
INVENTORY OF E-MAILS AND LETTERS
FOR JANUARY 8, 2008 CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP

Letter Dated
Sacramento Black Chamber of Commerce 1/7/2008
Christopher Mazzarella 1/8/2008
David Merritt 1/7/2008
Jean McCue 1/8/2008
Ken Stevenson 1/7/2008
Linn Hom 1/8/2008
Sharon Frederick 1/4/2008
Coalition for Clean Air; Planning and Conservation League; 
American Lung Association of California 1/7/2008
Sacramento Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce 1/4/2008
Sacramento Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 12/18/2007
Sacramento Asian Chamber of Commerce No Date
Shirley Hines 1/8/2008
Susan and Ron Heaton 1/8/2008
Jon Marshack 1/7/2008
Sacramento County Farm Bureau 11/6/2007
Sacramento Audubon Society 1/7/2008
JoAnn Anglin 1/5/2008
Allen Jamieson 1/3/2008
Robert Burness 1/7/2008
Trudy Ziebell 1/7/2008
Christine Balley 1/7/2008
Marilyn Hawes and Ron McDonough 1/7/2008
James P. Pachl 1/8/2008
Friends of the Swainson's Hawk 1/8/2008
- (attached to FOSH): Calif Dept. of Fish & Game 12/13/2007
- (attached to FOSH): USFWS & CDFG 9/5/2007
- (attached to FOSH): USFWS & CDFG 3/21/2006
- (attached to FOSH): ECOS & Sierra Club 6/1/2006
Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment 12/11/2007
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From: "Shirley Hines" hiness@earthlink.net
To: Bonnie Pannell; Heather Fargo; Kevin McCarty; Lauren Hammond; Ray Kerridge; 
Ray Tretheway; Robbie Waters; Robert King Fong; Sandy Sheedy; Steve Cohn 
1/8/2008 8:29 AM 
Subject: Greenbriar Project 

I oppose the Greenbriar Project.  Please accept the recommendation of the City Planning 
Commission to deny the project.  To approve Greenbriar would be to go against the city's 
vision and stated priorities. 

sincerely,
Shirley Hines 
719 Flint Way 
Sacramento 
(916) 444-6553 

Shirley Hines 
hiness@earthlink.net
EarthLink Revolves Around You. 



1/8/2008 4:31 PM >>> 
From: "Heaton, Susan" <sheaton@DowneyBrand.com>
To: Bonnie Pannell; Heather Fargo; Kevin McCarty; Lauren Hammond; Ray Kerridge; 
Ray Tretheway; Robbie Waters; Robert King Fong; Sandy Sheedy; Steve Cohn 

We are against this project.  Thank you.
Susan and Ron Heaton
1463 52nd St.
Sacramento, CA   95819



Subject:  Greenbriar Project - Item 20 on January 8 City Council Agenda 
 Date:  Mon, 7 Jan 2008 12:33 
 From:  Jon Marshack <jmarshack@earthlink.net>
To:  Heather Fargo, Ray Tretheway, Dist 3 Steve Cohn, Sandy Sheedy, Robert Fong, 
Lauren Hammond, Lauren Hammond, Kevin McCarty, Bonnie Pannell, Robbie Waters 
 CC: Ray Kerridge 

Honorable Mayor Fargo and City Councilmembers, 

I am a resident of the City of Sacramento and I oppose the Greenbriar project for a 
number of reasons: 

First, developing Greenbriar at this time is not smart growth.  I am concerned about the 
future growth and economic well-being of the City.  Please stay within the existing 
boundaries of the City and focus on improving our current urban area, and meeting our 
infrastructure needs. I agree with Planning Commissioner Jodi Samuels who said (Bee, 
November 10, 2008) "Greenbriar is a green field project, and the city has committed to 
prioritizing infill projects, which is a better use of resources, focuses development on the 
urban core, and controls sprawl . . . . To approve Greenbriar would be to go against the 
city's vision and stated priorities."  Meanwhile, there is plenty of room to grow inside the 
current city limits for the foreseeable future. 

Second, Light rail to the airport may be a great goal, but it is a long way off. Please don't 
approve an annexation to the City now in the hope it will somehow help get light rail to 
the airport. We will end up with the houses and no transit, as happened in North Natomas 
over the last decade. I agree with Planning Commissioner Mike Notestine's view. " 
Commissioner Michael Notestine, partner in a local planning and architecture firm, said 
he doesn't think the far-off prospect of a light rail line can be used to justify building on 
farmland now." (Sacramento Bee, November 10, 2007) The Council should have better 
assurance that the third segment of the airport light rail line will be feasible before 
approving land uses that depend on it. There are a number of hurdles for the DNA line to 
manage, including (1) voter approval of a new transit tax to pay for operating the line will 
be needed before federal approval of the funds for construction of any segment; and (2) 
segments 1 and 2 of the line will have to be constructed before LRT can reach 
Greenbriar.

Third, I am opposed to placing housing in the overflight zone of the airport. The airport 
was located to be distant from residential communities to reduce conflicts over airport 
noise and to protect public safety from airplane crashes. The Greenbriar project is so 
close to the airport that the City has to override a public safety guideline to approve it. 
The Greenbriar site doesn't accommodate the light rail station outside the overflight zone. 
I urge Council to spend more time thinking about this issue before approving the project 
and overriding public safety rules. Council should consider that the federal government 
may not want to approve a transit station inside the overflight zone of an airport. 



For these reasons, please accept the recommendation of the City Planning Commission to 
deny the project. 

Sincerely,

Dr. Jon B. Marshack 
2308 H Street 
Sacramento, CA  95816 
(916) 202-8331 



Sacramento County Farm Bureau 
8970 Elk Grove Blvd.  Elk Grove, CA 95624 

Phone: (916) 685-6958  Fax:  (916) 685-7125 

       November 6, 2007 

Mayor Heather Fargo 
City Hall
915 I Street, 5th Floor
Sacramento, California 95814-2604

RE:  Proposed Greenbriar Project 

Dear Mayor Fargo: 

The Sacramento County Farm Bureau has significant concerns regarding the 
proposed Greenbriar project.  We believe these concerns are not being 
appropriately addressed by the City of Sacramento, the County of Sacramento or 
LAFCo.

The proposed Greenbrier project will pave over some of the County’s remaining 
prime farmland with no discernible mitigation to help preserve farmland in our 
region.  The City of Sacramento and County of Sacramento both have General 
Plans that recognize the importance of protecting agriculture land, yet the City of 
Sacramento is allowing the Greenbrier project to count habitat mitigation land as 
agriculture preservation with no evidence that it can and will be used for farmland 
in perpetuity.  Jurisdictions in the region require at least 1:1 mitigation for the 
intent purposes of agriculture only.  Anything less than 1:1 mitigation for 
agriculture is unacceptable and this project should be no exception.  In addition, 
the project lies outside the Permit Areas of the Natomas Basin Habitat 
Conservation Plan, the NBHCP mitigation plan relied on the assumption that 
most of the Basin outside of the Permit Areas would remain undeveloped and 
agricultural for the 50 year Permit Term.

It should be recognized that agriculture’s economic impact to Sacramento County 
is over $306 million in farm gate sales and over $1.2 billion in supportive 
industries, such as transportation, processing and sales.  It should also be 
recognized that Farm Bureau respects the position of the City and County’s need 
to grow to accommodate future population growth.  However, agriculture should 
be of highest priority and protected against urban sprawl because of its economic 
contribution.  Agriculture is an important economic engine that drives the vitality 



of not only our State’s economic health, but habitat for our wildlife, food and fiber 
for people around the world. We urge that infill projects and revitalization of 
existing developed areas are the priority before the development of 
existing farmland.

In addition, the proposed development is slated for over 3,400 housing units, 
shopping malls, an elementary school and several parks in a deep floodplain 
prior to any repairs of Natomas levees; which lacks 100 year flood protection.  
This is poor public planning. 

In closing, the proposed Greenbrier project does not adequately address the 
impacts to agriculture and is clearly inconsistent with the City’s and County’s 
General Plan and Natomas Basins Habitat Conservation Plan.  Farm Bureau first 
urges that infill projects are priority before further expansion.  If expansion must 
occur, we ask this project remain consistent with other jurisdictions in the region 
that require at least 1:1 mitigation for the intent purposes of agriculture only.
Anything less than 1:1 mitigation for agriculture is unacceptable. 

       Sincerely, 

       Ken Oneto, President 

cc: City of Sacramento Council Members 
 City of Sacramento Planning Commission 

Sacramento County Board of Supervisors 
 Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission  














































































































