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Debra Ercolini <debra...........o v wv gy -.Us>

o

Fw: Central El Dorado I Is Specific Plan and El Dorado Hills Executive Golf

Course Disc¢ >sures
1 message

Char Tim <charlene.tim@edcgov.us> Wed, Dec® 2019 at 3:41 PM

To: Debra Ercolini <debra.ercolini@edcgov.us>
Cc: Rommel Pabalinas <rommel.pabalinas@edcgov.us>

Debbie,

Please print these out and make copies for distribution at tomorrow's meeting. | will upload these after the hearing along

with any other documents we receive from now. Thanks!

Char Tim
Clerk of the Planning Commission

County of El Dorado

Planning and Building Department
2850 Fairlane Court

Placerville, CA 95667

(530) 621-5351 / FAX (530) 642-0508
charlene.tim@edcgov.us

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Diane Costa <dcosta@parkerdevco.com>

Date: Wed, Dec 11, 2019 at 3:28 PM

Subject: Central El Dorado Hills Specific Plan and El Dorado Hills Executive Golf Course Disclosures

To: charlene.tim@edcgov.us <charlene.tim@edcgov.us>

Cc: rommel.pabalinas@edcgov.us <rommel.pabalinas@edcgov.us>, Timothy White (tjwhite510@aol.com)
<tjwhite510@aol.com>

Dear Charlene:

Attached, please find a letter from Kirk Bone regarding the El Dorado Hills Executive Golf Course and
the referenced disclosures.

Please feel free to contact Kirk with any questions.

Kind regards,

Civrne Cinitar for Kirk Bone
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Planning Departme gov.us>

—amca

Fwd: reasons for opposition to EDH rezone of old golf course parcel
1 message

The BOSONE <bosone@edcgov.us> Wed, Dec © 2019 at 4:46 PM
To: Planning Department <planning@edcgov.us>

Kind Regards,

Cindy Munt

Assistant to Supervisor John Hidahl, District 1
Board of Supervisors, County of El Dorado
Phone: (530) 621-5650

CLICK HERE to follow Supervisor Hidahl on Facebook
CLICK HERE to visit Supervisor Hidahl's web page

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Cathy Devito <catdevitosf@yahoo.com>

Date: Wed, Dec 11, 2019 at 4:34 PM

Subject: reasons for opposition to EDH rezone of old golf course parcel

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>,
jvegna@edcgov.us <jvegna@edcgov.us>, gary.miller@edcgov.us <gary.miller@edcgov.us>, jeff.hansen@edcgov.us
<jeff.hansen@edcgov.us>, james.williams@edcgov.us <james.williams@edcgov.us>, rommel.pabalinas@edcgov.us
<rommel.pabalinas@edcgov.us>

Cc: tiwhitejd@gmail.com <tjwhitejd@gmail.com>, jdavey@daveygroup.net <jdavey@daveygroup.net>,
jirazzpub@sbcglobal.net <jjrazzpub@sbcglobal.net>, bwashburn@murphyaustin.com <bwashburn@murphyaustin.com>

Hello,
First, thanks to each of you for your public service. I'm a homeowner and resident of EDH; the following reasons are why
I request you vote NO REZONE of the EDH Executive Golf Course parcel.

1. The rezone is not necessary for the County to meet its RHNA and/or other local or State measures.
Housing is already under development to meet the criteria. Although there may be changes to requirements in the future,
there is plenty of land still available in the County to meet the needs.

2. The developer purchased the parcel in question knowing how it was zoned, and both County and developer have
heard public opinion on the subject since 2015. Overwhelmingly opposed by people who live and pay taxes in this
community.

A rezone would be mostly an economic benefit for the developer.

Any "trade" for other land on the ridge seems a ploy by the applicant/developer, as that land is more costly to develop and
represents far fewer homes for developer profit. Why does the community need to suffer the loss of prime open and
usable space to make it easier for a developer to profit? A smaller park next to a freeway is distasteful and not a fair
trade. Why trade at all.

3. An expectation that retirees from the Bay Area will continue to purchase in EDH in droves may be optir tic. Most, like
myself, were attracted to the semi-rural setting and relative lack of traffic congestion. It is quickly changing and there are
many other options for this demographic, both in and out of State, whether downsizing or looking for a better quality of life
for self / family.

Prop 90 is over in EDC, traffic congestion has apprecia ‘increased, and now the 'new normal' of power outages during
increasingly frightening fire seasons. This is not an attraction to EDH.

What does make EDH attractive and unique is the open space, recreation for families, adults, safer roads, less traffic.
Let's please not exchange open, usable community space for more dwellings, since we already have over9 0 in the
planning stages. .
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4. Where are the new jobs (close by) to support those with mortgages? Local mass transit options to ge!  Sacramento
or other urban areas that do provide such employment? We continue to lose larger employers, most recently Blue
Cross, replaced by more housing and retail/big box/warehouse. At some point that seems unsustainable.

Our schools are overcrowded already, and we are threatened with water rationing and power outages. Where is the
mitigation v. contribution to these problems?

Let's work with what we have approved already, to see what additional impacts we - the taxpayers - will need to bear with
respect to water, congestion and infrastructure maintenance and development.

5. The completion of residential and commercial projects underway at our Hwy 50 intersections will significar - increase
traffic in all directions, including all the way to Green Valley and Francisco. Silva Valley and EDH Blvd ca >t be widened
sufficiently.

Already there is significant congestion during non-commute hours at Green Valley/Silva and EDH/Francisco intersections.
These routes are used as cut-throughs by personal and commercial vehicles. In just 3 years I've seen a huge increase
on local roads during both commute and non-commute hours. The location of the potential rezone area is smack in the
middle of this and would add significantly.

| am not against development in general, but we also have a more fiscally responsible way to develop the open land
without adding a tax burden to our residents, destroying the very reason why they chose to live here.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Cathy Devito

3311 Bellingham Place

El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
415-652-2902
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12/12/2019 Edcgov.us Mail - Fwd: Letter from EDHCSD Board of Directors to El Dorado County Planning Commission RE: Hearing to consider the ...

www.edhcsd.org

This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service.
For more information please visit http://www.symanteccloud.com

Char Tim
Clerk of the Planning Commission

County of El Dorado

Planning and Building Department
2850 Fairlane Court

Placerville, CA 95667

(530) 621-5351 / FAX (530) 642-0508
charlene.tim@edcgov.us

_B Letter to Planning Commission_12.06.2019.pdf
2381K
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P20 N
Planning Department <planning@edcgov.us>

NGRS

Fwd: Old EDH Golf Course

1 message

The BOSONE <bosone@edcgov.us> Thu, Dec 12, 2019 at 8:47 AM
To: Planning Department <planning@edcgov.us>

Kind Regards,

Cindy Munt

Assistant to Supervisor John Hidahl, District 1
Board of Supervisors, County of El Dorado
Phone: (530) 621-5650

CLICK HERE to follow Supervisor Hidahl on Facebook
CLICK HERE to visit Supervisor Hidahi's web page

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Susan Thomas <susanthomas4400@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Dec 12, 2019 at 6:31 AM

Subject: Old EDH Golf Course

To: <bosone@edcgov.us>, <bostwo@edcgov.us>, <bosthree@edcgov.us>, <bosfour@edcgov.us>

Supervisors:

PLEASE do not allow further development of the Old EDH Golf Course. EDH has become congested enough these last
few years, and roadways in the immediate area of the old golf course are not adequate for any additional housing! In
fact, the traffic congestion that will be created with additional housing allowed here will be a safety hazard. Any
supervisor who votes to allow housing here will NOT get my vote the next time they are up for reelection.

Susan Thomas, Homeowner
El Dorado Hills, CA
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EDH NOW!

Purpose: Preserve the unique character and signature environment of E1 Dorado Hills

Background: After languishing for years, a Central El Dorado Hills Specific Plan was ¢ denly
released for review in November 2019, with a quick approval scheduled about a month later.

The plan is an apparent scheme by the Parker Development company to add hundreds of new
residences on relatively small acreage in El Dorado Hi ., utilizing the closed golf course and
some completely unrelated and non-contiguous property across from the archery range on El
Dorado Hills Blvd. The net effect will be the destruction of the central portion of El Dorado
Hills as we know it, with no benefit to current residents.

Subject: Points for Talking and Writing about the Central El Dorado Hills Specific Plan

e If this plan is approved, the welcoming central zone of EIl Dorado Hills will be
obliterated, with a barrage of apartments and houses replacing the openness and | asant
surroundings of I Dorado Hills’ entry and central area. Central EDH will look like
Folsom/Rancho Cordova. The Stakes Are Very High!

e Many of the new proposed residences are located on the old golf course, which he >een
promised and zoned for recreational use and open space. In a 2015 vote, 97% v« d to
keep this land open. The community overwhelmingly opposes this development.

o A colossal increase in traffic at the main freeway interchange and on the primary arterial
road for the community will occur with this plan. With the number of new residences
proposed, there will be up to 2000 additional cars competing for space on already
clogged roads, routinely creating LA and Bay Area-like traffic.

o There is no benefit to the community. The only benefit is to the developers. The
project’s own fiscal analysis foresees that the county will lose money every year, totaling
many millions of dollars. This deficit will ultimately be made up by taxpayers.

e What’s the rush? This hurried effort seems to be a blatant attempt to avoid public
scrutiny. The ability of El Dorado Hills to retain its distinctive mixed urban/rural
character hangs in the balance. If approved, this project will permanently and negatively
change the quality of life in the community.

e The abrupt hearing schedule for this plan, with possible approval during and just after the
holidays, allows insufficient time for concerned community members to read, understand,
and comment on thousan ; of pages comprising an incredibly complicated plan.

o The plan’s technical studies are out-of-date, in many cases about ten years old. The
EDH of today has grown substantially and is very different than it was when the - 1nical
studies were undertaken. These studies should be re-done by an independent third party
and should reflect actual current traffic impacts, etc.
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Combining the “Serrano Westside” old golf course area and the “Pedregal” area is
improper and makes no sense, unless the purpose is confusion. The two projects have
been thrown together even though the only common thread is that they both create traffic
problems for EDH Boulevard, and they are owned by the same individual.

Serrano Westside and Pedregal need to be considered separately for a number of asons:

a. The properties have nothing in common in terms of setting, hydrology, wildlife,
proposed type of development, previous land use, and more. They are
geographically distinct.

b. The tables in the plan do not segregate impacts by location, creating mass
confusion. It is impossible to tell which project causes which impacts.

c. The Corps of Engineers divided the project into two parts, with separate permits
for “Serrano Westside” and “Pedregal”, and are processing them separatc . If
the Corps is separating these two projects, so should the County.

d. The plan has many omissions. For example, there is no description of what
happens to the large portion of Pedregal bordered by Gillette on the north,
existing Ridgeview residences on the west, a housing development on the south,
and apartments on the east. This is a large blank space, suggesting some hidden
intent on the part of the developer. Maps of inpacts need to be released to
reviewers and the public.

One major issue is the wetland impacts. The wetlands delineation and other biological
studies were undertaken during the many years of drought. The rain of the last few years
has dramatically changed the impact areas, with springs and seeps on the Pedreg side
refreshed and many different wildlife species present. There are much more extensive
wetlands impacts than what the project proponent has conveyed in their documents. The
Corps of Engineers must be given all the facts about these wetlands, and not issue a
permit since so much will be destroyed. —

There appears to be some odd and unexplained density transfers between the ridge above
the archery range, an alleged asbestos site, and either/or the golf course or Pedregal sites
that are not normal in development and likely not legal.

It appears that promises made by Parker in the 1980s for protecting cultural and
biological resources were not kept, with many design changes. The County and Corps of
Engineers should review compliance measures undertaken by Parker for Serrano before
issuing any new permits to this developer. If they did not comply in the past, why enable
them to damage or destroy more resources.

Compiled by the EDH NOW! steering committee, December, 2019
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