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Scoping Meeting
February 27, 2008

Please write any comments, suggestions, or concerns you may have about Shasta
County’s proposed Panorama Planned Development Project on this form and return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!
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Please feel free to attach add1t10naf comment sheets as necessary. Also, please hand your
comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Department of Resource
Management, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.

Wi st ng (LS gogaief At ,Z’;Z,é, —
_avgdae -y e /NWZ@ %L AU,
,r,/ (/ﬂ/;if/\ .y [4 A u&d /Ly /* /fzw/m,/f 244 1/,4/2}\ f;/
";f ng PR ,/ _
VARGl 2l p Ryl s Y o u)




oo,

i,

Wt




i,




cC.

)

4

7

(!

Z 4
au,

¢

)Qj

7Y i

A
7





































February 20, 2008

Brian L. & Donna S. Caldwell

P.O. Box 1084 :
: DEPARTMENT OF
4288 Jim Dandy DR RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
Cottonwood, CA 96022 RECEIVED
AP# 090-470-008-000

FEB 21 2005

Shasta County Planning Department

Resource Management, Planning Division

Kent Hector, Senior Planner PLANNING/BUILDING
1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 DIVISIONS
Redding, CA 96001

RE: Mark Rychlik/Panorama Estates, proposed Sub-Division, Cottonwood, CA
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

The effects of this probable future project does pose concerns of direct impact that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable.

The proposed project can and will result in direct impacts on biological resources, wildlife, citizens quality of life,
habitat, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, traffic impacts,
environmental effects, community services impacts, and poses great concern of water supply impact to the aquifer
supplying our present ground wells.

According to the Shasta County General Plan, in general, any cause for the disruption of water course, or ecosystems
will reduce the habitats diversity of the surrounding region. The potential impact of urbanization can have serious
adverse impact on the water resources available to the present community.

Let it be known, that on each side of the roadways of Balls Ferry Road, and Trefoil Lane are ditches, totally designed
to accumulate the water run off. The traffic impact on either roadway addresses serious concerns for these narrow
roadways, that would require immediate attention.

The project proposal is for the entrance of Balls Ferry Road, just before Jim Dandy DR, whereas the present
conditions are presently very hazardous.

We have resided at our location since 1979, and have witnessed numerous traffic accidents, and one fatality at the
sharp “S” turn that crosses over the Railroad crossing. There is not any situation at best to regard this area as “safe”,
and the traffic impact would be of serious consequence. We are extremely concerned of the traffic impact that this
project would have on our ability to navigate to exit, or enter onto our entrance to Jim Dandy DR. This is a long,
nearly two miles, one road in, one road out to our residence. We do not need any further use of our dirt road, the
maintenance to keep it road worthy is costly. We can not allow for the traffic impact to jeopardize our safety, at the
sharp “S” turn at our roads entrance. . .with intensified traffic. The entrance to the newly proposed development can
not be on Balls Ferry Road! Between Trefoil Lane, and the Sharp “S” railroad crossing, the impact does not allow
for further impact! Then the largest concern to our safety and welfare is the impact, if there were a fire, we can not
betrapped, or delayed from a necessary evacuation, being that our road Jim Dandy is limited to the amount, and
navigation of traffic.

The flooding that does occur on Balls Ferry Road during the heavy rain seasons could not tolerate a high density of
traffic. The flooding that does occur on Trefoil Lane during the heavy rain does overflow the road and floods the
present property owners, thus the concerns of any increase in the traffic impacts. We have witnessed necessary sand
bagging at the location of 21323 Trefoil Lane, and the road travel is hazardous during these times.

The overall topography tends to demonstrate that water shed run off creates imminent flooding, and the “County”




does not provide routine maintenance to prevent such flooding. The ditches on each side of Balls Ferry Road are
routinely overgrown marshes to help create vision impairment, flooding, some of which are considered hazardous
conditions.

The serious concerns with regard to our “County Services” should require a study. At present our location is zoned
RB, rural Residential with a 2 acre minimum for residential building. Our concems to maintain a rural consistency
would be totally compromised if the zoning were to be reduced to smaller parcels.

At present we already experience a deficit in road maintenance, trash abatement, ditch maintenance, law enforcement
response, fire protection would be more compromised, and community service agencies (i.e. water and sewer)
services. What impacts would effect our local schools as well.

To address the traffic impact also should address the present traffic impacts that the citizens are trying to deal with.
A particular area of concern would be Locust Road at Fourth Street, and Balls Ferry Road at the entrance of Jim
Dandy Drive.

Cottonwood is presently ptagaed-with traffic-impact conditions at the Gas Point Road-and Rhionda Road iftersection. ™
The delays are long, and sometimes dangerous. Count the wait period at 5:00 p.m. at the off ramp on I -5 to Gas

Point Road south. Other areas of present concerns are West First Street, and West Gas Point Road, where increased
population will most certainly effect these areas as well.

Traffic inpact is now one of the most major concerns, and with higher density, the increased population will be
the catalyst to develop even greater disasters. One could imagine the increased density would not make good sense,
unless the roadways and traffic studies were to be studied prior to any zone changes for this rural area.

We suggest that a study of the potential impact be performed at the cost of the developer in regards to such
concerns:

a. impact of the water aquifer the present volume of water versus the reduction of the water table, and the impact it
would have on the present ground water wells.

b. impact on sewer capabilities

c. traffic impact; present maintenance work on roadways, and the needs for future growth

d. present traffic fee’s to accommodate road infrastructure, and development for growth, the present fee for the East
side of Cottonwood is now only $2,801.00. that seems to require in increase for such development

e. The sharp “S” turn that crosses the railroad tracks, and the traffic impact at the Jim Dandy DR exit/entrance at
Balls Ferry Road

f. Plans for future growth

g. Wildlife, habitat, and preservation

h. Present property owners and reasonable expectations of community services, law enforcement, and upgrades
to present roadways.

1. General expectations of rural living, and keeping in line with the zoning of “rural residential”

k. tax structure for needed improvements

1. impact on present services to the community, IE: law enforcement, water, sewer, and fire suppression

As a community, Cottonwood is not presently equipped for the amount of proposed growth to meet any of the needs
for growth. This is not stated as opposition to planned growth, but an actual statement made by the standards of
expectations at this time. The Sheriff department does not have a designated sub station, the post office is
inadequate for parking, the roadways suffer from lack of proper maintenance. In general, unless we as citizens

make the conscious effort to contact P.G.& E. street lights remain flickering, drivers run stop signs, and road

way trenches remain full of overgrowth. Trash was abandoned along side the railroad tracks on Balls Ferry Road
nine months ago, as it still remains. Someone’s kitchen stove, microwave, etc. ..quite an eyesore, let alone it does
not belong anywhere, except for a landfill! This debris continues to mount, and it makes it clearly evident of the lack
of maintenance in Southern Shasta County!

Another major consideration is “Wildlife Habitat”, once it is compromised, there is no resurrection. Just today, in
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my front yard T counted 107 (one hundred seven) wild turkeys. Zoning changes to decrease the lot sizes would
diminish the wildlife population. We boast of the wildlife, and feel it is a privileged lifestyle. Just in this area the
wildlife consist of: skunks, racoons, possums, occasionally porcupines, foxes, coyotes, wild turkeys, valley quail,
geese, road runners, wild ducks, cotton tails, jack rabbit’s, deer, bobcats, and occasionally mountain lion. Thisisa
lifestyle that should not be jeopardized. Let it be known, that we had a mountain lion in the past 45 days!

We are not opposed to growth, but it must be well planned growth, with responsible, and accountable planning. We
should not tolerate the cart being put in front of the horse, the planning must be consistent with rural planning, and
respectfully await some reasonable studies to be certain that all concerns are well addressed. We shall not tolerate
jeopardizing the expectations of the citizens, that desire the rural lifestyle. We have vested our lives, our monies, our
families for the opportunity to reside here.

We are requesting of the Planning Department to demonstrate reasonable, caring, considerations, and careful
planning for growth. Please let us not jeopardize our community.

We are awaiting the process of a Public Hearing on this matter, and hope that you will conduct the

- necessary evaluations; studies, and planning for such a development. Also, Tamaware that ithas been over 10 years™
since a study has been done for the amount of aquifer water that is available. We have a well, and do not want for
the depletion of water that we so depend on, being available now, and with future use of the growth of population,

This is not merely someone stating that reasoning of “not in our backyard”, this is not the case. We are truly
concerned of the rural area, the matters stated above, and your responsibility to the citizens!

Sincerely,

st\rmé\cfmmsa@g

Donna S. Caldwell

Brian L. Caldwell




TRAFFIC TA

ACT: February 27, 2008

RE: Romar Homes, Inc. proposed development

A certain reasonable expectation to safely navigate upon exiting or entering
our roadway of Jim Dandy, located off Balls Ferry Road, at the sharp “5%
turn over the railroad tracks is of serious concern to the 20 property owners
on Jim Dandy, Cottonwood.

This mile and 2 long dirt road is a one way in, and one way out roadway.
It has always been privately maintained.

K there was ever a need for an emergency evacuation, the situation of
immediste exiting can not be jeopardized. Due to the concerns of a wild fire,
this is area than can not tolerate an increase in traffic impact.

Very soon, the Shasta Ranch Gravel Flant will soon be opening for business.
The influx of large trucks traveling this area will be of consequence to our
traffic impact.

At present, upon traveling North on Balls Ferry RD, with the expectation of
entering onto Jim Dandy, drivers stop to observe for traffic traveling south on
Balls Ferry, with the oppeosite traffic about to cross over the railroad tracks.
The South bound traffic is sitting in regards to the north side of the tracks,
quite a bit lower, thus making it very difficult to visualize low profile vehicles.
My self personally have had a very difficult situation with a motorcycle
traveling at a high rate of speed, and once 3 sportscar. Thisin itself iz a
potentially dangerous area, and with increased traflic, it would be
irresponsible to allow this proposed project to put traffic bound access at this
area of Balls Ferry RD.

The original build out proposed was 300 homes, and now it proposes a build
out of 430, This density will create a immense traffic impact in a area that
suffers safe traveling at best. Narrow roads, ditches on each side of Trefoil,
and Balls Ferry, whereas there isnot a safe area to pull off of the roadway if
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needed. The ditches have been overgrown, and during intense rain storms,
over flooded with water. I have witnessed sandbagging at one location on
Trefoil Lane, very near the end of the roadway towards Balls Ferry Rd.

At present the travel simation is a bad situation at Rhonda Road and Gas
Point. Yes, a proposed signal light in on the plans to be in place at this
location, but it has been a overdue at this present time.

The presently under construction of 63 new homes behind the Holiday
Market, on First Street, will soon add to the traffic impact as well. The area
of Cottonwood is not likely to he recipient of the $2,300.00 traffic impact fees.
The rontine maintenance of Cottonwoods road infrastructure is most likely
not be of priority as history has proven.

Please, do not consider the location at Balls Ferry Road to be the ingressor
exit to this proposed development.

‘We are not at all convinced that this area can handle such an increase in
population. The intense impacts will effect our vested life’s interest, our
property, our homes, and our environment.

Brian and Donna Caldwell
4288 Jim Dandy Dr

P. 0. Box 1034
Cottonwood, CA 96022
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Donna 5 Caldweil Erian L. Caldwell




February 27, 2008

Brian L. Caldwell perreEN e

Donna S. Caldwell Rgsoua%géﬁ;ﬁo

P.O. Box 1084 ‘

4288 Jim Dandy Cpg 97 2008

Cottonwood, CA 96022 .
ARG UL

Kent Hector, Senior Planner DIVISIONS

Shasta County Planned Development
RE: Panorama Development/Romar Homes Inc.:

With regards for the proposed development, we are requesting serious considerations that will
certainly be of consequence to our present lives, properties, and environment.

1. The original proposed build out on the property of Romar Homes was projected to be 300
residences. The projected density has now grown to be 430 for build out.

- This increase in density concerns the water table, and the demand on the aquifer that supplies our
present well, and our neighbors! An updated study must be required to determine if such a
density were allowed to build out, that a depletion of our water would not be detrimental to the
present population. The most recent study performed of the water aquifer, and water tables was
just over a 10 years ago.

2. Traffic impact at the sharp “S” turn over the railroad tracks at Balls Ferry and Jim Dandy.
Please be advised that the only entrance and exit to Jim Dandy for 20 homes, have certain
expectations to enter safely onto Balls Ferry RD, and it would most certainly jeopardize this area
if the proposed project were to be allowed to have access in this area. The newly soon to be open
for business, Shasta Ranch Gravel Plant, is scheduled to open this year. The use of gravel trucks
crossing in the above mentioned area will most certainly have a traffic impact on this area! Jim
Dandy is a one way in, one way out roadway, which in an emergency that would require
immediate evacuation, would most certainly be jeopardized if added traffic were to be granted
access at this area. At present, upon traveling North on Balls Ferry, with expectation to enter
onto Jim Dandy, we must stop and watch carefully for the traffic traveling South on Balls Ferry
to cross over the railroad crossing. The South bound section of Balls Ferry at that side of the
railroad tracks sits lower, making it difficult to see any vehicle that has a low profile. This is
already a hazardous area, which an increase in traffic would require immediate resolution!

3. Considering the policies of the Shasta County Building Department, no further developments
were to take place in our area until the situation of the dirt road were addressed. We should not
allow any building to be allowed that would create any new traffic on Jim Dandy.

4. The density of this project is of major concern for our environment, wildlife, quality of life,
traffic impacts, water supplies, schools, law enforcement, fire, water, and sewer, and county
maintenance,
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County of Shasta
Department of Resource Management

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report,
Panorama Planned Development

Scoping Meeting
February 27, 2008

Please write any comments, suggestions, or concerns you may have about Shasta
County’s proposed Panorama Planned Development Project on this form and return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!
Name 2 S“ﬂgzlfl)ﬁ)!)“ LalA ;§E,H Date ¢ 5 A1 QA0S
Organizati If applicable)  E- '1“1)333:39'””3@, Stust,
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Address PO fox. \DBY City, State, Zip( sot-keze i OCOE. (A
1 7288 FmDRNDY Lin Noz7

Please feel free to attach additional comment sheets as necessary. Also, please hand your
comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Department of Resource
Management, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.
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Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report,
Panorama Planned Development

Scoping Meeting
February 27, 2008

Please write any comments, suggestions, or concerns you may have about Shasta
County’s proposed Panorama Planned Development Project on this form and return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!
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Please feel free to-attach additional comment sheets as necessary. Also, please hand your
comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Department of Resource
Management, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.
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March 4, 2008

Donna and Brian Caldwell
P.O. Box 1084
4288 Jim Dandy TMENS ~
DEPAR NAGENE
Cottonwood, CA 96022 RESO“R%\:{,_ NENED
Kent Hect
cggmye:f%rhasm MAR 0 5 2008
Department of Resource Management INGBULDNG
1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 A oS

Redding, CA 96001
RE: Panorama Development/Romar Homes, Inc.
Dear Mr Hector:

Originally, when the developer approached the Cottonwood Water District with his proposed
project, the build out was 300 homes. Thus to justify the infrastructure costs of development, the
build out turned out to be of 430, way too high of density for our area!

Shasta County has always allowed Cottonwood to be at the bottom of the proverbial totem pole.
We do not ever have any routine maintenance, road repairs, nor any other services, This is
absurd at best to say, the traffic impact would be allowed to continue for years, as proven by the
disaster that continues on at Rhonda Road and Gas Point Road.

Just because a paper developer has high ambition to make money, does not make good
responsible sense to impact a community! I supposed the money collected by the county would
be beneficial to the county departments, but not to the specific area that will be affected!

Also, in the beginning of the proposed project, Romar Homes was using Pace Civil Inc., as
engineers to the proposed project. I understood that they had to hire a different firm,
simultaneously, to perform the survey! Why you ask? Well, the original marker to be used for
such a important survey in this area, could not be located on Black Lane. I know this from a
impending law suite on Trefoil Lane between two neighbors undergoing land dispute of property
lines.

We would like adequate assurance that the present survey to this proposed project is exactly
perfect!

The size of this proposed project, the traffic impact, and the egress, exit of Balls Ferry Road are
of major concerns! We can not allow the egress or exit to be allowed at this very tight area. The
developer will not be held accountable, but lives will!

The sharp “S” turn over the railroad tracks must be mandated to be of priority before the project
were ever allowed to be approved!







County of Shasta
Department of Resource Management

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report,
Panorama Planned Development

Scoping Meeting
February 27, 2008

Please write any comments, suggestions, or concerns you may have about Shasta
County’s proposed Panorama Planned Development Project on this form and return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!
POnnoc Caydusert

Name

( Date 3 - L’('— O

Organization (If applicable) E-mail

Address U 82 T (A DEIND ) City, State, Zip C otk w200
RO Rox (0gY, A U2y

Please feel free to attach additional comment sheets as necessary. Also, please hand your
comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Department of Resource
Management, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.
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County of Shasta
Department of Resource Management

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report,
Panorama Planned Development

Scoping Meeting
February 27, 2008

Please write any comments, suggestions, or concems you may have about Shasta
County’s proposed Panorama Planned Development Project on this form and return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!

(DQ |
Name_{0L 288102 Date_ NN\ XA L, 61 2@%

Organization (If applicable) E-mail{y Nﬂl /\Q,M L) 2 5N (M$T

Address (’\2-8 & Sv W City, State, Zip_( LQ&_ L@O{Q
T O Box lOK &

Please feel free to attach additional comment sheets as necessary. Also, please hand your
comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Department of Resource
Manageme &1 855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.
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March 4, 2008 Brian and Donna Caldwell

P.O. Box 1084 JGENT OF
4288 Jim Dandy DEP NT
Cottonwood, CA 96022 Resoukggc“"‘:_';,‘}‘.f[\)&w
(530) 355-5200
MAR 0 6 2008
Kent Hector
County of Shasta PLANNING/BUILDING
Department of Resource Management DIVISIONS
1855 Placer Street, Suite 103
Redding, CA 96001

RE: Panorama Planned Development
Dear Mr Hector:

Upon reviewing the entire scoping meeting, we have concluded to several
areas of this proposed project.

1. The proposed DENSITY is too high!

a. Traffic impact is too immense for the Locust ST, Trefoil LN, and
Balls Ferry RD.
b. The County has always provided Cottonwood with the least amount
of concem, IE. . .law enforcement, road maintenance, fire services.
c. There is NO protection unless a citizen files a formal complaint, for
fire abatement, vehicle abandonment, ditch abatement, littering, or
trash abatement. We are at the bottom of the list of services provided too.

2. The traffic impact is of our major concern for our community. At best, the
egress, or exit should not be allowed at the proposed location, the traffic at
the sharp “S” turn over the railroad tracks is presently very dangerous. When
any vehicle, other than a typical car, truck, or motorcycle crosses, they must
navigate a sweeping wide turn, thus crossing over the yellow lines, to
complete the sharp turn safely. This endangers the traffic traveling North
bound at this area!

3. Wildlife! Just yesterday, I personally counted in my front yard 138 wild
turkeys! How do you propose their impact? In January we had a mountain
lion, in November a bob cat, every day coyotes. We have occasional road
runners, cotton tails, jack rabbits, squirrels, valley quail, deer, and some species
that I may be forgetting.

4, The original zoning was significantly planned that the run off’s, the roads,
the traffic, the wildlife, could safely and responsibly be adhered too. W&




CAN NOT BUILD MORE LAND!

Page 2, Caldwell

We are requesting all dates that are pertinent to this project, whereas,
we may attend, and be allowed to address our concerns.

We are aware of the EIR report work to be completed. However we will
maintain, that no one knows the area, the situations better than the long

term citizens of the community.

If you wish to outline the dates that would address this proposed project,
I'am providing to you, our pertinent information.

Thank you so much,

(P (2.9, Lom

Brian Caldwell

" Donna Caldwell = m
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Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report,
Panorama Planned Development

Scoping Meeting
February 27, 2008

Please write any comments, suggestions, or concerns you may have about Shasta
County’s proposed Panorama Planned Development Project on this form and return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!
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Please feel free to attach additional comment sheets as necessary. Also, please hand your
comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Departnient of Resource
Management, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.
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County’s proposed(Panorama Planned Development Project on this form ana return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!

“Lonna. (aldie el
Name Y (ﬂrlf; ;Px Lo~ )Q(f ( | Date Zé“'\?,[@

TV
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address ) PR \DRY Gity, State, zip (Ot 20FE)
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Please feel free to attach additional comment sheéets as necessary. Also, please hand your

comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Department of Resource
Management, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.
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March 18, 2008

Brian L. & Donna S. Caldwell
P.O. Box 1084

4288 Jim Dandy

Cottonwood, CA 96022

Shasta County Board of Supervisors
David Kehoe, Mark Cibula, Glen Hawes, Linda Hartman, and Les Baugh
1450 Court Street, Suite 308B

Redding, CA 96001-1680 ResoDERPé\EmM:NN/{ EVENT
RECEIVED

Shasta County Department of Resource Management MAR 1 9 2008

Kent Hector, Senior Planner, and Mr. Simon

1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 PLANNING/BUILDING

Redding, CA 96001-1759 DIVISIONS

RE: Proposed Project Panorama Development/Romar Homes

Our vested life, financial investment, and vested interest sit here on Jim Dandy, Cottonwood.
We purchased the property in 1979, raised our family, and were active members of this
wonderful community. Over the years, we were involved with the Chamber of Commerce,
annual events such as the Cottonwood Rodeo, and various other activities.

We attended the Scoping meeting of February 27" to review a brief assessment of the proposed
development. As far as the public questions, it was not enough to satisfy the curiosities, actual
facts, nor the broader information that the general public need to have answers to.

Our property is located at the very end of Jim Dandy ( 1 % miles in) , a private road, one way in,
one way out for 20 homes. This entirely dirt road, is maintained solely by the property owner’s
for repairs, maintenance, and materials. We find it unacceptable that our private road, could be
put on a map, as a future devise to straighten Balls Ferry RD, and the complication at the railroad
crossing, at the sharp “S” turn. On the proposed map, they have designed for us to, in the future,
use the egress and exit of this proposed subdivision. This is an area designated for future of 36
homes. This would alleviate the roadway for Jim Dandy, that is not acceptable.

This is absurd, it would most certainly increase the delay of any future emergency navigation to
reach our needs of fire or medical emergencies. This design would jeopardize our welfare, our
lives, our necessities to obtain certain and immediate response.



Page 2 Caldwell

With the development of 36 homes at this location, you can most certainly expect at least two
vehicles per household, thus increasing the traffic impact. This does not count for the existing
traffic, and the near future of the opening of the Shasta Ranch Gravel Quarry that is scheduled to
open soon. Traffic impact will surpass any safe driving, it will become most hazardous!

Please heed our voices, our concerns. . .this is not responsible growth! The fate of this does lie
within the Board of Supervisors, thus granting the zone amendment to have such high density.

When we purchased our property, we investigated the zoning, we were seeking the rural life,
the ability to have livestock, and not particularly vulnerable to 11V1ng in the suburbs. We
appreciated the zoning, and the general plan, RURAL. - -
Our property originally was set up with a double wide mobile home. We had the luxury of
removing the mobile home, and built a house in 1987. Upon going through the necessary steps
to obtain permits, pay fees, and move ahead on the project, we paid a dirt road impact fee of
"$700.00. We were informed that this money would be pooled for future improvements of dirt
roads, to be eventually paved, thus achieving improvement of air quality.

During this time, we were also advised that there was NOT any further lot adjustments to be
made. We were told by the County that a minimum of 5 acres per parcel was the zoning, and

it would not change until the dirt road was paved! Therefore, people that live in this area were
denied any future developments, as example; to build out for family members on our properties.

We are solid tax payer’s, solid citizens for Shasta County, hard worker’s, and expect the same
respect that we have shown to the County and our Community.

Please DO NOT RUBBER STAMP this re-zoning as proposed.

The density is too great. The area of Balls Ferry, should not be allowed to have a egress or exit
on Balls Ferry! The traffic impact is too great for the present roads involved. Our needs for
expanded Fire Protection, Law Enforcement, must be address first and foremost. Please do not
jeopardize our present citizens.

The consequences of dry years, fire is of very serious concerns. Our fire department is too under-
staffed, not equipped to handle if fire were to break out on our hillsides. One former employee of
the Cottonwood Fire Department said, that enforcing fire abatements issues could not be taken
care of due to lack of funds, and under-staffing. They used to cite property owners that did not
make fire breaks, automobile abatement, nuisance of garbage. . .now it is up to the citizens to
make a citizen complaint.

I am inviting each and every one of you, please drive to my house. See the consequence of
the dangerous area of the railroad crossing. See the immense need for safe and careful practices
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of trash abatement, fire prevention, traffic impacts. It is already a risky area.

If the zoning is changed to accommodate this project. . .all of the responsible previous planning
and efforts of this quaint, rural, and wildlife area will be forever lost. We CAN NOT BUILD
MORE LAND!

Another concern is run-off’s caused from hillside change, during the rain seasons. The EIR can
address all of the issues, but they do not reside here. We have endured much flooding in season’s
past, and the roads can not handle any increase in run off’s.

We urge you to consider downsizing the density. A responsible limited development would best
suit this area. The zoning was previously designated to keep intact the land, the wildlife, the
natural beauty of our rural area, our terrain, and protection of our wonderful trees. For all of the
obvious reasons, please achieve a RESPONSIBLE GROWTH determination.

Most Sincerely,

Brian L. Caldwell ‘ " Denna

























County of Shasta
Department of Resource Management

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report,
Panorama Planned Development

Scoping Meeting
February 27, 2008

Please write any comments, suggestions, or concerns you may have about Shasta
County’s proposed Panorama Planned Development Project on this form and return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!

Y . . > / 27 / 2§

Name N\lQ(QO\ CU\ - ( W Date

Organization (If applicable) E-mail

Address 2150 Antique L City, State, Zip_ 2T o000

Please feel free to attach additional comment sheets as necessary. Also, please hand your
comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Department of Resource
Management, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.
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County of Shasta
Department of Resource Management

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report,
Panorama Planned Development

Scoping Meeting
February 27, 2008

Please write any comments, suggestions, or concerns you may have about Shasta
County’s proposed Panorama Planned Development Project on this form and return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!

Name .LMELDA CARLory Date 2//17 | ox
Organization (If applicable) E-mail
Address 2| 750 /}Whé} Ve Lv\, G&%V! wotd City, State, Zip CA 96022

Please feel free to attach additional comment sheets as necessary. Also, please hand your
comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Department of Resource
Management, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.
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RESOUCE (e
Kent Hector )
Senior Planner, Shasta County Department of Resource Management Ak 10 008
1855 Placer Street, Suite 103
Redding CA 96001 P\_ANN\NG’BU“‘D‘NG
DIVISIONS

Dear Mr. Hector:

I am strongly against the proposed General Plan Amendment, Zone Amendment, and the
Tract Map 1960 located in the Cottonwood Planning Area. I believe this area should
remain rural residential, in keeping with the rural nature of the surrounding area. The
roads in this area are ill equipped to handle such a large traffic increase. Having grown up
in Cottonwood and appreciating the small town atmosphere, 1 feel that this sort of
development can only produce a negative impact on this beautiful area. I am also
concerned that this will lead to further zone amendments and urbanization. There are
other areas in Shasta County that would better support this type of development.

Sincerely,

Mﬂ)’uw( oy UP
Donna Chalfant W

21907 Lone Tree Rd
Anderson, CA 96007




Frontier Mobile Home Park

3789 Main St.
Cottonwood, Ca 96022
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©© March18,2008 -

Shasta County Planning Dept.
Kent Hector, Senior Planner
1855 Placer St.

Redding, CA 96001-1759

RE: Romar Homes project

We own Frontier Mobile home Park on Main Street in Cottonwood. We
have a creek in the rear of our property and a drain ditch along the front of
the property on 3789 Main Street. The drainage systems are at full capacity
during a large storm. Because of our location being below your project, we
are concerned for the storm water draining from your site. I do understand
you are planning to retain the storm water in retention ponds on the site.

I am concerned about the soil type beneath your retention ponds, because of
the water peculating into the soil and raising our current water table which is
already high.

I am also concerned that you do not create any assessments on your
neighbors.

‘Dohald Chuck
Property owner
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Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report,
Panorama Planned Development

Scoping Meeting
February 27, 2008

Please write any comments, suggestions, or concerns you may have about Shasta
County’s proposed Panorama Planned Development Project on this form and return.

We Want to Hear What You Have to Say!

Nama\ A/ phuve > 12 Gty AQQ devic Jo_ Date_3- /5= 0F

Organization VU v/— (If applicable)  E-mail n/ﬂlq v

Address Z [ 3] ﬁ ZEQ ‘EQ;[Z .. ;% fee !;ffl City, State, Zip(’izé n 22—

Please feel free to attach additional comment sheets as necessary. Also, please hand your
comments to a representative of the County either today, or mail them to the address
below by March 21, 2008.

Comments can be mailed to Kent Hector, County of Shasta, Department of Resource
Management, 1855 Placer Street, Suite 103, Redding, CA 96001.
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Phone:
FAX:
email:

Saturday, March 15, 2008

Kent Hector
County of Shasta
Department of Resource Management

Comments concerning Panorama Planned Development.

We do not want expansion of water service. We enjoy our well water and do not want to
be forced to hook up to a water system as we were forced to hook up to the sewer system.

Traffic on Trefoil Lane and Balls Ferry Rd. increases daily. Trefoil Lane is a lane not a
road as its name implys. There is already enough traffic on Trefoil. In fact to much with
the large trucks using it.

Our wildlife is already disappearing at a rapid rate. We do not want to lose what little is
left. We enjoy the howling of the coyote , the croaking of the frogs and all of those
wonderful wildlife sounds. The wildlife do not live in a planned community. 130 acres for
animals, trees and plants how nice of Panorama to let them have that. Just keep pushing
them out with houses and people and they will be gone from our community.

Our Fire Department will not be adequate with that many more houses and people. Nor
will our schools.

Cottonwood does not need Panorama Planned Development project. There are already
homes in the Cottonwood area to buy.

Please do not change the zoning to “Suburan Residential” leave it as it is.

Thank you,
Warren and Peggy Frederic '

oo [
T e

Cottonwood , CA 96022







February 28, 2008

To:

Shasta County Planning Division
Attn: Kent Hector — Senior Planner
1855 Placer Street

Redding, CA 96001

Re: Panorama PD EIR.
Dear Kent:

I attended the scoping meeting held at the North Cottonwood Elementary School for the
Panorama PD project. Irepresent Mr. Larry Yount and Louis Rizzo who own Assessor’s Parcel
Number 090-380-074. Their property is directly west of the project and on the west side of
Locust Street.

I have three issues that must be addressed in the EIR. 1 have listed these items below.
1. Public Health.

The submitted subdivision plans have completely ignored serving adjacent properties
with public sewer. Since this has not been planned, there is a public health issue should
present or future septic systems fail in the area. Of particular concern is the Arroyo
Manor Subdivision on the west side of Locust Street. This subdivision has 25 lots that
are on septic systems. These 25 properties are 12,000+ square foot lots. These parcels
have nowhere near the }2 acre sewage disposal area that present Environmental Health
Department standards require for subdivided properties.

The Panorama EIR needs to address the total area that should be served by public sewer
and the location of sewer lines to serve these locations. One of the logical routes seems
to be bringing a sewer line up Locust Street. The EIR must address this alternative sewer
service route as well as any others that are needed.
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2. Land Use Compatibility

The EIR must analyze the compatibility of the proposed density of the project to that of
the surrounding area. The proposal places lots as small as 4,000 square feet adjacent to
adjoining properties that have a minimum lot size of 5 acres. Normally in zoning and
general plan land uses there is a stepping up or lowering of densities in a progressive
order. For instance the County General Plan lowers its land use density by going from
Suburban Residential to Rural Residential A to Rural Residential B. The proposal goes
directly from Suburban Residential (3 du/ac) to Rural Residential B (5 ac. lots minimum).

The EIR needs to address the adjacent properties and state whether the adjacent land uses
should stay at Rural Residential B or if there should be a transition of land uses from
small lots to larger parcels.

3. Traffic and Circulation

The project completely ignores traffic circulation to adjacent properties. A traffic and
circulation study must analyze how adjacent properties to the north and east are presently
served and how these lands will be accessed in the future. A major concern is the total
disregard of Arena Drive north of the project. This street serves a number of properties
to the north. The development is designed so Arena Drive is on the rear lot lines of many
lots in the project. Having double frontage lots is a major problem. The EIR must
address how existing properties are accessed and the future circulation routes necessary
to serve those properties to the north and east of the development.

Feel free to contact me should you have any questions regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

Wt O ot

Keith Hamblin

Cc: Larry Yount and Louis Rizzo
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Dear Mr. Bolton and Mr. Hector, March 19, 2008

I am writing this letter as a concerned citizen of Cottonwood.

Your meeting held last month was very unsatisfactory to me as it did not
include all the agencies who would tell of the impact on our community.

I feel that an informational meeting should be held with the following
services represented: Hiway Patrol; Road Dep’t ; Medical; Fire Dept; Water
and Sewer Depts.; Fish and Game; Sheriff; and Cottonwood Grammar and
High Schools. Only after we hear what their input is on this proposed
development can we make an informed and responsible judgment. I have put
in a request to my Supervisor Les Baugh for such a meeting to be held. I

personally do not want one report from a second-hand study to influence my
thinking,
Until such time I hear all the sides I remain an advocate for leaving the

zoning as is.

Ethel Hicks 347-5697 3360 Main St. POBox 1026 Cottonwood 96022

e-mail- Ethelhicks@sbcglobal.net
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The basic proposal of the Panorama Planned Development is to change this
land’s zoning from rural residential to suburban residential. This is ill-advised
and would fundamentally change the quality of life in this area of Cottonwood.
Feeder roads (Locust and Panorama) cannot support 430 new residences.
Where will the water come from? In a town with a single stoplight, more traffic
lights would need to be installed in the area. Current housing projects in
Anderson have been aborted. Are these houses also going to be abandoned
halfway through construction? There is not enough demand for such housing in
this area. Do we want to duplicate the urban sprawl typified by East Contra
Costa County where this developer is based? Stockton-- part of that area — is
now the “foreclosure capital of the U.S.”

How will sewage be handled? There are no large plants available in
Cottonwood to handle such a load, especially so near the environmentally
sensitive Sacramento River.

Cottonwood is not ready economically or infra-structurally for high density
housing and those who live here value our rural quality of life.
Dr. Marta Kreps, Cottonwood, CA
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