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Wilson Estates hearing 10/22/2013

John Giles <johngiles 10@yahoo.com> Mon, Oct 21, 2013 at 1:35 PM

Reply-To: John Giles <johngiles10@yahoo.com>

To: bostwo@edcgov.us

Cc: "bosone@edcgov.us” <bosone@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 Supenvisor Nutting:
Regarding the approval of the Wilson Estates project: please wote No.

The proposed rezoning is not necessary to maintain compliance with Measure Y, the General Plan, or the
express wishes of County residents. The proposed rezoning is necessary only to facilitate the financial interests
of its backers. These financial interests do not trump the desires of County residents to maintain the current rural
character of our area.

The backers of Wilson Estates have made arguments which are not accurate or complete, and previous actions
on the proposal have skipped reports, reviews, and public comment which are required. To some extent it
appears that Staff are complicit in the misrepresentations and missed steps.

Would you please require Staff to bring to the Board, and to the public, a thorough, factual review of all previous
actions relating to this project, so that all errors and omissions can be known and addressed.

This County is not the place for greedy interests to come to increase their private wealth at the expense of our
oaks, creeks, savannahs, and the low density rural character of living here.

Please wote No.
Sincerely,
John Giles

3460 Cambridge Road
Cameron Park

Public Comment received 10-21-13
https://mail.goog le.com/mail/b/1 74/u/0/?ui=28&ik=35d558a887&view=pt&search=inbox&th=141dcbaddbf30749
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Public Comment for Wilson Estates, agenda 10/22/13

Ellen Van Dyke <gwralliance@gmail.com> Mon, Oct 21, 2013 at 2:21 PM
To: Jim Mitrisin <edc.cob@edcgov.us>

Hi Jim-

Please include the attached slides in the public comment for Wilson Estates, agenda item 36 tomorrow
(10/22/13)

Thank you- Ellen Van Dyke for GVA

@ 12 Days of Wilson _Complete_10.20.13.pdf
4493K

Public Comment received 10-21-13
https://mail g oog le.commail//174/w/0/ui=28ik=35d558a0e7&view=ptsearch=trash&th="141dce5 120816406
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" No such thing as “just” a rezone’
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"+ Do the Math

As proposed...

- R20K/3 acres.....6 parcels

R1/13 acres.......63 parcels
R20K/8 acres.....16 parcels
R1A/3.6 acres.... 3 parcels

R1 " R20K  RIA Total: 88 parcels possible

This project does not meet the requirements of a Planned
Development per the General Plan*, including the
30% open space provision.

*General Plan Policy 2.2.5.4: “All development applications which have the potential to create 50 parcels or more
shall require the application of the Planned Development combining zone district.”
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View West, 7am peak hour, typical
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Environmental Checklist/Discussion of
Impacts

Z11-0007/TM11-1504/Wilson Estates
Page 6

Soundwall & landscape
mitigation, proposed

~After

_y'val/pictured: Rolling Hills Subdivison, also by Wilson project proponent
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‘ The Site Specific Request’

The change from medium to high density residential
was via a form submitted to Planning Services in

1995 - no EIR analysis; no public review.

.?:.:"EE” B According to the application, they claimed:

U e —cr « Creek/oaks would be included in 12 acres of

Eﬁ&ﬁ*‘iﬁt?ﬁ:&“’*’ open space, leaving them untouched

SR e Z — Reality: This open space is not proposed.

f—?ﬁg:z%*ﬁxx“im * No substantial trees would be impacted

£ o e S Ty — Reality: Removal of many oaks of
significant size is proposed

The alternntive 10 (hs requested
residential, and the carrent zoning, R1A. For infrasnucture, emarcaraentsd, s sesthetic roasoma, R1A 13
e esitive and bess fenaidie to the Cownty &3 & whale then the proposed R)

would be.
tafrastrectare
m&&“hh—-m-h&mﬂahw_ym-m L
perspactive. [t is cloas 10 the western edge of the County, where Nigher denmties wre ocosrving dus to

sgnificant economic aed social forces of o larger comtext, 1 s in the proxmity of oter bigher dcasity

extases, such as Sterfingshire, wiich &3 right down the rosd. |t s bordered by Green Valisy Rosd on ose side

and Maicom Dexos Road o (he other, scitable roads fram s cepecity standpoint

Furthermors, this subdivision could provids an sccess berween these roads  No houses woekd have

drvewsys oo tes camaector, svoafing mistekes that heve crippled the development of mitable pascels o
other parts of the County  This would be & s & to the vouds that sre
beconung more P sirerastives to axsjor 1outes a3 proposed not oaly by

the Coumnty bt aiso the ation as & wiiole - notice the recent traasportation st pessed by Congress, which

silocased fimds toward secondery roeds ¢ opposed to highuays.

Water and scwe rffrastructare rom right up to the site. 1t is pert of en erea that is slready phasned for

service by the El Dorsdo lrrigation District, As pent of the AD3 Assesstmens district crested in 1988, the )

id=sites&srcid=ZGVmYXVsdGRvbWFpbn e

Link:
https://docs.google.com/viewer?a=v&pid=si
xncmVIbnZhbGxleXJVYWRhbGxpYW5jZXxneDoyYWIOM2IXMTYOYmI3NGQ2

GVA, October2013 _Twelve Days of Wilson

Proximity to Sterlingshire makes HDR okay

— Reality: Sterlingshire is ‘medium’
density (not ‘high’) and Wilson is not

adjacent to it.
The site is suitable because of the infrastructure

available
— Reality: no water, no sewer, inadequate

roads & schools
No substantial opposition from the neighbors.

— Reality: Not true then. Not true now.

Public Comment received 10-21-13
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‘Erroneous Environmental Review: Two’

E=00s8

Rt S

Total oak canopy, per the
environmental document (MND):
2.9 acres

Parcels 47-49 over Dutch
Ravine, comprise 3.6 acres.

Staff Report 10/22/13

80% coverage of this area alone
Attachment 1

would be 2.9 acres, without
including even one other tree on
the property.

County guidelines (IHMPG
2.1.1.2, established under GP policy
7.4.4.4) require ‘before’ and
‘after’ tree canopy details, but
regardless, many existing trees
have not been shown here.

Report is
incomplete & inaccurate

oogle Ae Indicates trees not shown in
canopy exhibit

GVA, October2013 _Twelve Days of Wilson 7
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‘Your neighborhood school’

OBJECTIVE 5.8.1: SCHOOL CAPACITY : Require that adequate school capacity exists and/or appropriate mitigation
consistent with State law to serve new residents concurrent with development.

Oakridge High School
Is impacted

Permanent Class Room (CR)
Capacity has been exceeded
without approving additional
subdivisions.

Wilson teens would not be
accommodated within their
district. ‘Mitigation’ could
possibly be bussing, but
buses have yet to be added,
and capacity has been
exceeded for at least 4 years
now.

Do Not Rezone
Respect the General Plan

GVA, October2013 _Twelve Days of Wilson

El Dorado Union High School District

2011-2012 Demographic Study

Capacity & Projected Enroliment
3000 Oak Ridge High School
2500 -
Boade--OrmlFooe-0 -meg-c 0 -Boog,
2000 4 2228 2222 2241 2262 (2244 2265 2286 2281 2314 2289 gy T B-.p
= | e 20 gg9g
1500
1000 -
500
0 T

08/09 09/10 10/11 t1/12 12113 13/14 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20 20/21 21/22

District L oading Standards
Traditional School Schedule
Portables inicuded in Temp Capacity
Classroom Count = 67 Perm & 22 Port
Grades Served =9 - 12

= &1 = Students attending(History = CBEDS)
= Temporary CR Capacity = 2388
w=Permanent CR Capacity = 1798

Public Comment received 10-21-13
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Brian Viet lefter, 6/2/03, on behalf of the Wilson’s and several others.
requesting to retain the HDR(high density residential) land use
designation granted in the ‘96 General Plan via a Site Specific Request
form. Nofe: In 1989, this land was actually MDR(medium density) with
R1A zoning. They were as disingenuous then as they are now

In their words:

“We purchased this land in 1989 with the
reasonable expectation that the land use and
zoning on the land would remain. That is,
quite simply, all we request now.”

To that, we would say:

Exactly! Residents buying land on Malcolm-
Dixon Rd, with Wilson’s parcels zoned as R1A,
had reasonable expectations of enjoying their
rural setting into the future.

No Double Standard! -

maintain the rural character we moved

here for.
-NO REZONE!
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The 1 0th DaylefiWilsonist-t: .
‘Inappropriate land use designation’

Policy 5.2.1.11: The County shall direct new development to areas where public water service already exists..

p—

» Water and sewer are NOT on site, contrary to (=]
the site specific change request (day 5!) High dgrz;sity T

(yelloaﬁ)ﬁsland“
L

JV/
JALCOLM-DIXON R /6" K
Policy 2.1.1.2: Community Regions must “... provide and maintain
appropriate transitions ...” at Community Region boundaries. N
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 Rezoning places high density R1 adjacent to
low density RES; the transition zoning is
eliminated.

REMOVE from the Community Region and return to the MDR designation

DENY the REZONE

GVA, October2013 _Twelve Days of Wilson 10
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Approved.

Biding
time.
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GVA, October2013 Twelve Days of Wilson

Proposed
Wilson
Estates

‘Wilson as Gateway’

Four projects north of Wilson’s,
poised to resubmit applications for
higher density...

Just waiting for BOS approval
on Wilson’s, to know that
disregard of General Plan

policies and public concerns is
| okay.

We’ve got news: [t is not okay.

NO REZONE.

Public Comment received 10-21-13
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‘Because of Measure Y you must Deny’

‘Measure Y is being violated
*The General Plan is being disregarded

-County residents’ pleas are unheard

For all of the reasons previously listed....

Do Not Approve this Rezone

GVA, October2013 _Twelve Days of Wilson 12
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