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The Board convened in a continued meeting from November 10, 1981 . 
Present: Supervisors Patricia R. Lowe , W. P . "Dub" Walker, 
Joseph V. Flynn , and Thomas L. Stewart . Absent: Supervisor 
Robert E . Dorr . Dixie L . Foote , Assistant Board of Supervisors 
Cler~ , was also present. Chairman Flynn presided . 

- - // - -

Hearing was held as duly advertised to consider the following : 

1 . Amendment to the County General plan in the Shingle ~ringS area 
from Single Family Residential , Low Density , to Single ~amily 
Residential , edium Density , consisting of 2 . 98 acres , petitioned 
by James Sh radowski ; and 

2 . Rezoning of said lands from Estate Residential ~ive-Acre Zone to 
Single Family Residential One- Acre Zone . 

The Planning Commission recommended approval , based on the following 
findings : 

1 . A siqni~icant buildout has occurred in the area; 
2 . A letter , copy attacheo , from the Shingle Springs Advisor" r,omroittee 

suggests that one- acre zoninq in thi~ area iR Ruitable (Paraqranh 11) . 

Note : "'inding #1 removes the prohibi.tion of ~ · ve-a.cre x:ezo ing in the 
Shingle Sprinqs Area Plan previously inhibited by Policv #8 , which reads: 
"No Land will be zoned to a densi t ., greater than 1 d,·.1ellincr unit per -5 acres 
outside of the lother Lode Service District until a sianificant buildout 
is achieved on parcels presently zoned less than 5 acres . " 

Mr . Sheradowski was present to answer any questions the Board members miqht 
have . 

There were no written or verbal protests , and the hearina was closed . 

On motion o~ Supervisor Jalker , seconded by Supervisor ~teHart, and unani­
mousl carried by those present , the Board accepted the Neqative Declara­
tion and declared its intent to aporove this Amend~ent to the ~ountv D-eneral 
Plan , based on the findings of the Plannin0 Co~mission (see Minutes' of 
Decembe r 1 , 1981 for Resolution No. 403-81 amendinq the Countv ~eneral Plan 
accordinqly); further , the Board accepted the Neqative ~eclaration and 
approved the rezoninq , ba~efl on the findinqs of the Plann'nq Commission , by 
adoption of ORDINANC~ NO . ~193 which amend~ the County Zoninq Ordinance 
acc~rdingly, to become effective 30 davs followinq th~ ef~ective date of the 
r.eneral Plan Amendment . 

--//- -

Hearing was held as duly advertised to consider the follo~in" ' 

/ 
1. Amendment to the County r!eneral Plan in the Shinrr1e Pprinl'Js area from 

Low Density Residential to Medium Dens' v Residential , consistjnq of 
6 . 588 acres , eeti tioned by Ra Iph E . .~'lorey , Clarence J . ~1eyer, ,Tr ., and 
Walter F. Brummel ; and 

2 . Rezoning of said lands from Estate Residential "'ive-Acre Zone to 
Single ~amily One- Acre Residential Zone . 
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The Planning Commission recommended approval of both the ~eneral Plan 
Amendment and Rezoninq , based on the finding that there has been a 
significant buildout in the Shingle S9rin s area . 

Note: This findinq removes the prohibition on five acre rezoninqs in 
the Single springs · Area Plan previously inhibited by Policy #8, which 
states: "No land will be zoned to a density greater than 1 dwellinq unit 
per 5 acres outside of the 10ther Lode Service District until a si~nificant 
buildout is achieved on parcels presently zoned less than 5 acres." 

Mrs . Marily n Meyer was present to speak to t~e reauest . 

There were no written or verbal protests, and the hearing was closed . 

~' On motion of Supervisor qalker, seconded bv Sunervisor stewart , and unan'­
mously carried by those resent , the Board accented the Neqat .'ve Declara-

I \ tion and declared its intent to approve this Amendment to the Countv ~eneral 
Plan , based on the finding of the ~lannin Commission (see Minutes of 
December I, 1981 for Resolution No . 403-81 amendinq the County ~eneral 
Plan accordingly); further , the Board ~ccented the Neqatjve Declarat:on 
and a p roved the rezoning , ba ed on the ~inding of the Planning Commission , 
bv adootion 0-1: OR INA 1CE NO . 3 '94 which amends the Countv Zoninq Ord ' nance 
a~cordi.ngly , to hecome effective 30 days folloT;-7ina the e 'f;t:ective date 0-1: 
the ~eneral Plan Amendment . 

--//- -

Hearing was held as duly advertised to consider the following: 

1 . Amendment to the County ~eneral Plan in t e Shinale Sorinqs area from 
Single ~a~ily Resi~ntial to Commercial , consistinq 0-1: 1 . 514 acres , 
petitioned by Hazel ~ . La~rassa; and 

2 . Rezoning of said lands from Sinqle Family Residential One-Acre Zone 
to Commercial Zone . 

The Planning Commission recommended denial , based on the followino f ' ndinqs: 

General Plan Amendment 

~ 1 . Services : Water - existinq water lines on SoutH Sh ' nq~Road . No 
comments have been received from E . l . D. ; Sewage Dis~osal - Septic 
Systems - 300% replacement area 'vould be required . However , the 
Environmental Health Department has established an Interim Policy 
Statement Regarding Failing Sentic Systems . This Policy generall 
states that no building permi ts , parcel maps or subdivisions shall 
be approved where problems exist . ~ CODY of the policy is on file 
in the Environmental Health and Planning Departments, ~ire ~r tection -
Shingle Springs Fire Protection District ; Circulation System - ~ronts 
on South Shingle Road ; Other - Public 10rks Depart~ent is requestinq a 
traffic study prior to development . The Shingle Springs Advisory 
Committee is not in f.avor of the reouest . A letter is on file in t e 
Planning Department; 

2 . Existinq land use patterns indicate the reauest is premature . ~he 
current zoning surrounding the property is ~lA , Sinqle-~a~ilv Resi­
dential , One- Acre; 

3 . The reouest is in conflict with the existina Policies 1 and 2 of the 
Shingle S rings Area Plan , \,7hich read: 
"1 . The landowners and residents of Shinqle Springs are dedicated to 

maintaining a rural atmosphere of the area . There is a strong 
desire for open space , scenic beauty , privacy and old-fashioned 
country living . 

2 . Commercial develonment shall be incornorated into the central 
portion of the Plan Area south of Hiqhway 50 to establis compact 
rather than scattered development . " 
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Rezoning 

1 . The request is not in compliance with the El Dorado County r,eneral 
Plan. The request for change is located south of the core commercial 
area for Shingle Springs . The reauest hegins the exnansion o~ com­
mercial use and activity into residential areas . 

The applicant was not present . 

There were no written or verbal protests, and the hearing was closed . 

On motion of Supervisor Stewart , seconded by Supervisor Walker , and unani­
mously carried by those present, the Board concurred in the findinqs of 
the Planning Commission , and denied the requested General Plan Amendment 
and Rezoning . 

- - // - -

Hearing was held as duly advertised to consider the following: 

1 . Amendment to the County General Plan in the Shinql~SpringS 
from Commercial and Medium Density Residential to Commercia 
Multi Family , consisting of 11 . 387 acres , petitioned by aj 
and 

area 
and 

Kumar; 

2 . Rezoning of said lands from Single Family Residential Zone to Heavv 
Commercial and Limited Multi ?amily Residential Zones. 

The Planning Commission recommended denial , based on the followina findinqs : 

General Plan Amendment 

1. Services: Water - existing water lines on south Shinqle Road . No 
comments have been received from E . l.D . ; Sewage Disposal - Septic 
Systems - 300% replacement area would be required . However, the 
Environmental Health Department has established an Interim Policy 
Statement Regarding Failing Septic Systems. This Policy generally 
states that no building permits , parcel maps or subdivisions shall 
be approved where problems exist . A copy of the policy is on file 
in the Environmental Health and Planning Departments; Pire Protection -
Shingle Springs Fire Protection District ; Circulation System - Fronts 
on South Shingle Road ; Other - Public Works Department is requesting a 
traffic study prior to development . The Shingle Sprinqs Advisory Com­
mittee is not in favor of the request . A letter is on file in the 
Planning Department; 

2. Existing land use patterns indicate the request is premature . The 
current zoning surrounding the property is RL~ , Single-Pamily Resi­
dential , One- Acre to the south and east an C, Commercial to the north 
and west; 

3 . The request is in conflict with the existing Policies 1 and 2 of the 
Shingle Springs Area Plan , which read: 
" 1 . The landowners and residents of Shingle Springs are dedicated 

to maintaining a rural atmosphere of the area . There is a strong 
desire for open space , scenic heauty , privacy and old-fashioned 
country living . 

2 . Commercial development shall be incorporated into the central 
portion of the Plan Area south of Highway 50 to establish com­
pact rather than scattered development." 

Rezoning 

1 . The request is not in compliance with the El Dorado County General 
Plan . The request for change is located south of the core commercial 
area for Shingle Springs . The request begins the expansion of commercial 
use activity into residential areas. 
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Mr . Don McGee , land planner, was present and spoke on behalf of 
Mr . Kumar . Mr . McGee submi tted for the record , letters from the 
El Dorado Irrigation Distr i ct (E . I . D.), dated February 20 , 1981 , 
and August 14 , 1981 , advis i ng Mr . Kumar that the parcels in 
question are within E . I . D. ' s boundaries and are entitled to water 
and sewer service subject to al l District rules and regulations a $ 
they app l y at the time of application for service . 

Supervisor Walker advised that he d i d not consider said letters to 
be "will- serve " commitments . 

~ 
,~ There were no written or verbal protests, and the hearinq was closed . 

• On motion of Supervisor Lowe , seconded by Supervisor Stewart , and 
unanimously carried by those present , the Board concurred in the 
findings of the Planning Commission , and denied the req uested Gen e ral 
Plan Amendment and Rezoning . 

--//--

There being no further business to corne before the Board this date, 
the Board adjourned to Friday , November 13 , 1981 , at 9:00 a . m., to 
consider requests for Amendments to the County General Plan . 

ATTEST : 
DOLORES BREDESON , County Clerk 
and ex officio Clerk of the Board 

By ~ ~ \.....?s o-o~ 
DeUty Clerk 

November 12 , 1981 

--//--
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