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PO4-106 — Downtown Ford 

REQUEST: 	 A. 	Environmental Determination: Mitigated Negative 
Declaration; 

Mitigation Monitoring Plan; 

C. PUD Guidelines Amendment to amend the Park El 
Camino Planned Unit Development (PUD) Guidelines to 
include design guidelines and development standards 
for Auto sales (new/used), service, repair, storage or 
rental in the General Commercial (C-2) zone; 

D. PUD Schematic Plan Amendment to depict one 88,545 
square foot auto dealership, 42,000 square feet of office, 
19,500 square feet of retail uses, a 4,000 square foot 
restaurant, and a service station in the Park El Camino 
Planned Unit Development (PUD); 

E. Tentative Subdivision Map to merge and resubdivide 
three (3) existing parcels into six (6) parcels totaling 
20.4+/- gross acres; 

Special Permit to construct an 88,545 square foot auto 
dealership on 11.75+/- net acres in the General 
Commercial Planned Unit Development (C-2-PUD) zone 
in the Park El Camino PUD. 

Northwest corner of West El Camino Ave and Orchard Lane 
APN: 225-0220-040, -064, -065 
Council District 1 (Attachments 2 and 3) 

LOCATION: 

OWNER: 

Law Offices of Gregory D. Thatch, Contact: Gregory Thatch 
1730 I Street, Suite 220 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(916) 443-6956 

Park El Camino — Natomas, LLC 
P.O. Box 214648 
Sacramento, CA 95821 

APPLICANT: 

APPLICATION FILED: 	May 27, 2004 

STAFF CONTACT: 	Stacia Cosgrove, Associate Planner, (916) 808-7110 
Greg Bitter, Senior Planner, (916) 808-7816  
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SUMMARY: 

The applicant is requesting entitlements to construct an 88,545 square foot auto dealership 
(Downtown Ford) in the General Commercial Planned Unit Development (C-2-PUD) zone, 
in the Park El Camino PUD. The dealership would be located on the northernmost 
11.75+/- acres of the 20.4 acre PUD, adjacent to Interstate-80. The dealership operations 
would include new and used car sales, auto repair and detailing. 

Dealership operations would utilize individualized pager and communication devices to 
eliminate the need for standard loud speaker systems. All test driving of vehicles would 
take place on major arterial roadways and freeways; the project Special Permit is 
conditioned such that no test driving will be allowed within surrounding residential 
neighborhoods. All light poles in the parking lot areas will be limited to 15 to 20 feet in 
height, thereby greatly reducing potential light pollution to adjacent roadways and other 
commercial and residential properties. 

The Park El Camino PUD Schematic Plan will be updated to reflect the proposed auto 
dealership and amendments to the proposed commercial uses on the south end of the site 
along West El Camino. The Park El Camino PUD Guidelines are proposed to be amended 
to establish development standards for the proposed use, to allow outdoor storage of 
repair vehicles, and to reduce the required landscaping along Interstate-80 from 50-feet to 
25-feet. 

The applicant is not proposing to develop the PUD's southernmost 8.65+/- acres at this 
time. The proposed Schematic Plan proposes a combination of uses for this portion of the 
site along West El Camino: 42,000 square feet of office, 19,500 square feet of retail uses, 
a 4,000 square foot restaurant, and a service station. 

This project is scheduled as a hearing item due to neighborhood opposition to the project. 
All comment letters and petitions, both in favor of and against the project are included as 
Attachments 14 and 15. Staff response to the issues and questions raised in the letters 
and emails is included in the Project Review Process section of this staff report, under 
Public/Neighborhood/Business Association Comments.  
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RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval of the project, subject to conditions. This 
recommendation is based upon the project's consistency with the General Plan's 
Community/Neighborhood Commercial and Office land use designation, the community 
plan's land use designation of Community Commercial, and the project's overall 
consistency with the goals and policies of the South Natomas Community Plan and Park El 
Camino PUD Guidelines. 

PROJECT INFORMATION: 

General Plan Designation: 

Community Plan Designation: 
Existing Land Use of Site: 
Existing Zoning of Site: 

Community/Neighborhood Commercial 
and Office 
Community Commercial 
Vacant 
General Commercial PUD (C-2-PUD) 

Surrounding Land Use and Zoning: 

North: Interstate-80, County (Agriculture) 
South: Vacant Commercial Site (Camino Station PUD); SC-PUD 
East: Proposed Park Site and Proposed Medium Density Residential; Agriculture (A) 
West: Interstate-80 Interchange, County Commercial Uses & 49er Truck Stop 

Property Dimensions: 
Property Area: 
Square Footage of Buildings: 
Height of Buildings: 
Exterior Building Materials: 

Parking Provided: 
Parking Required: 
Topography: 
Street Improvements: 
Utilities: 

Irregular 
20.4+/- gross acres 
88,545 square foot auto dealership 
1 and 2 stories 
Enameled porcelain panels, cement 
plaster, textured tilt-up panels, CMU, 
clear and blue tinted glass 
933 spaces total 
See parking discussion in staff report 
Flat 
Existing/To be constructed 
Existing/To be constructed 

OTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:  In addition to the entitlements requested, the 
applicant will also need to obtain the following permits or approvals, including, but not 
limited to: 

Permit  
Building Permit 
Driveway Permit 
Public Improvement Plans 

Agency 
Building Division 
Development Engineering & Finance 
Development Engineering & Finance 
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Final Map 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

Development Engineering & Finance 

July 14, 2005 

On February 21, 1989, the City Council approved various entitlements for the 20.4± gross 
acre site for residential and commercial development; 7.6± acres were zoned Highway 
Commercial (HC-PUD) and 12.8± acres were zoned Single Family Residential (R-1 PUD). 
The City Council also approved a Schematic Plan and Development Guidelines for the 
property to be known as Park El Camino PUD (P88-005). 

On September 1, 1992, the City Council approved a Tentative Map to subdivide the 
property into an 11.2± acre residential parcel and six Highway Commercial parcels in the 
Park El Camino PUD (P90-239). 

On May 21, 1996, the City Council approved a General Plan Amendment from Low Density 
Residential to Community/Neighborhood Commercial and Offices, a South Natomas 
Community Plan Amendment from Low Density Residential and Highway Commercial to 
Community Commercial, a rezone from R-1 PUD and HC-PUD to C-2 PUD and a Post 
Subdivision Modification modifying approved conditions of the Park El Camino Tentative 
Map (P95-061). 

The duration of the Tentative Map was extended by State Legislation. On September 13, 
1993, state legislation was passed allowing an automatic two year extension for all 
tentative maps that were approved prior to that date. On May 14, 1996, an additional one 
year map extension was approved by Governor Wilson. Both legislative actions provided 
that these extensions were in addition to any other extensions allowed by the Subdivision 
Map Act. With the legislation, this Tentative Map was valid for a term of five years without 
action by the local jurisdiction. The applicant also retained the ability to request an 
additional three year extension from the local jurisdiction. Therefore, the map was valid 
until September 1, 1997, without any request by the applicant. 

On October 9, 1997, the Planning Commission approved a Tentative Map Time Extension 
to extend the life of the map originally approved in 1992 until September 1, 2000. That 
tentative map was never finaled and expired. 

On July 23, 2002, City Council approved a proposal to amend the Park El Camino PUD 
Development Guidelines to delete the existing Highway Commercial and Residential 
guidelines sections, and to incorporate General Commercial (C-2) guidelines. The 
approval also included a Schematic Plan Amendment to reflect various commercial uses, 
office development, and a hotel/motel use on the 20.4± gross acre site, as well as a 
tentative subdivision map to divide the existing three parcels into eight parcels. Again, this 
tentative map was never finaled and has now expired. 
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The applicant now proposes to amend the Park El Camino Schematic Plan and Guidelines, 
and seeks approval of a Special Permit to construct an 88,545 square foot auto dealership 
on the north 11.75+/- acres of the project site. 

STAFF EVALUATION:  Staff has the following comments: 

A. 	Policy Considerations 

The General Plan:  The proposed project is consistent with General Plan policies for 
Community/Neighborhood Commercial & Offices. The General Plan designation includes 
shopping centers (less than 200,000 square feet), commercial strips, and smaller office 
developments which offer goods and services for the daily needs of adjacent residential 
areas. (SGPU, 4-10) Both the auto dealership with its sales and repair services and the 
retail uses on the southern part of the site will serve the daily needs of the Natomas 
Community. The project is also consistent with the following General Plan policies and 
goals: 

• Promote economic vitality and diversification of the local economy. (p. 4-1) 
• Ensure that all areas of the City are adequately served by neighborhood/community 

shopping districts. (p. 4-16) 
• It is the policy of the City to actively promote the continued vitality and diversification 

of the local economy, and to expand employment opportunities for City residents. 
(p. 1-35) 

Section 9 of the General Plan (Implementation Section), Table 1 identifies that uses 
allowed the C-2 zone are generally consistent with the uses envisioned in the General 
Plan's Community/Neighborhood Commercial & Offices designation. The proposed project 
will construct an auto dealership and repair facility on the proposed site while providing for 
additional commercial services along West El Camino. The proposal will add to the range 
of commercial services available in the South Natomas area. 

South Natomas Community Plan:  After careful evaluation, Staff has concluded that the 
proposed project is consistent with the South Natomas Community Plan. The project site 
is designated as Community Commercial in the Community Plan. The designation is 
characterized as being, "...typically anchored by a Junior department store, a 
supermarket, superdrug store, or a superhardware store." (SNCP, pg. 5) The 
Community Plan definition does not prohibit any uses nor does it provide an exhaustive list 
of the uses one might find in the Community Commercial designation. The definition does, 
however, describe larger floorplate uses and Staff believes that the auto dealership 
proposal is consistent with the type of use described by this Community Plan policy and 
designation description. 

It is clear that the South Natomas Community Plan intends the Community Commercial 
designation to contain uses that serve the larger "Community," and not solely 
neighborhood serving uses. The Community Plan contains a "Neighborhood Commercial" 
designation that is described as consisting of retail uses that, "serve the immediate 



neighborhood area." (SNCP, pg. 5) The Community Commercial designation description 
however, while not precluding retail uses that serve the immediate neighborhood area, is 
also able to accommodate large floor plate users, such as an auto dealership. 

The proposed project is consistent with the South Natomas Community Plan policy for 
shopping centers that states, "Designate shopping center sizes and locations to 
maximize convenience and shopper choice, balancing these attributes with 
protection of the viability of existing commercial development." (SNCP, pg. 18) and 
"Limit designation of neighborhood and community commercial to a level that meets 
overall community demand for retail goods and services." (SNCP, pg. 18) The 
location of commercial services at this site is appropriate and convenient because primary 
access to the site is provided via West El Camino, a major east/west thoroughfare in South 
Natomas. The proposed commercial adds to "shopper choice" in the area by offering 
additional commercial shops and services in the area. There are currently no new car 
dealers within the Natomas area; the proposed dealership brings a new commercial use to 
the area, adding to shopper choice and convenience. Due to the desire voiced by the 
community for additional commercial uses in the area, Staff does not anticipate that the 
proposed commercial site will affect the viability of other commercial sites in the area. 

The Community Plan states, "Avoid retail development of a regional nature that 
attracts out of area traffic." (SNCP, pg. 18) While it is feasible that shoppers from 
outside the Natomas Area may choose to patronize the auto dealership or the 
commercial/retail services on the south portion of the site, Staff does not consider the uses 
depicted on the proposed Park El Camino Schematic Plan to be of a regional nature. 
While an auto mall is widely recognized as being a regional use, in this case Staff does not 
consider a single auto dealership to be a regional use. There are thirteen (13) Ford 
dealerships in the greater Sacramento Area, with a total of four (4) Ford dealerships within 
10 miles of Downtown Ford at its current location on 16 th  Street in the Richards Boulevard 
area. (Attachment 4) Ten miles represents approximately 12 minutes of driving time. In 
addition, the auto dealership use does not generate the volume of traffic that a regional 
retail development typically generates for the amount of acreage on this site. City 
Development Engineering and Finance staff has confirmed that the proposed schematic 
plan uses will generate less traffic than the uses on the already approved Park El Camino 
PUD Schematic Plan. As another example, an auto dealership of this size generates fewer 
vehicle trips than would a full service grocery store. 

Staff supports the inclusion of a service station at this location in the South Natomas 
Community Plan Area, as the site is located directly adjacent to an Interstate 80 
interchange. The South Natomas Community Plan states as a Guiding Policy, "Provide 
sites at intervals along 1-80 for hotels/motels, restaurants, and service stations 
catering to the traveling public." (SNCP, pg. 19) The Community Plan further states as 
an implementing policy, "Designate highway commercial areas at the 1-80 
interchanges with West El Camino Avenue and Northgate Boulevard." (SNCP, pg. 
19) 
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Smart Growth Principles:  Sacramento City Council adopted a set of Smart Growth 
Principles in December 2001 in order to promote growth that is economically sound, 
environmentally friendly, and supportive of community livability. The Smart Growth 
Principles encourage: 

• Providing a mix of land uses; 
• Concentrating new development and targeting infrastructure investments within the 

urban core of the region; 
• Fostering a walkable community. 

The proposed project is designed to incorporate many elements of the Smart Growth 
Principles listed above. Development will be located in an area designated for urban 
development. The mixture of land uses proposed for the entire Park El Camino PUD 
support the retail and commercial needs of the South Natomas community. As there are 
no other new car dealers within the Natomas area, the auto dealership adds to the mix of 
land uses available in the community and in the appropriate location, directly accessible via 
a major thoroughfare. The auto dealership use is not considered to be a sensitive use and 
as such is appropriate to place directly adjacent to a major freeway interchange. While 
customers will likely drive to the auto dealership, the PUD is designed to provide more daily 
serving commercial services adjacent to West El Camino and existing residential uses, 
providing retail uses within walking distance of area residents. 

B. 	PUD Guidelines Amendment 

The Park El Camino Planned Unit Development (PUD) Guidelines is proposed to 
be amended in order to incorporate development standards for the proposed land 
uses. (Attachment 5, Exhibit A) The development standards included in the PUD 
Guidelines address parking, building design and materials, signage, setbacks, and 
landscaping requirements. It is important to note the following changes to the PUD 
Guidelines that are proposed: 

1. The applicant is proposing to reduce the required 50-foot landscape buffer 
adjacent to Interstate-80 to 25-feet. Staff has reviewed the proposal and finds a 
25-foot landscape buffer adjacent to the freeway to be acceptable. The 
commercial uses proposed for this site are not considered to be sensitive uses 
that would require a 50-foot setback from the freeway. A 25-foot landscape 
buffer is an adequate space to be able to plant and maintain attractive 
landscaping. Landscape standards for the setback areas are established by the 
PUD Guidelines; 

2. The PUD Guidelines are proposed to be amended to allow the outdoor parking 
of service vehicles overnight for auto service and repair facilities. All repair 
services will be conducted within an enclosed building, however vehicles that are 
dropped off by customers to be serviced will be allowed to be parked outdoors 
on-site. The service parking area is located on the northern portion of the 
dealership site (see Exhibit 1B: Site Plan Exhibit); 
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3. The existing Park El Camino PUD Guidelines and Schematic Plan allow a drive-
thru commercial use on this site. With the proposed amendment, the drive-thru 
use will be removed and reference to it in the PUD Guidelines is deleted. 

Among other requirements, PUD Guidelines would require that certain tree species 
be planted in the setback areas and at what distance from one another. The 
proposed guidelines amendment will also add language clearly noting that the use 
of outdoor public address systems or speaker systems associated with auto 
dealership operation is prohibited and that parking lot light standards will not 
exceed 15-feet in height and will be downward facing. Staff recommends approval 
of the PUD Guidelines Amendment. 

C. PUD Schematic Plan Amendment 

An amendment to the Park El Camino Schematic Plan is proposed in order to 
depict one 88,545 square foot auto dealership, 42,000 square feet of office, 19,500 
square feet of retail uses, a 4,000 square foot restaurant, and a service station 
within the 20.4+/- acre PUD. Attachment 5, Exhibit B, contains the proposed 
Schematic Plan exhibit. For reference purposes, Attachment 6 is included that 
depicts the existing Park El Camino Schematic Plan, adopted in July 2003. Staff 
finds that the commercial uses, as conditioned, will be compatible with existing and 
proposed residential uses in the area and recommends approval of Schematic 
Plan Amendment. 

D. Tentative Map 

The applicant is proposing to merge and resubdivide three vacant parcels totaling 
20.4± acres into six parcels of varying sizes, ranging from 0.71± to 11.75± acres 
(Exhibit 1C). The project site is located at the northwest corner of West El Camino 
and Orchard Lane. Access would be provided to the PUD via a driveway on West 
El Camino and a cul-de-sac street will provide access to the interior lots. City 
services will be constructed to serve the six proposed parcels, and standard 
subdivision improvements (i.e., curbs, gutters, sidewalks, etc.), including street 
lighting, will be provided to the project site. Staff recommends approval of the 
tentative map. 

E, 	Special Permit 

1. 	Zoning Requirements 

The project site is zoned General Commercial (C-2-PUD). The C-2 zone is a 
general commercial zone which provides for the sale of commodities, or 
performance of services, including repair facilities, offices, small wholesale stores or 
distributors, and limited processing and packaging. (City Code Section 17.20.010) 
The Park El Camino site is currently zoned C-2-PUD and no rezone of the property 
is proposed with the current application. Per the Commercial Land Use Chart in the 
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Zoning Ordinance (City Code Section 17.24.030) auto sales and retail uses are 
allowed within the C-2 zone, subject to a Special Permit. 

2. Site Design and Functions 

The applicant is proposing to construct an 88,545 square foot auto dealership 
facility on the northernmost 11.75+/- acres of the Park El Camino site. (Exhibit 1B-
Site Plan Exhibit) The showroom/sales area, business offices, parts storage area, 
service bays, and quick lube uses are all located in the primary auto dealership 
building. The second story of the building contains approximately 16,000 square 
feet dedicated to storage. 

There is also a separate 5,320 square foot building for detailing. The detail 
building is where vehicles will be cleaned and prepared for sale; the uses in this 
building include a carwash, storage, detail bays, and a steam clean room. 

New car displays are located along the internal cul-de-sac street and along 
Interstate-80, along with new car inventory being stored on the west side of the 
site. The used car display area is located along Orchard Lane and parking for 
vehicles being serviced is on the north end of the site. Customer parking is located 
near the showroom and the service area. Employee parking will be on the north 
end of the site adjacent to the east property line. There is an 8-foot tall masonry 
wall that will be constructed that will separate the auto dealership property from the 
proposed 4.2+/- acre proposed park site to the east. (See Attachment 7 for the 
proposed River Oaks development site plan) 

3. Setbacks/Height 

Setbacks:  Table 1 demonstrates the proposed/required building and landscape 
setbacks for the proposed project: 



PO4-106 July 14, 2005 
ITEM #2 
PAGE 11 

Table 1 
Landscape and Building Setbacks 

Building Landscaie 
Required Proposed Required Proposed 

Freeway 
(measured 

from exterior 
right-of-way 

line) 

100' 123'-8" 

from 50 ' to 25'. 

50' 
The applicant proposes 
to amend the required 

landscape setback 
adjacent to the freeway 

25' 

Freeway On- 
ramp 

50' 65' at the 
nearest 

point 

25' 25' 

West El 
Camino 

25'-75' 40' at the 
nearest point, 

95' at the 
furthest point 

25' 40' 

Orchard Lane 50' 
The applicant 

proposes to amend 
the required building 
setback adjacent to 
Orchard Lane from 

50' to 25'. 

25' 25' 25' 

Cul-de-Sac 
Street 

25' 25' 10' 
The applicant proposes 
to amend the required 

landscape setback 
adjacent to the cul-de- 
sac to from 10' to 15'. 

15' 

Unless otherwise noted, all landscape and building setbacks are measured 
from the back of the sidewalk. A meandering sidewalk is proposed along West El 
Camino as a part of the landscape corridor, therefore that case the landscape 
setback will be measured from the back of curb. In any instance where vehicles are 
allowed to overhang into a required landscape area, that landscape area must be 
increased by 2-feet. 

The project conforms with building and landscape setbacks, as proposed, with the 
exception of the building setback requirement from West El Camino Avenue; a 
maximum building setback of 75-feet is established by the Park El Camino PUD 
Guidelines but 95-feet is depicted on the Schematic Plan. When a Special Permit is 
sought for the retail site, staff will work with the applicant so that the project provides 
a building setback from West El Camino what is consistent with the PUD Guidelines 
requirements. 



PO4-106 	 July 14, 2005 
ITEM #2 
PAGE 12 

Setback from the East Property Line:  There is no setback required by the PUD 
Guidelines from the east property line for landscaping or buildings. The applicant 
proposes an 8-foot landscape setback from the required masonry wall that will 
separate the auto dealership from a proposed 4.2+/- acre neighborhood park 
located on the other side of the wall within the proposed River Oaks development (a 
site plan of the proposed River Oaks development is included in this staff report as 
Attachment 7, for reference purposes). The area will be heavily landscaped with 
coast redwoods or a similar evergreen species planted 10' on center to provide a 
light buffer between the dealership and the park use. Staff believes that the 8-feet 
of landscape planter in this area adjacent to the employee parking, detail building, 
and used car displays will provide sufficient planting area for a tree buffer. 

Height:  The height of development within the Park El Camino PUD is limited to 35- 
feet within 100-feet of a residentially zoned lot, and 65-feet when buildings are over 
100-feet away from a residentially zoned lot. All of the buildings on the subject site 
are proposed to be three and four-story buildings. The auto dealership at its highest 
point is 32-feet in height and is consistent with PUD height requirements. 

Light Poles:  Light fixtures in the parking and sales areas are limited to 15-feet in 
height in the new car display area south of the dealership building, the used car 
display area, and the employee parking area. The relatively low light poles (in 
combination with tree screening) will ensure that there is minimal light pollution to 
the park and proposed residential uses. Elsewhere, pole mounted light fixtures may 
not exceed 20-feet in height. As a point of comparison, the City's historic street light 
poles are 14-feet in height. All light fixtures must be downward facing. 

With the exception noted related to building setbacks for future retail buildings, Staff 
is supportive of the building setbacks and height as proposed. 

4. Walls/Fencing 

The Zoning Ordinance requires that commercial properties located adjacent to 
residentially zoned properties or residential uses must construct a minimum 6-foot 
tall solid, masonry wall along adjacent property lines. The proposed project is 
conditioned to construct an 8-foot tall masonry wall along the east property line. A 
6-foot tall tubular steel fence would be constructed along Interstate-80. 

5. Parking/Circulation 

Vehicle Parking:  The auto dealership offers adequate parking facilities to serve the 
site. The proposed development standards in the PUD Guidelines would establish 
the following parking requirements for the auto dealership site: 1:500 parking ratio 
for sales and service building areas, 1:1000 parking ratio for warehouse building 
area, and 1:400 parking ratio for office uses. The proposed parking standards are 
consistent with Zoning Ordinance requirements. 
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There is no minimum or maximum number of parking spaces determined by the 
PUD Guidelines related to new or used car display, new car inventory, or service 
parking. Because these parking spaces are for storage purposes and not required 
for parking and maneuvering area for the general public or employee's personal 
vehicles, the PUD Guidelines propose that standard parking stall dimensions 
required by the Zoning Ordinance be reduced to allow narrowed stalls and tandem 
parking to make more efficient use of the site. Parking spaces designated for 
customer and employee parking must meet the minimum dimensional standards 
established by the Zoning Ordinance. 

The amount and location of parking to be provided for the retail uses will be 
determined when an application is made for a Special Permit. Minimum 
requirements are 1:250 parking ratio for retail uses and one parking space per three 
seats for restaurant uses. Table 2 illustrates the distribution of parking provided to 
serve the auto dealership site: 

Table 2 
Vehicle Parking Provided 

Use Parking 
Provided 

New Car Display 433 spaces 
Used Car Display 95 spaces 
Customer Parking 44 spaces 
Employee Parking 41 spaces 
Service Parking 146 spaces 

New Car Inventory 174 spaces 
TOTAL 933 spaces 

All parking associated with the auto dealership must be accommodated on the 
dealership site; no new and used car displays, new car inventory, or service 
vehicles are allowed to be parked on the public street. No prefabricated wheel 
stops will be allowed and all landscape areas will be surrounded by a 6-inch 
concrete curb. In any instance where vehicles are allowed to overhang into a 
required landscape area, that landscape area must be increased by 2-feet. 

Parking is distributed evenly throughout the auto dealership site in an arrangement 
that best services the operations of the dealership and the convenience of 
customers. Please see Exhibit 1B for the location of all parking areas. 

Bicycle Parking:  Bicycle parking facilities will be provided for the auto dealership 
building for the use of employees and customers. City Code requires that one 
bicycle parking space shall be provided for every 20 parking spaces required. The 
number of bicycle parking facilities will be based upon required parking for the 
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office, warehouse, and sales and service building areas. The applicant will need to 
confirm the square footage of the dealership buildings that is dedicated to these 
uses and provide bicycle facilities accordingly. The bicycle parking spaces must be 
provided in a secure area or in an area in close proximity to the doors and windows 
of the office or sales area so that surveillance of the bicycles can be provided. 
Because the location of the bicycle facilities is unknown at this time, the project is 
conditioned such that the location of all proposed bicycle facilities must be reviewed 
and approved by the Planning Director. 

Pedestrian Circulation: There is a paved, accessible path of travel for pedestrians 
from the internal cul-de-sac to the showroom entrance. It is anticipated that the 
majority of the visitors to the auto dealership will be driving to the business either to 
shop for another vehicle or to have their vehicle serviced. The PUD Guidelines 
strongly encourage designated pedestrian pathways be called out with special 
paving treatments, textures, or colors. Because the retail uses along West El 
Camino are schematic at this time, pedestrian connections will be determined by the 
ultimate building layout and conditioned as part of the Special Permit process at that 
time. 

Loading Area: All loading and unloading of vehicles must take place on the auto 
dealership site; loading and unloading is not allowed on public streets and must be 
completely contained on-site. 

6. Landscaping 

The proposed project is required to comply with the Park El Camino PUD 
Guidelines and landscape requirements. The landscape exhibits for this project are 
included as Exhibit 1D. The PUD Guidelines detail requirements related to the type 
and spacing of landscaping required in setback and parking areas. 

The Zoning Ordinance requires that trees be planted and maintained throughout the 
surface parking lot to ensure that, within 15 years after establishment of the parking 
lot, at least 50% of the parking area will be shaded. Areas to be shaded include 
parking area and any driveways or maneuvering area utilized or accessed by the 
vehicles using the parking spaces. The Special Permit for the auto dealership is 
conditioned that all customer parking and employee parking areas, along with the 
accompanying driveways and maneuvering areas must comply with Zoning 
Ordinance shading requirements. 

7. Signage 

Attached and detached signage for the auto dealership use is being proposed at 
this time. The applicant proposes to relocate the 35-foot tall sign from the current 
location of the Downtown Ford dealership on 16 th  Street to this site. The proposed 
location of this sign is along the Interstate-80 frontage. Depending on the ultimate 
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location of the sign along 1-80, it will be located approximately 400-850 feet from any 
residential uses and over 600 feet from West El Camino at the closest point. For 
these reasons, staff supports the pole sign location along Interstate-80. 

The auto dealership would be allowed one detached monument sign located at the 
primary entry/exit to the property. The maximum height of this sign would be 6-feet 
with a maximum area of 48 square feet. Per the Park El Camino PUD Guidelines, 
the auto dealership will be allowed one attached sign per street and freeway 
frontage. 

D. 	Building Design 

The design of the proposed auto dealership is consistent with the Park El Camino 
PUD Guidelines and will be complimentary to adjacent development. Staff is 
supportive of the overall building design and orientation. Building elevation and 
floor plan exhibits are included as Exhibits 1E-1H. 

Finished building materials are required to be applied to all sides of the building. 
Any rooftop mounted mechanical equipment is required to be screened from view. 
Large expanses of windows are incorporated into the building design at the 
showroom and where offices are located; the majority of windows are located on the 
south side of the building facing the internal cul-de-sac and the west side of the 
showroom facing Interstate-80. 

The primary building materials for the auto dealership building is white enameled 
porcelain panels, cement plaster, textured tilt-up concrete, and split face CMU, 
painted cool gray. Glass would be clear (at the showroom area) or tinted blue in 
anodized aluminum frames. 

Staff has encouraged the applicant to consider a color scheme that incorporates 
more earthtone colors and natural materials, consistent with what is found 
elsewhere in the South Natomas area. Warm colors such as beige, taupe, and 
brown, accented with river rock would be in keeping with the colors and materials 
commonly found in the area. 

Trash Enclosures: Trash enclosures with recycling and garbage receptacles are 
required for commercial developments and, the extent possible, are to be screened 
from public view. Trash enclosures are required to comply with City standards for 
design and size described in Chapter 17.72.040 of the City Code. The applicant is 
providing one trash enclosure on the site. The trash enclosure will be split-face 
CMU, painted to match the dealership building. 
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PROJECT REVIEW PROCESS: 

A. 	Environmental Determination 

Environmental Planning Services has determined that the project, as proposed, will 
not have a significant impact to the environment; therefore, a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration has been prepared. In compliance with Section 15070(B)1 of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, mitigation measures have 
been identified that are either incorporated into project plans or have been identified 
to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level. These mitigation measures 
address transportation and circulation, biological resources, and cultural resources. 
The mitigation measures are listed in the attached Mitigation Monitoring Plan 
(Exhibit 1A). 

The Mitigated Negative Declaration was available for public review during the 
period of Wednesday, April 27, 2005 through Thursday, May 26, 2005. 
Subsequently, the review period was extended two weeks until Thursday, June 9, 
2005. During the public review and comment period, forty-one (41) comment 
letters were received by Environmental Staff. Agency comment letters were 
received from Caltrans and County Sanitation District 1 (CSD-1). Caltrans 
provided comments pertaining to requirements and responsibilities of the proposed 
project affecting highways under their jurisdiction and encouraging West El Camino 
interchange improvements in a timely fashion. The Caltrans letter is included as 
Attachment 8. If applicable, the requirements and responsibilities identified by 
Caltrans are required prior to improvement plan approval. City Staff is currently 
working on implementing a project to construct the necessary improvements of the 
West El Camino/Interstate 80 interchange. The Comment Letter from CSD-1 
stated that there were no immediate concerns and that they expect the project will 
be subject to currently established policies, ordinances, fees, and conditions of 
approval. 

During the public review period of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
environmental staff received thirty-nine (39) comment letters. One of the letters 
received provided comments specifically on the Draft Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND) prepared for the Downtown Ford Project. The River Oaks 
Community Association (ROCA) submitted a letter commenting on the following 
sections of the MND: Project Description; Aesthetics, Light and Glare; Air Quality; 
Biological Resources; Cultural Resources; Hazards; Water; Land Use; Energy; 
Noise; Public Services; Recreation; Transportation and Circulation; Utilities; and 
Mandatory Findings of Significance. The ROCA comment letter is included with 
Attachment 8. and is numbered for responding to the comments. Staff responses 
to the ROCA numbered comments are listed are provided as Attachment 9. The 
other 38 letters expressed opposition to the project similar to those received by the 
project planner and are addressed in the following section. 



On July 1, 2005, revisions were made to the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration 
based on comments received and updated information from the Development 
Engineering and Finance Division regarding a future City project to construct the 
improvements at the West El Camino / Interstate 80 interchange. The revisions 
were made to the Aesthetics, Light and Glare Section (pg 14), Biological 
Resources Section (pg 30), Hazard Section (pg 37), and the Transportation and 
Circulation Section (pg 72) to clarify existing information and do not identify or 
create any new potential impacts. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15073.5(c)(4), the revisions made on July 1, 2005 do not require recirculation of 
the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. 

B. 	Public/Neighborhood/Business Association Comments 

The subject project was routed to the following neighborhood and community 
groups: Discovery Village Homeowners, Environmental Council of Sacramento 
(ECOS), Gardenland-Northgate Neighborhood Association (GNNA), Natomas 
Chamber of Commerce, Natomas Community Association (NCA), Natomas Crossing 
Homeowners Association (NC HOA), Natomas Crossing Community Vision (NCCV), 
Natomas Journal, North Natomas Alliance (NNA), North Natomas Community 
Association (NNCA), North Natomas Study Group (NNSG), River Oaks Community 
Association (ROCA), Riverview HOA, South Natomas Against Crime (SNAC), 
Sundance Lake HOA, Swallows Nest HOA, Valley View Acres Community 
Association (VVACA), Walk Sacramento, West Natomas Community Association 
(WNCA), Westside Community Associaiton, and Witter Ranch. 

A letter or comment card was received from the Natomas Journal, Swallows Nest 
Homeowners Association, the Natomas Community Association, the North Natomas 
Alliance, and the River Oaks Community Association. All comments are attached to 
this staff report in Attachment 12. 

City Code requires that property owners within 500-feet of the project site be notified 
by mail in advance of the public hearing. Due to community interest in this project, 
Staff took the additional step of mailing public hearing notices to property owners 
and residents within 1000-feet of the subject property and to all community 
members who sent letters or emails to staff regarding the project (and who included 
their address in the email). Due to the volume of correspondence received on this 
project, the discussion of comments is organized as follows: a copy of all petitions 
received both in favor and against the project is attached to this staff report as 
Attachments 14 and 15. All letters received by Staff in support of the project are 
listed under Attachment 10. There were two opposition form letters circulated 
through the community that residents mailed to staff and a representative copy of 
each of those letters is included as Attachment 11. A total of 30 form letters were 
received. There were organizations and individuals who chose to write letters or 
use email to voice their opposition to the project and those unique letters and 
messages are attached to this report as Attachment 12. The River Oaks 
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Community Association commented on the PUD Guidelines Amendments and that 
letter is included as Attachment 13. Finally, in order to provide a staff response to 
the questions and concerns raised by the letters and emails, a special section is 
included below to highlight the most common issues and to provide a response. 

Community Comments: 

This project is inconsistent with the South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP) 
definition of "Community Commercial." 

Staff Response:  As discussed in the Policy Section of this staff report, the 
Community Plan definition does not prohibit any uses nor does it provide an 
exhaustive list of the uses one might find in the Community Commercial 
designation. The definition does, however, describe larger floorplate uses and Staff 
believes that the auto dealership proposal is consistent with the type of use 
described by this Community Plan policy and designation description. 

2. This project may result in significant environmental impacts related to air 
quality, noise, circulation, and water quality and that an environmental impact 
report (EIR) is required. 

Staff Response:  The project was evaluated by Environmental Services staff and it 
was determined that all project impacts could be mitigated to a less than significant 
level, therefore a Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared. Please see Exhibit 
1A for a copy of the project's Mitigation Monitoring Plan. 

3. This application is actually an attempt to put a "Highway Commercial" use 
where "Community Commercial use is designated by the SNCP. 

Staff Response:  Staff does not agree that auto dealerships are highway 
commercial uses; the City's Zoning Ordinance does not allow auto sales or auto 
repair in the Highway Commercial zone. 

4. This site does not meet the criteria for approval of a Special Permit that an 
auto dealership must have if built in the 0-2 zone. 

Staff Response:  Staff believes that approval of the proposed Special Permit is in 
accordance with the Findings of Fact contained in the attached Notice of Decision 
(Attachment 1). The proposed commercial development is in accordance with 
sound principles of land use, will not be detrimental to public health, safety, or 
welfare or result in a nuisance, and complies with the City's General Plan, the South 
Natomas Community Plan, and the site's zoning designation. 

5. The retail parcels (at West El Camino) should be more integrated with each 
other and reconfigured to bring the retail elements closer to the corner and 
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the street, with wide sidewalks and seating areas for residents who will 
walk/bike there and shop there. 

Staff Response:  The applicant has redesigned the proposed retail uses depicted on 
the Schematic Plan to bring the buildings closer together, closer to the street, and 
located around a central pavilion that will serve as a gathering space. The parking 
for the retail uses would be concentrated on the west side of the site adjacent to the 
freeway on-ramp. 

6. 	Customers who visit the auto dealership will be test driving cars on 
neighborhood streets and will endanger school children at the school sites 
south of West El Camino. 

Staff Response:  The project is conditioned such that no test drives will take place 
within the adjacent residential neighborhoods. The applicant accepts this condition. 

The auto dealership will bring increased traffic to the area. 

Staff Response:  While the auto dealership may give the impression that it generate 
a lot of vehicle trips because there are many cars parked on the site, the vast 
majority of those vehicles are for-sale and are stored on-site. The auto dealership 
generates fewer peak hour trips than the office and hotel uses depicted in this 
location on the current Park El Camino Schematic Plan (Attachment 6) and overall 
the proposed dealership and accompanying retail uses generate less traffic impacts 
than the current uses proposed for the site. 

8. 	The loudspeakers from the auto dealership will be a nuisance to surrounding 
residential uses. 

Staff Response:  Dealership operations would utilize individualized pager and 
communication devices to eliminate the need for standard loud speaker systems. 
There will be no loudspeakers or external speakers systems of any kind used at the 
proposed dealership. 

C. 	Summary of Agency Comments 

The project has been reviewed by several City Departments and other agencies. 
The following summarizes the comments received: 

Solid Waste Division- Submitted comments have been incorporated as 
conditions of approval and/or advisory notes. 

Development Engineering and Finance Division- Submitted comments have 
been incorporated as conditions of approval and/or advisory notes 
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3. Department of Transportation, Electrical Section- Submitted comments have 
been incorporated as conditions of approval and/or advisory notes 

4. Fire Department- Submitted comments have been incorporated as conditions 
of approval and/or advisory notes. 

5. Utilities Department- Submitted comments have been incorporated as 
conditions of approval and/or advisory notes. 

6. Building Division- Submitted comments have been incorporated as 
conditions of approval and/or advisory notes. 

7. SACOG/Airport Land Use Commission- No comment. 

8. Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD)- The 
submitted comments were considered with the environmental review of this 
project. 

9. County Sanitation District 1 (CSD-1)- Submitted comments have been 
incorporated as conditions of approval and/or advisory notes. 

10. Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD)- Submitted comments have 
been incorporated as conditions of approval and/or advisory notes. 

11. Department of Transportation (CalTrans)- Submitted comments have been 
reviewed by the City's Development Engineering & Finance Division and 
evaluated in relation to the proposed project. 

12. Natomas Unified School District- Comments from Natomas Unified School 
District are attached to this staff report as Attachment 10. 

13. Parks Department- Submitted comments have been incorporated as 
conditions of approval and/or advisory notes. 

PROJECT APPROVAL PROCESS: Of the entitlements below, Planning Commission has 
the authority to approve or deny the (E) Tentative Map and (F) Special Permit. The 
Planning Commission action may be appealed to the City Council. The appeal must occur 
within 10 days of the Planning Commission action. Items (C-D) PUD Guidelines 
Amendment and Schematic Amendment below, require City Council approval. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends the Planning Commission take the following actions: 
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A. Adopt the attached Notice of Decision and Findings of Fact adopting the 
Negative Declaration; 

B. Adopt the attached Notice of Decision and Findings of Fact approving the 
Mitigation Monitoring Plan; 

Recommend Approval and Forward to City Council the PUD Guidelines 
Amendment to amend the Park El Camino Planned Unit Development (PUD) 
Guidelines to include design guidelines and development standards for Auto 
sales (new/used), service, repair, storage or rental in the General 
Commercial (C-2) zone; 

Recommend Approval and Forward to City Council the PUD Schematic Plan 
Amendment to depict one 88,545 square foot auto dealership, 42,000 square 
feet of office, 19,500 square feet of retail uses, a 4,000 square foot 
restaurant, and a service station in the Park El Camino Planned Unit 
Development (PUD); 

Adopt the attached Notice of Decision and Findings of Fact approving the 
Tentative Subdivision Map to merge and resubdivide three (3) existing 
parcels into six (6) parcels totaling 20.4+/- gross acres; 

Adopt the attached Notice of Decision and Findings of Fact approving the 
Special Permit to construct an 88,545 square foot auto dealership on 
11.75+/- net acres in the General Commercial Planned Unit Development (C-
2-PUD) zone in the Park El Camino PUD. 

Report Prepared By, 	 Report Re - ed By, 

Stacia Cosgrove, Associate Planner 	 Grego 	itter, Senior Planner 
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Attachment 8- Comment Letters Received on Environmental Document 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 3— SACRAMENTO AREA OFFICE 
VENTURE OAKS, MS 15 
P. 0. BOX 942874 
SACRAMENTO, CA 94274-0001 
PHONE (916) 274-0614 
FAX (916) 274-0648 
TTY (530) 741-4509 

June 3, 2005 

05SAC0078 
03 SAC-80 PM 1.355 
Downtown Ford (PO4-106 / M04-064) 
Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study 
SCH#2005042147 

Mr. Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
City of Sacramento 
Development Services Department 
1231 1 Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and provide further comments on the Downtown Ford 
proposed facility. Our comments are as follows: 

• Please provide our office with a copy of the final conditions of approval (COA's) regarding• 
the transportation mitigation for this project. Caltrans encourages timely build out of the 
West El Camino Interchange improvements in concert with the Downtown Ford project in 
order to avoid short term traffic impacts. 

• A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) should be prepared and submitted for Caltrans review to 
minimize traffic impacts to Interstates 5 and 80 during the construction of the proposed 
project. The TMP should discuss the expected dates and duration of construction, as well as 
traffic mitigation measures. We recommend that to the extent possible, the applicant should 
limit truck trips during morning and evening peak traffic periods (6-9 AM and 3-6PM) to 
avoid exacerbating traffic congestion. TMP Guidelines are enclosed for your review in 
preparing the plan. 

• Any construction information warning signs placement or work conducted within the State 
right-of-way will require an encroachment permit. For questions and permit assistance, 
please contact Bruce Capaul at (530) 741-4403. 

• Please provide a copy of the Hydraulic/Hydrology Report for our review that depicts this 
project's runoff and drainage near Interstate 80. 

• If considered, any future construction of soundwalls adjacent to the Interstate 80 freeway 
corridor for noise attenuation is the responsibility of the developer. 

"Caltrans improves mobility across California" 
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Mr. Scott Johnson 
June 3, 2005 
Page 2 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact Ken Champion at 
(916) 274-0615. 

Sincerely, 

KATHERINE EASTHAM, Chief 
Office of Transportation Planning - Southwest 

c: 	Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse 

"Goitrous improves mobility across California" 
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May 10, 2005 
E225.000 

Scott Johnson 
City of Sacramento 
Development Services 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

/054S Artnah,13190 ARY6711C10 

aliathor 

California 

9365S 

Tole: 1096] S76-6000 

Fart 19161 S76-6160 

worw.asel-9.ront 

Subject: 	Downtown Ford - Negative Declaration 
APN: 225-0220-040, 064, & 065 
Control No. PO4-106 

Board of Directors 
Representing: 

County of Sacramento 

City of Citrus Heights 

City of Elk Grove 

City of Folsom 

City of Rancho Cordova 

City of Sacramento 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

County Sanitation District 1 (CSD-1) reviewed the Negative Declaration 
for the subject property. 

CSD-1 and Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (SRCSD) do 
not have any specific concerns. We expect that if the project is subject to 
currently established policies, ordinances, fees, and to conditions of 
approval that we will propose, after review of entitlement application 
documents, then mitigation measures within the Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) will adequately address the sewage aspects of the project and 
we anticipate a less than significant impact to the sewage facilities. 

Robert E Shanks 
District Engineer 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please call Stephen 
Moore at (916) 876-6296 or myself at (916) 876-6094. 

Marcia Maurer 
Chief Financial Officer 

Sincerely, 

Wendell I-I. Kido 
District Manager 

Mary K. Snyder 
Collection Systems Manager 

Wendy Hagg.. d, P.E. 
Department of Water Quality 
Development Services 

johnson051005.1tr.doc 

Prinial on Roe Icd Pap, County Sanitation District 1 

WH/JRO: cc 

cc: 	Maria Cablao 
Amber Schalansky 
L.E.Buford 

Environmental Services Manager 
City Of Sacramento 
1231 I Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814-2998 
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June 9, 2005 

Stacia Cosgrove 
Associate Planner, Planning Division 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room # 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Scott Johnson 
Assistant Planner, Planning Division 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room # 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Comments on the Mitigated Negative Declaration and Draft Initial Study for 
the Downtown Ford Auto Dealership Project, SCH Number: 2005042147 

The River Oaks Community Association (ROCA) has reviewed the Downtown Ford 
mitigated negative declaration (DTF MND), and appreciates the review period provided by 
the City. After reviewing the DTF MND, ROCA believes that the proposed project may 
have significant impacts on the environment and that an environmental impact report must 
be prepared for the project. 

The DTF MND tiers off various environmental documents and ROCA does not feel that 
tiering off these documents is valid because substantial changes have occurred with 
respect to the circumstances under which the project is being undertaken and new 
information is now available. 

ROCA has comments in certain issue areas provided in the DTF MND. 

Project Description 

The DTF MND project description contains information that is inaccurate. For example, 
the DTF MND states that the sign currently located at the DTF 16 th  Street location will be 
relocated to the project site. This is inconsistent with the proposed PUD guidelines and 
ROCA believes this may have a significant aesthetic impact. 

The DTF parcel is also described as General Commercial (C-2) (pg. 11), even though the 
parcel is actually designated as community commercial in the South Natomas Community 
Plan (SNCP). 
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ROCA Comments on the Downtown Ford MND 
Page 2 of 8 

1. Aesthetics, Light and Glare (pqs. 13 to 17) 

The DTF MND did not analyze the visual impacts on the proposed Beazer community to 
the east of the site or the existing Regatta apartments on the south east corner of Orchard 
and West El Camino. Upstairs apartments, in particular, may be adversely affected by 
lighting and proposed signage from the project. Besides "shoebox style cut lighting" there 
is no visual screening with landscaping or walls to protect adjacent residences from visual 
impacts. 

According to the DTF MND (pg. 14), "There are no public use areas, such as a park or 
trail, located adjacent to the project site." However, a park is proposed as part of the 
proposed Beazer development across the street from the proposed auto dealership 
project. The impacts on the park are not analyzed as part of this section, or as part of the 
cumulative impact analysis. Lights, glare and aesthetic impacts on the surrounding 
residences (existing and proposed) and open space have not been adequately addressed 
or mitigated. There may therefore be a potentially significant impact without additional 
mitigation to reduce impacts to less than significant levels. 

2. Air Quality (pqs. 18 to 26) 

According to the DTF MND (pg. 24), "Since one of the characteristics of CO [carbon 
monoxide] is that it dissipates quickly, only intersections experiencing very congested 
traffic conditions could have the potential to produce unhealthy local levels of CO." The 
DTF MND concludes that traffic-related mitigation measures for the project would ensure 
that nearby intersections operate at an acceptable level, and base this conclusion on the 
discussion in Section 14, Traffic/Circulation. However, as noted in comments for that 
section, traffic and circulation impacts are likely to be underestimated. Without needed 
mitigation measures to address traffic and circulation impacts, there may be significant air 
quality impacts from the project. 

The DTF MND relies on the California Air Pollution Control Officers (CAPCOA) 1997 
guidance for assessing toxic air contaminant (TAC) risk from gasoline stations (pg. 24). 
However, according to the California Air Resources Board "Air Quality and Land Use 
Handbook," these risk tables were revised 11/01/01. The DTF MND should rely on the 
most recent risk information to ensure that the proposed DTF project does not have a 
significant air quality impact in this regard. 

The DIE MND also contains no transportation system management (TSM) requirements 
to ensure that air quality and transportation impacts will be reduced. 

3. Biological Resources (pqs. 27 to 33)  

There is a discussion in the DTF MND about the Swainson's hawk nests in the vicinity of 
the site, but no mitigation measures are proposed to protect actively nesting pairs during 
construction activities (pg. 30). California Department of Fish and Game guidelines for the 
species (1993) require monitors for a nest within 0.5 mile of an active nest tree, or 
construction can only be completed outside of the nesting season. 
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Grading and construction impacts that could result in nest failure may result in a significant 
impact to the species without additional mitigation measures to ensure that existing nests, 
adjacent to the site, that can be impacted by grading and construction noise are not 
significantly impacted. 

4. Cultural Resources (pas. 31 to 33) 

According to the DTF MND (pgs. 32 to 33), "The project site has the potential to contain 
buried prehistoric, paleontologic and/or historic artifacts, as well as human remains that 
are unknown to date." Mitigation measures call for certain actions to be taken in the event 
these cultural resources are found during construction or grading (pg. 33). 

It is unlikely that construction workers would be able to identify historic or archeological 
features as identified in this section. Impacts to cultural resources may be significant if 
grading or construction occurred in an area that was archeologically significant and the 
artifacts were not preserved or recovered according to a monitoring plan. In order to 
reduce the potential for significant impacts to less than significant levels a cultural 
resources monitor must be on site during all grading and construction. 

5. Seismicity, Soils and Geology (pqs. 34 to 36) 

No comment. 

6. Hazards (pqs. 37 to 39)  

According to the DTF MND (pg. 37), a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment that was 
prepared in 1997, was updated in 2001, and the report "concluded that the project site has 
been undeveloped since 1953 and no indications of environmental hazards were 
identified." The DTF MND notes that Sacramento Environmental Health Department 
(SEHD) records indicate that a 500-gallon underground storage tank is located on the 
project site, and that SEHD does not maintain records regarding the integrity of 
underground storage tanks. The DTF MND also notes that the tank was not located on the 
list of known leaking underground storage tanks included in the Phase I assessment. 

The hazards section of the DTF MND relies on the Park El Camino MND (PEC MND). 
However, according to the PEC MND (pg. 47), the site assessment report "states that a 
residential property located adjacent to the east of the project site is listed with the [SEHD] 
as having a 500-gallon underground fuel tank." According to the PEC MND, "Although the 
direction of groundwater flow is to the west, towards the project site, there is no evidence 
that a release of petroleum products ever occurred. However, a future release may 
potentially impact the project site." 

According to the DTF MND, "During construction, it is anticipated either the removal or 
safe 'closure' of the tank would occur pursuant to County's requirements." 
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Not only do the PEC and DTF MNDs place the underground tank in different locations, the 
PEC MND indicates that "a future release may impact the project site." 

Without a more detailed site assessment and appropriate mitigation measures, the 
proposed project may have a significant impact regarding various hazard-related issues 
(e.o.,  risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous substances, creation of health 
hazard or potential health hazard, exposure of people to potential health hazards). 

7. Water (pos. 40 to 45) 

The DTF MND indicates that the applicant would be required to submit grading and 
drainage plans to the city for review and approval, and the plans "are required to indicate 
BMPs [Best Management Practices] for minimizing erosion and sedimentation and 
pollutant discharge prevention." The DIE MND simply concludes that "With 
implementation of BMPs and construction of on-site drainage improvements to City 
specifications, the Proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact to water 
quality." 

Under the city's Resolution 88-058, regarding the city's general plan, the city council found 
"that the transport of pollutants to streams would increase from construction activities and 
runoff from industrial, commercial, and residential development, resulting in a significant 
adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page W-15)." 

The city then found it infeasible to adopt mitigation measures for the following reason: 
"City CEQA Guidelines require that project-specific analyses be conducted to determine 
short- and long-term water quality impacts. These analyses include evaluation of 
measures to avoid or minimize water quality degradation. Because these analyses are 
conducted on a project-specific basis, the feasibility of mitigating Citywide water quality 
impacts cannot be determined at this time." This requirement was contained in the Final 
Supplemental EIR for the SNCP Update and Related Projects, dated April 1988. 

The DTF MND does not contain a project-specific analysis. The city must prepare such an 
analysis and specifically identify mitigation measures prior to determining whether there 
may be significant water quality impacts. Delaying identifying mitigation measures to 
protect water quality until a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan is prepared is not 
authorized under CEQA. The BMPs that the applicant is required to implement must be 
identified in the MND. 

8. Land Use (pqs. 46 to 47) 

According to the DTF MND (pg. 46), "The SNCP designation for this parcel is Community 
Commercial. No change of this designation is proposed." 

The DTF site is designated "community commercial" in the SNCP, a use that is "typically 
anchored by a junior department store, a supermarket, superdrug store or a 
superhardware store." (pg. 5). The site is not designated as "highway commercial," a use 
that provides services for users of the highway system as well as the community. The 
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community plan also contains policies to avoid "retail development of a regional nature that 
attracts out of area traffic" and to limit "designation of neighborhood and community 
commercial to a level that meets overall community demand for retail goods and services." 
(pg. 18). 

Clearly the proposed project is inconsistent with the SNCP. Therefore, there may be a 
potentially significant impact from the DTF project due to a substantial alteration of the 
present or planned use of the area and an impact from incompatible land uses. 

9 Enerqv (pgs. 51 to 52) 

In order to reduce the potential for raptor electrocutions on new electrical power lines to 
the site, the lines should be buried, or be designed according to the "Suggested Practices 
for Raptor Protection on Power Lines: The State of the Art in 1996." This includes line 
spacing and insulating ground wires and other hardware on the distribution line poles. 

10. Noise (pqs. 53 to 58) 

According to the DTF MND (pg. 58), "Permanent operation of the Proposed Project is not 
expected to generate substantial increases in noise, either temporarily or periodically." 
However, the DTF MND contains no studies regarding noise impacts to support this 
conclusion. 

The PEC MND contains information on noise impacts, and indicates "the project-generated 
traffic is expected to result in traffic noise level increases over existing/baseline levels 
ranging from —0.6 to 19.4 dB Ldn." (pg. 58). The PEC MND indicates that according to 
the city's significance criteria, "a substantial increase in traffic noise levels is defined as 4 
dB." North of the Orchard/West El Camino interchange (19.4 dB increase) exceeds the 
city's significance criteria. The PEC MND indicates that due to the influences of Interstate 
80 and West El Camino, "the actual increase in noise levels received at the lone residence 
on Orchard Lane would be much lower." The Regatta apartments (referred to as the Villas 
at Riverbend in the DTF MND) were not developed at the time of the PEC MND, nor were 
a park or other homes proposed near the site. 

Based on the PEC MND, there may be significant increases in noise levels and exposure 
of people to severe noise levels as a result of the DTF proposed project. 

11. Population and Housina (pqs. 59 to 60) 

No comment. 

12. Public Services (pas. 61 to 63) 

According to the DTF MND (pg. 62), "It is not anticipated that the project would require 
additional fire protection that would necessitate construction of a new fire station." 
However, according to the SNCP (pg. 49), "The Fire Protection Master Plan anticipates 
relocating the equipment and staff from the existing station to a new station at the 
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northeast corner of the Natomas Main Drain Canal and West El Camino Avenue. The fire 
station at Newborough Drive was designed as a temporary facility." An implementing 
policy of the SNCP (pg. 51) requires a Facilities Benefit Assessment District (FBA) to be 
established, "assessing both undeveloped residential and non-residential developments, to 
fund needed public facilities including a fire station and a library." 

Without information regarding the status of the FBA for the long overdue fire station to 
serve the area, the proposed project may have a significant impact on fire protection 
services in the area. 

13. Recreation (pqs. 64 to 65) 

The DTF MND notes that there are two parks proposed east of the project site that are 
currently under review by the city (pg. 64), and concludes that impacts are considered less 
than significant because the project would not introduce a new population because no 
residential development is proposed. 

The SNCP guiding policies for parks (pg. 45) provides for locating new community parks 
"on highly visible sites where they will make contributions to community form and quality. 
These parks should extend the Sacramento identify established by McKinley Park and 
other parks seen from thoroughfares to South Natomas, preventing it from becoming a 
slice of the standardized 'walled' City common in California Metropolitan areas." New 
neighborhood parks are to adjoin elementary schools, allowing for joint-use parks. 

Placing an auto dealership adjacent to a park is inconsistent with these policies of the 
SNCP. 

An auto dealership adjacent to, or near, a proposed park may result in potentially 
significant impacts on those recreational facilities (eq., aesthetics, circulation, hazards, 
noise), yet the MND contains no information or discussion of these issues. 

15. Transportation/Circulation (pqs. 66 to 73) 

The DTF MND Transportation/Circulation discussion is based on the "Traffic Impact Study, 
Park El Camino Project at West El Camino Avenue/Orchard Lane" (PECTIS) prepared in 
2001, and notes that the "land uses associated with the Proposed Project are generally 
considered similar in nature to, but less intense, than the previously proposed Option 1 as 
analyzed in the traffic study ..." (pg. 66). 

The PECTIS existing conditions (pg. 6) and the cumulative traffic conditions (pg. 26) 
provide for a connection between Orchard Lane and Gateway Oaks Drive over the East 
Main Drainage Canal. It is inappropriate to rely on PECTIS because the city has indicated 
to ROCA that this connection will not be constructed even though the SNCP requires the 
canal connection. The city will also not require all bikeway connections over the canal as 
required by the SNCP. 
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The PECTIS baseline identifies related projects (pgs 10 to 11). However, the 2001 
PECTIS is no longer appropriate for the proposed project because the project list does not 
include several projects proposed or constructed since that date. This includes for 
example, additional Riverbend projects, Treasure homes, Centex project near the canal, 
Beazer project east of the proposed DTF site, Natural Foods Co-op/townhome project, 
hotels, and several projects north of the project near El Centro and San Juan roads. 

There may be potentially significant impacts relating to transportation/circulation because 
the outdated PECTIS (which was used for the PEC MND) contains inaccurate baseline 
information. Substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project is being undertaken and new information is now available. 

16. Utilities (pqs. 74 to 79) 

With regard to the wastewater issues, the DTF MND indicates the "Master Plan prepared 
for the Treatment Plant projects that the Plant has adequate capacity to serve new 
development through the year 2020." (pg. 75). This information is based on personal 
correspondence dated February 1, 2000, from a representative of the Sacramento 
Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant, that was cited in the El Centro Crossing Initial 
Study dated July 2002. 

Development in the Natomas area has proceeded at a more rapid pace than anticipated by 
the city and others. Wastewater issues should not be based simply on five-year old 
correspondence. More detailed information is therefore needed before the city can 
determine whether the proposed project will have a less than significant impact on waste 
treatment or distribution facilities. 

17. Mandatory Findings of Significance (pqs. 80 to 81)  

According to the DTF MND (pg. 81), "Cumulative impacts from implementation of the 
SNCP are addressed in the 1984 SNCP EIR (see Section S, Cumulative Impacts: 13 
Applications Alternative). The analysis included within the SNCP EIR included the Park El 
Camino project to be developed on the subject property. Because the Proposed Project 
does not include substantial changes from the 1984 SNCP, the cumulative impacts 
identified in the SNCP DEIR are considered applicable to the proposed project. The 
Proposed Project is consistent with the development potential as proposed under the 
SNCP and would not result in development of the project site beyond that which was 
addressed in the 1984 SNCP EIR. Impacts are considered less than significant." 

As indicated above, this proposed project is inconsistent with the SNCP "community 
commercial" designation. The proposed project also attracts regional out-of-area traffic, 
which is also inconsistent with the SNCP. Therefore, the cumulative impact analysis 
included in the SNCP EIR cannot be considered applicable to the proposed project. 
Additionally, the possible effects of the DTF are cumulatively considerable due to a 
proposed regional automall (across 1-80 from the proposed DTF project), a major retail 
project on Truxel Avenue, major proposed commercial SNCP amendments, and a nearby 
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IKEA and Walmart superstore in nearby West Sacramento. A MND is therefore 
inappropriate for DTF due to cumulative impacts and an EIR must be prepared. 

We look forward to discussing our concerns on the environmental impact of this project on 
the community with all stakeholders. 

Sincerely, 
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Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Downtown Ford Project (PO4-106) 
Corner of West El Camino & Orchard Lane 

Dear Mr. Johnson, 

I strongly oppose the relocation of the Ford Dealership to the corner of West El Camino 
and Orchard Lane. The South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP) calls for "Community 
Commercial" zoning at this intersection and a car dealership does not meet the definition of 
"Community Commercial" as outlined in the master plan. As a nearby resident, I urge the 
Planning Division to adhere to the SNCP to protect the quality of life for our neighborhood, 
which also protects our property values. 

The Ford Dealership is inappropriate at this location for several reasons: 

1) A car dealership will preempt the opportunity for any future neighborhood-friendly 
services on this corner, such as eating establishments, bookstores, gift shops and other 
small businesses. All of this retail business provides real services and gathering 
places for residents and children of the community. 

2) Schools exist nearby with many children walking on the sidewalks. It is dangerous to 
add more traffic to the area. Dealership customers test-drive cars on neighborhood 
streets. Strangers driving through residential areas are unsafe for traffic flow and put 
the pedestrians at risk. 

3) A car dealership provides minimal services to the neighborhood where it is located. 
The customer base is usually people outside of the neighborhood who drive in and off 
the freeway. 

The people who live near this area hope to see this intersection developed into a center 
serving the families and people who live nearby. As a local resident, I again want to oppose the 
relocation of Downtown Ford to the corner of West El Camino and Orchard Lane. 

Kim Kosalek 
2640 Baybridge Court 
Sacramento, CA 95833 

Cc: 	Mayor Heather Fargo, City Hall, 730 "I" Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 
Councilman Ray Tretheway, City Hall, 730 "I" Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 
Raymond Enos, Owner, Downtown Ford, 2921 Lacy Lane, Sacramento, CA 95821 
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Scd(fJOhnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Downtown Ford Project (PO4-106) 
Corner of West El Camino & 0rchad Lane 	— 

Dear Mr. Johnson, 	
PLAI ` 

My wife and I strongly oppose the relocation of the Ford Dealership to the corner of West El 
Camino and Orchard Lane. It was our understanding that the South Natomas Community Plan 
(SNencalls for "Community Commercial" zoning at this intersection. Allowing a car dealership 
on this site seems to be incongruous with the SNCP. 

Community implies agreement and fellowship, and as this development is opposed by most 
residents in this area the dealership threatens our community. I am an active member of my 
neighborhood and after numerous discussions with a great number of neighbors I have yet to find 
one that is agreeable with the relocation of the dealership. I urge the Planning Division to adhere 
to the SNCP to protect our community, maintain our quality of life, and protect our property 
values. 

The Ford Dealership is inappropriate at this location for several reasons: 

o A car dealership does not meet the definition of "Community Commercial" as 
outlined in the master plan and threatens our community. The Planning Division must 
order an Environmental Impact Report (DR) and legally change zoning from that 
outlined in the SNCP. 

o A car dealership will preempt the opportunity for any future community-friendly 
services on this corner. Our population would like to see eating establishments, 
bookstores, gift shops and other small businesses. Community compatible businesses 
would provide valued services and gathering places for residents and children of the 
community. 

o Located with in 3 blocks of this site are a middle school and a grade school, with 
many children who walk, bike and play in the area.. Adding more traffic to the area 
will endanger and restrict their activities. Dealership customers test-drive cars on 
neighborhood streets. Strangers driving through residential areas are unsafe for traffic 
flow and put the children at risk. 

I am strongly opposed to the relocation of the Ford Dealership to our neighborhood and valued 
community. The individuals and families in the area hope to see this intersection developed into a 
center serving the community at large. 

Sincerely, 
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Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: DOWNTOWN FORD PROJECT (PO4-106) 
Corner of West El Camino and Orchard Lane 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

I strongly oppose the relocation of the Ford Dealership to the corner of West El Camino and Orchard 
Lane. The South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP) calls for "Community Commercial" zoning at this 
intersection. The Development Services Department, Planning Division, is circumventing the SNCP by 
allowing a car dealership on this corner. As a nearby resident, I urge the Planning Division to stick with 
the SNCP to protect the quality of life for our neighborhood. 

The Ford Dealership is inappropriate at this intersection for a number of reasons: 
• A car dealership will preempt the opportunity for any future neighborhood-friendly services on 

this corner, such as a yogurt shop, an ice cream parlor, book store, pizza parlor, card/gift shop, or 
copy center. All of these t‘ail businesses will provide real services and serve as gathering places 
for neighbors and children. 

• A car dealership provides no services to the neighborhood it is in. The customer base for the car 
dealership will be people outside of the neighborhood who will drive in & off the freeway. 

• Dealership customers will be test driving cars on neighborhood streets. Who wants to live in a 
neighborhood where there will always be strangers driving around every day of the week? 

• My neighborhood has both an elementary school and a middle school so there are lots of children 
walking to & from schools. It is inappropriate and dangerous to have people test driving cars in 
their midst. 

• A car dealership does not meet the definition of "Community Commercial" as outlined in the 
master plan. For a car dealership to go on this corner, the Planning Division should be ordering an 
Environmental Impact Report (E1R) and a change from the zoning outlined in the SNCP. The 
Planning Division is being evasive and manipulative in an effort to avoid such actions. 

The people who live and/or have children in schools near this corner hope to see this intersection 
developed into a neighborhood center serving the families who live here. As a local resident of this 
neighborhood, I strongly oppose the relocation of the Ford Dealership to the corner of West El Camino 
and Orchard Lane. 

Sincerely, 

Mayor Heather Fargo, City Hall, 730 "I" Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 
Councilman Ray Tredieway, City Hall, 730 "I" Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 
Raymond Enos, Owner of Downtown Ford, 2921 Lacy Lane, Sacramento, CA 95821 
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Scott Johnson 
Planner 
Development Services Dept 
Sacramento, CA 
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I live in the Natomas area and would like to express my oppositiOn, '':',' • ' 	• : 
to the proposed Ford dealership on West El Camino. This type 	.. ,...............„, 

business .does not belong in a residential neighborhood. Thanks for 
your time. 

Bar.  ara Brown 
2750 Toronja Way 
Sacramento CA 95833 

Dear Mr. Johnson, 



MICHAEL C. WEED 
attorney at low 

ORRIC;(. HERRINGTON .1 SUTCLIFFE :LP 

400 CAP , TOL MALL 

SUITE 3000 

SACRAMENTO. CA  95814 - 4497 

le! 916-329.7952 
jox 916-329-4900 
mweed@orrick.corn 
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Michael C. Weed 
(916) 329-7952 
mweed@orrick.com  

Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Re: 	Downtown Ford Project - PO4-106 

Dear Scott: 

I am writing regarding the proposed relocation of Downtown Ford to West El Camino Avenue at 
Orchard Lane. I understand that there is significant opposition to Downtown Ford's planned 
development at that site, and I want to add my voice to those who have previously stated their 
opposition. In short, a major car dealership like Downtown Ford does not belong in the middle of a 
group of residential neighborhoods, parks and schools. 

As I'm sure others have stated, there are numerous reasons why putting a major car dealership in the 
middle of a residential area is a bad idea and is contrary to the general plan for the area. Adverse 
impacts, such as increased traffic, dangerous driving through neighborhood streets (I know I push a 
car pretty hard and fast when I'm test driving it), noise from the loudspeakers at the dealership, huge 
trucks constantly delivering new cars and car parts, intense lighting throughout the car lots that will 
remain on all night, etc., will all result if Downtown Ford puts its business at the proposed location. 

In addition to these adverse impacts, other businesses that could benefit the area will be excluded if 
Downtown Ford occupies that site. Commercial development that is consistent with the existing 
neighborhood community, such as small retail and eating establishments, belong in that location. A 
multi-acre concrete car lot, which will only bring adverse impacts, is not the commercial 
development that should be encouraged or allowed in a neighborhood setting. 

As I understand it, the City intends to issue a negative declaration for this project under CEQA. 
From the information on the City's website, I cannot tell whether the negative declaration has in fact 
been issued. Specifically, I would like to know whether the statute of limitations for challenging a 
negative declaration under CEQA has been triggered. I would appreciate it if you would confirm 
for me the siatus of the negative declaration and the CEQA limitations period as soon as possible by 
e-mail, letter, or by simply calling me at the number on the enclosed business card. 

I hope the City will consider my comments and the comments of the many others who are opposed 
to this project. 

DOCSSCI:355208.1 

May 17, 2005 
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Very truly yours, 

Mike Weed 

DOCSSC I:355208.1 
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Scott Johnson - dowtown  ford PO4-106  

From: 	 <Ejfeliciano@cs.com > 
To: 	 <srjohnson@cityofsacramento.org> 
Date: 	 5/28/05 9:16AM 
Subject: 	dowtown ford PO4-106 

Hello, 

I am Ernest Feliciano and reside in Riverbend community on Drawbridge Court. 
My house is adjacent to Barandas road and we would be directly impacted by 
the proposed development. I am an original owner and understood the area to be 
zoned for office/retail and homes, not heavy retail of a dealership. 

I am concerned about increased traffic, lighting and speakers noise. 
From my house, when the wind is from the northwest, I can hear the truck stop 
speakers calling for trucks to move. 

I oppose the dealership at the location. The better location would be across 
1-5, near the truck stop. 

If the dealership is allowed, they should be required to mitigate the 
lighting, noise and traffic. 

- 	Noise: No speakers 

- 	Lighiting. Lighting towards the freeway, not W. El Camino. 

- 	Traffic. No other dealership allowed. The proposed plan allows for 
another dealership to be added in the future. 

Ernest Feliciano 
916 730-1662 
ejfeliciano@cs.com  



ITEM #2 
PAGE /H.  PO4-106 	 July 14, 2005 

To: 	To Whom it May Concern 

From: Ken Kubacki (KeA - KtAbc-cLi  

CC: 

Date: 05/26/2005 

Re: 	Proposed Ford Dealership 1-80 & West El Camino 

We live on Bergamo Way, which is a block away from the proposed dealership. This area has an 
elementary and middle school, and is predominately residential. This dealership does not fit in this 
general plan. These schools are only a block away from the proposed site. The traffic in the area is 
increasing, and this will bring even more. Not to mention the late hours of operation that will affect the 
community. We are opposed to this development as it is not a business that is compatible with the 
surrounding area. 
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May 18, 2005 

Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Mr. Johnson, 

I am writing to discuss the proposed Downtown Ford relocation to the NVVC of West El 
Camino and Orchard Lane. My husband and I feel that the use of this property does not 
fall within the use of the Community Commercial Zoning as described by the City of 
Sacramento. Our primary concern is the safety and well being of the neighbors in this 
growing part of South Natomas, and "Preserving this Sacramento Neighborhood". 

There are two schools within close proximity to the location. The City of Sacramento 
installed a roundabout at the intersection of Orchard Lane and West River Road (near 
both schools). This would indicate a Traffic Calming Plan, Phase 1 that the City of 
Sacramento Public Works Department implemented. It is already clear by this, that there 
is a problem with the traffic that is currently Mere. At the proposed location, there is 
limited area for road test. Access would have to be on West El Camino to either 1-80 or 
Orchard Lane, where the roundabout is located prominently between the two school sites, 
or Gateway Oaks. While customers would want to road test on the highway, they would 
also want to drive on surface streets. This is a potentially ha72rdous situation for children 
and parents, including my children, my husband and myself. 

Not only will there be car sales, but also car service. For those who have cars that need 
to be serviced by the Ford Dealership in the Sacramento area, which route will they use 
to come to the new location? Most likely anyone coming from Downtown Sacramento, 
Highway 99 or Highway 50, will use 1-5 to exit the Garden Highway. That leaves access 
to West El Camino via Gateway Oaks or Orchard Lane. As residents in this 
neighborhood for over 7 years, we know they will not go 1-5 to 1-80 towards San 
Francisco and get off at West El Camino, but rather they will exit at Garden Highway. 
Take into consideration, those who are dropping their car off for service in the early 
morning hours, when children are walking to school. 

I am sure you are familiar with the population growth in this small area. Beazer Homes 
will be developing close to 700 homes and there is the Town home project by Centex 
homes. What we need are services that reflect the day to day needs of this unique area of 
Natomas. A car dealership would not meet the needs of this unique area, as people do 
not go shopping for a car everyday. This is the last Community Commercial Zoning area 
bounded by 1-80, 1-5 and Garden Highway that has not been developed. I am pleading 
with you to please keep this area free from a car dealership. 
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I strongly urge you to consider these points as you go through your review period. Please 
feel free to contact me with any additional questions. I look forward to having a truly 
Community Commercial Center that will benefit all of the residents of this area. What I 
really want to do is "Preserve this Sacramento Neighborhood". I am doing what the City 
of Sacramento Neighborhood Traffic Management Program suggest, "Taking Traffic 
Concerns into our own hands"! 

Sincerely, 

Robert & Michelle Shaw 
2564 Campden Way, Sacramento, CA 95833 
916-646-3787 
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Sum Judson 
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Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Downtown Ford Project (PO4 -106) Corner of West El Camino & Orchard Lane 

Dear Mr. Johnson, 

I strongly oppose the presence of a car dealership on the corner of West El Camino and Orchard Lane. 

There comes a time when the Development Services Department must make a decision regarding the future of 
a community. The decision is either to encourage positive growth or to let the neighborhood move in a 
negative direction. Within the last few years, many positive decisions have been made for this community. 
These decisions supported growth choices that enhance the neighborhood such as parks and community-based 
businesses, and have led to an influx of new families, improved quality of life, and increased property values. 
Allowing a car dealership to move into this neighborhood would be a negative decision. It would move away 
from the promotion of continued community growth. Allowing a car dealership would be a sign that the 
Development Services Department chose to lose" this neighborhood, and turn their heads away from 
encouraging continued positive expansion. 

The South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP) calls for "Community Commercial" zoning at this intersection. 
Please choose to remain true to that zoning, and support expansion that will truly benefit the community. 
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May 11, 2005 

Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: DOWNTOWN FORD PROJECT (PO4-106) 
Corner of W. El Camino and Orchard Lane 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

I VERY MUCH OPPOSE the relocation of the Downtown Ford Dealership to the corner 
of W. El Camino and Orchard Lane. I purchased a new home in Swallows Nest March 
2001 and was told at the time that the SNCP called for community commercial zoning at 
this intersection. I believe that Development Services Department, Planning Division, is 
trying to get around the SNCP by allowing a dealership on this corner. Please stick with 
SNCP in protecting the quality of life for our neighborhood. 

The Ford Dealership is totally inappropriate next to a residential neighborhood for a 
number of reasons: 

A car dealership will preempt the opportunity for service types of business which are 
sorely needed such as pizza parlor; UPS copy center, ice cream or yogurt shop, coffee, 
florist, etc. These businesses would provide real services for our community and families. 

A car dealership provides no services to family neighborhoods. What it does do is bring 
people in from other areas that will drive in and off the freeway ultimately opening the 
door for higher crime. 

Dealership customers will be test driving on our neighborhood streets which will cause 
more congestion on small neighborhood streets, increase the possibility of children being 
hit plus having TOTAL STRANGERS at all times in our neighborhood. 

My neighborhood has an elementary and middle school which means there are many 
children walking to and from school. Why would the Planning Division even consider 
placing children in harms way with test drivers and strangers?! 

A car dealership does not meet the definition of Community Commercial as outlined in 
the master plan. Has the Planning Division ordered an Environmental Impact Report and 
a change in the zoning as outlined in SNCP?? Why is your department being evasive and 
manipulative to avoid such actions?? 

The people who live and children in schools near this corner solicit your concern for their 
neighborhood and the safety of where they live. This corner is ideal for services to meet 



the needs of a growing community but it is totally wrong for an auto dealership! When, I 
see auto dealerships off of the 1-80, they are in commercial areas, not residential 
neighborhoods. What must your department be thinking to even consider this action? 

As a local resident of this neighborhood, I STRONGLY OPPOSE the relocation of the 
Downtown Ford Dealership to the corner of West El Camino and Orchard Lane. 

Thank you for considering our neighborhood and families! 

Sinc 

inda Rowlee 
3348 Swallows Nest Lane 
Sacramento, CA 95833 

CC: 
Mayor Heather Fargo, City Hall, 730 "I" Street, Suite 321 Sacramento, CA 95814 
Councilman Ray Tretheway, City Hall, 730 "r Street Suite 321 Sacramento, CA 95814 
Raymond Enos, Owner of Downtown Ford, 2921 Lacy Lane, Sacramento, CA 95821 



Yolande K. Bestgen 
2318 Wailea Place 

Sacramento, CA 95833 
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May 19, 2005 

Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

RE: Downtown Ford Project (PO4-106) 
Corner of West El Camino and 
Orchard Lane 

I strongly oppose the relocation of the Ford Dealership to the corner of West El Camino 
and Orchard Lane. The South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP) calls for "Community 
Commercial" zoning at this intersection. The Development Services Department, 
Planning Division, is circumventing the SNCP by allowing a car dealership on this 
corner. I strongly urge the Planning Division to stay with the SNCP to protect the quality 
of life for our neighborhood. 

As a new home owner in this area I was shocked to learn that a car dealership was even 
being considered in this residential area. Such a business will create traffic congestion to 
a growing residential area; strangers driving in an area near an elementary and middle 
school adding unnecessary risk to the children due to unknown persons in the area and 
additional traffic for them to navigate. 

Even in a stretch of the imagination I can't believe that the definition of "Community 
Commercial" would include a car dealership. If this type of business were being 
considered the Planning Division should be ordering an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) and a change from the zoning outlined in the SNCP. 

I request that you oppose the relocation of the Ford Dealership to the corner of West El 
Camino and Orchard Lane as it is not in good for the neighborhood, and in particular it is 
not good for children living and going to school in that area. 

Sincerely, 

lk? 
Y de K Bestgen 
2 	Wailea Place 
Sacramento, CA 95833 

Cc: 	Mayor Heather Fargo, 
Councilman Ray Tretheway 
Raymond Enos 
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May 24, 2005 

Jude and Shari Hansen 
16 Glentress Court 

Sacramento, CA 95833 

Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Downtown Ford Project (PO4-106) Corner of West El Camino & Orchard Lane 

Dear Mr. Johnson, 

My husband, Jude, and I strongly oppose the relocation of Downtown Ford to the comer of West 
El Camino and Orchard Lane. This project does not fit within the South Natomas Community 
Plan (SNCP) which calls for Community Commercial zoning at this intersection. As a resident, I 
urge the Planning Division to oppose this project and adhere to the SNCP to protect the quality 
of life for our neighborhood. 

What the residents need at this intersection are real services that will benefit the immediate 
community. Retail establishments such as a grocery store, restaurants, drug store, book store, 
hair salon, etc. are sorely needed within walking and/or cycling distance. If the Downtown Ford 
Dealership is approved for this site, the residents will be forced to continue to drive 5-10 miles to 
Del Paso Road for a decent grocery store and other shopping. 

This car dealership will provide little service to the residents in this neighborhood. The majority 
of the customers will be people from outside the community who drive in and off the freeway. 

We also feel that, if approved, the Downtown Ford Dealership will create dangerous traffic 
conditions within the community. A middle school and elementary school are located within 
three blocks of this site. Many of these children walk and bike to and from these schools. The 
Downtown Ford Dealership will add more traffic to our already congested streets through its use 
of test-drives. 

Again, as residents, we hope to see establishments built that will actually serve the families of 
this community. Therefore, we oppose the Downtown Ford proposal. 

an Hansen 

Cc: 
Mayor Heather Fargo, Sacramento City Hall 
Councilman Ray Tretheway, Sacramento City Hall 
Raymond Enos, Downtown Ford 
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Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City Of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Mr. Johnson: 

Dixie and Richard Green, 2229 Shorebird Drive, Sacramento, CA 95833 respectfully submit—, 
these comments to be incorporated into the review and recommendations of Project PO40106, 
Downtown Ford, NWC OF W. EL CAMINO AVE & ORCHARD LN. 

Specific Project Considerations: 

We do not agree that PO40106 is compatible with existing C-2 zoning nor should any special 
permitting be adopted to accommodate the Downtown Ford project at the proposed PO40106 
site. As you are aware our community supports the location of commercial services useful to the 
neighborhoods near this site (e.g., a grocery or smaller footprint department store, dry cleaners, 
restaurant/s, service-based retail,...) where residents would go to without requiring more 
vehicular trips outside our area. In our brief review of the South Natomas Community and Land 
Use Plans we do not find that a car dealership was envisioned at the PO40106 site and certainly 
does not fit the vision of our community as voiced at the November 4, 2004 meeting. 
Fundamentally, we do not agree that the City should consider any Special C-2 permitting 
requirements for PO40106 since it is not "...compatible with the goals, policies and  
recommendations contained in all applicable land use plans, urban design plans and other 
documents that address development in the commercial area in which the proiect is located.." 
Downtown Ford will draw regional, out of area, customers adding to an already congested traffic 
pattern from existing businesses near our neighborhoods. Simply put, we do not agree that auto 
sales (new! used ), service, repair, storage or rental businesses, are acceptable uses at the 
PO401 06 site. 

However, we are not confident that this project will be rejected outright. Therefore, we request 
that Sacramento City Planning consider adopting the following criteria in its review and require 
the Downtown Ford project to strive to be as close to a community friendly entity as it can: 

• Downtown Ford should not open, including disallowing vehicle deliveries or shipments, 
before 8:30 am nor be allowed to operate after 9 pm, including reduced lighting levels 
during non operating hours. This allows for morning commute traffic to nearby existing 
office parks and schools to subside. The 9 pm closing time would help to reduce night 
time lighting impacts to the surrounding neighborhoods (see lighting comments below). 
This would also help alleviate the early morning or night time noise nuisance created by 
this type of business. 

• We strongly object to its size, over 80,000 square feet. It should be made to conform to 
the normal 40,000 square feet C-2 maximum. Downtown Ford's request for a larger foot 
print further exacerbates the location of additional space for local retail type businesses. 
This larger facility belongs in a REGIONAL MALL ZONED FOR AUTOMOBILE SALES 
AND REPAIR BUSINESSES NOT THE PO40106 parcel. 

• If this special permit is allowed, it should require that all future home developments in 
the area be notified of this potential special permitting condition so residents like the 
proposed Beazer residential development are made aware of this change. 

• Downtown Ford should be required to fund any required traffic impact study that takes 
into account the added out of area traffic impacts on West El Camino and the 
surrounding neighborhoods. The applicant should pay to the fullest extent all traffic 
mitigation costs as identified in the traffic study such as widening W. El Camino or the 
W. El Camino - El Centro overpass to mitigate the out of area traffic they add. 
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• Meet or come as close to residential outdoor light density (foot-candles) standards with 
minimal exceptions for safety and security, especially after business hours. Due to the 
residential nature of the area they should be required to have full cut-off outdoor lighting 
fixtures for all uses to minimize light trespass into the neighborhoods and minimize 
"night sky" pollution. I believe if they are truly neighborhood friendly they will forgo all 
advertising night lighting. 

• Strictly define ingress / egress for the project to insure it mitigates impact on traffic 
patterns and safety near our neighborhoods. 

• Strictly enforce minimal signage ordinances consistent with businesses near residential 
neighborhoods, no deviations. 

• Make recommendations to have the applicant set aside a much larger swath of land the 
applicant owns to the South of the project to preserve all Heritage trees and provide 
additional open space for wild flora / fauna adjacent to our neighborhoods. This provides 
some mitigation to visual and noise impacts to our Community. 

• Building profiles / facades must conform to the type of building relief's required in the 
Natomas area of any other retail business and that their architectural plans be reviewed 
and revised as needed to be reasonably acceptable to the community as represented by 
ROCA. 

Thank You for considering our comments. 
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, 	..• ''.i • * From City of Sacramento - Special Uses, C-2 Zorie.—....... 	- • • - ' '' , 	. 
a. Planning Commission Special Permit Required. This use is permitted subject to the approval of a special permit fift5e -----------.1 
planning commission in accordance with the requirements of Chapter 17.212 and compliance with the development standards 
in subsection (b) of this section. In granting a special permit for this use, and in addition to the findings required by Chapter 
17.212, the planning commission shall find the following; 
i. That the proposed project is consistent with the commercial corridor design principles adopted pursuant to Section 
17.132.035(C) and as they may be amended from time to time. If the project is also subject to design guidelines established for 
a design review district, special planning district, overlay zone, or PUD, the commercial corridor design principles shall be 
applied in addition to the design guidelines. The design guidelines shall take precedence over the commercial corridor design 
principles in case of conflict; 

ii.That the proposed project is compatible with the goals, policies 
and recommendations contained in all applicable land use plans, 
urban design plans and other documents that address 
development in the commercial area in which the project is 
located; 
iii.That the proposed project complies with the development standards in subsection (b) of this section. 
b. Development Standards. 	 . 
i. Outdoor Storage. Outdoor storage of any inventory and/or supplies in view of any public right-of-way is prohibited, except for 
automobile, RV and mobile home sales, rental and storage uses. Outdoor storage or parking of vehicles overnight for auto 
service and repair facilities is prohibited. 
ii. Operating Standards. Automobile servicing and repair work performed within three hundred (300) feet of property used or 
zoned for residential purposes shall not be conducted before six a.m. or after ten p.m. on any day of the week. All such work 
shall be performed within a building. 
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Emilia Jankowski 
3184 Swallows Nest Dr 

(.7 Sacramento, CA 95833 	_ e  

May 2005 

Scott Johnson, Assistant Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: DOWNTOWN FORD PROJECT (PO4-106) 
Corner of West El Camino and Orchard Lane 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

As a nearby resident, I strongly oppose the relocation of the Ford Dealership to the corner of West El Camino and Orchard 
Lane. I have joined a coalition of my fellow neighbors who will use every lawful means to block the Ford dealership and 
demand accountability from public employees and officials who support it. 

It is unimaginable that the relocation of a car dealership is under consideration by your agency at this site. The intersection is 
directly adjacent to established, new and developing residential properties. It is within three blocks of elementary and middle 
schools. It is several blocks from public parks and playgrounds. 

• A car dealership preempts any future neighborhood-friendly retail services on this corner. 
• A car dealership provides no services to this neighborhood. 
• Customers, who are visitors to the area, will be test driving cars on neighborhood streets. 

On these issues alone, a car dealership should be unacceptable to your office. Beyond those issues is the current site zoning 
and Community Plan. 

The South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP) calls for "Community Commercial" zoning at this intersection. An automobile 
dealership doesn't even come close to the criteria for "Community Commercial" as outlined in the master plan. To even 
consider a car dealership for this site your office should undertake an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and go through 
proper, public procedures to change the zoning outlined in the SNCP. 

Even more disturbing than the prospect of the dealership is the appearance of impropriety on your agency's part. In addition to 
subverting the letter and spirit of the SNCP, there is the appearance of rushing the dealership into the site before hundreds of 
new voters take up residence in homes now in development immediately adjacent to the intersection. The attitude of these new 
residents toward the prospect of an auto dealership across the street from them is obvious to us — and, apparently, to those 
pushing the project. 

Consideration of a car dealership at West El Camino and Orchard is intolerable. Its potential has prompted us to fear for the 
safety of our neighborhood children, the value of our property and the integrity of your office. 

I require your immediate assurance that no car dealership will be permitted at this location. Anything short of that will result in 
civic activism, public outcry and legal action that will convince you and Downtown Ford that it simply isn't worth it. 

Sincerely, 

41/x6a./ 
cc: 	Mayor Heather Fargo, City Hall, 730 9- Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 

Councilman Ray Tretheway, City Hall, 730 Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 
Raymond Enos, Owner of Downtown Ford, 2921 Lacy Lane, Sacramento, CA 95821 
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Attachment 9- Staff Response to Environmental Comments 

Responses to the River Oaks Community Association Comment Letter (June 9, 2005) 

Project Description 
#1 	Project development is required to be consistent with the PUD Guidelines. 

The applicant proposes to amend the Park El Camino PUD Development 
Guidelines to allow the current sign at 16 th  Street to be moved to this site, 
therefore, any proposed signage will be consistent with the PUD Guidelines. 
Review and approval of project design and construction is required by the 
appropriate City Departments. 

The PUD Building requirements include design guidelines for all proposed 
structures associated with project development, including exterior materials, 
colors, roof projection and design and sign and design review by an 
Architectural Review Committee. The PUD Guidelines, existing and as 
proposed to be amended state:: 

"The sign criteria will aid in eliminating excessive and confusing sign 
displays, preserve and enhance the appearance of the Park El Camino 
development, safeguard and enhance property values, and will encourage 
signage which by good design is integrated with and is harmonious to the 
buildings and sites that it occupies." 

#2 The project site is currently zoned General Commercial (C-2 PUD) and no 
rezone is proposed. The existing General Plan designation is 
Community/Neighborhood Commercial and Office. The SNCP designation 
for this parcel is Community Commercial. No change of this designation is 
proposed. 

Aesthetics 
#3 	The project applicant prepared a photometric analysis for the Proposed 

Project with the development application, as shown in Figure 3 in the MND. 
As shown in Figure 3, project lighting, by design, will be contained within the 
project site. The shoebox-style lighting directs light downward, towards the 
ground so as to retain the light focused on the subject (i.e., cars) and not 
project outwards towards residences or the Highway. Surrounding streets 
provide an additional buffer of distance between the project site and other 
land uses within the vicinity of the project site. The PUD Guidelines specify 
that project lighting shall not create glare on adjacent properties. 
Specifically, PUD Guideline E.2 states: 

"Lighting shall be oriented away from the properties adjacent to the PUD. 
Cutoff type fixtures should be used where glare could be a problem for 
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adjacent properties or streets". 

Additional standards contained within the PUD include: 

"Lighting shall not produce a glare on other properties in the vicinity 
and the source of light shall not be visible from adjacent property or a 
public street." 

Prior to issuance of an occupancy permit, project lighting would be inspected 
by the City to verify PUD standards have been implemented within project 
design and construction. 

#4 The commentor is correct. A 4.17-acre park is proposed to the east of the 
project site as part of the River Oaks residential project. A revision to the 
document has been made. The project site is located adjacent to Orchard 
Lane and West El Camino Avenue, which would provide a buffer between 
the light and glare emanating from the project site and the surrounding 
existing and future residential developments. The MND analyzes potential 
impacts associated with project lighting on page 15. The PUD Guidelines 
specify that lighting design incorporate safety and comfort of development 
occupants as well as the general public and require that outdoor lighting be 
designed to provide the minimum level of lighting commensurate with site 
security. The MND includes an analysis for light-related impacts on 
surrounding properties and emphasizes the fact that proposed lighting 
design, in combination with standards required by the PUD Guidelines, would 
reduce impacts related to a demonstrable negative aesthetic affect or the 
creation of light or glare resulting in a public hazard or annoyance for a 
sustained period of time. The City also includes standards of significance 
that require an analysis of shadows and glare created by a project, 
provisions for which are included in the PUD Guidelines. 

Project design and construction is subject to fulfilling landscaping 
requirements as specified by the PUD Guidelines. Prior to issuance of a 
building permit, the developer must submit detailed landscape and irrigation 
design plans for review and approval by the Development Services 
Department. Landscape requirements, including irrigation must be fulfilled 
prior to issuance of an occupancy permit. Landscaping requirements 
include, but are not limited to: 

"Boundary landscaping is required on all interior property lines, within 
developed areas, with a minimum of four (4) feet on each property. Said 
boundary landscaping areas shall be placed along the entire breadth of 
these property lines, except in areas where driveways or parking areas 
are shared by adjacent parcels. In addition to trees, the boundary 
landscaping areas shall be landscaped with shrubbery and groundcover" 
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"Prior to the issuance of any temporary or final occupancy permits, each 
project's landscaping, including permanent automatic irrigation system, 
shall either be installed or security, in a form satisfactory to the City, shall 
be posted to insure installation as soon as climatically possible after 
occupancy. Plants shall be varied in size including: one (1) and five (5) 
gallon shrubs, five (5) and fifteen (15) gallon trees, and twenty-four (24) 
inch box trees." 

The PUD Guidelines also include provisions for screening adjacent 
residential developments from the unloading of autos at the dealership. 
Loading and unloading within public rights-of-way is prohibited. 

Air Quality 
#5 	The analysis for Transportation/Circulation relies on the Traffic Impact Study 

prepared by Fehr & Peers Associates for the Park El Camino project 
approved in July of 2002 The Downtown Ford project proposes less 
intensive land uses and approximately one-half the developed square 
footage of the originally proposed Park El Camino project. The Downtown 
Ford project is estimated to result in 229 fewer A.M. peak hour trips and 52 
fewer P.M. peak hour trips than the Park El Camino project. The Downtown 
Ford project would result in a total of 8,693 daily trips; 983 fewer daily trips 
compared to the 9,681 daily trips assumed for the Park El Camino project. 
Based on these factors, the City determined that the traffic impacts of the 
Downtown Ford project were adequately addressed by the previous traffic 
impact study and that analysis of the potential traffic impacts related to the 
project would not require a revised traffic study. 

#6 The CARB Air Quality and Land Use Handbook, November 2001, 
recommends a 50-foot separation between regular gasoline dispensing 
facilities and any sensitive uses to reduce risk. There are no sensitive 
receptors located within 50 feet of the service station use; therefore, this 
would not be an issue. 

#7 The City's zoning ordinance requires that a Transportation Management Plan 
(TMP) is required to be prepared for the Park El Camino PUD (Section 
17.184, Sac City Code). The project is obligated to comply with this 
requirement. As such, the PUD Guidelines repeat the need for compliance 
with this code requirement. The PUD Guidelines specify compliance with the 
following standards: 

"Written proof of consultation with Regional Transit regarding the 
impact of the development design on transit efficiency and 
effectiveness in serving the site." 
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"Submit for review and approval with each Special Permit application 
documentation demonstrating successful performance in 
implementation of TSM facilities for the development." 

Biological Resources 
#8&9 The MND acknowledges the presence of a number of special status species 

within the Natomas Basin, including the presence of Swainson's hawk nest 
sites. As stated on page 30 of the MND, an active Swainson's hawk nest was 
identified approximately 3,000 feet east of the project site on the banks of the 
Natomas Main Drainage Canal in 2000, and another nest was identified in 
1999 approximately 500 feet south of the project site. A recent search of the 
2005 California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) revealed four recorded 
nest sites within a one-mile radius of the project site. To address potential 
disturbance during project construction, Mitigation Measure 1 requires the 
project applicant to complete pre-construction surveys for potential special 
status species according to the NBHCP. The NBHCP was prepared by the 
City of Sacramento and Sutter County in consultation with the CDFG and the 
USFWS to develop approximately 53,000 acres in the Natomas Basin as 
well as in Sutter County. Under the NBHCP, developers will be allowed to 
construct projects in endangered species habitat if they establish one-half 
acre of habitat for every acre developed and comply with a variety of other 
mitigation requirements. This mitigation measure complies with the mitigation 
outlined in the NBHCP. 

Cultural Resources 
#10 As discussed on page 31 of the MND, the South Natomas area has a low 

sensitivity for prehistoric sites. The Proposed Project site is not located within 
a Sensitive Cultural Resource Area identified in the SGPU DEIR.1 The 
Cultural resource inventories prepared for the South Natomas area do not 
identify the project area as being in a Primary Impact Area, as identified in 
the SGPU EIR. The SNCP EIR determined that none of the thirteen 
application alternatives, including the Park El Camino project site, were 
located within the only area within the SNCP identified as sensitive for 
prehistoric resources (the southwest corner of the SNCP area). In case any 
resources are unearthed during project construction, Mitigation Measure 2 is 
required to ensure the proper steps are followed in the event a resource is 
identified. 

#11 The project site has been cultivated as a result of historical agricultural 
operations and the site was mass graded in 2003 in anticipation of 
development. Project development would involve minimal grading for 
installation of utilities and would not involve substantial excavation. 

City of Sacramento, Draft Environmental Impact Report for the City of Sacramento General Plan Update, 1987, prepared 
by Jones and Stokes (SCE-1# 86101310), page V-5. 
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Excavation activities would include footing excavations, no basements or 
underground parking/storage is proposed. Disturbance of any unknown 
cultural resources as part of site development is highly unlikely due to 
previous cultivation and grading activities on-site which would have 
previously impacted any unknown on-site resources. Although the area is 
not identified as one likely to contain cultural resources, the MND includes 
Mitigation Measure 2 to address the possibility of identifying a previously 
unknown cultural resource. This mitigation is adequate to fully mitigate the 
impact to a less-than-significant level. 

Hazards 
#12&13 The 500-gallon underground storage tank listed with the Sacramento 

County Environmental Health Department is located on residential 
property adjacent to the eastern boundary of the project site. A revision to 
the draft MND corrects this error. The project site does not contain any 
known hazardous materials or substances as determined by the Phase I 
site assessment prepared for the project site. 

#14&15 The draft MND incorrectly states Sacramento Environmental Health 
Departments location of the tank, revisions have been made to correct 
this error. As discussed on page 38 of the MND, the Phase I site 
assessment prepared for the project site concluded that the site has been 
undeveloped since 1953 and no indications of environmental hazards 
were identified.2 The underground storage tank is located on adjacent 
property and not located on the project site and would therefore not be 
removed as a result of project development. Additionally, there is no 
record of a leaking underground storage tank on the adjacent property. 
Removal of the tank in accordance with the applicable regulations would 
be required of the adjacent landowner at the time of that development. 
There is no record of hazards occurring on the subject site or affecting 
the subject site. 

Water 
#16-19 Short and long term water quality impacts are addressed through the 

City's Grading, Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance which requires 
an erosion and sediment control plan, approved by the City, prior to 
construction. 

The project is also required to obtain a State General Construction Permit 
that requires the preparation and implementation of a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Examples of typical construction 
BMPs completed in SWPPPs include: using temporary mulching, 
seeding, or other suitable stabilization measures to protect uncovered 

City of Sacramento, Park El Camino Mitigated Negative Declaration, prepared March 2002. 
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soils; storing materials and equipment to ensure that spills or leaks 
cannot enter the storm drain system or surface water; developing and 
implementing a spill prevention and cleanup plan; installing traps, filters 
or other devices at drop inlets to prevent contaminants from entering 
storm drains; and using barriers, such as fiber rolls or silt fences, to 
minimize the amount of uncontrolled runoff that could enter drains or 
surface water. 

For long term measures the City will require source controls and 
treatment controls. Treatment controls accepted by the City include: 
water quality basins, vegetative swales and media filters. Source controls 
and treatment controls are required to be constructed as part of the 
improvement plans, which are reviewed and approved by the City. 

Section 15.88 of the City of Sacramento Municipal Code establishes the 
Grading, Erosion, and Sediment Control Ordinance of the City of 
Sacramento (Grading Ordinance), which specifies its purpose as: 

"The grading ordinance is enacted for the purpose of regulating 
grading on property within the city limits of the city to safeguard life, 
limb, health, property and the public welfare; to avoid pollution of 
watercourses with nutrients, sediments, or other materials generated 
or caused by surface water runoff; to comply with the city's national 
pollution discharge elimination system (NPDES) Permit No. 
CA0082597, provision D2, issued by the California regional water 
quality control board; and to ensure that the intended use of a graded 
site within the city limits is consistent with the city general plan, any 
specific plans adopted thereto and all applicable city ordinances and 
regulations. The grading ordinance is intended to control all aspects 
of grading operations within the city limits of the city." 

Subsequent to the adoption of the Final EIR for the SNCP Update and 
Related Projects, the California State Water Quality Control Board began 
implementation of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES), under authority of the federal Clean Water Act and the State 
Porter-Cologne Water Quality Act. The City of Sacramento has been 
issued a municipal NPDES permit. Project specific water quality impacts 
are addressed at the State level through the filing of a Notice of Intent 
(N01) and the preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPP) and at the local level through compliance with the Grading 
Ordinance established and enforceable through the City's Municipal 
Code, which contains provisions for stormwater quality through erosion 
control measures. Existing regulatory mechanisms are in place to specify 
erosion control and stormwater quality practices associated with grading 
activities for project construction. The Grading Permit application, 
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required for development, would have to be reviewed and approved by 
the City's Development Services Department for compliance with local 
regulations and the NOI and SWPP plan would be reviewed and 
approved by the State Water Resources Control Board for compliance 
with federal and State erosion control and water quality standards. 
Additional proposed mitigation measures would be redundant. 

Land Use 
#20&21 The Community Plan definition does not prohibit any uses nor does it 

provide an exhaustive list of the uses one might find in the Community 
Commercial designation. The definition does, however, describe larger 
floorplate uses and the auto dealership proposal is consistent with the 
type of use described by this Community Plan policy and designation 
description. 

Energy 
#22 	The PUD Guidelines, Section M.3, states the following: 

"All utility lines shall be underground." 

Therefore, hazards related to raptor electrocutions are not considered 
within the MND. Additionally, the sectibn of the Initial Study analyzing 
potential energy-related impacts corresponds to the potential for project-
related demand to result in the need to develop additional energy sources 
or construct additional power facilities, not impacts to Biological resources 
which are discussed in Section 3 of the document. 

Noise 
#23 	The MND contains analyses and discusses the potential increase in noise 

associated with traffic, construction activities and noise expected to result 
from project operation. Potential impacts related to noise generated by 
construction and operation of the Proposed Project were analyzed using 
project-specific traffic generation estimates and proposed construction 
activities/equipment analyzed according to thresholds and criteria 
established by the City of Sacramento General Plan and the Sacramento 
Municipal Code, in conjunction with noise level ranges for construction 
equipment established by the US EPA. Construction-related noise would 
be temporary and short-term, and is regulated and subject to the 
standards specified by Section 8.68.080 of the Sacramento Municipal 
Code. Section 8.68 of the Sacramento Municipal Code defined 
enforceable standards for noise in the City of Sacramento. Additionally, 
the proposed project is not anticipated to generate significant noise levels 
that would affect surrounding sensitive receptors. The Downtown Ford 
site has proposed the use of personal pagers eliminating the use of a 
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loud speaker system for paging employees. The project site is also 
separated from sensitive receptors by a masonry wall on the east. The 
proposal of the adjacent Beazer project contains a 4+ acre park and a 
water quality/detention basin to the east of the Downtown Ford site. The 
Downtown Ford site is also located more than 500 feet northwest of the 
closest existing sensitive receptors (Regatta Apartments). The design of 
the proposed Downtown Ford facility also contains the service center on 
the north side of the showroom and office area providing further buffering 
of service noise from the residences to the south. Based upon the design 
of the facility and the distance from existing and proposed sensitive 
receptors the project will not create significant noise impacts. 

#24 	The Park El Camino (PEC) project included more intense land uses than 
the Downtown Ford project. The PEC project included development of a 
mix of retail and office uses along with a hotel/motel for Option 1. The 
land uses for Option 1 under the PEC project would have included: 
176,000-sf of office uses, a 120-room hotel, a 10,000-sf high turnover 
restaurant, a 6,000-sf fast food restaurant, a 12-fuel pump service 
station, and 10,000-sf of retail uses. These uses would generate 
approximately 1,000 more peak hour daily trips than the Proposed 
Project. The project site is located within an area identified by the Noise 
Element of the General Plan likely to exceed the 60 dBA limit for exterior 
environments. The majority of project-related traffic would likely come 
from 1-80 and not from residential surface streets and would therefore, 
not pass by sensitive receptors within the area. The limited number of 
vehicle trips that would pass by local residences would not constitute a 
substantial increase in noise due to the fact that ambient noise levels in 
the area are currently influenced by traffic noise from 1-80. The project 
site, as well as existing and proposed residences within the area, are 
within close proximity to a major freeway. Ambient noise levels within the 
area are consistently dominated by Highway noise and project-related 
increases in traffic are not expected to result in a noticeable increase in 
existing noise levels for area residences. Development of the proposed 
commercial and light retail land uses as permitted by the zoning 
ordinance would be subject to comply with the City's existing, enforceable 
Exterior Noise Standards specified in Section 8.68.060 of the 
Sacramento Municipal Code. 

Public Services 
#25&26 As required by the Public Facilities Financing implementation policy 

within the SNCP, the South Natomas Facility Benefit Assessment (FBA) 
Fee was established by resolution by the City Council in 1990. The 
purpose of the fee is defined as: 

"[Fees to be ffulsed for improvements which benefit the South 
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Natomas Community and specifically identified and listed as facilities 
projects in adopted South Natomas Public Facilities Financing Plan 
and Facilities Benefit Assessment District." 

Prior to issuance of a building permit, commercial development projects 
are required to pay a fee in the amount of $3.76 per square foot. 
Although the initial City proposal included 100% financing for a fire 
station, as indicated in Appendix B-1 of the SNCP, the identification of a 
specific project within the list of potentially funded projects does not 
indicate a commitment of City or FBA funding for a particular project or a 
commitment to construct a project by the City or any other agency. 
Additionally, the applicant would be required to pay the South Natomas 
Community Infrastructure Fund (SNCIF). The SNCIF was established by 
City Agreements 82054, 82055, and 83034 for the purpose of: 

"Finance Capital Improvement Projects (community projects and 
transportation improvements) which mitigate the development of three 
office parks (Metropolitan Center, Gateway Center, and Natomas 
Corporate Center)." 

Additional description of the fee: 

"Assessed on all new construction and additions in Metropolitan 
Center, Gateway Center, and Natomas Corporate Center. The South 
Natomas Capital Improvement Fund (SNCIF) was originally calculated 
by sq.ft., but that agreement expired. Now the SNCIF is calculated the 
same as the South Natomas Facility Benefit Assessment (FBA). Even 
though the SNCIF area is contained within the South Natomas FBA, 
and projects subject to SNCIF pay at the South Natomas FBA rate, 
the two fees are considered separate." 

The project applicant/developer would be required to pay these fees as 
contribution towards future public facilities/services within the area. 

Recreation 
#27-29 As stated in the MND, no residential development is proposed as part of 

the Proposed Project. The project would not result in an increase in 
population. Therefore, the proposed project does not increase the 
demand for park and recreation facilities because there is no residential 
proposed for this site. The adjacent proposed River Oaks development 
(Beazer) generates the need for a neighborhood park, however, there is 
no elementary school planned for the River Oaks area, the neighborhood 
park cannot be located adjacent to a school as desired by the SNCP. 
While the SNCP policy states, "Locate new community parks on highly 
visible sites where they will make contributions to community form and 
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quality...", it goes on to explain that the meaning of "walled city" relates to 
visibility and how visible parks can contribute to neighborhood variety. 
The access and visibility of the adjacent park will be maintained by street 
frontage and adjacency to residential units. It will be separated from the 
Downtown Ford site and Interstate 80 by a masonry wall. Policy C within 
the SNCP recommends locating neighborhood parks adjacent to schools. 
The City of Sacramento Department of Parks and Recreation classifies 
parks in three categories, 1) Neighborhood, 2) Community and 3) 
Regional. Obviously, not all parks can/will be located adjacent to 
schools, as indicated by the City of Sacramento Parks and Recreation 
Master Plan Map for Community Planning Area 9, South Natomas. The 
SNCP references the "walled-in" concept in relation to masonry walls 
constructed adjacent to major streets surrounding subdivisions. The 
Proposed Project would not include masonry walls adjacent to major 
streets and project design is required to incorporate landscaping and 
irrigation. Specific details are discussed above under Aesthetics. 

Transportation 
#30 	The Transportation and Circulation section of the Mitigated Negative 

Declaration (MND) for the Downtown Ford Project (DTF) is based on the 
Traffic Impact Study for Park El Camino Project (PEC TIS). The land 
uses associated with the Proposed Project are generally considered 
similar in nature to, but less intense, than the previously proposed Option 
1 as analyzed in the PEC TIS; please refer the trip generation 
comparison summary presented below from the MND. 

Project 
Vehicle Trip Generation 

AM Peak PM Peak Daily 
Park EL Camino 
Project 

891 866 9,681 

Downtown Ford 
Project 

662 814 8,693 

Trip Difference for 
Downtown Ford 
Project 

-229 -52 -988 

Based on the trip generation comparison for the Proposed Project and 
the Park El Camino Project, the Proposed Project land uses would result 
in 229 fewer trips in the a.m. peak period, 52 fewer trips in the p.m. peak 
period, and 983 fewer daily trips compared to the Park El Camino Project. 

#31 	The PEC TIS assumed the connection between Orchard Lane and 
Gateway Oaks Drive over the East Main Drainage Canal for traffic 
impacts analysis for the Cumulative Conditions (not for the Existing). 
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Currently the City has prepared a Traffic Impact Study for the River Oaks 
Project located east of the Proposed DTF Project site; the River Oaks 
Project's Draft Environmental Impacts Report (DEIR) is recently under the 
CEQA required public review period. The Traffic Impact Study for the 
River Oaks has analyzed the traffic conditions within the study area with 
and without the said canal connection in order to provide a comparative 
evaluation of traffic operations under both the scenarios. Although, the 
comparative evaluation of traffic operations with and without the canal 
connection has been performed at the initial request of the Applicant of 
the River Oaks Project, the decision regarding not extending the canal 
connection has not yet been made by the City; and it does not preclude 
the canal connection being built as a City project. Furthermore, 
elimination of the canal connection will require the Community Plan 
Amendment. However, no such Application to amend the Community 
Plan is being processed by the City. In view of this, the PEC TIS 
assumption regarding the canal connection is still applicable for preparing 
MND for the DTF Project. It is therefore appropriate to rely on PEC TIS 
for the proposed DTF Project. 

#32&33 According to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) the physical 
environmental conditions existing at the time the environmental analysis 
is commenced normally constitute the baseline conditions. However, 
instead of selecting only the existing setting the City also includes the 
approved projects in addition to existing conditions to define the baseline 
for traffic study projects. Impacts of any subsequent developments within 
the study area are addressed into the traffic studies for the new / 
subsequent projects. Accordingly, the PEC TIS has incorporated the 
applicable baseline projects that were approved at the time the analysis 
for the said traffic impact study was commenced. Additionally, the 
subsequent development projects within the study area are included, as 
applicable into the baseline projects for the traffic study for River Oaks 
Project located east of the proposed DTF Project site. The traffic impacts 
analysis for River Oaks Project also includes the Park El Camino project 
as a baseline project. As mentioned before, the land uses for the 
proposed DTF project are generally considered similar in nature to, but 
less intense, than the previously approved Park El Camino project. 

In view of the above, the City has made a determination that the traffic 
impacts of the proposed DTF project including the impacts due to 
applicable recent baseline projects are adequately analyzed in the 
previously approved PEC TIS and the currently ongoing traffic study for 
the River Oaks project. 

Utilities 
#34&35 The project is consistent with the designated land use within the SNCP, 
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for which potential impacts related to utilities were analyzed including the 
13 Application Alternative, would not significantly impact the wastewater 
treatment or transmission system in South Natomas. Waste water 
capacity for development on this site consistent with the uses analyzed in 
the SNCP EIR and is already anticipated. Sewage master plans identify 
the need for additional facilities for project growth as defined by the 
General Plan and subsequent community plans. The SRCSD has 
developed a capitol improvement program to identify the facilities and 
funding mechanisms necessary to provide service to the region's growing 
population. The SRCSD uses connection fees and sewer impacts fees to 
provide for necessary improvements and expansions identified by the 
capitol improvement program. 

The analyses and conclusions contained within the MND regarding the 
adequacy of wastewater conveyance facilities are supported by the 
Sacramento County Regional Wastewater Master Plan, which identifies 
near-term and long-term improvements needed for the regional 
wastewater conveyance system, including infrastructure and lower 
Northwest Interceptor improvements. Facilities proposed in the Master 
Plan are scheduled to be constructed over the next 35-years, and when 
operational, will provide capacity for all planned development within the 
Urban Services Boundary and West Sacramento. I 

The Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report prepared for the 
South Natomas Community Plan Update and Related Projects 
determined that potential sewer-related impacts were considered less 
than significant, with current and planned CSD-1 facilities being adequate 
to accommodate peak sewage flows, with annexation to CSD-1. 

Mandatory Findings of Significance 
#36&37 The land uses proposed under the Downtown Ford project are less intense than 

what was approved under the PEC project. The project site is currently zoned 
General Commercial (C-2 PUD) and no rezone is proposed. The existing 
General Plan designation is Community/Neighborhood Commercial and Office. 
The SNCP designation for this parcel is Community Commercial. No change of 
this designation is proposed. The project's cumulative contribution would be 
less than what was assumed in the SNCP EIR as well as the PEC MND. As 
mentioned above, the land uses for the proposed DTF project are generally 
considered similar in nature to, but less intense, than the previously approved 
Park El Camino project; the proposed DTF project is anticipated to generate 
fewer vehicle trips compared to previously approved PEC project. The Traffic 
Impact Study prepared for the PEC project analyzed cumulative (Year 2025) 
conditions, considered the land use assumptions and roadway improvements as 
per SACMET 2025 regional travel demand forecasting model. The forecasting 
models typically assume the proposed land use developments in the region for 

1 
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the future year (2025 in this case) and forecast the cumulative (future) traffic 
volumes based on those land uses. Based on this analysis the PEG project was 
identified as having no impact under Cumulative conditions. Since the 
proposed DTF project land uses are less intense than the previously analyzed 
PEG project, the DTF project is anticipated to create no impact under 
Cumulative conditions. 
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Attachment 10- Letters in Support of the-Project 

NATOMAS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
1901 ARENA BOULEVARD — SACRAMENTO, CA 95834 — (916) 567-5400 

Board of Trustees 
Jennifer Baker 
B. Teri Burns 

Ron Dwyer-Voss 
Susan Heredia 
Lisa Kaplan 

rF.,7,02!-PY2 FT1,27q,:f rr,  

DR. STEVE FARRAR, DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENT 

June 7, 2005 

Stacia Cosgrove 
City Planning Office 
1231 I Street 
Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Ms. Cosgrove: 

I am writing on behalf of the Natomas Unified School District in regard to 
Downtown Ford's desire to relocate to the north west corner of West El Camino Avenue 
and Orchard Lane (NWC of W El Camino Av & Orchard Ln per Public Notice of June 1, 
2005). Our District has no objection or concern about Downtown Ford's desired 
relocation. While some have raised concerns about increased traffic, we would be more 
concerned with other commercial development that has much higher traffic rates than a 
dealership. Downtown Ford has also demonstrated a willingness to work with the local 
community to accommodate interests and concerns that have been shared. If you have 
questions about the District's regarding the District's position, please feel free to contact 
me. 

Sincerely, 

e M. Farrar 
nntendent 

"finking students to theirfuture" 

• 

JUN 09 2005 

PLANNiNG DEPARTMENT 

Li ,aeso 
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1901 Arena Boulevard 
Sacramento CA  

June 7, 2005 

Stacia Cosgrove 
City Planning Office 
1231 I Street 
Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

, 

oili:li64044i 
'ie...91'6-54142i4; 

Dear Ms. Cosgrove: 

I am writing on behalf of the Natomas Unified School District Founda-
tion in regard to Downtown Ford's desire to relocate to the north west corner of 
West El Camino Avenue and Orchard Lane (NWC of W El Camino Av & Or-
chard Ln per Public Notice of June 1, 2005). 

Ray Enos is one of the founding members of our educational organiza-
tion which supports the schools, teachers, students and programs at the Natomas 
Unified School District. We appreciate the time, expertise and support he brings 
to our Foundation. We consider Mr. Enos an active community and school pa-
tron, and we encourage the City's support for Downtown Ford's desired reloca-
tion. 

As a community-based Foundation, we work with many groups such as 
Walk Sacramento, and would not support proposals that would negatively im-
pact the schools and our students. We see many beneficial aspects to the move of 
Downtown Ford to the new location on the NWC of El Camino and Orchard 
Lane and want to continue to work with Mr. Enos as a business partner in the 
Natomas community. 

If you have any questions about the Foundation's position, please feel 
free to contact me directly. 

Sincerely, 

Donja Marie arvey 
President 
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Ms. Stacia Cosgrove 
City of Sacramento Planning Division 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, Ca 95814 

RE: Construction of Ford dealership 
@ West El Camino & I 80 

ck 20.4-A 

As home owners & or residents of the immediate neighborhood of the proposed site, we 
write to express our support of Downtown Ford's efforts to relocate to the site located at 
1-80 and west El Camino. We know in tough fiscal times that the State as well as local 
governments need to do as much as possible to promote good jobs and tax revenues. 
Auto sales generate substantial revenues for both the city and the state. It is no secret that 
freeway exposure and convenient on and off access are crucial to maximizing the success 
of such a business. 

We understand that 8 acres of the site will be dedicated to other commercial uses to 
complement the needs of the neighborhood. Additionally the developer/owner has 
committed to no outside paging system, and to engineering the parking lot lighting to 
prevent any spillage of light to adjoining property. He has also agreed to voluntary 
restriction of any test drives on Orchard Ln. in order to ensure the safety of pedestrian 
children near the schools. 

Downtown Ford has been a good corporate citizen and run a successful business in the 
City for over 60 years. It is time for them to take the next step to relocate and modernize 
to serve the growing population of the City of Sacramento. 

Senator Dick Ackerman 

Assemblyman Ron Calderon 

Senator John Campbell 

n 

Senator Denise Ducheny 

Assemblyman Russ Bogh 

Assemblyman Bob Huff 

Assemblyman Bill Emmerson 

14/44{ACIOA LL 
Assemblyman Mdik Wyland 
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A‘ 
/LI 4-  A'ssem yYwo n Shirley Horton 

Assemblyman Rick Keene 

/<Arei 
Assemblyman George Plescia 

1// 

AAemblyman Kevin McCa 

-k •Aft., 	/tib 
Assemblyman Tom Harman Assemblywoman Mimi Walters 



13LIEASE713,ITIINT:1, REV_IS ED 
Atti, 

EARLY PROJECT NOTIFICATION RECEIPT' 	  
' Association Name 	 i.5- 7,- -7, 	Pharie 	  

Association Contac 	 one - 	  

Please Check:ran 
We ,lia rie reviewe 	 •ave;:nii?O7ORtients 

_,v
-,:

-
---
il

' 
Will need 

 
odateptOkt omOl et e oul",bleVotthisvrojec , 	. 	 

O ur Co m M e'nfsj:alre 



ITEM # 2 
PAGE 1•3 

Attachment 11- Copies of Form Letters 

Date: 

Stacia Cosgrove, Associate Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: DOWNTOWN FORD PROJECT (PO4-106) 
Corner of West El Camino and Orchard Lane 

Dear Ms Cosgrove: 

As a nearby resident, I strongly oppose the relocation of the Downtown Ford Dealership to the corner of West El Camino and 
Orchard Lane. I have joined a coalition of my fellow neighbors who will use every lawful means to block the Ford dealership and 
demand accountability from public employees and officials who support it. 

It is unimaginable that the relocation of a car dealership is under consideration by your agency at this site. The intersection is 
directly adjacent to established, new and developing residential properties. It is within three blocks of elementary and middle 
schools. It is several blocks from public parks and playgrounds. 

• A car dealership preempts any future neighborhood-friendly retail services on this corner. 
• A car dealership provides no services to this neighborhood. 
• Customers, who are visitors to the area, will be test driving cars on neighborhood streets. 

On the above issues alone, a car dealership should be unacceptable to your office. In addition to those issues is the site zoning is 
inconsistent with the South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP). 

The South Natomas Community Plan calls for "Community Commercial" development at this site. A car dealership doesn't even 
come close to the criteria for "Community Commercial" as outlined in the master plan. To even consider a car dealership for this 
site your office should undertake an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and go through proper, public procedures to change the 
site designation outlined in the SNCP. 

Even more disturbing than the prospect of the dealership is the appearance of impropriety on your agency's part. In addition to 
subverting the letter and spirit of the SNCP, there is the appearance of rushing the dealership into the site before hundreds of new 
voters take up residence in homes now in development immediately adjacent to the intersection. The attitude of these new 
residents toward the prospect of a car dealership across the street from them is obvious to us — and, apparently, to those pushing 
the project. 

Consideration of a car dealership at West El Camino and Orchard is intolerable. Its potential has prompted us to fear for the safety 
of our neighborhood children, the value of our property and the integrity of your office. 

require your immediate assurance that no car dealership will be permitted at this location. Anything short of that will result in 
civic activism, public outcry and legal action that will convince you and Downtown Ford that it simply isn't worth the fight. 

Sincerely, 

cc: 	Mayor Heather Fargo, City Hall, 730 "1" Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 
Councilman Ray Tretheway, City Hall, 730 "I" Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 
Raymond Enos, Owner of Downtown Ford, 2921 Lacy Lane, Sacramento, CA 95821 

PO4-106 	 July 14, 2005 
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Colleen J. Story 
19 River Pebble Court 
Sacramento CA 95833 

June 13, 2005 

Stacia Cosgrove, Associate Planner 
Development Services Department 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

JUN 15 2005 
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Attachment 11- Copies of Form Letters 

RE: DOWNTOWN FORD PROJECT (PO4-106) 
Corner of West El Camino and Orchard Lane 

Dear Ms Cosgrove: 

I strongly oppose the relocation of the Downtown Ford Dealership to the corner of West El Camino and 
Orchard Lane. The South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP) calls for "Community Commercial" 
development at this site. The Development Services Department, Planning Division, is circumventing the 
SNCP by allowing a car dealership on this corner. As a nearby resident, I urge the Planning Division to stick 
with the SNCP to protect the quality of life for our neighborhood. 

The Ford Dealership is inappropriate at this intersection for a number of reasons: 
• A car dealership will preempt the opportunity for any future neighborhood-friendly services on this 

corner, such as a yogurt shop, an ice cream parlor, book store, pizza parlor, card/gift shop, or copy 
center. All of these retail businesses will provide real services and serve as gathering places for 
neighbors and children. 

• A car dealership provides no services to the adjacent neighborhoods. The customer base for the car 
dealership will be people outside of the neighborhood. 

• Dealership customers will be test driving cars on neighborhood streets. Who wants to live in a 
neighborhood where there will always  be strangers driving around every day of the week? 

• My neighborhood has both an elementary school and a middle school so there are lots of children 
walking to and from school. It is inappropriate and dangerous  to have people test driving cars in this 
situation. 

• A car dealership does not meet the definition of "Community Commercial" as outlined in the master 
plan. For a car dealership to go on this corner, the Planning Division should be ordering an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and a change from the site designation outlined in the SNCP. 
The Planning Division is being evasive and manipulative in an effort to avoid such actions. 

The people who live in this neighborhood and have children in schools near this corner hope to see this 
intersection developed into a neighborhood center serving the families who live here. As a local resident of 
this neighborhood, I strongly oppose the relocation of the Ford Dealership to the corner of West El Camino 
and Orchard Lane. 

Sincerely, 

cc: 	Mayor Heather Fargo, City Hall, 730 	Street, Suite 32 	cramento, CA 95814 
Councilman Ray Tretheway, City Hall, 730 "I" Street, S 	321, Sacramento, CA 95814 
Raymond Enos, Owner of Downtown Ford, 2921 Lacy Lane, Sacramento, CA 95821 
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Attachment 12- Letters and Emails in Opposition to the Project 

May 15, 2005 

Ms. Stacia Cosgrove 
City of Sacramento Planning Division 	 PVER OAKS 
1231 I Street, Room 300 	 Commogipissodeary 

Sacramento, CA 95814 	 Mon Strew 

Dear Ms. Cosgrove, 

ROCA has reviewed the Downtown Ford Auto Dealership application, PO4-106, dated 10/7/2004. We 
have previously submitted minutes from a September 1, 2004 meeting attended by 125 residents and a 
Nov 3, 2004 forum attended by over 75 residents, all of whom were opposed to this proposal. We have 
also submitted petitions signed by >500 residents expressing strong opposition to this proposal as well. 

Since Staff continues to recommend approval over our community's overwhelming opposition, ROCA 
submits the following comments to clarify why we so strongly OPPOSE this application: 

o This application is actually an attempt to put a "Highway Commercial" use where "Community 
Commercial" use is designated by the South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP). We want and 
need "Community Commercial" businesses that can be used by our residents as intended in 
the SNCP. An auto dealership is a regional use that does not meet our needs and totally 
violates the intent of the SNCP "Community Commercial" designation. 

o This proposal violates SNCP guiding policies for Community Commercial use. Per the SNCP, 
"Community Commercial" is defined as a commercial use "typically anchored by a junior 
department store, a supermarket, superdrug store or a superhardware store". An auto 
dealership is not even remotely similar to the intended community commercial anchor. 

o An auto dealership violates the guiding policies in the SNCP for Community Commercial use. 
The SNCP states that commercial shopping centers shall: 

o "Avoid retail development of a regional nature that attracts out-of-area traffic (p. 18, guiding 
policy B). 

o "Limit designation of neighborhood and community commercial to a level that meets overall 
community demand for retail goods and services." (p. 18 implementing policy D). 

Clearly, this auto dealership violates both of these policies. Since the Community Plan takes  
precedence over all other zoning or Land Use requirements the SNCP over-rules any allowance 
provided by the C-2 zoning.  As such  we ask the City to reject this proposal because of 
noncompliance with the SNCP. 

o This site does not meet the criteria for approval of a special permit that an auto dealership must 
have if built in C-2 zoning. Sacramento City Land Use Regulations require a special permit if 
auto sales are proposed  in C-2 zones (table 17.24.030B). The Planning  Commission reviews 
the special permit to verify the proposed use: 

1. "...is in accordance with sound principles of land use, 
2. will not be detrimental to public health, safety or welfare or result in a nuisance, 
3. ...must comply with the objectives of the general or specific plan for the area to 

which it is located." (17.212.10). 
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o As we've shown, this auto dealership clearly violates the SNCP.  It also violates sound land use 
principles and will create both a safety hazard and a nuisance by being located directly across 
the street from hundreds of homes, parks and near 2 schools.  

o The applicant "talks" about retail uses but does not build any retail on the remaining parcels. 
What will we actually have? We'll have an empty, weedy lot in front of a very huge, brightly-lit, 
building with hundreds of cars parked around it and banners showing the latest deals flying 
everywhere. That is unacceptable for a site located directly across the street from hundreds of 
new homes. 
If the applicant was even interested in the community's welfare, all the retail parcels would be  
built first in a cohesive plan to provide proper visual and other mitigations for the nearly 1000 
residents that will soon be residing within 1/4  mile of this car lot. 

o Our community wants a walkable community - with businesses that we can use and walk to from 
the >2000 homes that will exist within 1/2 mile of this site. Currently we have to drive out of the 
area for groceries and other needs. This car lot will consume about 25 % of our undeveloped 
commercial acreage with car-oriented business that does nothing for our needs. 	- 

o We adamantly oppose the "highway stop" future this proposal will bring. Since no auto-related 
businesses are located within miles of this site, other auto-oriented businesses will see the 
opportunity. What businesses will develop on a site with a car lot as its anchor? Gas stations, 
auto repair shops & lube joints. It is unlikely we'll get nice restaurants and services we need. 

o This use poses a safety risk to pedestrians, especially children, from auto test drivers who are 
unfamiliar with the surroundings. The dealership will be located within close proximity to 2 
schools and numerous residences. Both schools are located south of West El Camino Blvd 
(WEC). Children will be crossing W EC at multiple locations to get to/from the schools. 

o We know this applicant will have to put up large and tall signs to attract freeway traffic because 
Eastbound 1-80 commuters can not even see this site until after they pass the exit. That is why 
we also strongly oppose any PUD guideline changes that will permit signs to exceed the 6-ft 
height limit designated in the original PUD. 

o Approval of this proposal will set a dangerous precedent for the City. Will any smart home buyer 
trust the City of Sacramento's Land Use Policy if the City can recommend a car lot right next to 
parks and new homes? Will other car dealers request to build in other C-2 sites near homes and 
point to this project saying "Why not me too?" We asked Staff what would prevent another auto 
dealership on the undeveloped portion of this PUD, or a 3rd  car lot on the parcel south of this site 
(Camino Station). The answer from Staff was "Nothing". 

o We residents bought homes in this area because of its natural beauty, numerous walkways, and 
the great "quality of life" we saw in the plans. We have even accepted "smart growth" policies to 
maintain those amenities. Now what do we get in return? We get this use that will undermine 
those amenities and our home values. We cannot fathom why the City would destroy the beauty 
of this "Riverfront" West-End entry to Sacramento. The SNCP's policy is to "take maximum 
advantage of the Sacramento River's potential to enhance the quality of a residential community 
..." (p.6, implementing policy J). Why is the City destroying this area's potential? 

o The Building elevations for this project are mundane and do not comply with original PUD 
guideline requirements for earthtone colors and strong visual appeal/quality. This elevation 
looks exactly like the Ford dealership off hwy. 99 at Elk Grove Blvd. It does not fit with the 
community visually as well as functionally. The applicant makes no attempt to fit with the 
"townhome", pedestrian-oriented vision of the surrounding vicinity. 

o We strongly oppose the Schematic Plan Amendment and the numerous PUD guideline 
changes because they impact not only on the DTF parcel, but also the other retail and office 
space parcels. Numerous residents opposed the original PUD because of the auto-oriented 
gas station and lube operation being positioned right on the corner of Orchard and West El 
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Camino. We still oppose these auto-oriented uses and will continue to fight for our vision of a 
visually appealing, walkable community that the nearby residents can use and enjoy. 

o The Schematic Plan Amendment should not be submitted until the site plan has been revised to 
address our significant and longstanding concerns with it. As proposed, the Schematic Plan 
Amendment and the PUD will create four independent retail parcels with no cohesive design 
whatsoever. This "individual variety" is absolutely unacceptable to ROCA. Not only should the 
retail aspect of all parcels be more integrated with each other, but the four retail parcels need to 
be reconfigured to bring the retail elements closer to the corner and street with wide sidewalks 
and seating areas for residents who will walk/bike there and shop there. 

o The project's proposed street alignments and dedications do not match the alignments and  
dedications currently proposed by Beazer Homes, including the roundabout at the north end of 
Orchard Lane. Prior to submitting any Schematic Plan Amendment, ROCA requests the City 
require the applicant to update the proposed plan and incorporate changes needed to align with 
the Beazer River Oaks project as changes could affect site layout, building placement, 
setbacks, etc. ROCA further requests a copy of the City's staff report including all of the 
conditions of approval, not just the PUD guidelines, so we can fully understand all conditions of 
approval which apply to street layout as well as site layout. 

o We will comment further on the PUD in another letter. 

o We reserve the right to comment further on Environmental impacts separately. 

o We do understand the City's need to keep this important tax revenue source in City limits. That 
is why we believe the City's consideration of an automall on the Northwest side of 1-80, East of 
El Centro Rd, is a much more appropriate concept. That location is a much larger land area 
that can provide for multiple dealerships with proper mitigation from the surrounding residential 
community. It would also be much more visible and accessible from both the 1-5 and 1-80 
freeways. 

We have actively worked with the City towards our vision of a walkable, visually-appealing community with 
work-life balance. This project will undermine our vision and our community. We see a unique opportunity 
to develop a "Village Center" at this corner if the site is developed as the SNCP intends. We therefore 
ask the City to follow the SNCP and reject this application, instead of condemning this corner to a 
"highway stop" future. South Land Park and East Sac show us that being near a freeway does not mean 
a community must become a "highway stop". Our community will continue to fight for our vision, and for 
the values that we thought the City of Sacramento believed in too. 

Sincerely, 

Christine Taros 

Christine Paros 
Land Use Committee Chair 

Cc: Ray Tretheway, Gary Stonehouse, Karen Pardieck, David Kwong. 
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SWALLOWS NEST HOMEOWNERS 
P.O. Box 1459 

Folsom, CA 95763 

RESOLUTION 

As board members of the Swallows Nest Country Club Homeowners Association 
we oppose the location of an auto dealership at the location bounded by 180 and West El 
Camino at Orchard Lane. Just blocks from our homes and schools, locating an auto 
dealership at this site would decrease property values of surrounding homes and 
permanently deprive this emerging residential community of future residential-friendly 
services — such as retail, restaurants, and professional services. 

In addition to the loss of future services from more residential-friendly businesses, an 
auto dealership would negatively impact the quality of life in this largely residential area. 
Specifically homeowners and other residents in the community we would be burdened 
with requisite night-lighting for security purposes, increased ambient "chatter" of 
promotional efforts (over loudspeakers or with inflatable beacons or other attention-
grabbing gimmicks), and transient traffic through our neighborhood as potential car 
buyers conduct test drives through our neighborhoods. 

Consideration of locating a car dealership at this site is not in the interest of the 
homeowners and other residents who live here. Rather it would serve a freeway-
driven clientele. More appropriate sites are available in the greater Natomas area that are 
more commercial and less residential. For these reasons we urge the members of the city 
council to respect the residential nature of this neighborhood by rejecting this plan and 
finding a more suitable location for the relocating business. 

Unanimously approved, 

Dr. Dora Kingsley, President 
Packard Polin, Treasurer 
Kathy Lehman, Vice President 
Deborah Howard, Secretary 
Dr. William Schrek, Member at-large 

Passed June 2004 

Sw/committee/ford dealership resolution 	 07/28/04 
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From: 	 "connie" <cfrib@winfirst.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 1/19/04 6:45PM 
Subject: 	Fw: Auto Dealership 

— Original Message — 
From: connie 
To: rtretheway@cityofsacramento.org  
Cc: hfargo@cityofsacramento.org  
Sent: Monday, January 19, 2004 6:43 PM 
Subject Auto Dealership 

Dear Mr. Tretheway, 

This letter is in response to the information that was shared at the River Oaks Community Association 
meeting at Leroy Green Middle School on January 15th, 2004. 

First, let me say that I was very disappointed that you found it necessary to leave the meeting before the 
information and discussion started on the proposed auto dealership at West El Camino & Orchard Lane, 
aka "Downtown Ford". 

To say the least, I am very disappointed and annoyed that this type of commercial business is considering 
to locate in our small community. When you last presented your vision for our area, you identified 
business offices with a 20 to 30 foot green belt with trees and landscaping along El Camino, a fine dinning 
restaurant, a Trader Joe's, along with small commercial businesses. That plan clearly identified business 
that would benefit our community and provide us with both desired daily services and employment 
opportunities. Clearly an auto dealership would not provide the kinds of desirable services that would 
benefit our community, since the average person doesn't consider purchasing a new car more often than 
every 4 to 7 years. 

While the proposed auto dealership would enjoy a highly visual location and freeway access, it would 
cause increased traffic, noise, and generally a circus atmosphere with bright lights, loudspeakers, and a 
"come on down atmosphere"! We have been able to develop a community atmosphere with quality 
homes, schools, parks and most recently managed to attract a high-end apartment development, "The 
Regatta". I would anticipate that most individuals looking to locate their families into a luxury apartment 
home would not find having an auto dealership across the street desirable. More than likely, it would be 
viewed as a deterrent 

Our area is land locked. Our only exits are along Garden Highway and El Camino. An auto dealership is 
simply inconsistent with our residential development and would be better placed in an industrial area such 
as the undeveloped area North-East of Truxel & Interstate 80. 

Mr. Tretheway, look back to your original vision and recruit businesses which would provide the 
commercial benefits you identified and our community needs. 

Sincerely, 

Connie Fribance 
23 Jicama Court 
Sacramento, CA 95833 

cc: scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org  
hfargo@cityofsacramento.org  
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Staco Cosgrove :  

From: 	"Mary Daffin" <fashiontalks@hotmail.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<rtetheway@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	1/22/04 4:43PM 

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in response to the January15th meeting held between the River 
Oaks Community Association and the City at Leroy Green Middle School. 

I am deeply concerned over the possibility of an auto dealership in our 
neighborhood. I do not see how this will attract people to our community. 
I have been a member of Natomas for well over 15 years and have seen more of 
our neighbors leave this area then stay. In part it was due to poor 
community planning. 
I think those days are far behind us: that is why I am strongly opposed to 
the dealership. We deserve the same services as other parts of this city 
have had for years, namely fine dining, speciality shopping and small 
commercial businesses. These are the types of business that community is 
built on and around, not an auto dealership. 

I am asking that you carefully consider the original plan and leave the 
dealership to a more remote part of Natomas. 

Thank you for your time in this matter. 

Mary A. Daffin 
2239 LaLima Way 
Sacramento, California. 
916-925-8776 

Let the new MSN Premium Internet Software make the most of your high-speed 
experience. http://join.msn.comnpgmarket=en-us&page=byoa/prem&ST=1 
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From: 	"Hodgkinson, Georgine" <hodgkig@CRC.losrios.edu > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<rtetheway@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 1/23/04 8:39AM 
Subject: 	Concerned Member of the River Oaks Community 

Dear Mayor Fargo and City Council Members: 

Soon you will be asked to make a decision regarding development on the North-West corner of El Camino 
and Orchard Lane. Downtown Ford has proposed a dealership at this location which I adamantly oppose. 
Not only would the construction of a car dealership fail to meet the needs of our community, it would 
threaten our community's prosperity and directly conflict with original development plans. 

I purchased a home in this area because I felt the original plans for a 20-30 foot green belt, a fine dining 
restaurant a Trader Joe's and small commercial business development reflected conscientious 
community planning. I believed that River Oaks was a community I could raise my children in; a 
community I would contribute to for many years. Please help protect my dream by honoring the original 
development proposal provided to community members when we purchased our homes. 

Sincerely, 

Georgine Hodgkinson, MA 
Professor of Communication Studies at Cosumnes River College 
(916) 691-7172 
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Stacia Cosgrove - Downtown Ford development.. 	 Page _l 

From: 	"ken henry" <kenhenry©winfirstcom> 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 1/23/04 9:28AM 
Subject: 	Downtown Ford development.. 

Lady's and Ray, 

I am sending the statement below, to let you know how Ken & Caryl Henry, 2334 La Lima Way, 
Sacramento CA 95833 feel about the proposed "Downtown Ford" site. 

STATEMENT: WE DO NOT FIND THAT AN AUTO DEALERSHIP WOULD PROVIDE THE KINDS OF 
DESIRABLE SERVICES THAT WOULD BENEFIT OUR COMMUNITY, SINCE THE AVERAGE PERSON 
DOESN'T CONSIDER PURCHASING A NEW CAR MORE OFTEN THAN EVERY 4 TO 7 YEARS. 
WHILE THE PROPOSED AUTO DEALERSHIP WOULD ENJOY A HIGHLY VISUAL LOCATION AND 
FREEWAY ACCESS, IT WOULD CAUSE INCREASED TRAFFIC, NOISE, AND GENERALLY A CIRCUS 
ATMOSPHERE WITH BRIGHT LIGHTS, LOUDSPEAKERS AND A "COME ON DOWN ATMOSPHERE"! 

CURRENTLY WE HAVE A COMMUNITY ATMOSPHERE WITH QUALITY HOMES, SCHOOLS, PARKS 
AND MOST RECENTLY HAVE A MANAGED TO ATTRACT A HIGH-END APARTMENT 
DEVELOPMENT, 'THE REGATTA". I DO NOT ANTICIPATE THAT MOST INDIVIDUALS LOOKING TO 
LOCATE THEIR FAMILIES INTO A LUXURY APARTMENT HOME WOULD FIND HAVING AN AUTO 
DEALERSHIP ACROSS THE STREET AS DESIRABLE. MORE THAN LIKELY, IT WOULD BE VIEWED 
AS A DETERRENT. 

OUR AREA IS LAND LOCKED. OUR ONLY EXITS ARE ALONG GARDEN HIGHWAY AND EL 
CAMINO. AN  AUTO DEALERSHIP IS SIMPLY INCONSISTENT WITH OUR RESIDENTIAL 
DEVELOPMENT AND WOULD BE BETTER PLACED IN AN INDUSTRIAL AREA SUCH AS THE 
UNDEVELOPED AREA NORTH-EAST OF TRUXEL AND INTERSTATE 80. 

P.S.."I AM SURE EACH AND EVERYONE OF YOU IN THE SACRAMENTO PLANNING DEPTARMENT, 
WOULD WELCOME AN AUTO DEALERSHIP INTO YOUR RESIDENTUAL NEIGHBORHOODS!" 
PERHAPS THAT WOULD BE A NO? 

Regards, 

William K. Henry 
Caryl Henry 

CC: 	 <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org > 





ITEM #2 
PO4-106 	 July 14, 2005 	 PAGE /K 

Stacie Cosgrove - Northwest corner of El Camino and Orchard 	 Page 1 ; 

From: 	 "Jake Presley" <pkgman@surewest.net> 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<rtetheway@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 1/27/04 10:46AM 
Subject: 	Northwest corner of El Camino and Orchard 

I am writing this letter on behalf of my family and myself. 

Please do not allow a car dealership the prime land location of 
the North West area of the intersection of West El Camino and Orchard Lane. 
The Riverbend area has great potential to be one of Sacramento premier 
communities. We have only so much river area, close to downtown, available 
for residential and small commercial growth. All great cities (or aspiring 
to be great cities) would not allow an auto dealership such prime real 
estate. 

If you decide to develop this area in this manor I will be 
forced to move to Folsom. I am a successful business and family man. I will 
have my tax dollars and income support a city which develops the land in the 
best interest of its citizens and taxpayers. 

Thank you 
Jake Presley and family 
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Stacia Cosgrove - Proposed development at El Camino and Orchard Lane 	 page 1 

From: 	<Dawn_Grinstain@dot.ca.gov > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, <hfargo@cityofscramento.org>, 
<rtrethaway@cityofsacramento.org> 
Date: 	 1/28/04 10:35AM 
Subject: 	Proposed development at El Camino and Orchard Lane 

Honorable Mayor, Planning Department and City Council Member, 

I live and am a homeowner in the area of the River Oaks Community 
Association. I understand there is a proposed Downtown Ford development at 
the north-west comer of El Camino and Orchard Lane. I am very opposed to 
this proposal. I do not find that an auto dealership would provide the 
kinds of desirable services that would benefit our community. 

Prior identified plans for this area are for business offices on the north 
side of El Camino with a 20-30 foot green belt with trees and landscaping 
along El Camino, a fine dining restaurant, a Trader Joe's, along with small 
commercial businesses. That plan clearly identifies business that would 
benefit our community and provide us with both desired daily services and 
employment opportunities. 

Currently, we have a community atmosphere with quality homes, schools, and 
parks. The proposed auto dealership would be a detriment to our community. 
It would be better placed in an industrial area such as the undeveloped 
areas around Truxel and 1-80. 

Please do not allow the Downtown Ford development in my neighborhood. 

Thank you, 
Dawn Grinstain 
2219 La Lima Way 
Sacramento, CA 95833 
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From: 	"Sir Dusty <dusty@winfirst.com> 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 1/30/04 8:24AM 
Subject: 	Auto Mall at Corner of El Camino & Orchard Lane 

I am a home owner on La Lima Way for over 11 years and am emailing you to 
voice my opinion on the proposed auto mall in my neighborhood. My 
understanding is the original intent for that land was for restaurant, 
Trader Joes and small commercial businesses. I have waited patiently for 
this to be developed as the lack of convenient food shopping in this area is 
non existent. Every trip to Bel Air at El Camino and Truxel is an accident 
waiting to happen in the parking lot and it is always so busy one has to 
wait 3 and 4 deep to check out, on a light day. 
I am totally opposed to putting the auto mall in this limited space which 
would be of little or no benefit to the neighborhood. If an auto mall is 
needed, put it in an industrial area like the Natomas Marketplace area. I 
am in total support of the original plan for that space. 
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From: 	 Bill Quaglia <globalcom_edu@yahoo.com > 
To: 	 <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org >, <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<rtetheway@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 2/1/04 9:28AM 
Subject: 	Re-location of Downtown Ford to the Shorebird Neighborhood 

Dear Mayor Fargo, Ccouncilman Tetheway, and Director Cosgrove, 

I am writing today to voice my opposition to the porposed re-location of Downtown Ford to the corner of 
Orchard and West El Camino. I am also opposed to developing an "Auto Mall" at the corner of West El 
Camino and El Centro. 

Prior plans were for business offices on the North side of El Camino 
with a 20 to 30 foot green belt with trees and landscaping along El 
Camino, a fine dining restaurant and a Trader Joe's, along with small 
commercial businesses. According to the ROCA Homeowners Association, that plan clearly identified 
businesses that would benefit our community. 

We are currently soliciting for a local grocery, and associated businesses that accompany a Grocery 
based mall, to consider the West El Camino and El Centro area as well. 

Please inform me in any planned city or public meetings concerning this area. 

Respectfully, 

William A Quaglia 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free web site building tool. Try it! 
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From: 	Jay <sacjay15@juno.com > 
To: 	 <HFargo@cityofsacramento.org >, <SCosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<RTretheway@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 2/1/04 3:35PM 
Subject: 	Any Proposals to relocate Downtown Ford or Auto-Malls to the ShorebirdNeighborhood 

Sacramento, CA 95833 

Dear Mayor Fargo, Councilman Tretheway, and Director Cosgrove, 

I am writing today to voice my opposition to any proposals to relocate Downtown Ford to the corner of 
Orchard and West El Camino. In addition, I am also opposed to developing an "Auto Mall at the corner of 
West El Camino and El Centro. 

Prior plans were for business offices on the North side of El Camino 
with a 20 to 30 foot green belt of trees and landscaping along West El 
Camino. A fine dining restaurant and a Trader Joe's, along with small 
commercial businesses would be much more desirable and are businesses that would benefit our 
community as identified by the ROCA Homeowners Association. 

We are currently soliciting for a local grocery such as a Raley's/Bel-Air or Food-4-Less, and associated 
businesses that accompany a Grocery based mall, to consider the West El Camino and El Centro area as 
well. 

Please inform me of any planned city or public meetings concerning the ShorebirdNVest El Camino areas 
as I wish to be proactive in the selection and planning process for this community area. 

Respectfully, 

A. Jay Barker 
10 Shorebird Court 
Sacramento, CA 95833-9798 

E-Mail: SacJay15@Juno.Com  

The best thing to hit the Internet in years - Juno SpeedBand! 
Surf the Web up to FIVE TIMES FASTER! 
Only $14.95/ month - visit www.juno.com  to sign up today! 
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„ 
Stacia Cosgrove-Downtown    Ford __ _ 

From: 	 Lloyd Billingsley <I1oyd262©earthlink.net > 
To: 	 S Cosgrove <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 2/3/04 4:27PM 
Subject: 	Downtown Ford 

I write to oppose the relocation of Downtown Ford to the northwest 
corner of El Camino and Orchard Lane. 
This is a residential area ill suited to a car dealership, which would 
increase traffic and noise. Downtown Ford 
should stay downtown or find an industrial site that will not disrupt a 
quiet residential area with limited access. 

Restaurants, a Trader Joes, and business offices make more sense for El 
Camino and Orchard Lane. 

Please apprise me of any meetings on this question. 

Cordially, 

Lloyd Billingsley 
2329 La Lima Way 
Sacramento 95933 
920-4002 



ITEM #2 
PAGE 1-71 PO4-106 	 July 14, 2005 

Staa'Cosgrove - downtown -foid _Page_1 

From: 	"Matt Jurich" <junemattjurich@msn.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 2/5/04 8:51AM 
Subject: 	downtown ford 

just to let you know we object to the request of downtown ford's to place their agency at west elcamino 
and hwy 80.the traffic and noise would be unwelcome in our community. 

thank you 

matthew jurich 
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StaCia, Cosgrove_ - planned Construction near El Camino " 	 Page 1 

From: 	 <Jenniferhejsek@wmconnect.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 2/7/04 5:28PM 
Subject: 	Planned Construction near El Camino 

Hello, 

I was writing in regards to the River Oaks Community Association meeting at 
Leroy Green Middle School January 15, 2004. I understand that there are 
potential plans to build an auto dealership in the near vicinity of El Camino. 

I was just writing to show my family's opposition to this idea. I have lived 
here (off Orchard Lane) since 1997 and have valued the spaciousness and 
quality of life in the Natomas area of Sacramento. I think a car dealership would 
not only be out of place in the El Camino area but would bring a lot of 
unwanted noise and traffic to a part of town that is clearly small and residential. 
In summary, I think it would be a bad idea. 

If you have any questions feel free to contact me at (916) 641-0355. 

Thank you, 

Jennifer Hejsek 
2949 Trigo Way 
Sacramento, CA 95833 

CC: 	 <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org >, <rtetheway@cityofsacramento.org > 
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Stacia Cosgrove - I Oppose the Auto Dealership!  

From: 	Allison Mitchell <armitchell@ucdavis.edu > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 2/12/04 5:46PM 
Subject: 	I Oppose the Auto Dealership! 

Dear Ms. Cosgrove, 

I live in Natomas, just off Orchard Lane. I understand that Downtown Ford 
is considering placing a car dealership at the corner of West El Camino and 
Orchard Lane. For the record, I want to state that I *strongly* oppose 
having a car dealership plonked right next to an almost entirely 
residential area. 

To me, an auto dealership is an "industrial" type a business and *not* one 
appropriate for land butted right up to acres of single family homes. Why 
not put a car lot across the freeway over by the truck stop?? That area is 
much more "commercial". 

What residents want in our neighborhood is a nice grocery store (like a 
Nugget or Trader Joe's) and a restaurant. A nice little shopping cenks 
where we can walk down and enjoy a latte. These are the types of things 
that residents want, not a car lot!!!!! Put the car dealerships where they 
make sense, not in people's back yards. 

A car dealership placed here would drastically change the complexion of our 
neighborhood, which is the very thing that attracted us to the area. 
Dealerships mean bright (very bright) lights and activity into the late 
night It uses up land for a purpose not helpful to the neighborhood 
residents. Give us residential amenities, not industrial ones. 

Please, I ask you to consider the residents' needs before those of the car 
dealership's. Just say "no" to the car lot!! 

Thank you for reading this letter. 

Sincerely, 
Allison Mitchell 
2330 La Lima Way 
Sacramento, CA 95833 

Allison Mitchell 
IET Business Services 
University of Califomia, Davis 
3820 Chiles Road• 
Davis, CA 95616 
phone 5301757-3412 
fax 530/792-8706 

pogel 
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,Stacia cosgroye .7 ,Downtown . ford 	 Pageij  

From: 	"Olgalou" <olgalou@softcom.net> 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 2/18/04 7:46PM 
Subject: 	Downtown ford 

KEEP DOWNTOWN FORD „DOWNTOWN 
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_Stacia Cosgrove - Downtown Ford  

From: 	 "Gene Winther" <gene@exponexhibits.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 2/19/04 9:42AM 
Subject: 	Downtown Ford 

Having just learned of Downtown Ford's interest in building a dealership at the N. West corner of West El 
Camino and Orchard I am, to say the least, very disturbed. 

Downtown Ford has for years advertised their location as a lousy location and now they want to become a 
lousy neighbor. 

The property should be put to better and more appropriate uses, such as service companies, dry cleaners, 
community night life, restaurants, drug stores etc. Communities, such as Swallows nest, which has only 
two ways to exit and enter, would suffer traffic congestion from all the outside traffic coming to this area 
and noise from the P.A. systems that car dealerships use. Auto malls were created for car dealerships to 
avoid this. ' 

By the tone of my E-mail I am sure you can understand that my wife and I and are definitely against 
Downtown Ford moving to this location. 

I request the matter to be dismissed and support directed to development consistent with a residential 
neighborhood and business that would be better supported by the surrounding area. 

Thank you. 

Mr. & Mrs. Eugene Winther 

3301 Swallows Nest Ln. 

Sacramento, CA 95833 

CC: 	 <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org>, <rtethway@cityofsacramento.org > 
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From: 	 "Fred Adams" <freddadams@yahoo.com > 
To: 	 <Scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<rtetheway@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 2/25/04 3:50PM 
Subject: 	Downtown Ford Development 

Apparently some person at the planning level with great power loves traffic 
jams. The Natomas Marketplace is a good example of totally failed traffic 
planning. The jams at that site are notorious and keep people from shopping 
there. The downtown area arteries have been closed off to create 
"residential areas?" and shoppers have predictably left the downtown. Just 
note the number of closed stores. Apparently all of this is to win "bathes 
for light rail". The truth is we are losing the war. This encouragement of 
traffic jams under the guise of promoting light rail is only helping 
surrounding shopping markets. Not to mention that once we force someone to 
use light rail they are only dumped in the middle of the homeless. Our 
planners should visit Washington DC for a view of a controlled rail 
passenger area. 

Now this power is going to let a car dealership move into our landlocked 
area? We already have traffic backed up to the freeway overpass to the west 
and to the canal eastward on W. El Camino. Can dealerships always buy their 
way into a "good" location for them at everyone else's expense? Hopefully, 
the Natomas Maketplace "traffic engineer" has been replaced and someone with 
some foresight, and can stop this jam before it happens. 

Fred Adams 

Swallows Nest 

CC: 	 <cfrib©winforst.co> 
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From: 	 "Karl Munniks" <kmunniks©winfirst.com > 
To: 	 "Stacy Cosgrove" <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 9/25/04 12:39PM 
Subject: 	Fw: Article: Car dealer has eye on Natomas 

Hi Stacy, 
For your information Please file this also 

Karl Munniks 
President of the OWIOWO's 
(Neighborhood Watch Organization) 
— Original Message — 
From: Karl Munniks 
To: Bob Shallit 
Cc: Joyce Terhaar ; Rick Rodriguez ; Cathie Anderson ; Bob Shallit ; Bonnie Pannell ; Robbie Waters ; 
Dave Jones ; Lauren Hammond ; Jimmie R Yee ; Steve Cohn ; Sandy Sheedy ; Ray Tretheway ; Heather 
Fargo ; Wendy & Ivy Ridderbusch ; Tom Ruckman ; Susan V. Munniks ; Ryan & Jennifer Stiltz ; Rory & 
Rosana Womack ; Ron Ridderbusch ; Rollo & Gail Stephens ; Rod & Carol Jolliffe ; Rick & Amy Cacciola ; 
Ralph & Julie Sutliff ; Perry & Sonja Kenny ; Paul & Christine Crawford ; Patricia Cherry ; Mitch & Katie 
Anderson ; Mickey J. Hovorka ; Michele and Rocky Rudman ; Megan C. Lehtonen ; Martin & Midora 
Rafanan ; Mark & Annette Mirviss ; Maria Avila ; Lorna Hannon ; Linda Clifford ; Karl Munniks ; Karl & 
Susan Munniks ; John & Nicole Henderson ; Jim & Peggy Eggleston ; Jim & Jenny Boyd ; Jeremy & 
Melissa Colby ; Jenny Boyd ; George & Mary Lou Pavlick ; Gail. Stephens ; David & May Lamoureux ; 
David & Linda Scharbach ; Dave & Sondra Hartwell ; Dan & Karen Himick ; Chris and Jeanne Kuttel ; Brad 
& Holly Rice ; Anthony Herrera ; Allen Milligan ; Diane Hovey ; Nicole Henderson ; Perry Kenny ; Eric & 
Nyla Thomas ; Dan & Liz Golla ; David Brady ; Aaron & Dara Gibbs ; Loretta & K Creighton ; Steve Benes 
; John G Sekul ; Martin Gabryelski ; Michelle Humphreyu ; Michael W Henely ; Ilene L Henely ; Amy Dana 
; Cliff & Christine Greve ; Dennis Fisher ; Don Mort ; Ernest & Christine Feliciano ; George P. Furtsch ; 
Gilyn Bajar ; Jackie Allen ; Jeannie Benoist ; Marco J. Orlando ; Margarita Garcia ; Maria Garcia ; Meena 
&Gabe (Gabriel) Kohler ; Petra Dauer ; Vincent Agusieg 
Sent: Friday, September 17, 2004 10:01 AM 
Subject: Article: Car dealer has eye on Natomas 

Dear Bob, 
I want to give my comments on your article in the Bee dated Sept. 15 2004.   

Quoted:"Ford dealer Ray Enos has a new proposal for a car sales operation in Natomas. 
This looks to be controversy free.'"' 
Remarks: Well well, it is very interesting that you made a statement like that. Our neighborhood 
organizations have NOT been able to obtain a copy of the new proposal YET. The city planners said that it 
was NOT available yet. 
We have tried 4 times to meet with Mr. Enos and the City planners. They know that we are very strongly 
oppose to a dealer ship in our residential neighborhood. It is strange to me that you said that there is a 
new proposal. We have NOT seen it yet! 

Quoted: " Enos has acquired 20 acres just south of West El Camino Avenue and 1-5 ....'"' 
Remarks: The location is at West El Camino and Orchard Lane in the middle of a residential 
neighborhood. 

Quoted: '" Some neighbors in Natomas have heard about the project. They could object. But Enos is 
said to be planning buffers around the property to make it more neighborhood friendly. An on site 
Restaurant and perhaps other retail could be added.'" 
Remarks: Yes we have all heard about the proposal and about 95 % of all the people I have talked to 
many persons direct in our neighborhood are very much against a dealership in our residential 
neighborhood. 
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We have many signatures collected on a petition against a dealer ship. Ray Tretheway is very well aware 
of this. A so called buffer does NOT solve the problems that comes with a dealership in a residential 
neighborhood. 

I understand that all your input was from Mr Enos and obviously did not inform you about the resistance he 
will have putting his dealership in our residential neighborhood. 
The South Natomas Community plan does NOT allow it either. 
I sincerely hope that next time you write an article that you check out all parties involved so that the public 
will get a unbiased opinion. 
I write this to you representing our own neighborhood watch organization. 35 homes right close to that 
intersection. 
I sincerely hope that you will rewrite your article and clarify our position. 
As an example, below are other neighbors comments: 

Name: Steve Las Brisas Resident: 

'What's Mayor (Fargo's) stand on DTF project?" 

"Better use for the site is something for this community; a center to offer common activities, e.g. Retail 
stores within walking distance for senior population. Something that simplifies life in the community. 

Name: Mark, Riverwalk Resident: 

"Opposed to the proposal, especially concerned about the bright lights and noises associated with this 
project" 

"Why locate here and not at an Auto Mall'?" 

Name: Lady, (didn't capture her name); Lives on Delphinium Wy, Riverbend: 

"Opposed to the project, concerned about safety of her young children" 

Name: Gentleman, (didn't capture his name); TwoRivers Dr. Resident: 

"I'm a truck driver and knowing what's involved in the unloading of trucks contents, I can just imagine what 
it will be like having trucks delivering autos to the dealership. This project does not belong in this 
neighborhood." 

Name: Lisa; not a ROCA resident; but a School Board Member: 

"Concerned with traffic increase around schools, especially with the Roundabout just put in at West River 
Dr and Orchard Ln. The added traffic from would-be car buyers test-driving through the neighborhoods 
and close to Leroy Green/Two Rivers schools is a safety concern for our children who attend those 
schools." 
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Name: Laurie, Provence Resident: 

Landscape Architect by profession who is quite familiar with the process of a proposal of this sort. Laurie 
asked that we get a show of hands of those opposed, in favor, or neutral to the proposal. 

95 % raised their hands opposing the dealership. 

Name: Gentleman, (didn't capture his name); Riverwalk Resident: 

'We need a supermarket" 

Name: Mary, Riveiwalk Resident 

"I'm a first-time homeowner and I have concern about change of use - zoning. 

Want to see a community-friendly, pedestrian-friendly, development on that property" 

Name: Lady, (didn't capture her name); Riverwalk.Resident: 

"I moved here from the Bay Area to a community that reflected value and quality of life (similar to where I 
previously lived). It's so important that this value and quality of life be consistently maintained by the type 
of business that actually goes into that property" A car dealership is not the image that reflects the quality 
and value that inspired residents to purchase a home here. (Her comments generated a solid round of 
applause from the audience). 

"I'm concemed about a car dealership's overflow into the community" 

"I want to see community supported services on that property" 

"Opposed to amending the South Natomas Community Plan" 

'What environmental studies will be done?" 

"How about inviting someone from the North Natomas Community Association to our next meeting so they 
can share the strategy they used to successfully oppose restaurant (Hooters) from being developed, close 
to their school" 

'What can we learn from other communities that have opposed and won their case against a car 
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dealership coming into their community?" 

"Suggestion: Use that property for a commercial service that gets more community business than 1-in-5 
years or 1-in-10 years purchase." 

"Get City Council Comments on proposal" 

'Work close with City Staff Planning to communicate our concerns" 

'Will we ever have shopping (stores, grocery) within close proximity to our neighborhoods?" 

"Maintain ROCA Quality of life with development that does not fit community" 

"Habitat concems - Swainson Hawks" 

"Recommendation: Find a site along Richards Blvd for this auto dealership" 

End of Questions and Comments 

Thank you for your attention 

• Karl Munniks 
President of the OWIOWO's 
(Neighborhood Watch Organization) 

CC: 	 "Sue Redding" <sredding@kw.com >, "Sue & Roger Redding" 
<rredding@surewest.net>, "Samantha Tran" <stran@csba.org>, "Sacriver" <sacriver@hotmail.com >, 
"Randy Pastor" <Randy.Pestor@SEN.CA.GOV>, "Rachel Perry" <RPerry@cde.ca.gov>, "Rachel 
Burkhardt" <rachel_burkhardt@yahoo.com>, "Karl Munniks" <karlmunniks@yahoo.com >, "Karl & Susan 
Munniks" <kmunniks@winfirst.com >, "Martin & Midora Rafanan" <mrafanan@winfirst.com >, "Jules Tran" 
<jules.tran@weintraub.com >, "Jon Chase" lchase@edd.ca.gov >, "Jon Chase" 
<mailchase@sbcglobal.net>, "John Shiels" <jshiels@winfirst.com >, "John Shiels" 
<jshiels01@yahoo.com>, "Jim Miller" <jmiller@sacramento49er.com >, "David Brady" 
<davb@ardennet.com >, "Christine Paros" <chrisp55@surewest.net>, "Christine Paros" 
<christine_paros@hp.com >, "Bill Quaglia" <globaslcom_edu@yahoo.com >, "Barry Kane" 
<Barrywkane@hotmail.conn>, "Barbara Franklin" <Barb824@surewest.net > 
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From: 	 Bill Quaglia <globalcom_edu@yahoo.com > 
To: 	 Stacia Cosgrove <SCosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 9/28/04 9:58AM 
Subject: 	Re: Re-location of Downtown Ford to the Shorebird Neighborhood 

Hi Stacia, 

Please include me on your email and mail lists for the Downtown Ford Project. 

My email: globalcom_edu©yahoo.com  

My mailing address: 

William A Quaglia 
4 Shorebird Ct 
Sacramento, Ca 95833 
Phone: 916-220-1441 

Also, 1 have changed my opinion slightly concerning this project. I AM in favor of Downtown Ford moving 
into an Auto Mall that is being considered to be built and located next to the 49er Truck Stop. 

I will help the City in any way I can to support this concept, and to encourage the County of Sac to agree 
to develop an Auto Mall on this property adjacent to the 49er Truck Stop, El Central and 1-80 in 
accordance to the Letter of Understanding now in place between the City and the County concerning this 
parcel. 

Please forward this information to the appropriate parties if within your scope. 

Sincerely, 

William Quaglia 
Resident, 4 Shorebird Ct, 95833 

Stacia Cosgrove <SCosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > wrote: 
Ni Bill- 
1 am the project manager for the Downtown Ford project. In your 
message below you requested to be informed about any public meeting on 
the Downtown Ford project. Could you please send me your address 
information so I can add you to my routing list? The application for 
the project is now in so I am updating my lists. 

If you have any questions, please let me know. 
Thank you! 
Stacia 

>» Bill Quaglia 02/01/04 09:28AM >» 
Dear Mayor Fargo, Ccouncilman Tetheway, and Director Cosgrove, 

I am writing today to voice my opposition to the porposed re-location 
of Downtown Ford to the corner of Orchard and West El Camino. I am also 
opposed to developing an "Auto Mall" at the corner of West El Camino and 
El Centro. 

Prior plans were for business offices on the North side of El Camino 
with a 20 to 30 foot green belt with trees and landscaping along El 
Camino, a fine dining restaurant and a Trader Joe's, along with small 
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commercial businesses. According to the ROCA Homeowners Association, 
that plan clearly identified businesses that would benefit our 
community. 

We are currently soliciting for a local grocery, and associated 
businesses that accompany a Grocery based mall, to consider the West El 
Camino and El Centro area as well. 

Please inform me in any planned city or public meetings concerning this 
area. 

Respectfully, 

William A Quaglia 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free web site building tool. Try it! 
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From: 	Chris Witko <cmwitko@yahoo.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 9/28/04 8:52PM 
Subject: 	Downtown Ford 

Dear Ms. Cosgrove: 

I am writing to express my extreme displeasure with 
the proposal to move Downtown Ford to the West El 
Camino/I-80 sight This project would be bad for the 
surrounding residential community by bringing unwanted 
light pollution and traffic, increased crime. 
Undoubtedly it would also be an eyesore, 
notwithstanding any laughable attempts to make it 
"neighborhood friendly." In addition, we have far 
more pressing commercial needs in this area. 

We in this community have an investment in our homes 
and in our neighborhood, and this project would be bad 
for property values as well as the character of the 
neighborhood. Given the virtually unanimous 
opposition to this plan among effected residents, and 
its violation of existing zoning for that parcel of 
land, this plan should not be any further 
consideration. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Witko 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://mail.yahoo.com  

CC: 	 <gstonehouse©cityofsacramento.org >, <dkwong©cityofsacramento.org >, 
<kmunniks©winfirstcom> 
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From: 	 "Pat Eagan" <pateagan©comcastnet> 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 9/29/04 7:04AM 
Subject: 	Downtown Ford Dealership 

Dear Ms. Cosgrove: 

Subject: City of Sacramento Project Proposal #: PO4-106 
South Natomas Community Plan Text Amendment #:M04-064 

We moved to the River Bend neighborhood July 14, 2004. We moved from downtown Sacramento 
because the property adjacent to ours was zoned heavy commercial. We also lived across the street from 
an apartment house, one house down from a duplex, an apartment house behind us, and a private school 
was being built at the end of the alley on 24th Street We wanted to be in a neighborhood that was zoned 
for single family residence so we purchased a home in River Bend. We had hoped our investment would 
increase with time as businesses that supported the neighborhood invested in this area. 

Less than two months after we moved we found out that Downtown Ford was moving adjacent to this 
neighborhood. This was the last thing we expected and we are very much against this location for 
Downtown Ford. 

Please put this letter in file. Thank you for your consideration. 

Patricia Eagan and Michael Chipps 

CC: 	 "Karl Munniks" <kmunniks@winfirstcom> 

Page 1 
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From: 	<denfisher@accessbee.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 9/29/04 9:42AM 
Subject: 	Downtown Ford's proposal to build an auto dealership 

September 25, 2004 

Dear Stacia Cosgrove and Gary Stonehouse, 

Please file this letter in Downtown Ford's proposal to build an auto 
dealership at West El Camino and Orchard Lane. 

Like Council Member Trethway and Mayor Fargo, I have lived in South 
Natomas for over twenty years and seen extraordinary changes take place, 
good, bad and ugly. 

Downtown Ford's proposal to build an auto dealership at West El Camino and 
Orchard Lane is both bad and ugly. Placing an auto dealership directly 
next to a residential neighborhood will degrade our neighborhood because 
it will do the following: 

reduce residential real estate values significantly; 

threaten the safety of school children in the neighborhood's two 
elementary schools though increased commercial traffic to and from the 
auto dealership; 

increase traffic accidents on the residential streets related to lest 
. drives"; 

introduce significant sound and light nuisances from early morning until 
late at night that will drastically degrade the neighborhood's quality of 
life; and 

increase the level of criminal activity related to auto theft, loitering, 
driving under the influence, and other violations associated with this 
type of commercial business. Criminal offenders can easily case our 
neighborhood under the guise of looking at cars" all night long and 
residential burglaries will increase. 

This area should be used for building residential units in keeping with 
the adjacent uses and the major demand for housing in the City. Putting an 
auto dealership on this property would waste a valuable opportunity to 
build additional homes closer to jobs reducing transit throughout the 

Numerous alternative commercial locations are available for this auto 
dealership. There is available land across the freeway in the City not 
adjacent to any residential uses that could be used for this commercial 
business. 

On behalf of my neighbors, families, and the residents of the surrounding 
community, I strongly urge you, Mayor Fargo and the city council to reject 
Gregory Thatch's and Downtown Ford's proposal to build an auto dealership 
on this site. 
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Sincerely, 

Dennis Fisher 
12 Swinging Bridge Court 
Sacramento, CA 95833 

CC: 	 <gstonehouse©cityofsacramento.org > 
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From: 	<Rj1sutliff@aol.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, <gstonehouse@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<dkwong@cityofsacramento.org >, <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org >, <rtretheway@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<ssheedy@cityofsacramento.org >, <scohn@cityofsacramento.org >, <jyee@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<lhammond@cityofsacramento.org>, <djones@cityofsacramento.org >, <rwaters@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<bpannell@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 10/1/04 3:46PM 
Subject: 	car dealership... 

Attn: Mayor, City Council members and Sacramento Planning department 

We relocated to this section of Natomas because of the family 
environment....the homes, the schools and the parks. A car dealership will not add anything 
to this area, it will only distract from the family environment There are 
many undeveloped areas away from families and schools that would be more 
acceptable for this kind of business. Please do not "approve" this action. 

Julie Sutliff and family 
2453 Waters Edge Way 
Sacramento, CA 95833 
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From: 	"Sir Dusty" <dusty@winfirst.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 10/4/04 4:50PM 
Subject: 	Downtown Ford Move to Natoma 

As a resident of Natomas for over 20 years, I am opposed to the relocation 
of Downtown Ford to Orchard and W El Camino. I have waited a long time for 
convenient shopping and that is what that land is zoned for. Why should it 
be changed? 
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From: 	 "Fleury, Gregg" <GFIeury@RoundTablePizza.com > 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 10/4/04 6:03PM 
Subject: 	Regarding letter sent to Mayor and Councilmembers about Downtown Ford Rezoning 
Proposal in Natomas 

Ms. Stacia Cosgrove 
Sacramento Planning Department 

Dear Ms. Cosgrove: 

I am attaching a letter that I sent to the Mayor and each council member 
that outlines mine and many of my neighbors feelings about the current 
effort by Downtown Ford to get a piece of property rezoned to build 
their new dealership. 

Thank You 

Gregg Fleury 

«Downtown Ford Rezoning Proposal _ Resident Concem.doc>> 

CC: 	 <gstonehouse@cityofsacramento.org >, <dkwong©cityofsacramento.org >, 
<kmunniks©winfirst.com > 
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Rezoning for Downtown Ford 1 

Heather Fargo 
Mayor 
City of Sacramento 

Dear Mayor Fargo 

I just purchased my home in March of this year after a six month search in the 
Sacramento area. I first moved to Sacramento in 1989 when I was offered a promotion 
and transfer. Since that time I have had the chance to live in South Sacramento, Elk 
Grove, Folsom, University Park and now here it Natomas. I had lived in Walnut Creek 
and most recently Dallas, TX before being offered another promotion in my job. When I 
was given the offer I was also given the choice of living anywhere on the West Coast. As 
a result of my familiarity with Sacramento, the affordability of real estate and the great 
quality of life and amenities I decided to settle here. While renting in the same area that I 
eventually bought, I searched all of Sacramento for the right neighborhood, amenities, 
environment, and home. After an exhaustive search I chose my home in Natomas. So far 
I am quite pleased with the home and the neighborhood. As I drive past the vast amount 
of undeveloped land in Natomas and surrounding Sacramento, I am pleased to see the 
continued growth of residential and commercial properties as the city continues to 
accommodate more and more home owners and business owners. I am not usually a 
person that writes a letter to anyone complaining about growth, because make no mistake, 
Jam a firm believer that a vibrant economy needs growth. In addition, I will also admit 
that I am conservative in my political views, and being responsible for the success of a 
large organization I realize the difficult environment that is out there for potential and 
current business owners to navigate. 

With that as a backdrop I can understand that of Downtown Ford must be feeling some 
frustration in trying to find a site to expand their business. Yet the issue of getting a 
zoning variance at the corner of Orchard and El Camino in order to build a new 
dealership is not one of removing barriers to growth, but more about our city planners 
wishes, and the integrity of the current elected officials to keep the promise that the 
former made to their constituency. The parcel of property being considered for rezoning 
was not zoned for this use and this was known by the residents, legislators and 
Downtown Ford. Downtown Ford knew of this before they purchased of the land, the 
land was purchased with full knowledge of the current zoning, and I am guessing some 
assurance from our elected officials that the zoning could be changed prompted the 
owners of Downtown Ford to buy the property. This transaction was not an option to 
buy, pending a zoning change, but an outright purchase. This leads me to believe that 
there must have been a pretty strong assurance from our elected officials that this zoning 
change was going to be approved. I wonder if there was any thought put in to discussing 
this with the voters prior to buying the property, or was there an assumption that there 
would be opposition, but with compromise the rezone could become a reality? I recently 
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Rezoning for Downtown Ford 2 

had a conversation with a local developer that noted that he had heard there was going to 
be a zoning change and he had been told by a local government rep that it was going to go 
through. He noted that even if a developer was to oppose the rezone, it would not be a 
great political move since they must work with these officials to get their projects 
through. Sounds a little like there have been some back door dealings to me. 
Not only do I think this is the wrong use for this land and that the original zoning was 
appropriate, but I do not feel that it is honest or fair to the citizens of this community that 
our voice is not being heard. I would like to think that the person I put in office to protect 
the integrity of the city plan and to represent my voice to those with more money and 
power than me is someone I can trust to do both. I know that the only way I can make my 
voice heard is with my single vote, my single voice and just one lap top computer, yet if I 
can not trust the legislators that represent our community, I will use all of those to the 
fullest. It seems as if the plan is to prey on the inability of the people of the community to 
oppose full time efforts by developers and legislators. Hopefully the collective voice of 
this community will let you know that we really do care about ours, and your community 
and we are willing persevere to ensure we have representation we can trust to protect all 
of our interests. 

Thank you, 

Sincerely 

Gregg Fleury 
River Oaks Resident 
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From: 	 <schmolke@iwon.com> 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 10117104 1:52PM 
Subject: 	Downtown Ford Dealership NOT WANTED in our neighborhood or community!!! 

Dear Ms. Cosgrove, I just want to let you know that our community is very much opposing the Ford 
Dealer Ship proposal for the following reasons:1. A dealership is incompatible with the South Natomas 
Community Plan. This does NOT serve the community needs! This area should be used for COMMUNITY 
development, NOT for Freeway commercial 12. We do not want an auto sales (new / used ) , service, 
repair, storage or rental in that area. We want stores there like the NEIGHBORHOOD COMMUNITY can 
use such as : small grocery store, coffee shop, restaurants, community retail stores, etc, etc.3. This dealer 
ship is not the right place. It is in the middle of a housing development, and JUST ACROSS THE STREET 
we are going to have over 700 homes soon. 4. We also do NOT need another gas station, that will give us 
more freeway traffic, because of 24 hours operation. This is not a community need, we already have three 
gas stations around here to serve the community. Two of them right at the freeway on 
and off ramps. 
5. There are TWO schools, an Elementary school (Two Rivers) and a Middle school (Leroy F. Greene), 
within walking distance from this proposed area. 
6. We have many, many petitions signed by our residents opposing this dealership. This is NOT just my 
opinion! Our Councilman, Ray Tretheway has copies of the petitions. 
Therefore we are against the following amendments and the issue of a special permitlIPUD Guidelines 
Amendment ( item B) PUD Schematic Plan Amendment ( item C ).Tentative Map ( item D ) Special Permit 
( item E ) Please keep in mind that the whole community that surrounds this proposed area is TOTALLY 
against the idea of having an Auto Dealer ship in the middle of our neighborhood. I request a copy of my 
letter be placed in your file regarding this issue. 
Sincerely,Devonne M. Schmolke, Concemed community resident and Provence Homeowners Association 
board member86 Rosier CircleSacramento, CA 95833 
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From: 	 "Susan" lgsdjohn@surewestnet> 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 10/19/04 9:58PM 
Subject: 	Natomas community 

To: Stacia Cosgrove 
Sacramento Planning Dept. 
Planner North Area 

Dear Stacia, 

I am wilting to you concerning the proposal for Downtown Ford to come into our neighborhood. As you 
know our area is relatively new, but very active and close knit. The last thing we need is for any car 
dealership to be in such close proximity to our homes and community. I can only imagine the chaos it 
would bring. We already have a huge traffic flow in and out of our neighborhood. This would add 
immensely to the problem. 

Please consider an alternative that would work with us rather than against us. If we could get something 
like Trader Joe's, that would be a nice asset Remember, this is a community with small children and 
schools. Lets keep the unity we have and develop the surrounding area in a positive and helpful manner. 

Sincerely, 

Greg and Susan Johnson 
2461 Watercourse Way 



PO4-106 	 July 14, 2005 
ITEM #2 

PAGE /  

Stacie Cosgrove  - Proposed development at 1-80 and Orchard Lane 	 Page 1  

From: 	Mary E. Estep <maiyestep©comcastnet> 
To: 	 Stonehouse Gary <gstonehouse@cityofsacramento.org >, Kwong David 
<dkwong@cityofsacramento.org >, Tretheway Ray <rtretheway@cityofsacramento.org >, Sheedy Sandy 
<ssheedy@cityofsacramento.org>, Cohn Steve <scohn@cityofsacramento.org >, Yee Jimmy 
lyee@cityofsacramento.org>, Hammond Lauren <lhammond©cityofsacramento.org >, Jones Dave 
<djones@cityofsacramento.org >, Waters Robbie <rwaters@cityofsacramento.org >, Pannell Bonnie 
<bpannell©cityofsacramento.org >, Cosgrove Stacia <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, Fargo Heather 
<hfargo@cityofsacramento.org>, Munniks Karl <kmunniks©winfirstcom> 
Date: 	 10/20/04 12:43PM 
Subject: 	Proposed development at 1-80 and Orchard Lane 

To Whom It May Concem: 

We are long-time residents but first-time Sacramento homeowners. We 
have lived in the Riverwalk neighborhood in South Natomas for 2-1/2 
years, and have watched it develop into a pleasant, diverse and lively 
community. When we heard about the City's plans for an auto dealership 
within 1/2-mile from our house, we were compelled to write. 

Along with our neighbors in the River Oaks Community Association 
(ROCA), we are upset by, and strongly opposed to, land use changes at 
the Interstate 80 and Orchard Lane intersection. Our community, which 
continues to grow, needs a neighborhood hub of services, not a 
commercial freeway development 

We would be better served by a grocery store, a restaurant, and 
amenities such as a video rental store, hair salon, or dry cleaner, 
just as the CURRENT PROPOSED LAND USE CALLS FOR. Perhaps more of us 
could walk or bike, instead of drive, every time we need something like 
groceries or a newspaper. 

If the auto dealership is allowed to be developed, our community will 
lose its charm; increased car and truck traffic, a proven higher crime 
rate, and urban sprawl blight will lessen property values and decrease 
our standard of living. Please do not disregard the needs of many good 
residents for the financial gain of Ford Motor Company. 

Jim and Mary Estep 
3202 Spinning Rod Way 
Sacramento, CA 95833 

CC: 	 Munniks Karl <kmunniks©winfirst.com > 
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From: 	 "cicely aoki" <ccaoki@surewestnet> 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 10/20/04 6:11PM 
Subject: 	Ford Dealership Proposal 

Dear Stacia Cosgrove, 

We are writing to oppose the following and want our letter placed in the file: 

PUD Guidelines Amendment ( item B) 
PUD Schematic Plan Amendment ( item C). 
Tentative Map ( item D) 
Special Permit ( item E) 

We recently purchased a Myers home in the Riverbend Community. We have been extremely happy with 
the neighborhood, parks and surrounding areas. However, we were disappointed to leam that there is a 
possibility that an auto dealership may be built on the vacant land just on the outskirts of our home. 

We oppose the building of this auto dealership for many reasons. First of all, we do not want or need 
services having to do with auto sales (new or used), auto service, repair, storage or rental. We do not 
need another gas station that will give us more freeway traffic as a result of being open 24 hours. There 
are already 3 gas stations to serve the community. What we do need is more community services like a 
grocery store, restaurant, retail establishment, etc. that the neighborhood will use and benefit from. 

With 700 new homes being built in the surrounding area, an auto dealership would not work in the middle 
of this community and housing development There are 2 schools within walking distance of the proposed 
site. An auto dealership would only compromise the safety of young children crossing streets and walking 
home from school. We are also concemed that our neighborhood would be the area used to test drive 
cars which would also be dangerous for the children in our neighborhood who often play in front of their 
homes. There are concems about the noise and traffic that this dealership will generate as well as the 
long term impact on the value of our area. 

We are in hopes of starting a family in the near future and having this auto dealership in close proximity to 
our neighborhood does not sit well with us and may force us to leave to go to a more desirable area. We 
would really hate to see this happen. We are not the only ones who feel this way as we have met many 
others in our neighborhood who have expressed the same concerns we have. Copies of signed petitions 
opposing this auto dealership have been forwarded to Ray Tretheway. We hope that you will make a 
decision with the community's best interest in mind. 

-Chris and Cicely Aoki 

CC: 	 <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org >, <rtretheway@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<gstonehouse@cityofsacramento.org >, <dkwong@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<ssheedy@cityofsacramento.org >, <scohn@cityofsacramento.org>, <jyee@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<lhammond@cityofsacramento.org >, <djones@cityofsacramento.org>, <rwaters@cityofsacramento.org >, 
<bpannell@cityofsacramento.org >, "Karl Munniks" <kmunniks@winfirstcom> 
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From: 	"Susan Fogarty' <susanfog@surewestnet> 
To: 	 <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 10/24/04 3:28PM 
Subject: 	Fw: South Natomas does NOT want a car dealership in the neighborhood!!! 

Re-send 

— Original Message — 
From: Susan Fogarty 
To: scosgrove@cityofsacramentoorg 
Cc: gstonehouse@cityofsacramento.org  ; dkwong@cityofsacrarnento.org  ; hfargo@cityofsacramento.org  ; 
rtretheway@cityofsacramento.org  ; ssheedy@cityofsacramento.org  ; scohn@cityofsacramento.org  ; 
jyee@cityofsacramento.org  ; lhammond@cityofsacramento.org  ; djones@cityofsacramento.org  ; 
rwaters@cityofsacramento.org  ; bpannell@cityofsacramento.org  ; kmunniks@winfirstcom 
Sent Sunday, October 24, 2004 3:24 PM 
Subject: South Natomas does NOT want a car dealership in the neighborhood!!! 

Dear Stacia, please put this letter in the Sacramento Planning Department file regarding the Ford 
Dealership Porposal. My neighbors and I are OPPOSED!!! 

Planning Department, my neighbors and I are opposing the following: 

. PUD Guidelines Amendment ( item B) 
PUD Schematic Plan Amendment ( item C). 
Tentative Map ( item D) 
Special Permit ( item E) 

For the reasons see below: 

A dealership is incompatible with the South Natomas Community Plan. 
This does NOT serve the community needs! 
This area should be used for COMMUNITY development NOT for Freeway commercial ! 
We do not want an auto sales (new / used ) , service, repair, storage or rental in that area. 
We want stores there like the NEIGHBORHOOD COMMUNITY can use such as : 
small grocery store, coffee shop, restaurants, community retail stores, etc, etc. 
This dealer ship is not the right place in the middle of a housing development 
ACROSS THE STREET we are going to have over 700 homes soon. 
We also do NOT need another gas station, that will give us more freeway traffic, 
because of 24 hours operation. This is not a community need, we already have 
three gas stations around here to serve the community. Two of them right at the freeway 
on and off ramps. 
There are TWO schools, an Elementary school and a Middle school, 
within walking distance from this proposed area. 
We have many, many petitions signed by our residents opposing this dealership. 
This is NOT just my opinion! 
Ray Tretheway has copies of them. 

Our kids attend both of the schools mentioned above. We do NOT want this type of development near 
our schools!!! 
Please find another, more appropriate location for this car dealership, not in our family community!! 

Thank you 
Susan and Neal Fogarty 
South Natomas Residents and 
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Stacia Cosgrove - NNA Comments: Downtown Ford 

From: 	Gary Quiring <gquiring@mac.com > 
To: 	 Stacia Cosgrove <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org > 
Date: 	 10/26/04 9:34PM 
Subject: 	NNA Comments: Downtown Ford 

Stacia, 

North Natomas Alliance Review Comments 

Title: Downtown Ford 
Project Number: PO4-106 

Date: 10/26/04 

1. 	While we recognized that the revised proposal provides additional 
retail and office spaces in lieu of a second auto dealership, these 
changes do not alleviate the previous concems for this proposal, as 
cited below. 
- We are concemed about the impacts, both in terms of noise and light, 
on residential properties to be built on the opposite side of Gateway 
Oaks Drive, and existing residential properties on the south side of 
West El Camino. In particular, noise resulting from automobile 
transport trucks. 
- The proposal is inconsistent with the community plan, which envisions 
commercial uses serving the community. The car dealership would bring 
in substantial traffic from outside the community, and deprive the 
community of needed services. South Natomas is currently underserved 
by retail, and land designated for such uses should not be converted to 
other uses. 

Thank you, 

Gary Quiring 

1861 Itasca Ave. 
Sacramento, CA 95835 
gquiring@mac.com  

CC: 	 Ken Stevenson <KenStevenson@sbcglobal.net > 
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tacia Cosgrove  - Fwd: Downtown Ford move to -ilitomas- 

From: 	Max Fernandez 
To: 	 Richard Ramirez 
Date: 	 5/25/05 1:43PM 
Subject: 	Fwd: Downtown Ford move to Natonnas 

>» "Rod's Mail <rwj©photosoftsystems.com > 05/25/05 12:57 PM >» 
Ms. Cosgrove: 

We live in the River Oaks/Riverbend Community near the intersection of West 
El Camino and Orchard Ave. 
and are strongly opposed to pending move of Downtown Ford into our 
neighborhood. 

We are trying hard to keep this area as a wonderful place to live and 
believe that putting an auto dealership on the corner of West El Camino and 
Orchard would be an affront to all of us who live here. The city has spent 
considerable monies in developing the area including a new, good looking 
section of West El Camino and a recently added roundabout on Orchard. Just 
in case you have not seen this area recently I have attached a couple of 
pictures. 

Putting this dealership here will add nothing to the neighborhood and my 
well lower the values of property in the area. We are looking for 
businesses that encompass neighborhood-friendly services that will add to 
the region not detract from it. We have talked with many people in this 
area and have not found one person who is in favor of this move. 

Please take the long-term concerns of those living in the area ahead of the 
short-term business interests in making this decision. 

Thank You, 

Rod & Carol Jolliffe 
Waters Edge Way, Sacramento 95833 

CC: 	 Stacia Cosgrove 
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Stacia Cosgrove - Ford letter 

From: 	 "Karl Munniks" <kmunniks@winfirst.com > 
To: 	 "Karl & Susan Munniks" <kmunniks@winfirst.com > 
Date: 	 6/7/05 7:37AM 
Subject: 	Ford letter 

Dear OWIOWO'S, 
Use this letter as an example. Delete this part above! 

Type Your Name Here 

Type Your Street Address Here 

Sacramento CA 95833 

June 6, 2005 '"',- 

Stacia Cosgrove, Associate Planner I Development Services Department City of Sacramento 

1231 I Street, Room 300 Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: DOWNTOWN FORD PROJECT (p04-106) Corner of West El Camino and Orchard Lane 

Dear Ms Cosgrove: 

As a nearby resident, I strongly oppose the relocation of the Downtown Ford Dealership to the corner of 
West El Camino and Orchard Lane. I have joined a coalition of my fellow neighbors who will use every 
lawful means to block the Ford dealership and demand accountability from public employees and officials 
who support it. 

It is unimaginable that the relocation of a car dealership is under consideration by your agency at this site. 
The intersection is directly adjacent to established, new and developing residential properties. It is within 
three blocks of elementary and middle schools. It is several blocks from public parks and playgrounds. 

A car dealership preempts any future neighborhood-friendly retail services on this corner.. A car 
dealership provides no services to this neighborhood. 

Customers, who are visitors to the area, will be test driving cars on neighborhood streets. 

On the above issues alone, a car dealership should be unacceptable to your office. In addition to those 
issues is the site zoning is inconsistent with the South Natomas Community Plan (SNCP). 

The South Natomas Community Plan calls for "Community Commercial" development at this site. A car 
dealership doesn't even come close to the criteria for "Community Commercial" as outlined in the master 
plan. To even consider a car dealership for this site your office should undertake an Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) and go through proper, public procedures to change the site designation outlined in the 
SNCP. 

Even more disturbing than the prospect of the dealership is the appearance of impropriety on your 
agency's part. In addition to subverting the letter and spirit of the SNCP, there is the appearance of 
rushing the dealership into the site before hundreds of new voters take up residence in homes now in 
development immediately adjacent to the intersection. The attitude of these new residents toward the 
prospect of a car dealership across the street from them is obvious to us and, apparently, to those 
pushing the project. 
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•__StactqCosgrove -_Ford letter  	 

Consideration of a car dealership at West El Camino and Orchard is intolerable. Its potential has 
prompted us to fear for the safety of our neighborhood children, the value of our property and the integrity 
of your office. 

I require your immediate assurance that no car dealership will be permitted at this location. Anything short 
of that will result in civic activism, public outcry and legal action that will convince you and Downtown Ford 
that it simply isn't worth the fight. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Mayor Heather Fargo, City Hall, 730 "f Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 

Councilman Ray Tretheway, City Hall, 730 "I" Street, Suite 321, Sacramento, CA 95814 

Raymond Enos, Owner of Downtown Ford, 2921 Lacy Lane, Sacramento, CA 95821 

. - 
CC: 	 "Stacia Cosgrove" <scosgrove@cityofsacramento.org >, "Gary Stonehouse" 
<gstoneho@cityofsacramento.org >, "Gary Lane" <glane@cityofsacramento.org>, "Steve Cohn" 
<scohn@cityofsacramento.org >, "Sandy Sheedy" <ssheedy@cityofsacramento.org >, "Robert King Fong" 
<rkfong@cityofsacramento.org >, "Robbie Waters" <rwaters@cityofsacramento.org >, "Ray Tretheway" 
<rtretheway@cityofsacramento.org >, "Lauren Hammond" <lhammond@cityofsacramento.org >, "Kevin 
McCarty" <KMcCarty@cityofsacramento.org >, "Bonnie Pannell" <bpannell@cityofsacramento.org >, 
"Heather Fargo" <hfargo@cityofsacramento.org >, "Karl Munniks" <karlmunniks@yahoo.com > 
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Attachment 13 	Comments on PUD Guidelines Amendment (ROCA) 

June 3, 2005 

Stacia Cosgrove 
Associate Planner, Planning Division 
City of Sacramento 
1231 I Street, Room #300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Comments on the Planned Unit Development (PUD) Guidelines 
and Schematic Plan for PO4-106 

Dear Stacia, 

The River Oaks Community Association's (ROCA) Land Use Committee has reviewed the 
PUD Guidelines and Schematic Plan for the Park El Camino project (PO4-106). 
Suggestions for modifications, additions and/or deletions to the proposed PUD Guidelines 
and Schematic Plan are outlined in Attachments A and B respectively. 

It is critically important to ROCA that this site be developed thoughtfully and in a manner 
that first and foremost considers the surrounding community and its needs. After 
reviewing both documents, it is clear that the developer is not looking to create a project 
that is integrated into the surrounding community and that would serve community 
members. Instead the developer is proposing to build a project with six "unique" parcels 
that would act more like a "freeway stop" for motorists traveling along Interstate 80 than a 
"community commercial" site as called for in the South Natomas Community Plan. This 
approach is inconsistent with ROCA's vision for our community and for this site. 

Because this project and the undeveloped Camino Station project serve as the gateway to 
our community we want to see a cohesive development that is architecturally consistent 
and pedestrian friendly. The comments in Attachments A and B reflect the desire of 
ROCA to see the remaining commercial lands developed in such a manner. 

We look forward to an opportunity to discuss our comments and concerns on the proposed 
PUD Guidelines and Schematic Plan with you and other stakeholders at your earliest 
convenience. At a minimum, ROCA requests an opportunity to review the PUD Guidelines 
and Schematic plan again after our comments are incorporated and before the City takes 
any action on this project. 

Sincerely, 
Rachel Perry 
President 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

River Oaks Community Association Comments on the 
Planning Unit Development (PUD) Guidelines for PO4-106 

Section I 	Purpose and Intent 

• No comments. 

Section ll Procedures for Approval 

• No comments. 

Section III Land Use Summary 

• ROCA maintains its position that it does not approve of an auto dealership in 
land designated by the South Natomas Community Plan as "community 
commercial". The comments hereon represent necessary changes to the PUD 
Guidelines and should not be interpreted as approval of the dealership use. 

• ROCA does not approve of the gas station proposed for Parcel 6. ROCA 
opposed this use in 2003 when the schematic plan for this site was developed 
and still opposes it today. It is the vision of ROCA to have actual retail uses, not 
automobile support uses, gas stations or otherwise. In addition, the area is 
currently oversaturated with gas stations — two within three blocks of this project 
and another within one mile. 

Section IV Permitted Uses 

• ADD: "Auto uses shall be limited to the auto dealership on Parcel 1. No 
other auto uses (sales, service, rental, etc.) shall be allowed within this 
PUD". ROCA does not want this project to evolve into a vehicle-centric 
development serving the dealership or motorists traveling along Interstate 80. 
We want a development that serves the community per the community vision and 
consistent with the spirit of the South Natomas Community Plan. 

Section V Environmental Standards 

A. General 

• No comments. 
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B. Landscaping 

2. Minimum Landscaping Coverage per Project 

ADD: "All vehicle sales and storage areas are to be included in the 
calculation. Landscaping within the public right-of-way shall not be 
included." It is understood that landscaping is not desired in auto sales & 
storage areas. However, ROCA requires that the remaining areas in the 
development be configured in such a way as to provide the minimum 
percentage of landscaping per City standards. The retum to larger setbacks 
(see #4 below) will help the developer achieve this goal. 

4. Setbacks Adjacent to Public Right-of-Way and Private Drives 

ADD: "Groupings shall not exceed a 150' spacing along Interstate 80, 
the on-ramp, or the new cul-de-sac." It is understood that tree cover is not 
desired to maintain vehicle appearance and visibility, however the spacing 
needs to be quantified to ensure the intent is not abused where, for example, 
groupings are only provided at each end of the parcel. Further, as one of the 
light mitigation conditions, the grouping concept cannot be allowed along 
Orchard. (See #8 below.) 

5. Surfaced Parking Lots 

ADD: "However customer parking areas and all drive aisles serving 
customer parking areas shall apply." The purpose of this addition is to 
remove ambiguity that currently exists in this section. 

8. Front and Street Side Yard Setback Areas 

NEW: "Coast Redwoods or similar evergreen species shall be planted 
at 15' on-center or in such a way along both the Orchard and new cul-
de-sac right-of-ways to provide a light buffer to the surrounding 
residential community." 

Many residents of the community already complain about significant light 
pollution in this area resulting from the 49er Truck Stop on the north side of 
Interstate 80. With a residential development proposed by Beazer on the 
vacant land immediately east of this project, it is imperative to provide 
additional mitigation for the light pollution from the bright lights of this auto 
dealership. This is a similar condition required by other jurisdictions when 
addressing auto dealership uses that are adjacent to residential uses. 

ADD: Again, it is understood that such dense tree spacings are not desired 
adjacent to sales areas, therefore we add the section "Pursuant to Section 
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V-B-3, should developer not desire dense tree spacings along the right-
of-ways adjacent to sales areas, dense tree spacings shall be provided 
along the south right-of-way of the cul-de-sac, the entire east side of 
Orchard, and the west side of Orchard south of the cul-de-sac." ROCA 
feels that this is a very reasonable request to protect both the existing and 
future residents of the community from unnecessary light pollution. 

NEW: "Mounded landscaping shall be provided along all Orchard and 
West El Camino frontages to screen vehicular areas that "front" the 
street. Mounds shall be a minimum of three feet in height. Openings 
shall be provided as needed for pedestrian access." It is understood that 
vehicular areas adjacent to right-of-ways are sometimes necessary. Where 
necessary, it is desired to provide such landscaping to screen the cars from 
general public view. This is in conformance with the majority of landscape 
design throughout the community. 

9. Side and Rear Yard Setback Area 

REVISE last sentence to "Undeveloped areas proposed for future 
expansion or development shall be landscaped with turf and irrigated 
until developed". 

ADD: "All landscaped setback areas along all street frontages shall be 
fully landscaped with the development of the first parcel and shall be 
installed prior to first occupancy." Because it may be several years until 
the other parcels are developed, it is necessary that the undeveloped areas 
be landscaped with turf and be irrigated to provide an aesthetically pleasing 
interim condition. Further, this conditions meets with the standard of the other 
commercial developments within the community that all landscaped setback 
areas along all frontages (not just landscaping within the right-of-way) be fully 
installed. ROCA wishes to continue this well-founded practice. 

NEW: "East Side Yard Setback Area at Dealership: A minimum clear 
landscaping width of 25' is required along the east property line as a 
buffer to the residential development to the east. An eight-foot sound 
wall shall be constructed along the portion of east property line that is 
not adjacent to the Orchard right-of-way. Coast Redwoods or a similar 
evergreen species shall be planted at 10' on-center to provide additional 
lighting buffer." This addition is requested for similar reasons as indicated in 
sub-section 8 above. The sound wall is necessary to provide both an 
aesthetic separation from the residential development to the east and 
adequate security for the dealership. 
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C. Pedestrian & Bicycle Circulation 

• REVISE to remove "Where appropriate" and "am encouraged" to 
"Alternative paving treatments, textures, and colors shall be provided to 
further identify...". This change will improve the attractiveness of the 
development and is often included in development projects to not only identify 
but enhance pedestrian crossings. 

D. Parking Area Standards 

3. ADD: "Reciprocal Parking will not apply to the auto sales site, Parcel 1." 
It needs to be clarified that there are no loopholes that would allow storage or 
parking of overflow auto dealership vehicles (repair, sales, or otherwise) onto 
other parcels in the PUD. It is imperative that the auto dealership be self-
contained within Parcel 1. 

4. REMOVE: (a)(3). This section should be removed, as ROCA desires these 
uses be prohibited per Section III above. 

(c) NEW at the end of this section: "No vehicle associated with dealership 
uses (services, sales, or storage) is allowed off Parcel 1 either in the 
public right-of-way or on other parcels within the PUD." 

E. Exterior Lighting 

2. REVISE to "Cut-off fixtures shall be used in all portions of the 
development Height should not exceed 25'." As previously indicated, it is 
imperative to mitigate for light pollution to both existing and future residents of 
the community. 

3. ADD: "Acorn lighting shall be used along all right -of-ways." 

F. Performance Standards 

2. (c) ADD: "Use of outdoor public address or speaker systems is 
prohibited." This is a reasonable request as it is imperative that such 
systems are not used within a residential community. 

(e) NEW: "Any auto repair or other service (washing, etc.) shall be done 
within a fully enclosed building. No tents will be allowed." 

3. NEW: "Auto repair work and loading/unloading of vehicles shall be 
limited to the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. Monday through Saturday." 
Hours for both must be specified in the guidelines, otherwise the noise from 
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Internal Cul-de-Sac: REVISE 
• Clarify whether this is from right-of-way or curb. 
• Increase landscape setback to 25'. Ten feet is simply not sufficient, 

especially if measured from the curb. 

East Property Line - NEW 
• Building setback should be set at 50', landscape setback at 25' (per 

Section V-B-9). 
• Because this is the nearest boundary to the residential development, it is 

especially imperative to define these setbacks. 

D. Exterior Wall Materials 

5. NEW: Solid masonry wall (no doors) shall be used along the east side 
of the detail building. The walls shall extend a minimum of 10' beyond 
the building enclosure to help deflect noise emanating from the bay 
door openings. 

6. NEW: A masonry screen wall shall be constructed along the entire east 
side of the vehicle drop off area to help deflect the noise from both this 
area and the service area door. 

7. NEW: A masonry screen wall shall extend a minimum of 10' beyond the 
building enclosure at the quick lube area to help deflect noise from 
these service doors. 

8. NEW: No bay doors shall face east without screen walls to deflect 
noise away from the residential developments to the east. 

E. Colors 

• The colors described appear to have been proposed to work with the 
corporate colors for the dealership. ROCA requests that the auto 
dealership employ colors and accent materials that are consistent with 
that of other structures within the community and that evoke a river theme 
(i.e. use of river rock and/or grouted cobble as appropriate) so that all 
uses in this PUD complement the existing community. 

• ROCA requests that this section be revised to include separate 
descriptions for the dealership, office, and retail parcels. 

• It is imperative to ROCA that the retail be cohesive and integrated into the 
community. Parcels 3-6 should be unified architecturally and use a color 
palette similar to that in adjacent parcels or in other developments in the 
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community. Use of river rock and/or grouted cobble should be 
considered. 

I. Temporary Structures 

3. NEW: "Tents and other such structures for sales, service, or storage of 
vehicles shall not be allowed within this PUD." It is important for the PUD 
to clearly indicate that such elements are not allowed. The current PUD only 
addresses construction related temporary structures. 

4. NEW: "No inflatable promotional displays are allowed on any parcel 
within this PUD." 

J. Loading Areas 

2. NEW: "Auto repair work and loading/unloading of vehicles shall be 
limited to the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. Monday through Saturday." 
Hours for both must be specified in the guidelines, otherwise the noise from 
such operation will affect the adjacent residential uses. It is typical to specify 
such a request for commercial developments adjacent to residential uses. 

Section VII Sign Criteria and Regulations 

• The applicant has indicated that they "anticipate overall conformance with the 
existing sign criteria" of the original PUD, yet they propose to modify the 
guidelines so that the existing 25' sign from the downtown location can be 
relocated to this site. The use of this sign (four times the height of the 
maximum allowed per the guidelines) is a gross violation of the original PUD 
guidelines and will not be permitted. 

• The sign criteria for the auto dealership needs to be a part of the application. 
The community must be allowed an opportunity for input before the sign is 
modified or removed. 

• ROCA requests that the word "Downtown" be removed from the name of the 
auto dealership. Our community is not downtown, we are 5 miles from 
downtown, and this name is inappropriate as a landmark within our 
community. "Natomas", "River City", or similar would be more appropriate. 

F. Designated Project Identification Sign 

1. REMOVE "or externally' from this section. Externally illuminated signs should 
not be allowed as they are often directed at residences. 
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4. ROCA opposes any business sign located at the major entry of the project at 
or near the intersection of Orchard Lane and West El Camino. 

G. Office Use — Detached Signage 

• ROCA strongly encourages the use of a combination sign in order to reduce 
overall signage within the PUD. 

I. Retail Use — Detached Signage 

• ROCA strongly encourages the use of a combination sign in order to reduce 
overall signage within the PUD. 

Section VIII Issuance of Building Permits 

• No comments. 

Section IX Building Occupancy 

• No comments. 
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River Oaks Community Association Comments 
on the PUD Schematic Plan for PO4-106 

1. Reconfigure site to bring retail to the corner. Also configure retail buildings to 
be adjacent to the right-of-way so that pedestrian access is achieved without 
walking through parking areas. This is typical of other community commercial 
developments throughout the City and the greater Sacramento region. 

2. Add a community gathering area (pergola, seat walls, etc.) at the corner 
between retail buildings. Also provide a direct connection to the public walk 
near the intersection of Orchard and West El Camino. This not only provides 
a more aesthetically pleasing focal point, but also provides pedestrians a 
clear point of access to the retail uses. 

3. Add dedicated right turn from westbound West El Camino. Currently it 
appears the acceleration lane onto the freeway is also intended to serve as 
the turn pocket into the development. This is similar to the existing condition 
at Interstate 5 just east of Gateway Oaks. This configuration does not work 
well as vehicles accelerating for the freeway have to suddenly slow for those 
turning right into the Carl's Jr. With the higher volumes generated by the 
office traffic combined with similar retail uses as at Gateway Oaks, a 
dedicated turn pocket should be provided. 

4. The Orchard street alignment does not at all match that proposed by Beazer 
Homes for their residential development just east of this project. Neither the 
alignment nor the roundabout included in the Beazer Tentative Map is shown 
on this Schematic Plan. Prior to approval of the Schematic Plan or Tentative 
Map for this project, ROCA requests that the applicant coordinate with Beazer 
Homes and the City as necessary to determine what the street right-of-way 
and cross-section will be. ROCA also requests that the applicant revise the 
site plan to incorporate the street configuration. 

5. The applicant has not provided cross-sections for any of the streets. Right-of-
way widths/dimensions are also not provided. ROCA requests that the 
applicant revise the Schematic Plan to include this information so it may be 
reviewed and landscape setbacks better understood. 

6. No parking should be allowed along Orchard Lane. Parking should only be 
provided on-site or along the cul-de-sac street. 

7. The Auto Detail building is too close to the east property line. The building 
needs to be shifted further west to conform to the building setback 
recommendations per the PUD Guideline comments (see Section V-C). 



HELP THE ECONOMIC tLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC 	LITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPUAT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC _ ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC . iTALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC • :ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC TALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
comer of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC' ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC N.IALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC :ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC . ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC S kLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 	 CY) 

corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 
1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC '1 kLlTY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC N.1ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC N_ _ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor pag;ng system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC' ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ILITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC I kLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMM1SION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC iALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC 2ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC _ ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC I kLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC \ MTV OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC fALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAAHNO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATO 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealer 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMIN 
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Address 	 E-mail 

HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC 'ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC \ iLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMLSION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC N ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



HELP THE ECONOMIC \ ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 



HELP THE ECONOMIC 1. ILITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC' ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC fALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC 2ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
comer of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC A'ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
comer of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC . ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC . ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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Address 	 E-mail 

HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natonaas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC kLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local conunwiity because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC I ■LITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ULITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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Name 
Please print 

Signature 
(Important) 

HELP THE ECONOMIC N ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

 

3  

 

40 
44 • ■111111iii..., 	 OPA • 

1 W RIF • ■ 	 .141 	. 	, 
• AL t 	I 	OhL.14..At

, 	
i 

Oa A  .. 	3■1  _ _l_ • 	• 

;?> s? 	 22. 
THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



HELP THE ECONOMIC kLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce si .nificantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC A iLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMLSION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



' 

Name 
Please print 

Address Signature 

HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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Address 	 E-mailE-mail 

HELP THE ECONOMIC _ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC \ ILITY OF SACRAMENTO, 	 L. 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 	 0) 

corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 
1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 

HELP THE ECONOMIC .'ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CANHNO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 



8  r\illA Vt AA \ 	ol 	///7 	)/77) /7( 	_0'9 an • LA  

10_',L,D-L\J\sp  

THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 

HELP THE ECONOMIC. _ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC _ ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
comer of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

1   	

Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



HELP THE ECONOMIC \ ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Ple e print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMM1SION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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Please print 

Signature 

HELP THE ECONOMIC 1 1LITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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Please print (Important) 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMLSION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ■ _ a'ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC \ ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
Please print 	 (Important) 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMM1SION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC A lLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Address 	 E-mail 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMLSION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC 1 ■LITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
Please print 	 (Important) 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natornas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
Please print 	 (Important) 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Canaino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
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HELP THE ECONOMICS ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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Name 
Please print 

Signature 
(Important) 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC fALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC V ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 	-- 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
Please print 	 (Important) 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBIVIITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



5 Zte-c-v<A)  

6  Li'tA-Vie4a2_, I, (ATM  
ILA_ 	 LL_ 

HELP THE ECONOMIC .:ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 

THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ..'ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC iLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) Please print 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC LLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
comer of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 
Please print 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC VI LITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
/72. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
\ 3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 

4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
- 5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 

6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Signature Name 
Please print 

Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC LLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
comer of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO . 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
Please print 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC I iLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC TALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMA,S 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops , 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 	\ 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
Please print 

111o, A AA 

k  

_sea 

THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



Address 	 E-mail Signature 

HELP THE ECONOMIC \ ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMA,S 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

(Important) 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC 2ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natornas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camillo. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ILITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
Please print 	 (Important) 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



HELP THE ECONOMIC 2ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please print 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 

THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMEION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
Please print 	 (Important) 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC ALITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
Please rint 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
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1:1 

HELP THE ECONOMIC \ kLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 	 ez) 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Signature Name 
Please print 

Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC N ILITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
Please print 	 (Important) 
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(Important) 

HELP THE ECONOMIC 'S lLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Address 	 E-mail 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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Please jut 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC iLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Signature Name 
Please print 

Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 

THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COM1VIISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 
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HELP THE ECONOMIC 'S .LLITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

I. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 
,- Please prin 

) 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING CO1VIMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



HELP THE ECONOMICS ,L1TY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchaidihat are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local Coidnahhity because most test drives occur on the freeway., 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by /dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the cleet -ihip"due,t9th‘adirancesiiii lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are,located at freeway exits. 	/ 
8. The Dealership will proddce significantly more neW tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will 0 created-.And available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT..ORCHARD ROAR AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name 	 Signature 	 Address 	_ 	
- - 

Please print 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE MAYOR, PLANNING COMMISION, CITY COUNCIL and THE DEALERSHIP 



HELP THE ECONOMIC', ILITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS and SUPPORT THE COMMUNITY PLAN FOR SOUTH NATOMAS 

We, residents of South Natomas support the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the northwest 
corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. 
2. The Dealership will be in back of eight acres on Orchard that are reserved for small retail shops 
3. There are no potential safety hazards to the local community because most test drives occur on the freeway. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino will not be affected by dealership customers exiting Highway 80. 
5. Lighting will not leave the dealership due to the advances in lighting technology. 
6. Noise pollution will be mitigated through the use of pagers. The dealership will have no outdoor paging system. 
7. Most new dealerships are located at freeway exits. 
8. The Dealership will produce significantly more new tax revenue for the city than any other use. 
9. New jobs will be created and available to local residents at the Dealership. 

WE SUPPORT THE NEW DOWNTOWN FORD LOCATION AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Address 	 E-mail 
(Important) 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registered voters of Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an 
auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West Eli Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Business that serve the immediate local 
community-is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community, such as grocery stores and 
other retail services. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Safety of school children coming and going from school as well as other pedestrian traffic is at risk from "test-drives" through the 

neighborhood. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 800 plus residential dwellings, which will be 

located immediately across from the dealership and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership, will over-burden West El Camino. 
5. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
6. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the Semi-Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
7. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. As will, light pollution generated by illumination of the Dealership on a nightly basis. 
8. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
9. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. Signature 

PLEASE PRINT 

Address E-mail 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE MAYOR AND SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL AA T-0ii-EALERSHIP/APPLICANT. 
CONTACT RIVER OAKS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION AT 916-920-4663 FOR ADDITONAL INFORMATION 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registered voters of Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an 
auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Business that serve the immediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community, such as grocery stores and 
other retail services. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Safety of school children coming and going from school as well as other pedestrian traffic is at risk from "test-drives" through the 

neighborhood. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 800 plus residential dwellings, which will be 

located immediately across from the dealership and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership, will over-burden West El Camino. 
5. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
6. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the Semi-Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
7. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. As will, light pollution generated by illumination of the Dealership on a nightly basis. 
8. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
9. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

PLEASE PRINT 

Name as registered voter. 	Signature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE MAYOR AND SACItAMENTtJ CITY COUNCIL AND TO THE DEALERSHIP/APPLICANT. 

CONTACT RIVER OAKS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION AT 916-920-4663 FOR ADDITONAL INFORMATION 
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E-mail 

PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registered voters of Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an 
auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Business that serve the immediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community, such as grocery stores and 
other retail services. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Safety of school children coming and going from school as well as other pedestrian traffic is at risk from "test-drives" through the 

neighborhood. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 800 plus residential dwellings, which will be 

located immediately across from the dealership and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership, will over-burden West El Camino. 
5. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
6. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the Semi-Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
7. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. As will, light pollution generated by illumination of the Dealership on a nightly basis. 
8. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
9. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 	Signature 
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CONTACT RIVER OAKS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION AT 916-920-4663 FOR ADDITONAL INFORMATION 



PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registered voters of Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an 
auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Business that serve the immediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community, such as grocery stores and 
other retail services. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Safety of school children coming and going from school as well as other pedestrian traffic is at risk from "test-drives" through the 

neighborhood. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 800 plus residential dwellings, which will be 

located immediately across from the dealership and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership, will over-burden West El Camino. 
5. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
6. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the Semi-Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
7. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. As will, light pollution generated by illumination of the Dealership on a nightly basis. 
8. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
9. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO  

PLEASE PRINT 

Address 	 E-mail 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE MAYOR AND SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL AND TO THE DEALERSHIP/APPIIICANT. 

CONTACT RIVER OAKS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION AT 916-920-4663 FOR ADDITONAL INFORMATION 



PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registered voters of Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an 
auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. - 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Business that serve the immediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community, such as grocery stores and 
other retail services. 

2. The Dealership Will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Safety of school children coming and going from school as well as other pedestrian traffic is at risk from "test-drives" through the 

neighborhood. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 800 plus residential dwellings, which will be 

located immediately across from the dealership and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership, will over-burden West El Camino. 
5. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
6. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the Semi-Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
7. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. As will, light pollution generated by illumination of the Dealership on a nightly basis. 
8. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
9. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CA1VHNO 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE MAYOR AND SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL AND TO THE DEALERSHIP/APPLICANT. 

CONTACT RIVER OAKS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION AT 916-920-4663 FOR ADDITONAL INFORMATION 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registered voters of Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an 
auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Business that serve the immediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community, such as grocery stores and 
other retail services. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Safety of school children coming and going from school as well as other pedestrian traffic is at risk from "test-drives" through the 

neighborhood. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 800 plus residential dwellings, which will be 

located immediately across from the dealership and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership, will over-burden West El Camino. 
5. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
6. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the Semi-Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
7. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. As will, light pollution generated by illumination of the Dealership on a nightly basis. 
8. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
9. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO  

PLEASE PRINT 

Address 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE MAYOR AND SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL AND TO THE DEALERSHIP/APPLICANT. 
CONTACT RIVER OAKS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION AT 916-920-4663 FOR ADDITONAL INFORMATION 
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PROTECT 'LlIE INTII:RITY OF OUR NEWIII10121100D. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We. residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing il special use permit for the construction 
o f aa m a ()  d ea l ers hip on the  northwest corner of(  rchard and West I.:1 Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all or South Natotnas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
' 

	

	Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. !meal small businesses, which vd2 support. and the office buildings where we work, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residential and small business area xvill become another poorly planned city environment. 

The dealership will decrease the property values of out homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. •[ow trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down Our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge. illuminated signs will draw traffic from I 80; 

, 

WE STRONCLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCIL‘RD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please print 

Signature 

• 

Address E-mail 
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PROTECT THE INTECRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas. are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Natomas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. local small businesses, which we support. and the office buildings Nvhere we work, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residential and small business area will become another poorly planned city environment. 

The dealership will decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, illuminated signs ■ ‘• ... _raw traffic ll'OM I 80. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR Lau AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please print 

Signature Address E-mail 
Important 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land xvill negatively impact all of South Natomas..Itegional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office buiklings where we work, will not benefit. 

Our safe, quiet. residential and small business area will become another poorly planned City environment. 

The dealership will decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 

cars. Tow trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 

streets and past our schools. loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge. illuminated signs will draw traffic from I 80. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND wEsT EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please print 

Signature 

., 
Address E-mail 

Important 
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. PROTECT THE INTECRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We. residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit fur the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Natomas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local small businesses. which N‘e support, and the office buildings where we work, will not benefit. 
Our sate. quiet. residential and small business area will become another poorly planned city environment. 

Hie dealership ‘vill decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. TOW trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. [Alec. illuminated signs will draw traffic from I 80. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT oRolARD RoA D AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please print 

Signature Address E-mail 

Important 
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PROTECT THE UPTILGRTTY OP OUR NEIGHBORBOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

Ve, residents and registers voters of South Newman we admen* opposed to the City of SiCrilMEND issuing a special use permit for dm canstructiM 
Sas auto dealer** on the northwest comer of Orchard and Wew El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this lead will argetiveiy hapset all of South Nalooms. Regiaml advatisiwg win diem car shoppws limn the southern 
bcramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Load smdl butinesses, which we 'typed, and die office builings where we nook, will not benefit. 
Nrr safe, quiet, residential and weall business amt will become mother purely phoned city environment. 

The dadership will decrease the proputy values of ow homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy bucks will deliver new 
ms. Tow tracks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage km will be brighdy ilhesinated nigh and day. Cm being test-driven will stream down ow 
itmets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in ambit use by salespeople. Huge, illumband signs will draw traffic from I SO. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR MT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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PROfTECT THE INTEGRITY OP OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
SZEP OUR SCHOOL CIULDREN SAPS AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

V e, residents and registas voters of South %isms, me adsmamly opposed to die City of Seallnient0 issuing • specie1 use permit for the conseuction 
f an auto dealership on the northwest coiner of Orchard sod West El Camino. 

An sato dadaship on this Mal neptively impact all of South Nesaseas. Ragland adwaising will draw cm shoppers from the southern 
acessesto Volley to our samll neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office builffings where we weft, will not benefit. 
kw  safe, quiet, raidential and Mill business area will become another poorly pistoled city envimement. 

The dealership will decrease the proparty values of our homes sod adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
ms. Tow trucks will deliver aws needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminMed night mid day. Cars being test-drives will stream down our 
insets and past our sdsoob. Loudspeakas will be in coasts* use by salespeople. Huge, illuminated signs will draw traffic Sem ISO. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

%me as reglimeasd valor. 
Ham orbs 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF 0111 NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, =ideas  sad registers nags of South Naromm, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a specied use permit Rs the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest COMM of Orchard mid West El CIIMie0. 

An ado dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Netesive. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Samamento Valley to our mall neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office buildings where we work will not benefit 
Our safe, quick reside:nisi and small business men will become another poody planned city environment. 

The dealership will decrease the property values dour homes and adversely affect 011f neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucks will deliver can needing mpair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets aid past 0411 schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, sited signs will draw traffic from ISO. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered votei. 
Please 

Signature Address 	 E-mail 
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To be on an e-mail notification list for this impose only, semi your e-mail address to West Irvin at wirviee vintitst.com . 
Copy this petition as many times as you need. 



PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamandy opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Natomas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office buildings where we work, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residential and small business area will become another poorly planned city environment. 

The dealership will decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucics will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, illuminated signs will draw traffic from 180. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please . riot 

Signature Address E-mail 
Important 
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To be on an e-mail notification list for this purpose only, send your e-mail address to West Irvin at wirvina4win1irst.com . 
Copy this petition as many times as you need. 



Peonmcr THE INTEGRITY OW OUR NRIGIRIORROOD. 
KEW OUR SallOOL CHILDREN SAPS AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents mid registers voters of South Manse, are adimisady opposed to the City of Ssammeaso issuing a special use penult for the construction 
3f an auto dedaship on the noithwest anus of Orchsrd Ind West El Camino. 

An sato dealenhip on dis Ind will negatively impset all °film& Mamas. Regional advatisim will draw car shoppers from the sow:born 
Saernmenlo Valley So our mei neighbodsood. Loral mall businesses, which we supped, aid the office buildup wkse we vas*, wither* benefit 
Onr safe, quiet, milkmaid and mall business ana will became snodur poody planned city embalm:nit 

The dedenlip will decrease the psopeny values of our homes and adversdy alfixt ow neighborhood. A strewn of howy trucks will deliver new 
ears. Tow bucks will deliver ars needing wiwir. Stooge lots will be brigbdy illaminmed night and ay. Cars being test-driven will Meow down our 

its sod put our schools. Inadspesken will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, illuminsted signs will thaw traffic nom ISO. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered maim 
non 

Sigsattwe Address E-mall 
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maser THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHDOIPLHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and regimen voices of South Nauman, we achemindy opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northows corner of Orehnd and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Naturism. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers Rom the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local smell businesses, which we soFFOrls and die  office hoilrangs where we work, will not  hale* 
Our safe, quiet, resickatial and small business area will become another poody planned city environment 

The dedership will decease die ftopetty values of our homes and adversely affect ow neighborhood. A strewn of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucks will deliver can needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuntinated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
sheets awl past ow schools. Loudspeakas will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, illuminated signs will thaw traffic from ISO. 

WE STRONGLY °mow A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registeredvoter. 
Please wrist 

Signature Address E-mail 
Important 
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PROTECr THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomss, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino.. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Natomas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office buildings where we work, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residential and small business area will become another poorly planned city environment. 

The dealership•will decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, illuminated signs will draw traffic from 180. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please print 

Signature Address E-mail 
Important 
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To be on an e-mail notification list for this purpose only, send your e-mail address' to West lrvin at wirvinlewinfirst.cum.  
Copy this petition as many times as you need. 



ntaracr THE nazGarry OF OUR NEIGH1110111100D. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CRUM= SAFE AND SAVE OUR ritoreinv VALUES. 

We, midgets and a:gilder* voters of South Nalonass, are adnowndy opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
*fan sub dealership on the nerthavat comer of Orehird add We El Canino. 

An auto dada** on this land wall ingstively impact all of South Normans. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacsamado Wiley to our sanil neighborhood. Local smell businemes, which se support, and the office braidings where we murk, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residentid and moil bonne= was will become another poody pistoled city environment 

The dealership well decrease the propaty odors of our homes awl adverady affect oar neighbothood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow hocks will deliver cars nearing repair. Storage lots will be loiglidy Humbugged night and day. Cars being test-driven will strerm down our 
Meets and past our schools. Loodspeakas will be in embed use by salespeople. Huge, dhaninsted signs will draw traffic firm 1 80. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST FL CAMINO 

Name as regbinod voter. 
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Name (Print) 	 Sianat e1 	 Address 	 E-mail 

/ 
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PETITION 

PROTECT OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN 
SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES 

We, the residents of South Natomas, are opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a 
special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the North-West corner 
of Orchard and West El'Camino. Placing an auto dealership on this land will impact all 
of South Natomas because the regional traffic attracted by car advertising will draw 
many outsiders to the area and will change our school neighborhood from a safe, quiet 
area to a heavy traffic, city environment. 

In addition, the dealership will decrease the property value of the surrounding homes 
and adversely affect the neighborhood with heavy trucks delivering cars, 24 hour 
lighting of the car lot, test driving cars through the neighborhood, outdoor 
loudspeakers, and regional traffic attracted by car ads. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE CONSTRUCTION OF A CAR LOT ON ORCHARD ROAD 
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PETITION 

PROTECT OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN 
SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES 

We, the residents of South Natomas, are opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a 
special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the North-West corner 
of Orchard and West El Camino. Placing an auto dealership on this land will impact all 
of South Natomas because the regional traffic attracted by car advertising will draw 
many outsiders to the area and will change our school neighborhood from a safe, quiet 
area to a heavy traffic, city environment. 

In addition, the dealership will decrease the property value of the surrounding homes 
and adversely affect the neighborhood with heavy trucks delivering cars, 24 hour 
lighting of the car lot, test driving cars through the neighborhood, outdoor 
loudspeakers, and regional traffic attracted by car ads. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE CONSTRUCTION OF A CAR LOT ON ORCHARD ROAD 

Name (Print) Sian ture Address  
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Nam- Print 	 , Sig_nature 	 Address 	 E-mail 

2_  70 .5—  M/-7 /'7'  

	

so (  	

efai c". 

PETITION 

PROTECT OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN 
SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES 

We, the residents of South Natomas, are opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a 
special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the North-West corner 
of Orchard and West El Camino. Placing an auto dealership on this land will impact all 
of South Natomas because the regional traffic attracted by car advertising will draw 
many outsiders to the area and will change our school neighborhood from a safe, quiet 
area to a heavy traffic, city environment. 

In addition, the dealership will decrease the property value of the surrounding homes 
and adversely affect the neighborhood with heavy trucks delivering cars, 24 hour 
lighting of the car lot, test driving cars through the neighborhood, outdoor 
loudspeakers, and regional traffic attracted by car ads. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE CONSTRUCTION OF A CAR LOT ON ORCHARD ROAD 
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PETITION 

PROTECT OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN 
SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES 

We, the residents of South Natomas, are opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a 
special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the North-West corner 
of Orchard and West EI . Camino. Placing an auto dealership on this land will impact all 
of South Natomas because the regional traffic attracted by car advertising will draw 
many outsiders to the area and will change our school neighborhood from a safe, quiet 
area to a heavy traffic, city environment. 

In addition, the dealership will decrease the property value of the surrounding homes 
and adversely affect the neighborhood with heavy trucks delivering cars, 24 hour 
lighting of the car lot, test driving cars through the neighborhood, outdoor 
loudspeakers, and regional traffic attracted by car ads. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE CONSTRUCTION OF A CAR LOT ON ORCHARD ROAD 

Name (Print) 	 nature 	 Address 	 E-mail 
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PETITION 

PROTECT OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN 
SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES 

We, the residents of South -Natomas, are opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a 
special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the North-West corner 
of Orchard and West EI . Camino. Placing an auto dealership on this land will impact all 
of South Natomas because the regional traffic attracted by car advertising will draw 
many outsiders to the area and will change our school neighborhood from a safe, quiet 
area to a heavy traffic, city environment. 

In addition, the dealership will decrease the property value of the surrounding homes 
and adversely affect the neighborhood with heavy trucks delivering cars, 24 hour 
lighting of the car lot, test driving cars through the neighborhood, outdoor 
loudspeakers, and regional traffic attracted by car ads. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE CONSTRUCTION OF A CAR LOT ON ORCHARD ROAD 

Name (Print)  
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PETITION 

PROTECT OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN 
SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES 

We, the residents of South Natomas, are opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a 
special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the North-West corner 
of Orchard and West EI . Camino. Placing an auto dealership on this land will impact all 
of South Natomas because the regional traffic attracted by car advertising will draw 
many outsiders to the area and will change our school neighborhood from a safe, quiet 
area to a heavy traffic, city environment. 

In addition, the dealership will decrease the property value of the surrounding homes 
and adversely affect the neighborhood with heavy trucks delivering cars, 24 hour 
lighting of the car lot, test driving cars through the neighborhood, outdoor 
loudspeakers, and regional traffic attracted by car ads. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE CONSTRUCTION OF A CAR LOT ON ORCHARD ROAD 

Name (Print) 	Signature 	 Address  E-mail 
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PO4-106 	 July 14, 2005 
ITEM #2 

PAGE  

PETITION 

PROTECT OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN 
SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES 

We, the residents of South Natomas, are opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a 
special use permit for the construction of an auto dealership on the North-West corner 
of Orchard and West El Camino. Placing an auto dealership on this land will impact all 
of South Natomas because the regional traffic attracted by car advertising will draw 
many outsiders to the area and will change our school neighborhood from a safe, quiet 
area to a heavy traffic, city environment. 

In addition, the dealership will decrease the property value of the surrounding homes 
and adversely affect the neighborhood with heavy trucks delivering cars, 24 hour 
lighting of the car lot, test driving cars through the neighborhood, outdoor 
loudspeakers, and regional traffic attracted by car ads. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE CONSTRUCTION OF A CAR LOT ON ORCHARD ROAD 

ture 	 Address 	 E-mail 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registered voters of Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an 
auto dealership on the northwest cotner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Business that serve the immediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community, such as grocery stores and 
other retail services. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Safety of school children coming and going from school as well as other pedestrian traffic is at risk from "test-drives" through the 

neighborhood. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 800 plus residential dwellings, which will be 

located immediately across from the dealership and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership, will over-burden West El Camino. 
5. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
6. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the Semi-Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
7. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. As will, light pollution generated by illumination of the Dealership on a nightly basis. 
8. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
9. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO  

PLEASE PRINT 

Name as registered voter. 	Sigma re 	 Address 	 E-mail 
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THIS PETITION WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE MAYOR AND SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL AND TO THE DEALERSHIP/APPLICANT. 

CONTACT RIVER OAKS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION AT 916-920-4663 FOR ADDITONAL INFORMATION 



PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Natomas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office buildings where we work, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residential and small business area will become another poorly planned city environment. 

The dealership will decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, illuminated signs will draw traffic from I 80. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please print 

Signature Address E-mail 
Important 
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To be on an e-ma4l notification list for this purpose only, send your e-mail address to West Irvin at wiry in.ti‘winfirst.com . 
Copy this pelihoif as many times as you need. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natotnas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Natomas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office buildings where we work, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residential and small business area will become another poorly planned city environment. 

The dealership will decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, illuminated signs will draw traffic from 180. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Pleaseyrint 

Signature Address E-mail 
Important 
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To be on an e-mail notification list for this purpose only, send your e-mail address to West Irvin at wirvinfOwinfirst.com .  • 
Copy this petition as many times as you need. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. - 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Natomas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office buildings where we work, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residential and small business area will become another poorly planned city environment. 

The dealership will decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, ilhnninated signs will draw traffic from 180. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please print 

Signature Address E-mail 
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PROTECIf THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly Opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Natomas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office buildings where we work, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residential and small business area will become another poorly planned city environment. 

The dealership will decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, illuminated signs will draw traffic from 180. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please print 

Signature Address E-mail 
Important 
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PROTECT THE INTF.GRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers votas of South Names, am adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

An auto dealership on this land will negatively impact all of South Natomas. Regional advertising will draw car shoppers from the southern 
Sacramento Valley to our small neighborhood. Local small businesses, which we support, and the office buildings where we work, will not benefit. 
Our safe, quiet, residential and small business area will become another poorly planned city environment 

The dealership will decrease the property values of our homes and adversely affect our neighborhood. A stream of heavy trucks will deliver new 
cars. Tow trucks will deliver cars needing repair. Storage lots will be brightly illuminated night and day. Cars being test-driven will stream down our 
streets and past our schools. Loudspeakers will be in constant use by salespeople. Huge, illuminated signs will draw traffic from 180. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Please print 

Signature Address E-mail 
Important 
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To be on an e-mail notification list for this purpose only, send your e-mail address to West Irvin at wirvindwinfirst.com . 
Copy this petition as many times as you need. 



Address 

PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBOKtititm. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

e, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 
1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 

community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 
2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 1$ Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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(Important) 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be -located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino'. , 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the IS Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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E-mail 
(Important 

Address 

PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino -. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the IS' Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the inunediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Copy this petition as many times as you need. 
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Address 

PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

e, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 
1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 

community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 
2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic, The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

E-mail 
(Important) 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

'e, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 
1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Business that serve the immediate local 

community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 
2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 600 plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

ame as registered voter. 	Signature 
lease rint 

Address 

o be on an e-mail notification list for this purpose only, send your e-mail address to West Irvin at \virvin(dhvinfirst.coni. 
:opy this petition as many times as you need. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registered voters of Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction of an 
auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Business that serve the immediate local 
community is earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community, such as grocery stores and 
other retail services. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Safety of school children coming and going from school as well as other pedestrian traffic is at risk from "test-drives" through the 

neighborhood. 
4. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 800 plus residential dwellings, which will be 

located immediately across from the dealership and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership, will over-burden West El Camino. 
5. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
6. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the Semi-Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
7. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. As will, light pollution generated by illumination of the Dealership on a nightly basis. 
8. There are no supporting dealerships nor supporting commercial businesses for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
9. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO  

PLEASE PRINT 

Address Name as registered voter. 
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THIS PETITION WILL B PROV1 T  D TO THE MAYOR AND SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL AND TO THE DEALERSHIP/APPLICANT. 
CONTACT RIVER OAKS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION AT 916-920-4663 FOR A DDITONAL INFORMATION 



PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Signature Address Name as registered voter. 
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Copy this petition as many times as you need. 



PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 

Name as registered voter. 
Pie s pri t 

" • 	'r",4111.01,11 	411 ! t—fit1,1 
2 arlizorimmiiiiiiiiiiiiiimizevrtemwri 
3 	  
4 	 
5 	 
6 	 
7 	 
8 	 
9 	 

	

10 	 

	

11 	 
12 

	

13 	 

	

14 	 
15 

	

16 	 
17 

Signature Address E-mail 
Amportait) 
H.- 	1,_ 	kloAr 

18 	  
19 	 •  
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PROTECVIHE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise gied pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Deskohip. 
7. There ate no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE A CAR LOT AT ORCHARD ROAD AND WEST EL CAMINO 
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Name as registered voter. 
Please print 
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Signature 

PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the constructior 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
S. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

I. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natornas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West Ei Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Canino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealershiP traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 
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PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD. 
KEEP OUR SCHOOL CHILDREN SAFE AND SAVE OUR PROPERTY VALUES. 

We, residents and registers voters of South Natomas, are adamantly opposed to the City of Sacramento issuing a special use permit for the construction 
of an auto dealership on the northwest corner of Orchard and West El Camino. 

1. An Auto Dealership is not compatible with the established South Natomas Community Plan. Businesses that serve the immediate local 
community are earmarked for this parcel by the Plan and is sorely needed and desired by the surrounding community. 

2. The Dealership will be surrounded by residential housing and will be in close proximity to two schools. 
3. Traffic on West El Camino is already saturated with school and commuting traffic. The pending 700 -plus roof tops which will be located 

immediately across from the dealership, and the commercial traffic generated by the dealership will over-burden West El Camino. 
4. Early morning traffic patterns with commuters, school traffic and dealership traffic is not compatible. 
5. There is no appropriate area to load and unload the 18 Wheeler Trucks delivering and picking up vehicles in this area. 
6. Noise and pollution from the repair facilities and commercial vehicle traffic will greatly impact the quality of life for the residents surrounding 

the Dealership. 
7. There are no supporting dealerships, nor supporting commercial businesses, for this dealership within 10 miles of this property. 
8. And finally, a dealership will negatively impact the visual qualities and property values of this area. 
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Copy this petition as many times as you need. 
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