El Dorado
Chief Administrative Office                                      Community Development Agency
330 Fair Lane                                                        2850 Fairlane Court
Placerville, CA 95667                                             Placerville, CA 95667
(530) 621-7695                                                       (530) 621-5914

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or privileged information. It is
solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use, or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable
laws including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, or authorized to receive for the intended
recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the communication. Thank you for your consideration.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Terry Auch <terryauch@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 9:13 AM
Subject: General Plan Amendment Initiation Policy
To: kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us

I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential development projects

needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not yet approved projects.  In this way, any

projects that deviate significantly from County land use policy can be rejected up front, and thus can save the Board, county

staff and the public, time and taxpayers dollars.  

These projects are clearly not in the interest of local residents - they add to the community problems we already struggle

with, water shortages, polution, traffic congestion, noise etc.  

Sincerely, Steven J. Auch

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Policy

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=14017b5a57a38cf9 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Policy
1 message

Kelle Reve <kellehernandez@sbcglobal.net> Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 2:21 PM
Reply-To: Kelle Reve <kelrev@att.net>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us" <kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us>, "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>,
"bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>, "bosthree@edcgov.us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us"
<bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us" <bosfive@edcgov.us>

July 25, 2013
 

Shawna Purvines
Community Development Services

2850 Fairlane Ct

Placerville, CA  95667

RE:  Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Policy
Dear Ms. Purvines:
I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential
development projects needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not
yet approved projects (EDC project list, document: 13-0793 B 1 of 1, ATTACHED).

Policy language should clearly state that any pre-approval by the board shall in no way constitute an
approval of the project or an obligation by the county to approve the project in the future.
Sincerely,

Kelle Reve Hernandez

 
cc   Board of Supervisors
      Kim Kerr, Assistant CAO and Acting CDA Director
 
 
 

 
  

County reference document.docx
94K
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County reference document: 13-0793  B  1 of 1 

 

13-0793 2B  69 of 181



8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - General Plan Initiation Process

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=14017b5b1c3ab082 1/2

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

General Plan Initiation Process
1 message

Gsrla <gsrla.treas@sbcglobal.net> Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 2:21 PM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>, brigg <bosfour@edcgov.us>, santiago <bosfive@edcgov.us>,
veerkmp <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us" <kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov.us"
<bostwo@edcgov.us>

July 25,2013
 
 
Shawna Purvines
Community Development Services
2850 Fairlane Ct
Placerville, CA  95667
 
 
RE:  Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Policy
 
Dear Ms. Purvines:
 
I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential development
projects needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not yet approved
projects (EDC project list, document: 13-0793 B 1 of 1).
 
Policy language should clearly state that any pre-approval by the board shall in no way constitute an approval of
the project or an obligation by the county to approve the project in the future.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray and Betty Peterson
Rescue CA
 
 
 
 
cc   Board of Supervisors

Kim Kerr, Assistant CAO and Acting CDA Director
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - General Plan Initiation Process

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=14017b5b1c3ab082 2/2
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Policy

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=1401859fc5ed7c13 1/2

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Policy
1 message

zalaywan@aol.com <zalaywan@aol.com> Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 5:21 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us,
bosfive@edcgov.us

July 25, 2013
 
 
Shawna Purvines
Community Development Services
2850 Fairlane Ct
Placerville, CA  95667
 
 
RE:  Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Policy
 
Dear Ms. Purvines:
 
I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential
development projects needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not
yet approved projects (EDC project list, document: 13-0793 B 1 of 1).
 
Policy language should clearly state that any pre-approval by the board shall in no way constitute an
approval of the project or an obligation by the county to approve the project in the future.
 
 
Sincerely,

Deborah Alaywan
El Dorado Hills Resident
 

 
 
 
cc   Board of Supervisors
      Kim Kerr, Assistant CAO and Acting CDA Director
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - GENERAL PLAN INITIATION AMENDMENT POLICY

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=140192699fda9f7d 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

GENERAL PLAN INITIATION AMENDMENT POLICY
1 message

JOANNE JARDINE <ken-joanne@sbcglobal.net> Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 9:04 PM
Reply-To: JOANNE JARDINE <ken-joanne@sbcglobal.net>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>, bosone <bosone@edcgov.us>, bostow
<bost@edcgov.us>, bosthree <bosthree@edcgov.us>, bosfour <bosfour@edcgov.us>, bosfive <bosfive@edcgov.us>,
Kim Kerr <kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us>

I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential

development projects needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not

yet approveed projects.  In this way, any projects that deviate significantly from County land use policy can

be rejected up front, and thus can save the Board, county staff and the public, time and taxpayers dollars.

 

Sincerely, Joanne Jardine
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Policy

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=1401baae9b80d3e3 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Policy
1 message

sjfinch13@aol.com <sjfinch13@aol.com> Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 8:48 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us,
bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us, kimberly.kerr@edcgov.us

 
 
Dear Gentlepersons:
 
I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential development
projects needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed, but not yet approved
projects.  In this way, any projects that deviate significantly from County land use policy can be rejected up front,
and thus can save the Board, county staff and the public, time and taxpayers dollars.
 
Sincerely,
 
S. H. Finch
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Subject: Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=1401caebdf054da0 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Subject: Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

steve-koss@comcast.net <steve-koss@comcast.net> Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 1:32 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: bosone@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us,
edc.cob@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as possible,
preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No
San Stino.  The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the
application process.

Thank you,

Steven R. Koss
Shingle Springs, Ca
530-651-3842
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8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=1401cc7a278692ce 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Bob Caldwell <rcjc4@sbcglobal.net> Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 1:59 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us,
roger.trout@edcgov.us, edc.cob@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as possible,
preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No
San Stino.  The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the
application process.

 

Thank you,

Robert H. Caldwell

4248 Lorrain St.

Shingle Springs CA 9568i2
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

steve clark <jsclark58@gmail.com> Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 3:39 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us, roger.trout@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us,
bosthree@edcgov.us, edc.cob@edcgov.us, Lori at Shingle Springs Community Alliance
<info@shinglespringscommunityalliance.com>

Subject:  Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793

 

Dear Ms. Purvines and Board Members,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as
soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs
Community Alliance,.  The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at
an early stage of the application process. As a property owner next to the proposed San Stino

development I was Amazed that my neighbors just 700 feet from the fence line got no notification of the plan to
put 1000 + homes right next to me, that’s not even to the road on our drive way, yes not even to Old French Town
rd. 2 of us next to the fence got a letter form you guys ,Nice don’t you think? Hundreds of people more than 600

feet from the project heard nothing! Thank God for the Shingle Springs Community Alliance We need to
stop things early that make no sense. The Board knows our streets can’t handle it, but they still
let the developer move forward ,Why? In 2004 I and a few of my neighbors wanted to rezone
from 10Ac. Down to just 5 Ac to match the 400+ Ac right behinds us that is zoned all 5 ac. We
were told that the General Plan would not be changed and we were out of luck! Wow guess it
was in the counties best interest to keep 4 families locked into 1 House per 10Ac and let their
Parents not be able to move up here with the families and put a house in their names on the
books. Talk about feeling Discriminated by.

I hope that the county will open their eyes to what the citizens of Shingle Springs want and not
just how much money they are going to make by doing you know what to us.  I ask you to Keep
the Zoning as is 5 Ac 1 house, do not bring in anything more!

Thank you,

 

Steve Clark

Shingle Springs Ca.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Dan DeJager <dddejager@yahoo.com> Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 8:43 PM
Reply-To: Dan DeJager <dddejager@yahoo.com>
To: "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>,
"bosthree@edcgov.us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us" <bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us"
<bosfive@edcgov.us>, "roger.trout@edcgov.us" <roger.trout@edcgov.us>, "edc.cob@edcgov.us"
<edc.cob@edcgov.us>, "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as

soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs

Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The policy will give the public a

much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application process.

Thank you,

Dan DeJager

Shingle Springs, CA
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Javad Tayebi <jtayebi@gmail.com> Sat, Jul 27, 2013 at 6:01 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us, Roger Trout
<roger.trout@edcgov.us>, edc.cob@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as

soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs

Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The policy will give the public a

much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application process.

Thank you,

 

Javad Tayebi

5376 Marybelle Lane,
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
 
"Not only in our deeds, but in our words we would do well to consider how what we say and do affects other
people, particularly the people we care most about.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy
1 message

Judy Eberlein <jmecoupons101@gmail.com> Sat, Jul 27, 2013 at 10:10 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,
 
I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as
soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs
Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The policy will give the public a
much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application process.

Thank you,
 
Judy Eberlein
Shingle Springs, CA.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

General plan initiation policy #13-0793
1 message

Frank Liebert <sugit@pacbell.net> Sat, Jul 27, 2013 at 4:14 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,
 
As a long time El Dorado County resident I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan
Initiation Policy, File #13-0793 preferably with the revisions suggested by the Shingle Springs
Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park and No San Stino. The policy would give the public the
opportunity to engage at the early stages of the application. This would also give the public and the
developer a chance to vent any problems at an early stage to expedite the project and to workout
issues with the BOS.
Thank you so much.
 
Frank Liebert
4590 French Creek Rd
Shingle Springs, Ca 95682

13-0793 2B  82 of 181



8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Subject: Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=14025771a4f9ea24 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Subject: Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

steve cogburn <roostercogburn99@gmail.com> Sun, Jul 28, 2013 at 6:28 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us,
bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us, roger.trout@edcgov.us, edc.cob@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as

soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs

Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino. The policy will give the public a much

needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application process.

Thank you,

Maggie Cogburn

4628 French Creek Rd.

Shingle Springs Ca.95682
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Susan Statti <susanstatti@gmail.com> Sun, Jul 28, 2013 at 6:03 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I'm sending a quick note to encourage the Board to listen to the community and approve the

Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as possible, preferably with the

suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No

San Stino.  The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early

stage of the application process.

Thank you,

Susan Statti

1923 Desperation Drive

Shingle Springs, CA 95682
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Marilyn Callaway <mrc@directcon.net> Mon, Jul 29, 2013 at 9:53 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as
soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs
Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The policy will give the public a
much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application process.

 

Thank you,

 
Danny and Marilyn Callaway
1950 Desperation Drive
Shingle Springs 
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Gail P Cone <gpcwoodwk@gmail.com> Mon, Jul 29, 2013 at 11:29 AM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us,
roger.trout@edcgov.us, edc.cob@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

I implore the El Dorado County Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File

#13-0793, as soon as possible, with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs

Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  We need a government policy that

will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application

process.  We didn't move to Shingle Springs to watch the area become yet another urban web

of humanity.  Some people like the ant hill environment, we do not, and chose the area because

it represented the environmental balance and quiet we were looking for.  We strongly support

the keep Shingle Springs area rural philosophy. 

Thank you,

Gail and Karen Cone

South Shingle Springs area.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Proposed Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Langley, Cheryl@CDPR <Cheryl.Langley@cdpr.ca.gov> Mon, Jul 29, 2013 at 3:58 PM
To: "Shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <Shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "bosfive@edcgov.us" <bosfive@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us" <bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosthree@edcgov.us"
<bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>, "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>,
"roger.trout@edcgov.us" <roger.trout@edcgov.us>, "edc.cob@edcgov.us" <edc.cob@edcgov.us>

Please see attached comments regarding the proposed General Plan amendment initiation proposed policy, File
#13-0793. 

GPAmendment.Initiation.docx
18K
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Cheryl Langley          July 29, 2013 
5010 Mother Lode Drive 
Shingle Springs, CA  95682 
 

RE:  General Plan Amendment Initiation Process, File #13-0793 
 
Dear Ms. Purvines: 
 
I agree with—and support—adoption of a Board Policy that would provide a means for the Board of Supervisors to bring an 
early conclusion to General Plan amendment applications that are “premature” or are inconsistent with the goals and 
policies of the General Plan (especially those that are coupled with a request for zoning changes that increase residential 
densities).   
 
I support the following aspects of the draft policy: 

 The new policy should apply to amendment applications “…submitted prior to, but not yet approved as of the 
effective date of the policy.” 

 

 The policy should apply to Specific Plans and Specific Plan amendments. 
 

I do not support the following: 

 Exemptions for “certain qualified housing projects,” presumably very low, low, and moderate income housing.  My 
thought is that developers may promote a housing project under the auspices of providing all (or a percentage of) 
low and moderate income housing, even if the project would otherwise be deemed inappropriate for a given area.  
I also believe such housing developments could be placed in areas of the County that are disastrous—such as where 
there is no employment within a reasonable commute.   

 

 Exemptions for commercial, industrial, R&D, or similar land uses.  I would have to know more about this, but it 
seems this could cause some problems in some communities.  For instance, there are some industrial (and R&D, I 
believe) zoned property close to my property, and I’m not sure this land should reasonably be designated as such.  
(These properties are surrounded by low-density residential on Greenstone Road; historically “commercial” on this 
road was comprised of a single feed store serving local farmers.)  It seems to me exclusion from the proposed 
review process gives landowners of these properties the ability to proceed with plans to modify land use to uses 
even less suitable to the area without initial review (e.g., R&D to industrial or commercial, or vice versa). 

 

 The possible exemption of “smaller” projects of “…less than 80 acres and/or an increase of fewer than 100 dwelling 
units.”  Even a project of this “small” size could be problematic for some communities.  For instance, a project of 
100 units would be considered a big project in Shingle Springs.  However, I do understand the Board has to draw a 
line somewhere, and I have sympathy for this—there is a level at which the Board could become too bogged down 
by decision making at particular level.  Because I don’t see the number of amendment applications submitted to the 
County, I have no feel for how much time would be required (comparatively) if the criteria were dropped to say, 
less than 20 acres/20 housing units, etc.  (That being said, I have to wonder if developers might shift strategies and 
submit proposals for multiple “small” projects much to the detriment of “good planning” and the vitality of the 
communities in which they operate.) 
 

Shingle Springs Community Alliance (SSCA) Comments 
I support the comments submitted by the SSCA; specifically those related to development/infrastructure.  Evaluation of 
available—or reasonably achievable developer financed infrastructure—is critical, and language supporting this 
determination as a condition of initial amendment approval should be included in the Board Policy.   
 
In closing, I support this policy because I believe it could solve some problems.  I have sympathy for County staff, the Board, 
and County residents that have to spend time on projects so obviously not suited to their target communities.  I can say 
without fear of contradiction that as a resident it is really difficult to take the time out of your personal life and away from 
your job and family to “fight” for denial or modification of development proposals—and it is especially aggravating when 
the proposals are so obviously wrong-headed in the first place.  Implementation of this policy would save County staff, 
Board members, residents—and developers—a good deal of time and angst. 
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Bill Statti <bstatti@gmail.com> Mon, Jul 29, 2013 at 7:39 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I strongly encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-

0793, as soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs

Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The policy will give the public a

much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application process.

Thank you,

 

Bill Statti
1923 Desperation Drive
Shingle Spings, CA 95682
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Thelma White <wytrose@pacbell.net> Mon, Jul 29, 2013 at 8:16 PM
Reply-To: Thelma White <wytrose@pacbell.net>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>,
"bosthree@edcgov.us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us" <bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us"
<bosfive@edcgov.us>, "edc.cob@edcgov.us" <edc.cob@edcgov.us>

Dear Ms. Purvines:

 

Our family are residents of Shingle Springs, having moved here from the Bay Area to get away

from the traffic congestion, school overcrowding, smog, bright lights, and crime. The absolute

last thing we want is for all of what we'd purposely left behind to follow us to our lovely

community! We heartily encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation

Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by

Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino. Approval of

this policy would give the public a much needed opportunity to engage in the growth activities of

our community and voice our comments at an early stage of the application process in order to

keep the integrity of our communities in tact.

 

We thank you for your consideration.

 

The White Family

Shingle Springs

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
Thank you for your consideration.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Elizabeth Prelsnik <bprelsnik@sbcglobal.net> Tue, Jul 30, 2013 at 10:10 AM
Reply-To: Elizabeth Prelsnik <bprelsnik@sbcglobal.net>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>, "bosthree@edcgov.us"
<bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us" <bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us" <bosfive@edcgov.us>,
"roger.trout@edcgov.us" <roger.trout@edcgov.us>, "edc.cob@edcgov.us" <edc.cob@edcgov.us>

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as
possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop

Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at

an early stage of the application process.

Thank you,

 

Elizabeth Prelsnik

4301 Vega Loop

Shingle Springs, CA  95682

 

 

myesig.com

13-0793 2B  95 of 181

http://www.myesig.com/esig/link-101709.php
http://www.myesig.com/esig/link-101710.php
http://www.myesig.com/esig/link-101711.php
http://www.myesig.com/esig/link-101712.php
http://www.myesig.com/esig/link-101713.php
http://www.myesig.com/esig/link-109856.php
http://www.myesig.com/esig/link-164041.php
http://www.myesig.com/esig/link-164040.php
http://www.myesig.com/esig/link-164042.php
http://www.myesig.com/r.php?rc=FE06B8


8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=1403093e14139dbb 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

Phil Prelsnik <pprelsnik@hotmail.com> Tue, Jul 30, 2013 at 10:15 AM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>,
"roger.trout@edcgov.us" <roger.trout@edcgov.us>, "edc.cob@edcgov.us" <edc.cob@edcgov.us>,
"bosthree@edcgov.us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us" <bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us"
<bosfive@edcgov.us>

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as

soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs

Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The policy will give the public a

much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application process.

Thank you,

 

John Prelsnik

4301 Vega Loop

Shingle Springs, CA  95682
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Re: Draft General Plan Initiation Policy
1 message

The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us> Tue, Jul 30, 2013 at 4:16 PM
To: David Pava <david@pava.com>
Bcc: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

I will make your comments available to Supervisor Nutting and forward to Shawna Purvines. Shawna is the lead in our General Plan
amendment process.  She will gather the information and  bring her recommendation before the Board of Supervisors for consideration. .
 Thank you for being involved. 
Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

On Mon, Jul 29, 2013 at 2:25 PM, David Pava <david@pava.com> wrote:

Dear Mr. Nutting

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as possible,

preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No

San Stino.  The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application

process.

Thank you,

 

David Pava

4801 Jubilee Trail 
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
 

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 

Thank you.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Re: Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us> Thu, Aug 1, 2013 at 3:29 PM
To: Leslie Freeman <ednles@sbcglobal.net>
Bcc: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

I will make your comments available to Supervisor Nutting and forward to Shawna Purvines. Shawna is the lead in our General Plan
amendment process.  She will gather the information and  bring her recommendation before the Board of Supervisors for consideration. .
 Thank you for being involved. 
Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

On Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 8:50 PM, Leslie Freeman <ednles@sbcglobal.net> wrote:

Subject:

Dear Mr. Nutting,

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as possible,

preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No

San Stino. The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application

process.

Thank you,

Leslie Freeman

Ed Stigall

James Stigall

Shingle Springs

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Re: Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793
1 message

The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us> Thu, Aug 1, 2013 at 3:32 PM
To: Karen Schumann <karenschumann@sbcglobal.net>
Bcc: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

I will make your comments available to Supervisor Nutting and forward to Shawna Purvines. Shawna is the lead in our General Plan
amendment process.  She will gather the information and  bring her recommendation before the Board of Supervisors for consideration. .
 Thank you for being involved. 
Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

On Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 5:19 PM, Karen Schumann <karenschumann@sbcglobal.net> wrote:

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as possible,

preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No

San Stino.  The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application

process.

 Thank you, Karen Schumann 
                    4161 Sottile Lane, Shingle Springs, CA 95682

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Re: general plan
1 message

The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us> Thu, Aug 1, 2013 at 4:10 PM
To: Brad Barnhill <bradleybarnhill@gmail.com>
Bcc: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

I will make your comments available to Supervisor Nutting and forward to Shawna Purvines. Shawna is the lead in our General Plan
amendment process.  She will gather the information and  bring her recommendation before the Board of Supervisors for consideration. .
 Thank you for being involved. 
Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

On Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 1:39 PM, Brad Barnhill <bradleybarnhill@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear Mr. Nutting

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as soon as possible,

preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No

San Stino. The policy will give the public a much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application

process.

Thank you,

Brad Barnhill

1941 Desperation dr.

Shingle Springs,  CA 95682

530-677-1440

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

re: Draft Policy for General Plan Amendment Initiation
1 message

blacinfo@aol.com <blacinfo@aol.com> Thu, Aug 1, 2013 at 7:15 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us, bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us,
bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us
Cc: blacinfo@aol.com

To Shawna Purvines and the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors:

I concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process for General Plan Amendments.  

 http://www.edcgov.us/Government/Planning/Draft_General_Plan_Initiation_Amendment_Policy.aspx

In addition, I would like to quote from a thesis written by Ellen Desvarro in the summer of 2012 in partial

satisfaction of the requirements for her degree of Master of Science in Urban Land Development.  While she

was examining what it would take for El Dorado Hills (EDH) to become a sustainable suburb, she found that

most of the residents (77%) that she interviewed preferred low density neighborhoods even if it meant driving

a car to commute or travel locally.  "More compact dwelling, even detached homes on smaller lots may not

attract EDH residents.  High-density or mixed-uses are not the preference."  Large homes with large back

yards were preferred by 46% of those interviewed even if it meant they would have long commutes to work.

With several large residential projects currently being presented to the Board of Supervisors (BOS)

representing the so called "Smart Growth" principles, it would appear they are in direct conflict with the

preferences of many current El Dorado Hills residents as well as other residents of the county considered to

be more rural in nature.  I would hope the BOS would take this into consideration in the future when

addressing the significant impacts these projects will have on the roads and residents who moved to El
Dorado County to leave the congestion and urban life styles of closer in communities behind.  In general,

many El Dorado County residents would prefer to preserve the rural character they desired when they
moved here as much as possible and for the BOS to 

continue to maintain the current policy of road improvements proceeding all new developments.

Thank you for your consideration,

Kathy and Herb Prevost

1080 Jasmine Circle

El Dorado Hills, CA  95762

Quotes and statistics taken from "Not Just the Suburbs Anymore:  Can the Suburban Community of El

Dorado Hills, California Become a Sustainable Suburb?"  A Thesis Presented to the Faculty of the

Departments of Public Policy and Administration, California State University, California; submitted in partial
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satisfaction of the requirements for the degree of Master of Science in Urban Land Development by Ellen

Desvarro, Summer 2012

  

 

preReview_GPA_draft_policy_feedback_7.10.13.pdf
124K
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Re: Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Policy
1 message

The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us> Fri, Aug 2, 2013 at 12:05 PM
To: Rita Moeller <rlmoeller@sbcglobal.net>
Bcc: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

I will make your comments available to Supervisor Nutting and forward to Shawna Purvines. Shawna is the lead in our General Plan
amendment process.  She will gather the information and  bring her recommendation before the Board of Supervisors for consideration. .
 Thank you for being involved. 
Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

On Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 3:06 PM, Rita Moeller <rlmoeller@sbcglobal.net> wrote:

This is a copy of a letter I sent to Ms. Shawna Purvines.

Dear Ms. Purvines:
I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential development
projects needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not yet approved projects
(EDC project list, document: 13-0793 B 1 of 1).

Please be sure that policy language will clearly state that any pre-approval by the board shall in no way constitute
an approval of the project or an oblicgation by the county to approve the project in the future.

In this way, any projects that deviate significantly from County land use policy can be rejected up front, and thus can
save the Board, county staff and the public, time and taxpayer dollars.

Sincerely, 

Rita L. Moeller
2181 Marden Drive
Rescue, CA 95672

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Re: Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Policy
1 message

The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us> Fri, Aug 2, 2013 at 3:29 PM
To: Della Clavere <dellaclavere@comcast.net>
Bcc: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Your comment have been made available for Supervisor Nutting's review, and forwarded to Shawna Purvines. Shawna is the lead in our
General Plan amendment process.  She will gather the information and  bring her recommendation before the Board of Supervisors for
consideration. .  Thank you for being involved. 
Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

On Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 1:18 PM, Della Clavere <dellaclavere@comcast.net> wrote:

Dear Shawna,
 

I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential development projects needing
General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not yet approved projects (EDC project list, document: 13-

0793 B 1 of 1).  In this way, any projects that deviate significantly from County land use policy can be rejected up front, and thus can
save the Board, county staff and the public, time and taxpayers' dollars.
 
Policy language should clearly state that any pre-approval by the board shall in no way constitute an approval of the project or an
obligation by the county to approve the project in the future.
 

Thank you for the opportunity to give input.

Della Clavere
702 Bonita Drive
El Dorado Hills, CA  95762
(916) 933-6062
dellaclavere@comcast.net

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Re: Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Policy
1 message

The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us> Fri, Aug 2, 2013 at 6:00 PM
To: John & Kelley <bugginu@sbcglobal.net>
Bcc: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Your comment have been made available for Supervisor Nutting's review, and forwarded to Shawna Purvines. Shawna is the lead in our
General Plan amendment process.  She will gather the information and  bring her recommendation before the Board of Supervisors for
consideration. .  Thank you for being involved. 
Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

On Thu, Jul 25, 2013 at 11:00 AM, John & Kelley <bugginu@sbcglobal.net> wrote:

July 25, 2013

 

 

Shawna Purvines

Community Development Services

2850 Fairlane Ct

Placerville, CA  95667

 

 

RE:  Public Comment: Draft General Plan Amendment Initiation Process Policy

 

Dear Ms. Purvines:

 

I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors of any residential development project needing
General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not yet approved projects (EDC project list, document: 13-

0793 B 1 of 1).

 

We believe that this pre-review process should also include any projects that are proposing zoning changes or community region
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adjustments.

 

We believe that the public should be noticed for these pre-review meetings and the board should receive public input early and
often. The notice to the public should not be based on the current process of 500 feet but rather a number of effected residents.
Perhaps 200 to 500 residents within a certain radius of the proposed project would be more appropriate.

 

Policy language should clearly state that any pre-approval by the board shall in no way constitute an approval of the project or an
obligation by the county to approve the project in the future.

 

 

Sincerely,

 

Kelley & John Garcia

El Dorado Hills

www.greenspringsalliance.org

 

 

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.

13-0793 2B  108 of 181

http://www.greensprings/
http://alliance.org/


8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Re: General Plan Initiation

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=pt&cat=GPA Initiative%2FGPA Initiation Public Comment&search=cat&th=14041c8fd46f1fc1 1/1

Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Re: General Plan Initiation
1 message

The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us> Fri, Aug 2, 2013 at 6:26 PM
To: Carole Goold <cargo@internet49.com>
Bcc: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Your comment have been made available for Supervisor Nutting's review, and forwarded to Shawna Purvines. Shawna is the lead in our
General Plan amendment process.  She will gather the information and  bring her recommendation before the Board of Supervisors for
consideration. .  Thank you for being involved. 
Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

On Fri, Aug 2, 2013 at 5:29 PM, Carole Goold <cargo@internet49.com> wrote:
Dear Supervisors:
 
I am asking you to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793 with the suggested revisions made by the Shingle
Springs Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The public needs the opportunity to engage at an EARLY STAGE of
the application process.
 
Thank you,
Carole Goold
6020 Cozydell Lane
Shingle Springs, CA 95682

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Re: County Plan Update
1 message

The BOSTWO <bostwo@edcgov.us> Fri, Aug 2, 2013 at 6:40 PM
To: Carpenters <mscarp39@gmail.com>
Bcc: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Your comment have been made available for Supervisor Nutting's review, and forwarded to Shawna Purvines. Shawna is the lead in our
General Plan amendment process.  She will gather the information and  bring her recommendation before the Board of Supervisors for
consideration. .  Thank you for being involved. 
Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

Thank you.

Kitty Miller on behalf of
Ray Nutting
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
530) 621-5651

On Tue, Jul 23, 2013 at 4:05 PM, Carpenters <mscarp39@gmail.com> wrote:
Supervisor Nutting:

Re: Comments on General Plan Update

 

At several meetings there was a discussion by the Supervisors about openness in county government, having concern for wishes of
constituents, and having straightforward discussions about planning without bureaucratic mumbo-jumbo.  The county general plan
doesn’t offer openness and concern for residents. 

 

Particularly disturbing is the Community Region designated for Shingle Springs.  Although much of the area is zoned R-5, the
Community Region essentially negates the R-5 zoning.  In the General Plan it is stated that the Region is compatible with three different
residential zones, five commercial zones and six other zones.   The extent and far reaching area of the Region in Shingle Springs was
put in at the behest of three landowners.  This Community Region is underhanded at best.  The Community Region does not provide for
“Smart Growth” but rather indiscriminate, intense uses of all sorts without regard to availability of resources, adjacent uses, and zoning,
or the wishes of the residents.

 

Do the right thing.  Remove this Community Region Line, now, and back-up and then insure the General Plan Update is an open and fair
process.  If your planning staff is unable or unwilling to do this, hire someone who can and will.

 

In addition, implementation of zoning where ordinances may not be in place is up to the discretion of the Zoning Director.  There needs
to be oversight and implementation needs to be done with full public knowledge.

 

I have attached comments on the General Plan Update.  Please read them.
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Ralph and Sandra Carpenter

Shingle Springs

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential information, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 
 Any retransmission, dissemination or other use of the information by persons other than the intended recipient or 
entity is prohibited.
 If you receive this e-mail in error please contact the sender by return e-mail and delete the material from your 
system. 
Thank you.
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Public comment supporting draft policy for GPA Initiation Amendment
1 message

Kirsten Klinghammer <klingham@pacbell.net> Mon, Aug 5, 2013 at 12:35 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us
Cc: bosone@edcgov.us, bostwo@edcgov.us, bosthree@edcgov.us, bosfour@edcgov.us, bosfive@edcgov.us

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

My husband and I concur with the attached letter regarding a pre-approval process for General Plan
Amendments.

 

Sincerely yours,

 

Kirsten Klinghammer & Sean McDermott

 

 

****

Kirsten Klinghammer

Rescue, CA, USA

 

img013.pdf
908K
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

EDC Master Plan
1 message

Larry Keenan <lobbythis@comcast.net> Mon, Aug 5, 2013 at 1:25 PM
To: Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Date: August 5, 2013
 
To:   Ms Shawna Purvines
 
Re:  New Initiation Hearings Policy
 
____________________________________________________________________________
 
In the El Dorado Hills Telegraph, dated July 31, titled "Input Sought on Plans", it stated that
public input was encouraged by August 2.  That did not leave much time to respond so I am
hoping that my comments will still be relevant and accepted.
 
I am a resident of EDH for over 18 years. I support the concept of having a new policy of guiding
privately initiated developments that would require a change in the general plan.
 
The fact that there is a new approach to the density requirements in the county, particularly in
El Dorado Hills, is causing a great deal of consternation among homeowners.  Inquiries have been
made to the county on this issue and the response has been that the legislature acted on the
density issue for the whole state a couple of years ago and "we are just following the law". To
me that answer is insufficient and does not satisfactorily explain how you get to 4.5 houses per
acre.  It is inconsistent with the semi rural character, on the western slope, of El Dorado County.
 
With the issue of 13 projects adding a total of 6,000 residential units to the county, many of
whom are in the El Dorado Hills area, it requires that the county have a mechanism in place to let
developers know that if they want to build here there are certain requirements that need to be
met. The criteria should include a density level consistent with the character of the area.  4.5
houses per acre does not reflect that character.
 
In the matter of proposed developments such as Dixon Ranch, Wilson Estates, all to dump traffic
onto Green Valley Road, developers need to know that they, not the county, will front the cost
of traffic studies to assure that the impact of more traffic will be mitigated by signalization,
widening, and appropriate lane markings, the cost to be born by the developers. In the case of
Dixon Ranch the size of the project and it's proposed density is unacceptable.  If these are the
types of issues that would be screened in a new "initiation hearings policy" then I support that
concept.
 
Please note - if there is a mechanism whereby these development projects are tracked I would
appreciate a web address from the county to follow alerts and updates on these or any other
development projects.
 
 
Respectfully,
 
Larry Keenan
3391 Tartan Trail
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El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
916 933 9475
lobbythis@comcast.net
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Fw: EDC Master Plan
1 message

Larry Keenan <lobbythis@comcast.net> Mon, Aug 5, 2013 at 7:21 PM
To: Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Shawna, I want to make clear that my support for this initial policy should apply to projects
already applied for, and not just those in the future.  L Keenan
----- Original Message -----
From: Larry Keenan
To: Shawna Purvines
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 1:25 PM
Subject: EDC Master Plan

Date: August 5, 2013
 
To:   Ms Shawna Purvines
 
Re:  New Initiation Hearings Policy
 
____________________________________________________________________________
 
In the El Dorado Hills Telegraph, dated July 31, titled "Input Sought on Plans", it stated that
public input was encouraged by August 2.  That did not leave much time to respond so I am
hoping that my comments will still be relevant and accepted.
 
I am a resident of EDH for over 18 years. I support the concept of having a new policy of guiding
privately initiated developments that would require a change in the general plan.
 
The fact that there is a new approach to the density requirements in the county, particularly in
El Dorado Hills, is causing a great deal of consternation among homeowners.  Inquiries have been
made to the county on this issue and the response has been that the legislature acted on the
density issue for the whole state a couple of years ago and "we are just following the law". To
me that answer is insufficient and does not satisfactorily explain how you get to 4.5 houses per
acre.  It is inconsistent with the semi rural character, on the western slope, of El Dorado County.
 
With the issue of 13 projects adding a total of 6,000 residential units to the county, many of
whom are in the El Dorado Hills area, it requires that the county have a mechanism in place to let
developers know that if they want to build here there are certain requirements that need to be
met. The criteria should include a density level consistent with the character of the area.  4.5
houses per acre does not reflect that character.
 
In the matter of proposed developments such as Dixon Ranch, Wilson Estates, all to dump traffic
onto Green Valley Road, developers need to know that they, not the county, will front the cost
of traffic studies to assure that the impact of more traffic will be mitigated by signalization,
widening, and appropriate lane markings, the cost to be born by the developers. In the case of
Dixon Ranch the size of the project and it's proposed density is unacceptable.  If these are the
types of issues that would be screened in a new "initiation hearings policy" then I support that
concept.
 
Please note - if there is a mechanism whereby these development projects are tracked I would
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appreciate a web address from the county to follow alerts and updates on these or any other
development projects.
 
 
Respectfully,
 
Larry Keenan
3391 Tartan Trail
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
916 933 9475
lobbythis@comcast.net
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

General Plan Initiation Policy
1 message

Michael J. Cook <mcook@hsmlaw.com> Mon, Aug 5, 2013 at 3:10 PM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "kbone@parkerdevco.com" <kbone@parkerdevco.com>

Shawna: Attached is a comment letter sent on behalf of Marble Valley Company  and Serrano Associates. The
original, with attachments, is being overnighted to you. Thanks.

 

Mike Cook

 

From: hsmscan@hsmlaw.com [mailto:hsmscan@hsmlaw.com] 
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 2:06 PM
To: Michael J. Cook
Subject: Message from KMBT_423

 

 

SHS&M Copie13080514050.pdf
212K
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

General Plan Initiation Policy
1 message

Michael J. Cook <mcook@hsmlaw.com> Mon, Aug 5, 2013 at 3:10 PM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "kbone@parkerdevco.com" <kbone@parkerdevco.com>

Shawna: Attached is a comment letter sent on behalf of Marble Valley Company  and Serrano Associates. The
original, with attachments, is being overnighted to you. Thanks.

 

Mike Cook

 

From: hsmscan@hsmlaw.com [mailto:hsmscan@hsmlaw.com] 
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 2:06 PM
To: Michael J. Cook
Subject: Message from KMBT_423

 

 

SHS&M Copie13080514050.pdf
212K
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Draft General Plan Initiation Amendment Policy
1 message

Bob Shattuck <Bob.Shattuck@lennar.com> Tue, Aug 6, 2013 at 2:46 PM
To: shawna.purvines@edcgov.us

Mrs. Purvines, 

Please find the attached comment letter from Lennar regarding the Draft General Plan Initiation
Amendment Policy.  Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Bob Shattuck

Director of Community Development

Lennar 

bob.shattuck@lennar.com

www.lennar.com

Office Phone: 916-746-8511 

1420 Rocky Ridge, Suite # 320

Roseville, CA 95661

Lennar comment.pdf
413K
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Comment on Draft General Plan Initiation Policy - File #13-0793
1 message

Cheryl Southerland <frenchcreekheaven@sbcglobal.net> Wed, Aug 7, 2013 at 7:58 AM
Reply-To: Cheryl Southerland <frenchcreekheaven@sbcglobal.net>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "bosone@edcgov.us" <bosone@edcgov.us>, "bostwo@edcgov.us" <bostwo@edcgov.us>,
"bosthree@edcgov.us" <bosthree@edcgov.us>, "bosfour@edcgov.us" <bosfour@edcgov.us>, "bosfive@edcgov.us"
<bosfive@edcgov.us>, "roger.trout@edcgov.us" <roger.trout@edcgov.us>, "edc.cob@edcgov.us"
<edc.cob@edcgov.us>

 

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I encourage the Board to approve the Draft General Plan Initiation Policy, File #13-0793, as

soon as possible, preferably with the suggested revisions made by Shingle Springs

Community Alliance, Stop Tilden Park, and No San Stino.  The policy will give the public a

much needed opportunity to engage at an early stage of the application process.

 

Please don't allow developers to destroy our beautiful Shingle Springs.

Thank you,

 

Cheryl Southerland

French Creek Road, Shingle Springs
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

General Plan comments
1 message

Gerald Lillpop <g_lillpop@yahoo.com> Wed, Aug 7, 2013 at 1:09 PM
Reply-To: Gerald Lillpop <g_lillpop@yahoo.com>
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Dear Ms. Purvines:

As per our conversation this morning attached are my comments on the review of the
current General Plan. If you could please see to it that the Supervisors receive this I
would appreciate it very much.

Sincerely,

Gerald Lillpop

Dear Supervisors.doc
29K
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GGeerraalldd  LLiillllppoopp  
 

3444 La Canada Dr.  Cameron Park, CA 95682    530-672-9828    
 

August 7, 2013 

 

Dear Supervisors: 

 

I wish to express that I am against any review of and or attempt to reopen or revisit the 

general plan. El Dorado County spent considerable time, effort and money in developing 

the general plan that is in place. The current plan was reviewed by all of the appropriate 

agencies, vetted and commented on by the public and voted on by the then sitting Board 

of Supervisors.  

 

The General Plan that was adopted reflects the need for growth and the ability of property 

owners to exercise their right to develop their property. It also provides for the need to 

develop the county in a fashion that provides for the continued life style enjoyed by the 

residents of El Dorado County. The current General Plan balances the need for adequate 

infrastructure development and continued growth. The equilibrium between the two is 

paramount to the livability of El Dorado County.  

 

El Dorado County should look to Los Angles and Santa Clara counties as examples of 

how not to expand. They are examples of unrestrained growth that has lead to the decline 

in the lifestyle of the residents of those counties. If you look at the over development of 

those counties and then factor in the congestion, pollution and the need for continued 

infrastructure improvements and the inconvenience these projects have inflicted on the 

residents of those counties you will see and agree that El Dorado County should proceed 

with caution.  

 

If any changes to the General Plan are made that allow for the reopening of projects that 

are contained in the current General Plan and these projects are allowed to expand 

beyond what is currently allowed then the nature of El Dorado County will change. The 

reason for this is Highway 50 is built so as to create a bottle neck from Cameron Park 

through El Dorado Hills. Any extensive development will put pressure on Highway 50 

that it can not absorb. If this happens El Dorado County will be faced with either 

highway gridlock that will rival Los Angles and Santa Clara counties or the county will 

have to use the police powers provided by the eminent domain laws to procure the space 

needed to expand Highway 50. This will create either a hardship on commuters or the El 

Dorado County/California State budgets. Where will the money come from to buy 

housing, public parks and business that currently line Highway 50 and that will have to 

be removed to expand Highway 50’s capacity?  How disruptive will any real expansion 

of Highway 50 be to county residents? 

 

There is also the fact that if the General Plan can be amended to allow current  

developments that are included in the General Plan to be reviewed and allowed to expand 

then what is the good of having a General Plan in the first place. The reason the county 
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was compelled to create a General Plan was to allow development that was consistent 

with the current lifestyle of El Dorado County and insure that growth would not over 

shadow or supersede our lifestyle.  

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Gerald Lillpop 
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

County Invites Comment on General Plan Policy
1 message

Wolfe, Amy <Amy.Wolfe@g3enterprises.com> Wed, Aug 7, 2013 at 3:08 PM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>
Cc: "Lubeck, Robert" <Robert.Lubeck@g3enterprises.com>, "Wolfe, Amy" <Amy.Wolfe@g3enterprises.com>,
"Rowe, Jared" <Jared.Rowe@g3enterprises.com>

Good Afternoon Shawna,

 

Please accept the attached letter of comment to El Dorado County’s General Plan Amendment Initiation
Process.

 

Thank you,

 

Amy Wolfe

 

Amy R Wolfe

G3 Enterprises, Inc. 

Sr Director, General Manager, Real Estate Division

502 E Whitmore Ave | Modesto, CA 95358

P (209) 341-7006 F (209) 572-4306 M (209) 277-6487

 

G3 Comment letter to ED County Initiation Process.pdf
458K

13-0793 2B  177 of 181

http://www.g3enterprises.com/
https://mail.google.com/mail/b/41/u/0/?ui=2&ik=150a3325ea&view=att&th=1405ad3113000d0f&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw


13-0793 2B  178 of 181



13-0793 2B  179 of 181



13-0793 2B  180 of 181



8/30/13 Edcgov.us Mail - General Plan Amendments
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Shawna Purvines <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

General Plan Amendments
1 message

Bolinger, Tom <TBolinger@fnf.com> Tue, Aug 27, 2013 at 6:57 PM
To: "shawna.purvines@edcgov.us" <shawna.purvines@edcgov.us>

Dear Ms. Purvines,

 

I apologize if this is past the deadline.  I travel out of the country for long periods.  However I do want my input
heard.  So below please find my position on General Plan amendments. 

 

I support the requirement for a pre-review process by the Board of Supervisors on large residential development
projects needing General Plan amendments, which would include currently proposed but not yet approved
projects.  In this way, any projects that deviate significantly from County land use policy can be rejected up front,
and thus can save the Board, county staff and the public, time and taxpayers dollars. 

 

Thank you for your time.

 

Tom Bolinger

916 952 9800
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