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Sue Taylor 
Save Our County 

P.O. Box 961 
Camino, CA 95709 

 

March 6, 2017 

El Dorado County Supervisor District 4, Michael Ranalli 
330 Fair Lane, Building A 
Placerville, CA 95667 

 

Dear Supervisor Ranalli: 

This letter, which concerns the “Targeted General Plan Amendment and Zoning 
Ordinance Update (TGPA/ZOU),”  is lawful notification to you, and is hereby made and sent to 
you pursuant to the national Constitution, specifically, the Bill of Rights, in particular, 
Amendments I, IV, V, VI, VII, IX, and X , and the California Constitution, in particular, Article 
1, Sections 1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 11, 21, 23 and Article 3 Section 1. 

This letter requires your written rebuttal to me, specific to each claim, statement and 
averment made herein, within 30 days of the date of this letter, using fact, valid law and evidence 
to support your rebuttal. 

You are hereby noticed that your failure to respond within 30 days as stipulated, and 
rebut with particularity everything in this letter with which you disagree is your lawful, legal and 
binding agreement with and admission to the fact that everything in this letter is true, correct, 
legal, lawful and binding upon you, in any court, anywhere in America, without your protest or 
objection or that of those who represent you.  Your silence is your acquiescence.  See:  Connally 
v. General Construction Co., 269 U.S. 385, 391.  Notification of legal responsibility is "the first 
essential of due process of law."  Also, see:  U.S. v. Tweel, 550 F. 2D. 297.  "Silence can only be 
equated with fraud where there is a legal or moral duty to speak or where an inquiry left 
unanswered would be intentionally misleading." 

 Whenever constitutional violations are committed by public officers, there are 
constitutional remedies available to the people.  Such remedies make those who violate their 
oaths, such as you, accountable and liable for their unconstitutional actions conducted in perjury 
of their oaths.  When public officers take oaths, yet are ignorant of the constitutional positions to 
which they are bound by their oaths, and then fail to abide by them in the performance of their 
official duties, this suggests that they may have had no intention of ever honoring their oaths, and 
their signatures upon the oath documents constitute fraud.  Fraud vitiates any action.  When the 
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Constitutions are not rigorously obeyed by public officers, there is no lawful, legitimate 
government in place, and actions conducted by those operating the machinery of an illegitimate 
government are null and void, without lawful force or effect upon the people.  No one is required 
to obey an unconstitutional order, statute, regulation, rule, code or policy, especially issued by 
unconstitutional domestic enemies. 

 The El Dorado County General Plan is referred to as the constitution of the County.  The 
Custom, Culture, and Economic Stability section of the El Dorado County General Plan 
includes:  "El Dorado County is blessed with abundant natural resources and has long been 
recognized for its spectacular beauty. While impacted, these same attributes exist today. The 
County has a tradition of appreciating and conserving these resources, using them wisely, and 
upholding a strong ethic of stewardship over these assets. It is the combination of these features 
that are now referred to as rural character." 

 The Statement Vision of the El Dorado County General Plan includes:  "Maintain and 
protect the County’s natural beauty and environmental quality, vegetation, air and water quality, 
natural landscape features, cultural resource values, and maintain the rural character and lifestyle 
while ensuring the economic viability critical to promoting and sustaining community identity." 

 In 2011, El Dorado County started on a lengthy process to update its General Plan and 
Zoning Ordinance.  The process was named the Targeted General Plan and Zoning Ordinance 
Update (TGPA/ZOU).  Along the way, the public became increasingly aware of the negative 
impacts that the TGPA/ZOU would have on the quality of life in El Dorado County.  At the 
March 17, 2015 Board of Supervisors meeting, Chairman Veerkamp, denied the public the right 
to make comment on the staff's TGPA/ZOU status update.  Chairman Veerkamp stated that the 
public would get an opportunity to address concerns about the TGPA/ZOU at a public workshop.  
At the April 14, 2015 Board of Supervisors meeting Chairman Veerkamp, again denied the 
public the opportunity to comment on the staff''s TGPA/ZOU status update and your silence was 
consent and agreement of his actions. 

 The Board's continued refusal to allow the public the opportunity to make comment on 
the staff's monthly TGPA/ZOU status update was a violation of the Ralph M. Brown Act.  By 
your actions, as stated herein, you perjured your oath, which oath was given in exchange for the 
public trust. Therefore, you violated the public trust, and also violated the rights of free speech, 
redress of grievances to government and peaceful assembly, guaranteed in the First Amendment, 
all of which actions were conducted by you without constitutional or any other valid lawful 
authority.  

 Your actions prompted the public to serve the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors 
with a Cease and Desist Letter Pursuant to Government Code Section 54960.2 on June 15, 2015.  
The County did not respond to the letter within the required 60 days.  Instead, as noted during 
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public testimony during Open Forum at the September 1, 2015 Board of Supervisors meeting, 
the Board of Supervisors no longer had staff give monthly updates on the TGPA/ZOU process.  
That action denied the public any opportunity to comment on the TGPA/ZOU process and left 
the public in the dark without the benefit of transparency into discussions between the Board and 
staff. 

 At the August 27, 2015 hearing on the TGPA/ZOU, testimony to the Planning 
Commission explained that the normal process for rezoning a property is to give notification 
about a specific project so that the public can attend hearings to give input into the outcome of 
the project, including mitigations.  However, the TGPA/ZOU process completely bypassed the 
site-specific project notification and hearing process, which left most of the Citizens in El 
Dorado County unaware of how their own property or surrounding properties would be impacted 
by the TGPA/ZOU. 

 At the conclusion of its TGPA/ZOU hearings on September 2, 2015, the Planning 
Commission made a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors to approve the TGPA/ZOU.  
Due to the lack of sufficient opportunity to address the serious impacts of the TGPA/ZOU, the 
public filed an appeal to the Board of Supervisors on September 8, 2015, pursuant to 
Government Code, Sec. 65354.5: 

Any “interested party” has the right to pay the fee and appeal a recommendation 
regarding a general plan amendment to the Board of Supervisors, within five days 
of the planning agency action. Such an appeal must be filed with the Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors. 

 An appeal hearing provides the Board of Supervisors with a broader set of options than a 
typical legislative hearing. The typical legislative hearing tends to narrow the Board’s options to 
approval, conditional approval, denial, or continuance.  An appeal hearing opens up more 
options for the Board to pursue conflict resolution and alternative dispute resolution. 

 The request to the Board of Supervisors for appeal hearing was denied, in violation of 
Government Code, Sec. 65354.5.  This action contradicts El Dorado County's Code of Ethics 'to 
strengthen public service and maintain and promote faith and confidence of the people in their 
government.'  You are required by Law to abide by your oath in the performance of your official 
duties, yet, by your own actions as herein stated, you perjured that oath and betrayed the public 
trust. You have no constitutional authority, whatsoever, to oppose the very documents to which 
you swore or affirmed your oath, but, by your actions as herein described, that is exactly what 
you did. Your actions either support and uphold the Constitutions, or oppose and violate them. It 
is this simple, and your actions, witnessed by all present at the referenced meetings, completely 
violated and opposed the Constitutions, which you are sworn to uphold. 
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 The national and state Constitutions guarantee to the people their inherent, unlimited, 
unalienable rights, including, but not limited to, all aspects of due process of law.  These 
Constitutions also impose strict controls upon the actions of public officers and restrict them to 
specific limited delegated authority.  Public officers, including you, can act only within the 
lawful scope of their limited delegated duties and authority.  When you act outside of these 
constitutional restrictions, you act unlawfully and thus are personally liable for your actions. 

 After denying the public its right to an appeal, the Board of Supervisors held a series of 
public hearings on November 10, 12, and 13, 2015, to give the appearance of public 
participation.  On November 13, 2015, written testimony was submitted to the Board of 
Supervisors that the TGPA/ZOU was not an open, public process.   The TGPA/ZOU was 
approved by you on December 15, 2015, in direct violation of Policy 2.2.5.3 of the 2004 El 
Dorado County General Plan: 

Policy 2.2.5.3 The County shall evaluate future rezoning: (1) To be based on the General Plan’s 
general direction as to minimum parcel size or maximum allowable density; and 
(2) To assess whether changes in conditions that would support a higher density 
or intensity zoning district. The specific criteria to be considered include, but are 
not limited to, the following:  
1. Availability of an adequate public water source or an approved Capital 

Improvement Project to increase service for existing land use demands;  
2. Availability and capacity of public treated water system;  
3. Availability and capacity of public waste water treatment system;  
4. Distance to and capacity of the serving elementary and high school;  
5. Response time from nearest fire station handling structure fires;  
6. Distance to nearest Community Region or Rural Center;  
7. Erosion hazard;  
8. Septic and leach field capability;  
9. Groundwater capability to support wells;  
10. Critical flora and fauna habitat areas;  
11. Important timber production areas;  
12. Important agricultural areas;  
13. Important mineral resource areas;  
14. Capacity of the transportation system serving the area;  
15. Existing land use pattern;  
16. Proximity to perennial water course;  
17. Important historical/archeological sites; and  
18. Seismic hazards and present of active faults.  
19. Consistency with existing Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions. 
 

 The Final Environmental Impact Report(FEIR) for the TGPA/ZOU contains several 
comments from property owners asking for an opportunity to have input on the rezoning of their 
property or property near them.  However, you chose to deny Citizens their due process by 
rezoning properties without the site-specific analysis stated in Policy 2.2.5.3.   
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 For example:  In the FEIR, the response to Letter I-15 states, "The County will consider 
this request in its deliberations prior to adoption of the TGPA and ZOU."  The County did not at 
any time consider the request to change the land use designation of parcel number 319-260-01 to 
match the zoning.  Instead, you denied the public its due process when you changed the zoning 
to match the higher intensity land use without any site specific analysis, which directly conflicts 
with Policy 2.2.5.3. 

 Another Example:  Documentation was entered into the record during the TGPA/ZOU 
process showing that in 2011, parcels 327-211-14, 327-211-16, and 427-211-25 had been 
rezoned from residential to commercial, but that rezone was challenged in court and later 
rescinded because of its noncompliance with Policy 2.2.5.3.  Additionally, it was shown that in 
2011 those parcels should not have been rezoned until proper infrastructure is in place, according 
to General Plan Policy 2.2.5.7:  “Where approval of this General Plan has created inconsistencies 
with existing zoning, lower intensity zoning, in accordance with Table 2-4, may remain in effect 
until such time as adequate infrastructure is available to accommodate a higher density/intensity 
land use."  Despite evidence showing that adequate infrastructure is not available, you chose to 
rezone the parcels as part of the TGPA/ZOU process, and completely bypass the public's right to 
site-specific analysis on those parcels. 

 An Additional and Final Example:  One of the many reasons stated for initiating the 
TGPA/ZOU process was to bring zoning districts into consistency with land use designations. 
However, through the TGPA/ZOU process, parcel number 327-140-07 was rezoned to 
Commercial Community (CC) from Commercial Professional Office (CPO).  (In 2010 this 
parcel was rezoned by a previous legislative action, with serious public debate between the 
neighbors and land owner, from R1A to CPO and the land use changed from Medium Density to 
Commercial.)  Despite the existing CPO zoning being consistent with its Commercial land use 
designation, you voted to bypass the public process and rezone parcel number 327-140-07 from 
CPO to CC, which is a higher-intensity use.  This constitutes another egregious violation of due 
process by public officials, sworn to uphold the public interest.  Pursuant to rights guaranteed in 
the Constitutions and due process of law, an American Citizen, such as I, can expect that a public 
officer will abide by his oath in the performance of his official duties, yet you, sir, failed to do 
so, thus, completely betrayed the public trust when you committed your unconstitutional actions. 

 Your refusal to provide a meaningful process for Citizens made it extremely clear to the 
audience that this meeting was a joke, a farce and a fraud, simply meant to give the appearance 
of a just and fair hearing, but delivering nothing of the kind.  When a Supervisor ignores the 
people's comments and the people's concerns have no impact whatsoever, regarding  
approval/non-approval of a proposed project, yet the Supervisors hold a meeting to only placate 
the concerns of the people, then, obviously, hypocrisy, misrepresentation and fraud abound. 
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 Anytime multiple government officials engage in the above-described activities, then, 
obviously a conspiracy is entered into by, between, and among those officials to offend and 
subvert the Law, and deprive the people of their inherent and due process rights, thus, that 
conspiracy by government against the people is not constitutionally authorized.  These are very 
basic, simple positions that go to the FACT that any acts or action by government, conducted in 
opposition to and in violation of the Constitution(s), are unlawful, criminal, seditious to the 
Constitution(s), and constitute insurrection, and in many cases, treason against America, her 
people and our Constitution(s). 

 If you disagree with anything in this letter, then rebut that with which you disagree, in 
writing, with particularity, to me, within 30 days of this letter’s date, and support your 
disagreement with evidence, fact and law.  Your failure to respond, as stipulated, is your 
agreement with and admission to the fact that everything in this letter is true, correct, legal, 
lawful, and is your irrevocable agreement attesting to this, fully binding upon you, in any court 
in America, without your protest or objection or that of those who represent you. 

Sincerely, 

 

Sue Taylor 
Save Our County 

 

cc:   District 1 Supervisor, John Hidahl 
 District 2 Supervisor, Shiva Frentzen 
 District 3 Supervisor, Brian Veerkamp 
 District 5 Supervisor, Sue Novasel 
 Former District 1 Supervisor, Ron Mikulaco 
 Media and other interested parties 
 


