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Teresa Haenggi

From: Gera Swanson [geraldineswanson@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 3:33 PM
To: Teresa Haenggi
Subject: Public Comment on  Central City R-3A rezone at 10th and E St.

I request that the Commision reject Staff recommendation for the Central City (R-3A rezone at 10th and E Street). 
Item #11 packet. 
  
This is my comment for the public hearing:   
  
I am opposed to rezoning the two parcels at 10th and E (one block from my home) and request no additional R-3A high 
density zoning in the historic Alkali Flat area.  High density housing, such as low income or rental apartment complex 
housing already established, have already severely taxed community resources and law enforcement's ability to respond 
to increased criminal activity, such as theft, gangs, violence and drug use.   Additional high density housing would simply 
add to this problem and impact negatively on quality of life of  this neighborhood.   
  
Please reject R.-3A zoning at 10th and E Street and restrict zoning to Urban Low Density or keep the M-2 zoning intact at 
this time.   
  
Respectfully,   
Geraldine Swanson 
Alkali Flat resident/homeowner for 24 years.   
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Teresa Haenggi

From: Donald Caldwell [doncald@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 2:24 PM
To: Teresa Haenggi; Planning
Subject: public comment on Central City R-3A rezone at 10th & E St. 

  
    -   Item #11 

packet. 
 
My public hearing comment:   
Please restrict zoning to Urban Low Density or keep the M‐1 zoning intact at this time.  
 
I do not want any more low income or rental apartment complex housing in my neighborhood and so request 
no more R‐3A high density zoning in Alkali Flat.  We are experiencing too many problems with existing high 
density housing and cannot endure any more of the challenges (i.e. theft, gang activity, violence, 
noise, scavenging, trespassing etc.) that invariably come along with these type developments in our area. 
  
Many residents seek to see Alkali Flat represent what it has historically been ‐ a single family neighborhood 
with some prosperous yet community‐supportive commercial businesses.  R‐3A housing will not accomplish 
this objective.  Please reject R‐3A zoning at 10th & E St. now and whenever this zoning is 
suggested within Alkali Flat in the future. 
  
Respectfully, 
Jennifer Caldwell 
Alkali Flat reside nt 
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To whom it may concern:                                                                                              October 5, 2010 

Re: Rezoning @ Carefree Natomas & Sabrina Plaza 

   This letter is in response to the proposed changes in Zoning  that the City of Sacramento is in the 
process of implementing at the Carefree Natomas and Sabrina Plaza properties on North Natomas Blvd.  

   The Carefree Natomas property has been completely improved and a 500 unit senior apartment 
community currently is in operation there. 

   The Sabrina Plaza property is still unimproved.   

   When we purchased both those unimproved properties  the zoning at the time was R‐4. That Multi 
Family zoning allowed a maximum density of 58 dwelling units per acre. The proposed new zoning is 
called Suburban Neighborhood High Density which allows a maximum density of 30 dwelling units per 
acre. That equates to nearly a 50% drop in density !!!  Part of the reason we purchased in that location 
was the allowable density. Now not only are we faced with a national economic recession that has 
reduced or eliminated demand for raw land and the associated drop in values, but a potential rezoning 
that will reduce the property value even more !  

   Regarding the Sabrina Plaza property, a question has arisen about the tentative map and special 
permit (Project #P07‐035) which was requested and approved in 2007 to build a condominium project.  
We sold that property at the end of the economic boom cycle (2006) to another builder/developer.  
That buyer progressed the project just far enough along to receive the previously mentioned approvals 
and then defaulted on the contract signed with us forcing us to foreclose.  

   Our future plans for the Sabrina Plaza site are to build an affordable high density senior housing 
project. We are only waiting for signs of economic improvement to allow us to proceed. With the 
unemployment rate as high as it is in the Sacramento area, think about the construction jobs we could 
create when building this type of  project !   

   In closing the owners of both the Carefree Natomas and the Sabrina Plaza properties are respectfully 
requesting that the proposed rezoning for these parcels not be completed. The loss in value due to 
rezoning is extreme and not acceptable in an already down economy.   

 

Thank You, 

 

Robert Benson 
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Teresa Haenggi

From: JK Leason [jkleason@pcpipe.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2010 2:59 PM
To: Teresa Haenggi
Cc: Tom Pace; Lucy Hall
Subject: FW: APN 02703600160000 at 5999 Power Inn Road from M-2S to M-1S
Attachments: Sacto Zoning June 22 2010 Letter.pdf; 

CITY_OF_SACRAMENTO_CONFIRMATION_OF_ZONING_08_25_2010_4_PAGES.pdf

 <<CITY_OF_SACRAMENTO_CONFIRMATION_OF_ZONING_08_25_2010_4_PAGES.pdf>> Hi 
Teresa and Tom   
 
I see that I sent the below e‐mail to a .com address rather than a .org address.  So please 
see my letter below. 
 
Thanks, 
 
JK Leason 
President 
Pacific Corrugated Pipe Co. 
949‐650‐4555 
949‐650‐0781 (fax) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Statement Of Confidentiality:   
 
This electronic message transmission, and all attachments, contains information from W.E. 
Hall/Pacific Corrugated Pipe Company and Pacific Corrugated plastic Pipe Comapny, which is 
confidential and privileged. The information is for the exclusive viewing or use of the 
intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of the contents of this information is prohibited. If you have 
received this electronic transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately by a 
"reply to sender only" message and destroy all electronic and hard copies of the 
communication, including attachments. 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: JK Leason 
Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2010 9:35 AM 
To: thaenggi@cityofsacramento.com 
Cc: Lucy Hall 
Subject: APN 02703600160000 at 5999 Power Inn Road from M‐2S to M‐1S 
 
Hi Teresa ‐‐ 
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We have received notice of the Planning Commission ‐‐ Public Hearing for this Thursday, 
October 28, 2010 at 5:30 pm regarding the zoning change for our property from M‐2S to M‐1S.  
Although we will not be able to attend this meeting, we wish to notify you and the City 
Planning Commission that we are still opposed to this rezoning action. 
 
As you know, thru various meetings, phone calls, letters and e‐mails we had asked you for a 
confirmation of use of our property in light of the new proposed zoning.  Attached is our e‐
mail to you of June 22, 2010 outlining our concerns about the proposed zoning in which we 
asked for a clarification letter from the City.  On August 25, 2010 you responded with the 
attached "Confirmation of Zoning" letter which really only amounts to a statement of the 
current Sacramento City Zoning Codes. 
Since we had asked for verification from you that with the proposed change in zoning from M‐
2S to M‐1S that we would be able to continue all aspects of our manufacturing, distribution 
and storage activities (both inside buildings and outside of buildings) exactly as we have 
for the past 50 plus years, and that the City's proposed zoning change would not affect this 
as well as not require us to modify our property.  In other words, a letter that 
"Grandfathers" us.  Additionally we had asked you to document that secondary uses of the land 
in the normal course of operating a business would not disqualify the business use within the 
zone.  We requested that you include verbiage showing that intent in the Zoning Code/General 
Plan so that future planners would not reinterpret the code to the contrary.   
 
Your attached letter August 25, 2008 does not address our concerns and hence we still remain 
in opposition to the proposed zoning change. 
 
We ask you to please read this e‐mail and make sure it and the two attachments become a part 
of the minutes for the October 28, 2010 hearing.  I would also appreciate your 
acknowledgement of receipt of this letter. 
 
Thank you,   
 
JK Leason 
President 
Pacific Corrugated Pipe Co. 
5999 Power Inn Road, Sacramento, Calif. 95824‐2306 Mailing address:  PO Box 2450, Newport 
Beach, Calif. 92658 
949‐650‐4555 
949‐650‐0781 (fax) 
 
 
 
This message has been scanned for malware by Websense. www.websense.com 
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JK Leason 

From: Lucy Hall [luann.hall@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, June 22, 2010 2:03 PM
To: thaenggi@cityofsacramento.org
Cc: JK Leason
Subject: rezone hearing Power Inn Road

Page 1 of 1

10/26/2010

Dear Teresa Haenggi and Planning Commission,
When JK Leason and I met with you and many staff members on January 26, 2010, you and all the staff 
members assured us that land uses which were not specifically excluded were included in the zoning. 
You indicated that our current manufacturing operation is a permited use under the M1S zone.  You all 
indicated that only the primary use of the property was considered as the land use of the property and 
that secondary uses in the normal course of operating a business would not disqualify the business use 
within the zone.  We requested that you include verbage showing that intent in the Zoning Code/General 
Plan so that future planners would not reinterpret the code to the contrary.  We have not received 
anything in writing showing that you have done so.  Could you please provide a copy of the statement to 
be included?  If no statement is included, I request that one be included in association with this zone 
change  to our property and those of other property owners in the area.  On June 17 th we received a fax 
notification of a Planning Commission meeting June 24,2010 on the rezoning and land use designation 
changes.  We will not be able to attend that meeting since we had previously scheduled other 
commitments. 
Sincerely, 
Lu Ann Hall 
W.E. Hall Company 
Pacific Corrugated Culvert 
 
 

Click here to report this email as spam.
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