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Richter Farms 

February 18, 2007 

Attention:    Scott Mende 
                City of Sacramento, Planning Division 
             1231 I Street 
               Sacramento, CA 92814  

re: Natomas Joint Vision Open Space Program - Draft 

Mr. Mende, 

Be advised, on reviewing your Natomas Joint Vision Open Space Program - 

DRAFT, we find it misrepresents our properties: 
                        APNs 201-0170-011, 201-0220-043,  
                        APNs 201-0210-013, 201-0210-14 & 210-0200-028  
                       APN 201-0190-006)  

and designates them as Willliamson Act lands. This is totally inaccurate. We elected out of the Act years ago and 
have been entirely out for over a year. We are very concerned over this misrepresentation, request immediate 
deletion of such reference and clarification of actual status.  An error of this magnitude could significantly impact 
our long term planning and create substantial problems for your department as well. However, now that you have 
received constructive notice, we trust you will desist and make appropriate correction.
Obviously any document, map or other report that purports these sort of inaccuracies is fatally flawed and must 
be rectified before completion, recommendation and/or release. We anticipate your full cooperation in immediate 
remedy of this matter. 

We have also duly noted that your draft reduces and documents the absence of significant available acreage as 
stated in the Joint Vision's MOU. From where do these numbers come? Thousands of acres do not disappear. 
Nowhere have we seen reasoning or explanation for the reduction. We look for clarification on this point as well. 

We await your prompt correction and response. Our contact email address is:  
Thank you for your attention.  

Sincerely,

J Richter, Richter Farms 
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From: John Roberts
To: Judith Lamare; Scot Mende; 
CC: Moffitt. Leighann (MSA); Lockhart. Don; Brian Collett; Car.

Julie (MSA); Jim Pachl; 
Subject: Re: Spreadsheet of Natomas Basin land categorization
Date: Monday, February 25, 2008 5:33:59 PM
Attachments:

We at the Conservancy expect there will indeed be some Sutter County 
mitigation in the Sacramento County portion of the Basin based on existing 
acquisitions and/or options held by Sutter County Measure M ("Sutter 
Pointe") development interests. We don't expect that it will be a lot, 
however.

I will confess that I used the same basic math that Scot did in coming up 
with a number similar to his on how much mitigation land would ultimately be 
needed for City of Sacramento development. I plussed it some based on 
anticipated acquisitions in the Conservancy's Fisherman's Lake Reserve Area 
(FLRA), and did not argue with Brian Collett's 740 number when he met with 
us. But we have very good indications that the Conservancy will be offered 
additional land in the FLRA based on communications we've had with various 
development interests. 

The FLRA is essential in the implementation of the 2003 NBHCP, and we want 
to take advantage of these offers of mitigation land. 

Hope this is helpful. 
--

John Roberts 
The Natomas Basin Conservancy 
2150 River Plaza Drive, Suite 460 
Sacramento, CA  95833 
www.natomasbasin.org
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From: James Pachl
To: Scot Mende; 
CC: Moffitt. Leighann (MSA); Lockhart. Don; Brian Collett; John

Roberts; Car. Julie (MSA); Judith Lamare; 
Subject: Re: Spreadsheet of Natomas Basin land categorization
Date: Monday, February 25, 2008 5:20:30 PM
Attachments:

Scott,

The NBHCP Permit Area for Sutter County covers over 7,000 acres.  A NOP has 
been issued for a proposed Specific Plan covering all of that 7000 acres. 
Much of it is owned by one landowner, Bob Leal, who sells for premium dollar 
only and is reluctant to sell.   NBC has refused some prospective land 
dedications in Sutter due to unsuitability of the property for species 
mitigation (lack of water rights, incompatible neighboring uses or potential 
uses, absemce pf habitat connectivity, absence of essential characteristics 
needed for suitable habitat  mitigation, etc.) 

Jim

 1. Not enough land in Sutter portion of basin to mitigate for Sutter 
permitted
> development 
>
> 2. Sutter co Landowner parcels in sacramento co adjacent to current NBC 
> preserves appropriate for mitigating for sutter's permitted development? 
>
> 3.  Nbhcp strategy for conservation, preserve requirements 
>
> Jude 
>
> Sent from my iPhone 
>
> On Feb 25, 2008, at 5:00 PM, "Scot Mende" <SMENDE@cityofsacramento.org> 
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wrote:
>
> Your last point (that Sutter will mitigate in Sacramento County) is an 
> interesting hypothesis. 
> Generally, Sutter County land is less expensive than Sac County. 
> What is your thinking behind your hypothesis? 
>
> Scot Mende, New Growth & Infill Manager 
> Planning Department 
> Voice: 808-4756 
> Mobile: 879-4947 
> E-mail: smende@cityofsacramento.org 
> Address: 915 I Street, 3rd floor, Sac CA 95814 
>
> "People support what they help create" 
> "Tell me & I forget.  Teach me & I remember.  Involve me & I learn" - 
> Ben Franklin 
>
>
> Judith Lamare <judelam@sbcglobal.net> 2/25/2008 4:55 PM >>> 
> Scot, 
>
> Thanks for the additional information. 
>
> Recall though that NBC must meet both City and Sutter mitigation 
> requirements in the Basin and I believe some of Sutter's mitigation 
> will be 
> in Sacramento County. 
>
> Jude 
>
>
> Jude- 
> I've attached the 2006 HCP Annual Report from the City to USFWS. 
> If you look at Attachment C, note the areas in pale yellow that 
> represent 
> areas not yet graded. 
> I also have an unofficial map that identifies the acreage associated 
> with each 
> of the yellow non-graded areas. 
> (I'll send that by separate e-mail.) 
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>
> Scot Mende, New Growth & Infill Manager 
> Planning Department 
> Voice: 808-4756 
> Mobile: 879-4947 
> E-mail: smende@cityofsacramento.org 
> Address: 915 I Street, 3rd floor, Sac CA 95814 
>
> "People support what they help create" 
> "Tell me & I forget.  Teach me & I remember.  Involve me & I learn" - 
> Ben 
> Franklin 
>
>
> Jude Lamare <judelam@sbcglobal.net> 2/25/2008 4:11 PM >>> 
> I have started to review your latest Joint Vision Open Space 
> document.  I 
> noticed you are estimating NBC need as 700 acres in the Sacramento 
> County 
> portion of the Basin. Please note the email below that I sent to 
> Dangermond 
> Assoc last September with reasons why I believed their estimate on 
> NBC need 
> was too low (at 740).   Brian Collett did not respond to this email. 
>
> I am not aware of any Natomas Basin Conservancy document or finding 
> that 
> sets this need at 700 acres.  The NBC TAC should be reviewing and 
> commenting 
> on this document if it is to serve as a basis for future HCP 
> changes. 
>
> Jude Lamare 
>
> Jude Lamare, President 
> Friends of Swainson's Hawk 
> 915 L St., C-425 
> Sacramento, Ca. 95814 
> 916-447-4956 
>
> www.swainsonshawk.org 
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Attachment 3

PROJECTS IN NATOMAS BASIN 

Project Responsible Agency
Airport Master Plan – Expansion of Sacramento 
International Airport, including commercial parking 
south of I-5 and new runway on west side 

Sacramento County Airports 

Camino Norte Annexation (400 acres–150 acres 
are already developed) 

City of Sacramento 

Cal Trans I-5/I-80 Interchange Cal Trans 

Downtown Natomas Airport (DNA) Light Rail 
Extension

Regional Transit 

Greenbriar (577± acres) City of Sacramento 

Interchange at Metro Air Park Cal Trans

Natomas Levee Improvement Project (NLIP) SAFCA, USACE 

Sacramento Area Voltage Support Project SMUD & Western Area Power 
Administration

SMUD New Substation SMUD

PG&E Line 406/407 PG&E

PG&E Transmission Line along Riego Road PG&E 

PG&E Substation Expansion PG&E

Sacramento Water Reliability Study Bureau of Reclamation and Placer 
County Water Agency 

Sacramento International Airport Sanitary Sewer 
Connection

Sacramento County Airports 

Natomas Mutual Fish Screen Natomas Central Mutual Water Co. 

Measure M Sutter Co. 

Placer Parkway South Placer Regional Transportation 
Authority

West Lakeside High School Natomas Unified School District 


