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. Letter to “Whom it May Concern” from Roxanee Fuentez regarding her

opposition to the expansion of Mercy Hospital at its present site

. Petition from those opposed to the Mercy project who attended the

meeting

. Letter to the Mayor and Council from William Abbottt, Attorney for Clarice

Luther, regarding a response to Comment 16-2 on the DEIR of Project
PO4-215 with a letter from Rose Luther attached

. Letter to the Mayor and Council from Rose Luther regarding the Heritage

Elm Tree adjacent to the proposed Sacred Heart School project with
William Abbott’s Letter attached

. Letter to the Mayor and Council from Steve Luther regarding the

inadequacy of the greenspace set-back at the entrance of the proposed
Sacred Heart School project
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Regarding The Mercy Hospital Expansion and Sacred Heart School Proposal

To whom it may concern:

I do not support the expansion of Mercy Hospital at its present site. It
would cause too many problems for the surrounding neighborhood. Also,
according to p.2-12 of the Draft EIR, with the building of the cardiac center,
the number of licensed beds would be reduced from 342 to 141 in 20 years. I
fail to see how this would better serve the needs of the community. Mercy
Methodist Hospital in South Sacramento has plenty of room for this heart
center.

The current plan also calls for moving Sacred Heart School across the
street, tearing those beautiful homes down, and replacing much of the site
with a parking lot -- not a good reason to relocate the school. I support
building a new school on the existing school site, with a significant
separation between school buildings and the hospital. This would not cause

the destruction of any of the nice homes on the other side of 39th Street.

During construction of the new school, students can use the vacant school at
Depot Park, formerly the VAPAC School. This school is in excellent

condition, has a beautiful courtyard and can accommodate the number of

students that Sacred Heart has. The owner of Depot Park, Mr. Fisher, will be

happy to lease this site to the school. //




AN of 2

With this plan, Sacred Heart School will have the same brand new
buildings designed by their architect. The heritage trees will be preserved.
On the old Mercy Care site, a new green space can be created for use by the
school, the community and residents of Mercy McMahon Terrace.

There are so many unanswered questions concerning this project and the
alternatives, that a final decision should be postponed until these questions
are resolved.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roxanne Fuentez

1100 64™ St
Sacramento, CA 95819
916-739-0226
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ApeOTT & RN
KINDERMANN, LLP

ATTORMEYS AT LAW

November 27, 2007

VIA FACSIMILE ONLY

Mayor Heather Fargo and Members of the City Council
Sacramento City Council

915 I Street, 5™ Floor

Sacramento, California 95814

Re:  Response to Comment 16-2 on the DEIR of Project # PO4-215
Dear Mayor Heather Fargo and Members of the City Council:

This firm serves as legal counsel to Mrs. Clarice Luther. Mrs. Luther lives
adjacent to the proposed project at 852 39" Street, Sacramento, California. On August
27, 2007, Mrs. Luther sent a letter to Scott Johnson, Associate Planner, providing various
comments to the DEIR for the Mercy General Hospital and Sacred Heart Parish School
Mixed Use Project. In the comment identified in the FEIR as Comment 16-2, Mrs.
Luther referred to a development impact analysis prepared by John Lichter, a registered
arborist.  That analysis detailed several recommended design modifications and
construction methods (43 total found between pages 5 through 9 of his report) that would
mitigate potential impacts to four (4) trees which were the subject of the EIR analysis.
The response to Mr. Lichter’s recommendations found on page 4-76 of the FEIR states:

[Tlhe City of Sacramento Urban Forest Services reviewed the DIA and
determined that the design modifications suggested do not substantially
increase the level of protection for heritage trees beyond that provided by
the Municipal Code and the mitigation measures included in the Draft
EIR, with Initial Study Mitigation Measure 7 modified as shown below.

Under California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) Guidelines, section
15088, subdivision (c), “[t]here must be good faith, reasoned analysis {given] in
response” to comments. “Conclusory statements unsupported by factual information will
not suffice.” (/d.) Response to Comment 16-2 concludes that the recommended design
modifications “do not substantially increase the level of protection.” This conclusion is
made without any factual basis or critical analysis, and the response lacks a “good faith,
reasoned analysis™ of the recommendations made in Mr. Lichter’s report. In contrast to
the detailed recommendations offered by Mr. Lichter, the City’s proposed mitigation fails
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Mayor Heather Fargo and Members of the City Council

Re: Response to Comment 16-2 on the DEIR of Project # PO4-215
November 27, 2007

Page 2

to disclose to the public and the City Council exactly what mitigation measure will be
undertaken. A mitigation philosophy predicated upon a theory of “trust us to do the right
thing” is patently insufficient. Thus, because the response given is conclusory, the City
has failed to give an adequate response under CEQA and the existing mitigation lacks
meaningful certainty. This EIR should not be certified until such time as an adequate
response is proposed and published.

Sincerely,

%iam W. Abbott

WWA/emb
cc:  rose@adnc.com (Via Electronic Mail only)
stevel@universalcustomdisplay.com (Via Electronic Mail only)

ecompton(@cityofsacramento.org (Via Electronic Mail only)
john@treeassociates.net (Via Electronic Mail only)

dgoosen@cityofsacramento.org (Via Electronic Mail only)




Mayor Heather Fargo
Members of the City Council November 27, 2007

This request is about the Heritage Elm tree adjacent to the proposed Sacred Heart School
project. The Luther Family is requesting further clarification of measures planned to
protect the tree during any destruction and construction activity.

There has been some interchange of information and further documentation provided
since the FEIR response. However, there continue to be questions about the difference
between the Consulting Arborist’s recommendations and the City’s proposed mitigation
measures. There has been such a volume of information to process overall and this item
has not been resolved.

We are requesting direct interaction on site with the City Arborist and Consulting
Arborist to consider discrepancies between the City’s plans and consultant
recommendations. These need to be addressed fully in the City process.

Attached is a further comment letter on the concern, stating that the EIR should not be
certified until such time as an adequate response is proposed and published.

Thank you,

Fove b

Rose Luther

For Mrs. Clarice Luther and Family

852-39% Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
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November 27, 2007

Mayor Heather Fargo and Members of the City Council

On October 25, at the Planning Commission, | requested consideration of a small
but important issue regarding the inadequacy of the greenspace set-back at the
entrance to the proposed SHPS. | have been afforded no opportunity to discuss
this issue directly with the architect.

Mr. Buck has stated that there is no viable option to what he has drawn for the
internal walkway.

Even within that constraint, however, | believe that the set-back issue can stilt
be solved very simply. | request that the City Council relieve the School of the
requirement for one compact parking place and allow it's conversion to
greenspace. The set-back below the pathway would then conform to that of the
existing Mercy McMahon Terrace as well as to that of the proposed new school
building. (Roughly 20 feet from the sidewalk.)

As demonstrated in the photos provided, this small change would provide
substantial aesthetic benefit. It would likely enhance the safety of pedestrians
entering the school as well, due to that first parking space being 11 feet from the
sidewalk, requiring back up towards the sidewalk.

Singerely,
Steve Luth

For Mrs. Clarice Luther and Family
852 39" Street
Sacramento, California 95816
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