
From: Ken Paige
To: bdofsupervisors; Heidi Hall; Ed Scofield; Dan Miller; Sue Hoek; Hardy Bullock; County Counsel; CEO; Sheriff;

Chad Ellis; Kit Elliott; Env.Health; Alex Gammelgard; Public Health
Subject: Re: For Public Record BOS Meeting 4/27/21
Date: Wednesday, April 21, 2021 1:42:13 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of County of Nevada email system. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

For the public record 4/27/21

It is incumbent upon you our Board of Supervisors to rescind the current state of emergency that
was signed in March 2020.

It has been over a year and you are well aware that the premise of this emergency is no longer
valid. It is no longer factual truth and it is unwarranted

1) The Proclamation of the State of Emergency by Governor Gavin Newsom dated March 4, 2020
waived code section 8625(a) and did not waive section 8625(d), which specifically states YOUR
role in this order:

· The governing body shall proclaim the termination of the local emergency at the
earliest possible date that the condition warrants.
· This emergency is no longer valid for our county! Your personal negligence has allowed
these orders to cause serious damage to our families, children, businesses and community.
You must rescind this current state of emergency now. It is unwarranted.
· Or are you waiting for permission from the Governor on June 15th?

2) You must rescind Resolution 2c-062 proclaiming a local Emergency for Nevada County dated
March 10, 2020 signed by Heidi Hall for the following reasons:

The conditions that existed on March 1o, 2020 are no longer applicable today and the emergency
order must be rescinded.

· Today our county is not “under a condition of extreme peril beyond the control,
capacity and resources on the services, personnel, equipment, and facility of our county”
· Today our county is “able to cope”
· Or are you waiting for permission from the Governor on June 15th?

3) You must rescind The Declaration of Local Health Emergency declaring a local Emergency for
Nevada County dated March 3, 2020 signed by Ken Cutler MD. for the following reasons:

The conditions that existed on March 3, 2020 are no longer applicable today and the emergency
order must be rescinded.

· In our county there is no longer “an imminent and proximate threat to our community”
· Under Health & Safety code 101080 this declaration “must NOT remain in effect for
longer than 7 days” unless reviewed and ratified by the Nevada County Supervisors and
“must be reviewed every 30 days UNTIL the local emergency is terminated”
· Or are you waiting for permission from the Governor on June 15th?
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On Fri, Apr 9, 2021 at 11:34 AM Ken Paige > wrote:
 Dan, Heidi, Ed, Sue, and Hardy,

Your our legacy has already been written and tarnished. The writing is on the wall. You
chose mindlessly to follow the path of a failed Governor with the banner of “saving lives”
and allowed during your watch, the most vicious, oppressive, draconian lockdowns in
history. By hiding under Newsom and your lack of courage to do your job you destroyed
families, businesses, children, schools and the economy you live in. You allowed fear and
hopelessness to permeate our communities.

It has been over a year and you still remain negligent of the reality of what is happening.
Today, I ask for your sake and for the sake of the community you serve that you seriously
consider what is before you. Don’t wait another day for permission from a failed governor to
do what is right. Are you really going to continue to agree with Newson’s catastrophic
emergency policy for another two months? You have before you an opportunity to show the
community that you are virtuous people. You owe it to yourselves and those you represent
to be bold, take a stand, and uphold the oath you took when elected.

I demand the Nevada County Board of Supervisors immediately:

·         Rescind the Governor’s State of Emergency: As per section 8625(d)

·         Rescind the signed Resolution 2c-062 proclaiming a local Emergency for Nevada
County

·         Rescind the County Health Officer Declaration of Local Health Emergency
declaring a local Emergency for Nevada County

The headlines say that Gavin Newsom is “fully opening” California on June 15. What they
should say is he’s continuing a catastrophic policy for at least another two months.
Newson’s bizarre announcement – the economy might open, schools won’t have to, and
masks are here to stay – is as unlawful as it is incoherent. He is clearly announcing this
position under the pressure of a potential recall election.  If he is successful in disallowing
enough petition signatures and the recall is rejected, he will go back to his illegal and
unconstitutional policies.

 
 
The Governor is legally required (code section 8625) to end the State of Emergency “at the
earliest possible date that conditions warrant.” Well, the conditions do NOT warrant and
there is no constitutional authority for a months-long political timetable.

 
This legal requirement to end the State of Emergency is also upon you. As per section
8625(d)

You, our local governing body must; “at earliest possible date that conditions warrant the
governing body shall proclaim the termination of the local emergency, code section 8625(d)
at the earliest possible date that the condition warrants”. The conditions under which the
declaration was signed are no longer applicable today and must be rescinded.

Today is your opportunity to save face and rescind the Governors State of Emergency



order! It was your job to rescind this a long time ago but today is your chance. Newson
recently stated “we’re all geniuses in hindsight.”? How much hindsight does it take to see
the reality of what is happening? Are you really going to follow your failed leader and allow
your legacy to say that you continued to agree with Newson’s catastrophic emergency
policy for another two months?

                                                              

On March 10, 2020 you also signed Resolution 2c-062 proclaiming a local Emergency for
Nevada County (signed by Heidi Hall)

Your resolution for our county stated we were “under a condition of extreme peril beyond
the control, capacity and resources on the services, personnel, equipment, and facility of
our county and unable to cope”

Today is your opportunity to save face and Rescind the signed Resolution 2c-062
proclaiming a local Emergency for Nevada County! We are now one year later since it was
signed and the truth is in your apparent; our local county is not in a state of emergency! Are
you really going to tell the community that we are still “under a condition of extreme peril
beyond the control, capacity and resources on the services, personnel, equipment, and
facility of our county and unable to cope”? Are you really going to continue to agree with a
failed leader’s catastrophic emergency policy for another two months? The conditions
under which the resolution was signed are no longer applicable today and it must be
rescinded.

 
On March 3, 2021 the County Health Officer signed The Declaration of Local Health
Emergency declaring a local Emergency for Nevada County (signed by Ken Cutler MD)
 
This emergency order stated under Health & Safety code 101080. “this declaration “must
NOT remain in effect for longer than 7 days” unless reviewed and ratified by the Nevada
County Supervisors and “it must be reviewed every 30 days UNTIL the local emergency is
terminated”. The conditions under which the declaration was signed are no longer
applicable today and it must be rescinded. It was never publicly shown that it was ever
reviewed.

 

Today is your opportunity to save face by reviewing, ratifying and Rescinding the County
Health Officer Declaration of Local Health Emergency declaring a local Emergency for
Nevada County! Yes, you can! It was and is your responsibility to make sure this local health
emergency did not remain in effect for longer than 7 days and you were negligent to not
review it every 30 days UNTIL the LOCAL emergency was terminated. We are now one year
later and the truth is in your face that our county no longer has “an imminent and proximate
threat to our community. 

-- 
Ken R Paige

Eat your food with gladness & drink your wine with a joyful heart (Ecclesiastes 9:7)

Proprietor Friar Tuck's Restaurant & Bar





From: Rebecca Young
To: BOS Public Comment
Subject: Support for SR 21-0178
Date: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 3:48:50 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of County of Nevada email system. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I am a registered voter living in District 3 and I support passage of SR 21-0178 to safely reopen our
county based on local data. 

Rebecca Young
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From: Tom & Liz Walsh
To: bdofsupervisors
Cc: Heidi Hall; Sue Hoek; Ed Scofield; Dan Miller; Hardy Bullock
Subject: For public record 4/27/21
Date: Friday, April 23, 2021 6:14:20 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of County of Nevada email system. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Greetings to our County leaders,

Thanks for your hard work in these times.  We are certain your job is not easy.  We have lived in this county for 50
years and never regretted that, although the character of this place has changed dramatically and not always for the
better.  Now is definitely one of those times.  Due to BOS decisions about keeping our county closed because of
"peril beyond control", many of our local businesses are suffering or have closed, and there is a gloomy atmosphere
everywhere.  From our perspective, none of this is warranted and has not been for several months.  We work locally
and see people in that environment daily who have long since stopped believing and living as if there is a
“pandemic".  They sometimes wear masks to masquerade as compliant citizens, but the underlying dialogue would
not make you Sups smile.  We encourage you to have a real look at who really has the disease, who really has died
from it, and to respond appropriately. It is time to reopen our county, to allow the residents to return to normal life
with the protections guaranteed by our Constitution (not power-grabbing state officials), and for our BOS to get
back to governance that makes sense for Nevada County!

Thomas and Elizabeth Walsh
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Understanding the Law in Excessive Use of Force:  
The Totality of Circumstances 
 
It’s important for the community to understand that law enforcement has a constitutional 
duty to protect the rights of an individual especially when confronted with crisis 
situations where the person is mentally ill, disabled, or under the influence. California 
Police Officer’s Standards and Training (POST is the gold standard of training in 
excessive use of force and de-escalation techniques. Since California has updated its 
requirements, officers must be current on training and hold the necessary certification.  
 
To make a point, the Supreme Court used a failure to train example: 

“But it may happen that in light of the duties assigned to specific officers or 
employees the need for more or different training is so obvious, and the 
inadequacy so likely to result in the violation of constitutional rights, that the 
policymakers of the city can reasonably be said to have been deliberately 
indifferent to the need. In that event, the failure to provide proper training 
may fairly be said to represent a policy for which the city is responsible, and 
for which the city may be held liable if it actually causes injury.” 

In the Gabriel Strickland case dispatch reported a man walking with a gun, but that he 
“'didn’t seem like upset or anything". There were no reports to the police that he ever 
brandished the toy gun, threatened anyone, trespassed onto private property, or acted in 
any manner threatening to public safety.   

Officers arriving on the scene could have used any number of standard de-
escalation techniques. Instead, they only inflamed and escalated the situation 
and made the use of lethal force justifiable in their own minds. This is exactly 
the opposite approach to what is taught in the POST training which defines 
de-escalation as “... the process of using strategies and techniques intended to 
decrease the intensity of the situation.” 

Gabriel repeatedly told the GV Officers that he was holding a toy Airsoft* 
rifle with a “marked” orange tip as required by law. He even tapped the 
barrel to let them hear it was plastic, not metal. On the video Sheriff Deputy 
Tripp is heard saying “you could have painted that”, thereby acknowledging 
that the officers saw the orange tip. 

It was obvious to anyone watching Gabriel at the scene that he was not in a 
normal state of mind. A normal person would have simply put the gun on the 
ground. More importantly, the GV officers knew he was: a homeless man 
with mental health issues and unable to respond to commands of law 
enforcement. Instead of speaking to him calmly, the officers just kept 
screaming commands, and moving closer with guns pointed, which is in direct 
opposition to de-escalation training.  



Sheriff’s Deputies and GV Officers never called for any mental health 
professional or negotiation advice. Law enforcement cannot ignore their obligation, 
when there is time, to de-escalate, communicate calmly, and call for crisis personnel. 
These peaceful non-lethal approaches are essential to constitutional police work, 
especially when, as in this case, the victim was known to have mental health issues. 

The totality of circumstances, by definition, means the entire encounter between the 
police and the victim, from the dispatch call to the final use of force.  Law Enforcement 
and the DA cannot ignore the “totality” element and focus only on the last few seconds of 
the incident. 
 
The assumption “if the victim points a gun (or a knife) at an officer, the officer has the 
absolute right to use lethal force”. That is not the law. The Ninth Circuit decided in many 
cases: “the fact that the ‘suspect was armed with a deadly weapon’ does not render the 
officers' response per se reasonable under the Fourth Amendment.”  
 
It is obvious from watching the video of the Strickland incident that all officers at the 
scene had no idea what they were doing and had not been properly trained for detaining 
or arresting a person with mental health issues. Instead the officers followed the only 
training they received: the full-on use of lethal force. 
 
Given the recent shooting death of Sage Crawford, we must again question the training of 
the deputies at the scene, the rapid escalation of an incident that could have been handled 
differently and the failure of dispatch and the officers to call in the newly established 
Sheriff’s Crises Team. It’s past time for all Nevada County Law Enforcement officers to 
get current on training and hold the necessary POST certification on excessive use of 
force and de-escalation techniques.  
 
*Airsoft guns are replica toy guns used in airsoft sports. They are a special type of low-
power smoothbore air guns designed to shoot non-metallic spherical projectiles often 
referred to as “BB’s”, which are typically made of plastic or resin materials. 
 
 







From: Cindy Siegfried
To: BOS Public Comment
Subject: Mining Proposal
Date: Sunday, April 25, 2021 4:36:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of County of Nevada email system. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

My name is CIndy Siegfried and my husband and I have lived for 27 years at 
.  We live 1.9 miles down , and we own 1.75 acres,

and definitely within the impact area of the proposed mining operation.  We oppose the mine
for several reasons ( air quality, traffic, lighting, noise) but our main concern is OUR WELL. 
Our well is at a depth of 1,025 feet.  Yes, 1,025 feet.  Our first well was 500 feet and it
stopped producing in 2004.  Tanko Well Drilling company drilled another well and we finally
reached 5 to 10 gallons per minute at 1,025 feet, at a cost of $20,000.  The Foresthill Bridge,
tallest bridge in California, is 730 feet.  Our well is about 300 feet deeper! We are
EXTREMELY concerned about any impacts the mining operations could have on our water
supply.  There is no other place on our property for another well.  We wrote a letter with
several questions regarding protection of our and area wells during the Draft EIR process. We
oppose this application.  Thank you.  Pete and Cindy Siegfried 
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From: Julie Patterson-Hunter
To: Kit Elliott; Jeffrey Thorsby; Matt Kelley; Brian Foss
Cc: Mali LaGoe; Alison Lehman
Subject: FW: Bob Clark: Mine a Pandora’s box
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 8:11:00 AM
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From: Susan Frisbie  
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2021 7:19 PM
To: Heidi Hall <Heidi.Hall@co.nevada.ca.us>; Ed Scofield <Ed.Scofield@co.nevada.ca.us>; Sue Hoek
<Sue.Hoek@co.nevada.ca.us>; bdofsupervisors <bdofsupervisors@co.nevada.ca.us>; BOS Public
Comment <BOS.PublicComment@co.nevada.ca.us>; Dan Miller <Dan.Miller@co.nevada.ca.us>;
Hardy Bullock <Hardy.Bullock@co.nevada.ca.us>
Subject: Bob Clark: Mine a Pandora’s box
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of County of Nevada email system. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 

Bob Clark: Mine a Pandora’s box
I thought the role of county supervisors was to work for the benefits of residents. As I get older I find
that I have misunderstood a lot of things. Despite a higher than average IQ, a degree from a major
university, and almost 50 years of successful business experience, I am surprised when I find
something I have been pretty confident about ends up not being true.

So is the case with the county’s consideration of an application by Rise Gold to reopen the
Idaho Maryland Mine.

Since I live around the corner from the Brunswick mine site and will be impacted by a
reopening, I have tried to educate myself about the possible reopening. One of the first things I
did was to contact Matt Kelly in the county’s planning department and ask him for a copy of
the county’s economic impact analysis. (Many of you have found Matt to be a good,
responsive resource as I have.) Matt told me that such a study was not required, does not exist,
and that none is planned.

Wow.

I’m assuming Rise Gold has considered the costs and benefits to them. For some reason,
however, the county hasn’t concluded they should do the same for us.

Knowing that the three most important factors in real estate values are location, location, and
location, I wondered what the impact might be on my home value if all of a sudden it was
close to an operating mine. Knowing that our local real estate agents do all of the Grass Valley
real estate transactions and that they are the foremost experts on Grass Valley real estate, I
called the person who does the largest volume of transactions and has for years.

When I asked for their professional assessment of what would happen if the mine reopened,



they didn’t hesitate.

“Your home value and that of all your neighbors will drop by $50,000 to $100,00.”

Still in a bit of shock, I called another high volume agent, and another, and another, and
another, and another …. They all 100% agreed: Property values would decline. I went online
to see if I could find any fact-based study of what actually happened in another case where a
mine was opened in a residential area.

After much searching, I found a study done by two PhDs at the University of Minnesota. I
called them and they sent me a copy of their study. What they found, based on actual property
sales over a nine-year period, was that properties within a one-mile radius of the mine site
dropped 20%. But wait, they found that values dropped for up to a 7-mile radius, though less
so, as the property was further from the mine site.

That’s all of Grass Valley. Did the county supervisors just not know? I had to tell them, so I
did. Just properties within one mile of the Brunswick site could drop tens of millions of
dollars. So what did they say?

“That’s just speculation.”

Speculation? This is what our local experts are telling us. Does it matter whether it drops 20%,
or 10%, or 5%? Shouldn’t any decline be mitigated, or at least considered? Are my neighbors
and I just supposed to swallow hard? Are you?

You may not live next to the mine site, but you’re crazy if you think it won’t impact you.

I know the county is doing an Environmental Impact Report. I also know the Rise-paid
“outside experts” will conclude that everything can be mitigated, leaving us to battle them
issue by issue. I was told by the county’s legal counsel that the supervisors couldn’t intervene,
as “they have to be the unbiased judge and jury.” Doesn’t serving the best interests of
residents apply at all?

Shouldn’t the economic impact of any project be required whether there is any required
procedure to do so or not? Every business does one. Would Supervisor Dan Miller start
building a new store without considering the costs and benefit? I don’t think Dan is that
stupid. Don’t most of us consider the cost and impact of a major purchase like buying a car?
Of course we do, we’re not that stupid or irresponsible.

What is the role of our county supervisors if not to look out for our best interests? Failure for
them to do so only leaves three explanations to me: personal interest, total disregard of their
duties, or just plain stupid. Take your choice. Any of them makes them unfit to serve the office
we have elected them to serve, and we need to get rid of them.

If we all just sit and let it happen, it will. If it does, I guess I’ll have to tell my family that good
old Dad didn’t understand that people don’t really care about their pocketbooks and by the
way, your inheritance will be $100,000 or more less than expected.

Are we all that stupid?

Written by:  Bob Clark who lives in Grass Valley.



 

NOTE HIS COMMENTS AND OBSERVATION that you all need to GO!!!  Gee, this is becoming a
reoccurring point of discussion here in Nevada county.......
 
 
Susan Frisbie
 
"The price of Liberty is eternal vigilance." Thomas Jefferson
 
"Those who would give up essential liberty to purchase a little temporary safety deserve neither liberty or
safety." - Benjamin Franklin
 
"Our Constitution was made only for a moral and religious people.  It is wholly inadequate for the
government of any other." - John Adams
 
"We can persuade and reason with the people, but we cannot force them." - Thomas Jefferson
 
 
Sent with ProtonMail Secure Email.
 




