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EDC COB <edc.cob@edcgov.us> 

File 13-0024 Wilson Estates subdivision (TM11-1504) 
1 message 

John M. Garcia <john.garcia2@teledyne.com> Man, Feb 24, 2014 at 4:24 PM 
To: Ron Mikulaco <bosone@edcgov.us>, Ray Nutting <bostwo@edcgov.us> , Brian Veerkamp 
<bosthree@edcgov.us>, Ron Briggs <bosfour@edcgov.us>, Norma Santiago <bosfive@edcgov.us>, Jim Mitrisin 
<edc.cob@edcgov. us> 
Cc: John & Kelley <bugginu@sbcglobal.net> 

Please submit for Public Comment 

Members of the Board: 

We have been informed through the planning department that the applicant is bringing forth a 28 home subdivision 
map as a Planned Development (PD). Requirements of a planned development include 30% open space. If this 
is true, then it is likely that this project still inconsistent with Policy 2.2.5.21 . 

As discussed under the Findings for Denial: 

Rezone Zll-0007/Tentative Map TMll-1504/Wilson Fstates Board of Supervisors/October 29,2013: 

2.0 GENERAL PLAN FINDINGS 

2.1 The project is inconsistent with Policy 2.2.5.21 , which requires that development projects be designed in a 
manner which avoids incompatibility with surrounding land uses. The proposed zoning, design of the subdivision, 
and lot sizes of less than an acre are not compatible with the Medium and Low Density Residential 
land use designations and development patterns on lands surrounding the site of the proposed 
development. 

The background for this hearing also states: 

The Board directed staff to "consult with the applicants to bring back an alternate map reflecting 28 parcels" and 
prmAde "a report on relieving sewer requirements and discuss the potential for interior road design waivers and 
estimation of fees for a new map for the Board to consider waiving." 
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The applicant is in the process of preparing a 28-lot subdivision. Their engineer has worked with the County to 
in\€stigate utilizing septic systems for the project, howe\€r, the site is not suitable for septic systems at the 
density proposed. Design wai\€rs for the interior roads will be reviewed as a part of the subdivision review. 

The existing surrounding parcels with homes on them are on septic . I would suggest that the board and the 
public be provided a copy of the in\€stigation that determined that the site is not suitable for septic systems at 
the density proposed prior to approving a wai\€r of fees . Twenty eight roughly 1 acre parcels would ha\€ 
adequate percolation to support this system, as witnessed by the existence of septic systems in the parcels 
surrounding the proposed de\€1opment. This would again indicate that the subdivision is still inconsistent with 
Policy 2.2.5.21 and warrants a review prior to agreement to wai\€ fees. 

What has been requested by the public and the BOS via the findings of denial, is a community of 28, 1 acre 
parcels (or fewer if the proper guidelines limit that number due to roads/other restrictions) This would a\tQid 
inconsistency and incompatibility issues addressed in the denial. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

John M. Garcia 
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13-0024 Wilson Estates Consent Item 
1 message 

dcrosariol@ctaes.net <dcrosariol@ctaes.net> 
To: edc.cob@edcgov.us 

Dear Board of Supervisors: 

EDC COB <edc.cob@edcgov.us> 

Mon, Feb 24, 2014 at 5:07 PM 

I just re\1ewed an e-mail from Ms. Kelly Garcia wherein she requested that the item regarding the Wilson Estates 
fee waiver request be removed from the consent calendar. I made it very clear in my testimony at the hearing as 
did Peter Maurer that in order to meet the requirements of the BOS for a 28 lot map that we would have to 
employ the PD to the R1-A Zone. Ms. Garcia is not correct in her assertion that we were to come back with ±28 
1-acre parcels. The Board in their minute order (to bring back an alternate map reflecting 28 parcels); is our 
intention. We agree that the project should 'fit in'. We believe that we have designed a project that will 'fit in' as 
was relayed by a certain member of the Board. 

The minute order by the Board, as we perceived, was that the fee waiver would be considered. 

Sincerely, 

David R. Crosariol, P .E. 

Engineering & Surveying 
Civil t ngineering • l and SUiveying 11 Land Planning 

3233 Monier Circle, Rancho Cordova , CA 95742 
P (916) 638-09191 F (916) 638-24791 www.ctaes.net 
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