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e Wetlands :
e 28,000 oaks

o Unique wildlife
e Pre-Historic Sites
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Saving Clover Valley

In Late December 1997, Clover Valley was Annexed into Rocklin by a 4 to 0 Vote by
the Rocklin City Council With the Ability to Build 933 Homes

It was at That Time, over 10 Years ago, a Handful of Rocklin Neighbors Decided to
Ban together to Stop This Development




Saving Clover Valley

o The Early Days — 1998 thru 2001 — Building Support/Raising Awareness
— Tabling — Petitions, Collecting email/addresses
— Passing out Informational Flyers
— Website/email/blog
— Letters to the Editor




Saving Clover Valley

e 2002 DEIR - Comments

We have Meetings to discuss our DEIR Comment Strategy

Our Core Group Consisted of Experts in the Field of Water, Traffic, Pollution,
Flood and Even a Person who wrote EIR’s as a Profession.

We solicited outside organizations such as the Dry Creek Conservancy, the Oak
Foundation, Biologist etc. to make Comment

The City of Rocklin has Never had This Many Comments for a DEIR — over 750
comment letters from private organizations and the citizens of Rocklin.
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Saving Clover Valley

« 2002 DEIR
— October 9, 2002 Public Comment Meeting

The City of Rocklin Begins to Realize the People of Rocklin are NOT Happy
With This Project

We rally our Supporters by phoning, sending letters and email blasts to
encourage them to attend the public DEIR meeting.

Over 300 people Fill City Hall to Make Comment to Save Clover Valley
People With “Save Clover Valley Signs’ picket in Front of City Hall
Local Press, TV News and Sacramento Bee Cover Public Hearing




Saving Clover Valley

e One of our Core Members Runs Unsuccessfully for City Council in the
November 2002 Election.




Saving Clover Valley

Its April, 2003 and the FEIR Will be Out at Any Time According to the City

of Rocklin

Our City Council Has Given No Indication that they will VVote Against
Certifying the FEIR and will approve the Development of 770 Homes, 5 acre
Strip Mall and a 4 Lane Connector Road carrying 16,000 cars a day.
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Saving Clover Valley

e A Turning Point......

3 Cultural Reports for Clover Valley — 1980, 1990 and 1994.

The August 2002 DEIR sites a 12 Year Old Cultural Report (1990)
that identifies 6 pre-historic sites that are considered not to be
significant with mitigation

We have Heard Rumors of a More Recent Cultural Report that was
completed in January 2002.

We Ask the City of Rocklin if they are aware of a More Recent
Cultural Report — They Say it is not Complete.
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Saving Clover Valley

On April 18t 2003 we Receive the following Correspondence:

STATE OF CALIFORKLS - THE AESOURTES AGENGY GRAT DS, G | wiichael 5. Jewell
OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION i Cetober 3, 2002
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION ' ! Paga 2 of 2

P, B BpRRE

SATRAVERTT, CA 343580017
[rIGaSasEa  Fax: 78 8510604
Tt poZo parkeca gov plan. Finally, | concur with your determination that histeric properties will be adversely affected by the

TR proposed residential project,

Oetober 3, 2002
I took forward to continuing consultation to resolve adverse effects to historic properties through the

Tn reply refer ta: development of a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) and & plan for treatment of histeric properties. 1f
U'-)}EU%D?GC you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitae to call staff archacclogist Jennifer
i Darcangelo at (916) 654-4614 or cmail jdarc@ohp.parks.ca.gov.

Michael 5. Jewell

Chief, Central California™evada Section

U5 Arny Corps of Engineers Sincerely,

1525 1 Seroet
Sagramendn, California 95814.2972

Dr. Knox Mellon

RE: Propased Claver Valley Lakes Project, Flacer County, Califomia State Historie Preservation Officer

Dear Mr. Jewell:

In sceordancs with 36 CFR Part 800, implementing Section 106 of the National Historse Preservation
Act, and all applicable regulations, you have requested my comments oa the undertaking cited abave,
The prapased probect |s & residential communizy planned o extend over 662 acres of Clover Valley.
Your letter states that the Aren of Potentinl Effect (APE) 15 the entire perinit area of 662 acves. You have
requesled my concurrence with & determination of eligibility and effect for the Clover Valley Lekes
Project 50 the praject proponent can meet the requirsments of the Clean Water Act.

You have provided a copy of A Determingiion of Eligibility and Effect on Culiural Resources within the
Clover Falley Laker Profect Area that dectmients invertory and evalustion of 34 cultura] resources within
the AFE. You have determined that 33 prehistoric archacological sites qualify for mclusion in the
Matiomal Repister of Historic Places (WRHP) as an archasological district under critsrion d, for its
patzntial to yield information imporant in prehissory. You have conducted survey and fest investigations
that demonstrate that further investigation could sddress questions reganding euitural chromology,
settlement syibenss, scouluration, subsistence, and exchange.

You have determined that PA-U8 107, a historse site consisting of concrete foundations from a residence
of the 1920%, i not eligible for the NRHP under any criteria, The remaing are too minimal (o provide
information fmportant in history and ithe site 35 not known to have associations with persons or events
imporant to the understanding of the broad patterns of history,

You have npplied the erteria of effeet and have determined that construction of the proposed praject
waould result in an adverse effect to the historic propertics identified within the APE, While the project
proponent has redesigned roads and lot placement, vou have determined that site avoidanes, fencing,
capping, and data recovery will still be pecessary in some avess.

| concur that the 32 prehistoric sites documented within the Claver Valley Lakes project aren are eligible
far the NRHP a5 an archasolagical disirict under criterion d. I concur that the historic site, PA-RR-107,
fails to meet any criteria and is not eligible for the NRHF. | acknowledge your efforts to'consult with
inerested partizs, incloding Native Americans, and 1 nclude them in the development of A treatment
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We Began Our Research About How a citizens group can have a say in the
Section 106 process. We Research on the Web:

— ACHP Citizen Guide

— OHP Web Site

— CEQA Guidelines for Pre-Historic Sites

— We Determined that our Group Could be eligible to have ‘Consulting
Party Status’:

* "The following parties are entitled to actively participate as consulting parties
during Section 106 review:

— State Historic Preservation Officers;

— Indian tribes;

— Native Hawaiian organizations;

— Local governments; and

— Applicants for Federal assistance, permits, licenses, and other approvals.
— Other individuals and

Their participation is
subject to approval by the responsible Federal agency. "
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Letter sent to ACOE

-——-Qriginal Message

From: ODEEGAN,ELAINE (HP-Roseville,ex1}

Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2003 4:24 PM

To: 'Michael.5. Jewell@usace.army.mil’

Cc: bennett@ecologic-eng.com; mjasper@accessbes.com; beverlygroup@AT T.net; JRabe@sanjuan.edu;
amrakoc@pacbell.net; csau pacbell.net; ODEEGAN,ELAINE (HP-Roseville,ex1);

alliscom ;mlllnr-anh..-tmarl com; duanedavidwilson@hotmall.com; "Marlyn Jasper’; 'smike@ohp. parks.ca.gov';
“wro@nthp.org'; ‘rdesring@californiapreservation.org’

Subject: Clover Valley Development

Hallo,

oregent a group of citizens here in Ro i {(Clover Valley
Foundatiocon) that are concerned about the Clos Valley
Development and the adverse effect it will have on the 34 Native
mmerican sites that have been identified latest cultural
reporta. These reports indicate and are c curred by Dr. Knox
Mellon of the State Preservation office, that out of Native
American sites in Clover Valley, 33 of them are "eligible for the NREHP as
an archacological district under criterion d”. He goes on to agres with you by wr A “Finall}r, I concur
with your determination that historic propertiss will be adversely affected by the pro 2
project.”

Under Section 106 Review, since these sites have been identified as:

1. Having Federal Invelvement (Wetlan
2. Cultural R::.purh. Identined 33 szites in this 622 acre Valley that have been identified azs NRHP
X ~vation OFffice has determined that the historical
sely affected by the proposed residential p

lover \-’alle:.-', with C I_;.r 4 nf"NR P pnt:ntial, F'rnrﬁ ~'I-'NRH'P sites to 33 is quih‘:. a ::liffe.reu and {ndicates
there were many things overlooked in the original cultural reports,

The Clover Valley Development is ¢ 933 homes, 5 acres of commercis ildings and a ¢4 lane
highway carrying 16, 000 a day r this valley. There won't be much left of these NRHP
sites if this development is approved the way it is now. We believe that the citizens of Rocklin and the
state of California have not being properly informed of the historical significance of this site. We are
concernad that this site is of great importance to Rocklin and the state of California and that it will e lost
to all if this development is allowed to proceed. Under the freedom of information act we are also
requesting a modified version of the newest Cultural report for Clover Valley from Peaks and Associates.

Thank yow.
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e ACOE Response

————— Original Message
From: Jewell, Michael S SPK
[mailto:Michael.S.Jewelld@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Tuesday, May 06, 2003 4:56 FM
To: 'ODEEGAN,ELATINE (HP-Roseville,exl)'
Subject: RE: Clover Valley Development

Elaine-

I'm sorry that I have not been able to respond to you sooner.
Things are very busy for my small staff and I these days.

We must comply with Section 106 of the NHPA before we lssue any

close with the
State Historic¢ Preservation Officer on many of the permit
applications we review. We will make the appropriate decisions
with regard to 106 in consultation with -the SHPO as it relates to
our scope of analveis.

&

permit for this project. We routinely work very

Under the Freedom of Information Act, you may get copies of
information in the file. Please contact our FOIA office, Ms.
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We invoked the ‘Freedom of Information Act’ and we obtained the most recent
January 2002 Cultural report for Clover Valley by Peak and Associates.

A DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY AND
EFFECT ON CULTURAL RESOURCES WITHIN

THE CLOVER VALLEY LAKES PROJECT AREA

Prepared by

Peak & Associates, Inc.
3941 Park Drive, Suite 20-329
El Dorado Hills, California 95762
(916) 939-2405

Prepared for

Gerry Kamilos
Rocklin 650 Ventures
11211 Gold Country Blvd. Suite 108
Gold River, CA 95670




Clover Valley

* The Most Recent January 2002 Cultural Report for Clover Valley
Identifies:

33 pre-historic sites dating back to from 4 000 to 7, OOO years WhICh
include: e P Yo R - o

Village Sites
Ceremonial Sites
Burial Sites
Petroglyphs

House Pits
Manufacturing Sites
Food Processing Sites

Eligible to the NRHP & automatically place in Callfornla s Historic
Register thru a section 106 concurrence.
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How We Used the Information in the Cultural Report:

Provided copy to the Rocklin City Council Members
— Informed the Press

Provided copy to the United Auburn Indian Tribe
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Saving Clover Valley
 Make Cultural Report Available to Public

.= | — Provided Redacted Version of Cultural Report on Web Site
— Description of sites

— Site Tables showing age, depth where artifacts discovered, xref tables of what
was found

R — Why Clover Valley was Eligible to the National Register of Historic Places
Y

Py, e
33

33 Ancient Sites in Clover Vallev to the National Registrv of Historic
Places

. Januarv 2002 Cultural Report for Clover Vallev bv Peak and
Associates
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* In August of 2003 the City of Rocklin announces a new
EIR will be done for Clover Valley.

— $94,000 will have to be spent for ‘changes’

— Traffic Issues and Cultural Report given as Reasons.

— The obvious reason is the discovery of the new cultural report and the failure of the DEIR of
not disclosing this ‘new’ information to the public.

(nuncll upproves

$94,000 for
Clover Vulley EIR A

Gity voted lost wmak fo move furwurd

!’l\l Judle “ |.1.5-ﬂl1
------- Heriid
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o -
per Bugz O "ﬂl: n.mj
5 h"\h.:l‘\‘. cpasited the money with the

City Man isger Corlos Urrutia told
the adiitionnl funds wepe neede dlurﬁl;lfu- lﬁnq
_portation studies and for additional #aff time.
Terry Richardson,  Bogklin Community
Development Director says that $38 000 will w,



Saving Clover Valley

e Meeting With the United Auburn Indian Tribe — January 2004

e June 2004 - 3 of our Candidates on a ‘Save Clover Valley’ Ticket to
Defeat Rocklin City Council Incumbents .

Clover Valley looms in race
Candidates for Rocklin council differ on the fate of undeveloped
area.

Published on Qctober 31 2004, Page N Articie 4 of 15 found 1003 words,

" Eyactly how much control the Rocklin City Council has over the fate of Claover Valley is
dehatable. Butthat hasn't stopped the controversial project from becoming a majar issue in
the local election.

Recent developments in the debate over Clover Valley - a5 well as the strong opinions of at
least three candidates - has helped place the issue among those atthe front ofthe City
Council race.

Challengers Ken Bliss, Dan DeFoe, Linda Hall, hatt Mckee, Harre Powell and




Saving Clover Valley

Bringing Clover Valley to the People of Rocklin Thru Film

The Majority of the People of Rocklin did not Know where Clover Valley was or What

Treasures it contained
Clover Valley, The Secret of Rocklin — The Film Documentary
— 55 Minute Documentary shown throughout the Region,. Fly Over of Clover Valley, Wildlife,History
—  Wetlands, Commentary by Sierra College Professors, Native American Expert, What Will Happen if
Development is Approved

T |_:--l_:-_r_'_".1r-'\:r' e
5 x i

Clover Valley is star of film
A Rocklin couple have made a documentary on the

development issue.

Putilizhed on Sapnbarminer 26, 2004, Page M1 Aficie 7 of 15 faund, 72

** Mot many Rocklin residents have seen Clover Valley up tlose. 5o Robert and Elaine
('Deegan are bringing the valley to them.

Lastweek, the Rocklin couple putfinishing touches on a S5-minute documentary they wrote,
directed and filmed called "Clover Valley The Secret of Rockdin ®

The filrm will prefmier at 7 p.m. Fiday inthe Bocklin Community Center, 5480 Fitth 51
Edmisgsion is §15, which will benefit the nonprofit Clover Valley




Clover Valley

November 2004 — We contact Howard Dickstein, United Auburn Indian
Community’s Lawyer
— We Inform Him of our efforts to stop the development in Clover Valley
* Educational
— Film Documentary
— Letters to Editor
— Tabling

— Outreach/Presentations to Historical Society, Kiwanas Club, Rotary, Chamber
of Commerce

* Run City Council Candidates to unseat incumbents




Saving Clover Valley

UAIC Provides $40,000 to the Save Clover Valley Organization to help
Educate the People of the Region About Clover Valley

A Mass Mailer is Mailed to the Citizens of Rocklin Informing Them of the
Importance of Clover Valley

500 Rocklin Residents request Save Clover Valley Lawn Signs to Display in their
Front Yard : . S
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e 2005 thru 2006 ----

— Educational &
iInformational events

— Sign ups
 Names
e E-mail addresses
e Phone numbers

— Email Blasts

— Speak at City Council
Meetings

- Talking with City Officials ==,
— Letters to the Editor
— Ed/Ops
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e February 2006 — DEIR is Out

e The Chambers of City Hall are too small and the Public Meeting is
held at a larger meeting Hall to accommodate the 350 CV supporters.

e Once again, Several Hundred Comment Letters are submitted to the
City of Rocklin to address the DEIR.

Plans change, protests remain
Revised Clover Valley homes project still has its
detractors.

ACER ROSEVILLE|
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 March 2006 - The Dry Creek Conservancy agrees to a Survey of
Antelope/Clover Valley Creek

— The Conservancy provides a Biologist to lead the survey
4 Clover Valley supporters join in the 10 mile creek survey
* Our goal is to:
Determine the health of the creek
Determine if Salmon can make it up stream into Clover Valley
— Determine/Document the barriers.
— Include the results of survey in Clover VaIIey EIR Comments




Saving Clover Valley

FEIR is Released by the City of Rocklin on June 22, 2007

Despite Public Sentiment, Comments of Experts including Comment Letter from SHPO,
Rocklin Planners Approve FEIR and Rocklin City Council Certifies FEIR

saly SR MR Rocklin planners OK big project
Dawid Mohlenbrock

Senior Planner Controversial plan for Clover Valley to go before City
City of Ro cklin 4 ¥

3570 Rocklin Bd. Council,

Rockliin, CA 95577

- z=nt wia faczimile (2183 S25-5195 and Unitsed States Po=stal Servics Fbﬁﬁﬂﬁg:f&.'h‘]i:fﬂ ;J;{_L'r;, Fxgs _,liﬂ':J Amicls gq‘q,fj._l: ‘?J'.'J-m', 57 vanpds,
Clower Wallew Large and S mall Tentative Subdiwvizion M ap= Final
Enwircnmental impact Beport (FEIR®H 1959312077

¥ Sncing o nights of peblc hearings attsnded 5y mare fhae 00 seepls, the Bockla
_ Flanaing Cormizsiat on Teesday ugsnamcusly reconrended sppeoval of 2
Diear M r. M ohlenbrock: zanirewreraial plan o dsvelap the 42E-acrz Claver Valley

Wie thank wou again for the oppo runity to com ment on the abowse

docum ent. A= the State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP § we hawe T T SRS 1 e A T s
broad responsibility for the Foeklia pnaing cfficls ceid Wednesday itwdl te at L2ack 2 (o weeks vl thz Capy
implementation of federal and stats histornc pressrwation programs in Zounc:l =i hear the aroosed project b build 338 homes, @ neghbarased commezeal
Califomia. Mw office has been recsiving continued communications from the - e i

Clower Walley Foundation and the public regarding the project. cember, fure stahon acd heng tran.

In sum mary, the FEIR iz not adequatehr fulfiling CE QA s requirement for

the identification and treatment of cultural resources. We very strongly Rﬂcklln appmves C|0VEI'V&||EY dEVE|D|JI'I'IEﬂt

advize the City of Rocklin to resurvey the project area and iz=ue a new

cultural resources study which looks at the existence of historical resocurces Pubﬂ'she[jon,ﬁuguswﬂ nez Page B3 Adicie 16 of 35 found 511 words
which dearly have been overdooked to date, to make dearer boundary tima } !

determination=z and dewvelop mitigation meazures and altem atives which +* [ ;
Toasibly mitigate m ot adweree poject impachs por CE QA'S substantive 5ﬂeradecade of cnntrmrelrsyr, the Rocklin City Council votad [ate Tussdayto Iet developers
mandate. Please submit a com plete, un-reda ded copy ofthe new cultural huild homes an ane ofthe city's [ast natural open spaces.

repart to my office for review:

Again, we thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above project. Itwiras & call o action for cizen grouns haping to stop develapment in Clover Valley.
Plea=e und erztand that cur comm entz herein are specifically related to the
environ mental review process and adequacy of docum entz prepared forthe
envimnnmental eview

tiihile & nonproft foundation nursues legal action againstthe city, volunteers are poised o
o whatever ittakas to oather enouah sionatures for a referendurm repealing the decision,

purpo=es. We do not take positionz in =upport ofor against projecs, but i ; v :
rather focus on the environmental revie w process itsslf Fora Iongtlme,the citizens of Rocklin

Ifyou hawe any further questions, pleasze don’t hesitate to contact Michelle

C. Mes=singer, Historian |l, CEQA Coominator Local Gowwemm ent Unit at
18853 -50599 or at mmessin geni@ parke. ca. gow .

Sincerely,

Milford Wawne Donaldzon, FAILA
State Historic Pre=sernsation Officer
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The Referendum & No On H




Saving Clover Valley
The Poll — Determining Our Support for Referendum Effort

» Before Deciding about Entering into a Referendum and an Election We
Wanted to Know What our Chances Were.

e Our Poll and What It Told Us
— The Poll
 Stratified Poll of 400 People in Rocklin
» By Age, Gender and Political Affiliation
« Cost - $10,000.00
e By Phone

— Results of Result
 If Election was Held at the time of the Poll We would Win by a 3 to 1 Margin
» 3 out of 4 people Want to Save Clover Valley

— What Rocklin Residents were Most Concerned About
* Traffic
e Loss of Oak Trees
» Loss of Open Space
e Building over Burial Grounds
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The Referendum — Collecting Signatures

10% of the Voters of Rocklin Will Need to Sign the Petition within 30 days of City council’s
certification in order to either:

— Have the City Council Rescind their vote OR
— Put the decision to Rescind the Vote of the City Council to the People
How we Obtained Signatures for the Petition
— Campaign Manager to Organize
— Tabling at Grocery Stores
— Precinct Lists
» Verification of the signatures received
» Precinct walking to identify voters we need to reach

Clover Valley Project Goes to Rocklin Voters

Po ar: Th 11 Cctobe
By Jennifer k. Maorita, The Sacramento Bee, Calif.
Dct. 10--Rocklin voters will decide the fate ofthe controversial Clover Valley Lakes development project on Feb. 8.

The Ro oted unanimou nightto place a referendum on the hallot, rather than rescind its Aug. 28
approy lan to build 55 neighharhood commercial center and fire station.

Opponents of the project asked councilmembers to rescind their earlier decision, rather than go through a costly election.

"N

id."Please dothe right thing and




Saving Clover Valley
Referendum — Collecting Signatures

 What we Encountered in our efforts to get signatures:
— The other side used Blockers at our tabling events

— Mass Mailers sent to voters of Rocklin by Owners of Clover Valley containing signature cards
to remove their name from our petition

— $150,000 spent by the owners of Clover Valley to stop our petition efforts
* Final Results
— 4,800 signatures were collected within 3 weeks (almost double the amount needed)
— Placer County verified the signatures
— Rocklin City Council decided to put to the vote of the people
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Fund Raising

History Shows Our Opponents will spend almost $1 Million Dollars in their campaign against

us

Methods We Used to Fund Raise over $70,000.

Don’t be afraid to ask

Identify Our Supporter from our email/address lists

Provided $3$ Goals You are Trying to Achieve and express them in letters/emails - provide
follow up letter/emails with status

In Donation requests (email/letter) make 3 asks

Donation Letters should have return envelopes

Use of online payment service — 20% of our donations came thru Paypal

Web Site containing Donations Requests with mailing address and Paypal link
Fundraising Event(s) — Silent Auctions/Garage Sales

T e TN 1




Saving Clover Valley
Measure H Campaign

e  Our Campaign for No on Measure H
— Phone Banking

» Volunteers went thru List of Likely Voters 2 times (People who voted 3 out of 4 times in
the last 4 elections) prior to Absentee Ballots

 Identify Supporters
 ldentify Voters Who want lawn signs
— Absentee Voters Strategy
» 40% of Voters in Rocklin are Absentee Voters

» On the Day Absentee Ballots went out our VVolunteers put out 1400 Requested ‘No on H’
Lawn Signs in the Yards of Rocklin VVoters in one day.

* A ‘No on H’ mass mailer was received by all Absentee VVoters on the same day they
received their absentee ballots.




Saving Clover Valley
Measure H Campaign

Our Campaign for No on Measure H (cont) T AL oW

— Send out Mass Mailers
* 6 Mass Mailers Sent
» 3to all absentee Voters
o 3toall voters
— Media
* Keep on Message
» Get to know the reporters covering your Issue
» Press Releases

Voting NO on Measure H will save
- - these old growth trees and give our
- FPPC DISCIOSlJres - S, children something to look up to.

— Press Conferences

— Responses to Press SAVE Clover Valley - Protect Rocklin
— Letters to the Editor NO on H

» Write Letters to Editor to all Local and Regional Newspapers
— Sacramento Bee — Our letters in one day out numbered our opponents 30 to 1
— Local Paper — 75% of the letters sent in were in favor of No on Measure H



Save Clover Valley

e Referendum Results
— N0 47/% - 8,508 Votes
— Lost by 500 Votes

* \We were Outspent by over a 10 to 1 Margin
or $900,000 to $70,000



Saving Clover Valley

e QOur Current and Future Goals

— Current

e Citizens for a Better Rocklin

— Coalition of Rocklin Groups to Help Elect 3 NEW City Council
Members in November

— BetterRocklin.org

e Our Strategy

— Fundraise, Utilizing the Information we obtained from Phone
Banking from No on H Campaign

» Mailers to people who had requested Lawn Signs
» Absenttee Voters

» Contact People in Favor of NO on H from Phone Banking
Lists

— Provide our Candidates support through our fund-raising and
provide volunteers.



Saving Clover Valley

e For More Information:
— Elaine O’Deegan — 916 276-4243
— Marilyn Jasper - 916 652-7002
— Allison Miler - 916 435-4845

e \WebSites

— BetterRocklin.org
— SaveCloverValley.org
— CloverValleyFoundation.org
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