
COUNTY OF EL DORADO 
RIVER MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE (RMAC) 

MINUTES 
 

Location:   Coloma-Lotus Fire Station 
    5122 Fire House Rd, Lotus, CA 
 
Date:    Wednesday, January 12, 2011 
 
Time:    7:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 
 

Members Present:   Bill Dietchman, State Department of Parks & Recreation 
    Stephen Liles, Commercial Outfitter 

Timothy Lasko, Member-At-Large  
Hilde Schweitzer, Non-Commercial Boater Representative 
Marilyn Tahl, Member-At-Large 
 

Members Absent:  Dave Martinez, Coloma/Lotus Business Owner 
 

County Staff:    Kerri Williams, Environmental Management Dept. 
    Greg Stanton, Environmental Management Dept. 
Guests:   None 

 
 
1. Call to Order 7:07 p.m.  
 
2. Roll Call 

Present: 5 – Hilde Schweitzer, Stephen Liles, Bill Dietchman, Marilyn Tahl and Timothy Lasko 
Quorum established 
  

3. Approval of Agenda: 
 A motion was made by Timothy Lasko, seconded by Stephen Liles to approve the Agenda. 
 Yes – (5)  
 
Consent: 
 
4. Approval of Minutes: 
  

a. Minutes of RMAC Meeting of October 14, 2010 
 

A motion was made by Stephen Liles, seconded by Stephen Lasko to approve the October 14, 2010 
meeting minutes.  
Yes - (5)  
 

b. Minutes of RMAC Meeting of November 10, 2010 
 
A motion was made by Stephen Liles, seconded by Hilde Schweitzer to approve the November 10, 
2010 minutes.  
Yes - (5)  
 

Public Comment (Non-Agenda Items) 
 
Karen Mulvaney: 
She feels that the RMAC committee should notify the public that their conversations could be tape 
recorded. This stems from the fact that at the last RMAC meeting she was approached at the end of the 
meeting by another member of the public who wanted to discuss an RMAC issue, the fact that she had 
given her support for the committee during the meeting, and unbeknownst to her the conversation had 
been recorded. This other member of the public has refused to give her a copy of the recording.  
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Melody Lane: 
Responding to Karen’s comments; she stated that she had recorded the entire RMAC meeting and had 
left it on during her conversation with Karen.  She states that her comments were simply for clarification; 
not to state displeasure but simply to state the facts. 
 
She also wanted to make corrections to the Minutes where the comments made by her during the 
meeting needed to express that she made those comments on behalf of COMPAS, whom she 
represents. 
 

5.  Discussion with possible action:  
 

a. Election of Officers 
Chairman: Tim Lasko, nominated and seconded by committee, approved. 
Vice Chairman: Marilyn Tahl, nominated and seconded by committee, approved. 
 

b. RMAC Landowner Resident Representative Vacancy. “There shall be a landowner resident 
representative who shall be an owner of residential property or a resident on property that is within the 
project area of the River Management Plan. This representative shall not have a financial interest in any 
outfitting business nor derive their primary income from any aspect of commercial outfitting” 
 
Greg Stanton, with the Environmental Management Department, stated that this vacancy was 
addressed by the District 4 Supervisor’s office; there was interest expressed and a candidate selected.  
It’s going through a process with the BOS to be presented for confirmation by this committee.  
 
Marilyn stated she had a couple of landowners express interest to her and she directed them to Noah’s 
office. 
 
Public Comment: 
None 

  
c. RMAC to comment to Planning Commission on SUP Application S-10-0009 - Villa Florentina B & B (3 

bdrm B&B on Carvers Rd. with special events permitted, parcel within ½ mile of the South Fork 
American River, no river access) 
 
Greg Stanton wanted to know if the committee had seen the project summary and TAC committee 
comments.  The committee stated that they did indeed see the project summary. 
 
Tim Lasko stated that he remembered the committee’s previous discussion really only covered the 
parking on site for the proposed events. The committee felt there didn’t seem to be enough parking. 
 
Loren, the applicant, stated that he will be allowed 66 parking spaces based on the calculations of the 
maximum number of people attending the events; he cannot foresee that there will be a problem with 
overflow parking but felt that he could draw up contracts in the future that would limit the number of 
cars. 
 
Hilde asked if anyone knew how many people or rooms for a B & B is allowed. 
A B & B possibly can have up to twenty rooms, based on the County Ordinance; stated by the Villa 
Florentina applicant (Loren). Hilde stated that the amplified noise addressed in the SUP does fall within 
the purview of this committee.  She also asked if ingress and egress issues were discussed because of 
the one lane bridge. 
 
Loren, the applicant, stated that on any given day there may only be an impact of an increase of 2% to 
traffic, on a maximum use day. Loren also addressed the amplified noise issue and said that acoustic 
tests were done relating to all the neighboring properties; the study was done by an acoustic engineer.  
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The committee asked for a copy of the acoustic tests. Loren stated that one had been submitted to the 
County but he did have a copy that he allowed the committee to review.  The committee will request 
one through the County if they so deem necessary. 
 
Marilyn Tahl stated that this is not a precedent setting issue, since there is already a B & B inside the 
Park. 
 
Stephen Liles stated that this property is not within the visual corridor of the River. 
  
Marilyn Tahl made a motion (below), seconded by Timothy Lasko and approved by the committee to be 
submitted to the Planning Commission. 
 
Yes (5) Approved 
 
“RMAC takes a neutral position on the B & B project and would like to express concerns that 
noise/sound impacts and traffic/pedestrians interfaced impacts on the one lane bridge be fully 
addressed.” 
 
Public Comment: 
Melody Lane wanted to know if there was a map available online delineating the entire RMP area. 
The committee stated there may not be a map showing boundaries of the RMP. She requested a copy 
of the map showing the project description.  
Regarding the one lane bridge, the Park is already aware of the problem.  There are times, when even 
the resident’s can’t get across. She feels that the DOT needs to work with the various Departments and 
the Planning Commission to deal with the unique situation.   
On the sound issue, this is in the quiet zone of the River.  The main problem is with enforcement. She 
feels that the Resorts know that the ordinance won’t be enforced. She feels that there needs to be 
consequences to breaking the laws. She said they do want entrepreneurship to succeed but not at the 
cost of the residents.  
 
Karen Mulvaney wanted to know if alcohol will be served.   
Loren stated that he is not getting an alcohol permit, if there is some it will under the purvey of the 
caterer for the special events. 
Karen also wanted to know about traffic and the possibility of people drinking mixed with pedestrians 
using the area. 
Her suggestion is that the committee conforms to the requirements that are in place with other SUP for 
other resorts and their noise issues.  
 
Kyle Lloyd stated that there is already action here in the spring and summertime that another 
occasional special event won’t cause a huge problem, from his perspective. As far as the one lane 
bridge goes, he doesn’t feel there would be too many pedestrians on the bridge during the hours of the 
special events. 
 
Michael Ranalli said there is an ordinance, an element of the General Plan, which pretty clearly explains 
the noise requirements.  He believes that in October of last year there was a noise workshop presented 
by a consultant for the Planning Commission, to help educate the Planning Commissioners’ on the 
science of noise measuring and how to apply the ordinance.  As an example, they deal with issues with 
the sounds generated from a car wash, and how that impacts neighboring properties.  He suggests 
looking for the consultant’s presentation to the Planning Commission, because they made special effort 
to make it understandable to everyone.  When dealing with the River, there are unique circumstances 
that make it a hard thing to measure.  
 

d. Institutional Permit – Review proposed changes discussed by working group and discuss date for next 
special meeting. 
Marilyn stated that she had hoped to call a working group meeting in December, but due to being ill, 
couldn’t do it.  A meeting date of January 24, 2011 was set for a working group meeting. 
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Public comments: 
Karen Mulvaney: Does this include Gold Country Paddlers or other loosely organized clubs?  
Timothy stated it deals with Institutionals. 
 

e. 2010 Annual Report Update 
Kerri Williams stated that the draft is ready, and will be presented at the next RMAC meeting. 
 

6.  Committee Member Comments: 
 Marilyn congratulated Timothy Lasko on the birth of his third child. 
  

Timothy thanked Karen Mulvaney for speaking up about what happened to her and stated that RMAC 
will try to communicate more clearly about the potential for this.  
 
The committee formally thanked Bill Deitchman for his former tenure as chairman of the committee. 
 

7.  Next Scheduled Meeting: February 9, 2011 at the Coloma-Lotus Fire Station 
 
8.  Adjournment at 8:21 p.m. 


