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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
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	Project Title: Tavernor Wireless Communication Facility
	Lead Agency: Sacramento County
	Contact Name: John Q. Barnard IV
	Email: barnardj@saccounty.gov
	Phone Number: 916-875-3035
	Project Location: Wilton, Sacramento County
	Project Description: The project is a request for the following entitlements from the County of Sacramento:1. A Use Permit to allow a new mono-pine wireless telecommunication facility on an (WCF) on an A-5 zoned parcel.2. A Special Development Permit to allow the proposed project to deviate from the following development standards:• An 85 foot tall WCF where the maximum allowed is 55 feet pursuant to Zoning Ordinance Table 3.6.2 and; • A reduced setback of 185 feet from the north property boundary, 76.6 feet from the south property boundary, and 170.4 feet from the west property boundary, where the requirement is three times the height of the tower which is 270 feet pursuant to Zoning Ordinance Table 3.6.2.  3. A DESIGN REVIEW To Determine Substantial Compliance With The Sacramento County Countywide Design Guidelines.
	Project's Effects: -Swainson's Hawk nesting habitat: Mitigation in the form of preconstruction survey for Swainson's hawk nesting sites within 1/2 mile of the project site. -Migatory Bird Nest Protection: Survey for migratory nests before construction begins and during nesting season.Raptor Nest Protection: Survey for raptor nests before construction begins and during nesting season.Burrowing Owls: Prior to the commencement of construction activities (which includes clearing, grubbing, or grading) within 500 feet of suitable burrow habitat, a survey for burrowing owl shall be conducted by a qualified biologist.  The survey shall occur within 30 days of the date that construction will encroach within 500 feet of suitable habitat.
	Areas of Controversy: During the Cosumnes CPAC meeting on May 24, 2023: Of the 40 members of the public who attended, twelve made official comments. Eleven of the twelve were opposed to the tower with concerns such as health and safety effects on children and families, health effects on wildlife, the negative effect on property values, the lack of need for the cell tower, the lack of compatibility with the rural community of Wilton, and expressed distaste for the appearance of the tower. The public also noted lack of studies on health effects to 5G technology. One public commenter was in favor of the tower due to the need for greater coverage because he lives in a “dead zone”, which lacks service. The community provided three petitions in opposition of the tower with a total of 129 signatures. The members of the CPAC made comments that echoed the concerns of the community in opposition of the tower and commented that there was a lack of need for a new cell tower. The CPAC also questioned the deviations from height and setback standards. The applicant responded to several of the public and the CPAC’s concerns by providing coverage maps showing the areas that would benefit from the tower, property value studies that show towers generally do not affect the property values, and additional information about the tower design and construction. The CPAC voted (5 Yes – 0 No, 2 Absent) to recommend the Planning Commission to deny the proposed entitlement requests. 
	List of Agencies: 


