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2:00 PM City Council [Amended Agenda, Supplemental & Amendment Material - Updated
03/10/2026 @ 12:28 PM]
03-10-26 14:00

Agenda Name Comments Support Oppose Neutral

1. Confirmation of Board and Commission Appointments File ID: 2026-
00657

1 0 0 0

2. Preliminary Plans, Environmental Documentation Approval, and
Budgetary Adjustments for the Fruitridge Road Improvements Phases 1
and 2 Project (T15036300) File ID: 2026-00445

4 3 0 0

3. [Contract] Acquisition of Real Property from St. Luke Lutheran Church
of Sacramento (W14150700) File ID: 2026-00539

1 0 0 0

4. [Contract] City Council COVID-19 Response: ARPA Framework and
Funding Priorities: Approve Amended North Sacramento Economic
Recovery Plan Framework for ARPA Funds File ID: 2026-00598

1 0 0 0

5. [Contract Supplement] Last Mile Connectivity Project (A07001800) File
ID: 2026-00626

1 0 0 0

6. City Signatory Authority for City Property: Oak Park Property and
Business Improvement District No. 2026-03 File ID: 2026-00627

2 1 0 0

7. Proposed Changes to Improvement Area No. 3, Designate a new
Improvement Area No. 4 of the Delta Shores Community Facilities District
No. 2019-01 (Improvements), and Propose the Levy of a Special Tax in
and the Incurrence of Debt for Improvement Area No. 4 File ID: 2026-
00540

1 0 0 0

8. Approval of Salary Range for the Chief Park Ranger Classification, the
Employer-Employee Relations Policy, and the Citywide Salary Schedule
File ID: 2026-00642

1 0 0 0

9. [Contract] Memorial Garage Elevator Upgrade Car 1 & 2 (V15410000)
File ID: 2026-00647

1 0 0 0

10. [Contract] Designation of the City of Sacramento as a Hybrid Entity
under HIPAA and Contract for CalAIM Billing and Administrative Services
File ID: 2026-00534

1 0 0 0

11. Authorization for Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency
(SHRA) to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the
County of Sacramento Related to Contracts with CVR Associates, Inc.
and Payment of Costs Associated with a Contract for Sacramento
Housing and Redevelopment Agency Assessment File ID: 2026-00606

2 1 0 0

12. Authorizing Update and Correction to the Department of Utilities
(DOU) Fiscal Year (FY) 2025/26 Operating Grant Program and Fund File
ID: 2026-00631

1 0 0 0

13. Second Quarter Financial Report - Fiscal Year (FY) 2025/26 File ID:
2026-00630

1 0 0 0

14. 2026 Weed and Rubbish Abatement [Noticed 02/27/2026; Published
02/27/2026] File ID: 2026-00428

2 0 1 0

15. An Ordinance Amending Section 12.74.030 of the Sacramento City
Code, Relating to the Public's Right to Use City Hall Facility-Restrictions
[In Lieu of Pass for Publication Ordinance to be Published in its Entirety]
File ID: 2026-00676

2 0 1 0



Agenda Name Comments Support Oppose Neutral

16. Early Budget Work Session - Budget Context and City Department
Reports on Departmental Budgets, Reduction Strategies, and Potential
Impacts (City Manager's Office/Office of Innovation and Economic
Development, Convention and Cultural Services, Department of
Community Response, Fire Department, Police Department) File ID:
2026-00663

26 1 15 3

Public Comments-Matters Not on the Agenda 3 0 1 0

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL added to Item 1 - See Agenda Item Below
[Updated 03/06/2026 @ 12:45 PM]

1 0 0 0

Print Meeting Amended Agenda 1 0 0 0

Sentiments for All Agenda Items

The following graphs display sentiments for comments that have location data. Only locations of users who have commented
will be shown.

Overall Sentiment



Agenda Item: eComments for 1. Confirmation of Board and Commission Appointments File ID: 2026-00657

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:30pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 2. Preliminary Plans, Environmental Documentation Approval, and Budgetary Adjustments for
the Fruitridge Road Improvements Phases 1 and 2 Project (T15036300) File ID: 2026-00445

Overall Sentiment

Kay Crumb
Location:
Submitted At:  3:07pm 03-09-26

I'm a resident of District 6 in Fruitridge Manor, and I support these changes. Fruitridge is a very dangerous and
deadly road, and because it's such a busy arterial, it separates many neighborhoods from the central city. This
redesign will slow speeds and allow pedestrians and bikes to use the space, creating a more connected and
vibrant community. 

Some suggestions to the plan, or at least for future redesigns: 
1. There should be a crosswalk from Ortega to the Bel Air. This is a significant barrier for pedestrians and bikes to
make it from the neighborhood to the grocery store without a car. 
2. To align with the Urban Forest Plan, consider putting tree planters in the road to buffer the bike lanes instead of
paint and plastic bollards. 

Overall, I strongly support this proposal. Thank you for your work on this. It will have a significantly positive impact
on the community.

Josh Hazeghazam
Location:
Submitted At:  1:18pm 03-09-26

Implementing a road diet is an excellent strategy in reducing collisions. It will definitely help achieve the city's
goals of hitting vision zero. I look forward to more projects similar to this.

Matt Anderson
Location:
Submitted At:  9:52pm 03-07-26

Huge thank you to council and staff for these improvements on Fruitridge. As a resident I'm thrilled to see these
safety upgrades going in that will undoubtedly save lives - more projects like this, please!



Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:31pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.

Agenda Item: eComments for 3. [Contract] Acquisition of Real Property from St. Luke Lutheran Church of Sacramento
(W14150700) File ID: 2026-00539

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:32pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 4. [Contract] City Council COVID-19 Response: ARPA Framework and Funding Priorities:
Approve Amended North Sacramento Economic Recovery Plan Framework for ARPA Funds File ID: 2026-00598

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:33pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 5. [Contract Supplement] Last Mile Connectivity Project (A07001800) File ID: 2026-00626

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:34pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 6. City Signatory Authority for City Property: Oak Park Property and Business Improvement
District No. 2026-03 File ID: 2026-00627

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:34pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.

Miguel Barraza
Location:
Submitted At: 11:16am 03-06-26

Feel free to visit the La Venadita .



Agenda Item: eComments for 7. Proposed Changes to Improvement Area No. 3, Designate a new Improvement Area No. 4 of
the Delta Shores Community Facilities District No. 2019-01 (Improvements), and Propose the Levy of a Special Tax in and the
Incurrence of Debt for Improvement Area No. 4 File ID: 2026-00540

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:35pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 8. Approval of Salary Range for the Chief Park Ranger Classification, the Employer-Employee
Relations Policy, and the Citywide Salary Schedule File ID: 2026-00642

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:36pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 9. [Contract] Memorial Garage Elevator Upgrade Car 1 & 2 (V15410000) File ID: 2026-00647

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:36pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 10. [Contract] Designation of the City of Sacramento as a Hybrid Entity under HIPAA and
Contract for CalAIM Billing and Administrative Services File ID: 2026-00534

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:37pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 11. Authorization for Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency (SHRA) to enter into a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the County of Sacramento Related to Contracts with CVR Associates, Inc. and
Payment of Costs Associated with a Contract for Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency Assessment File ID: 2026-
00606

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:40pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.

Miguel Barraza
Location:
Submitted At: 11:18am 03-06-26

Have loved ones  in Alder Grove.



Agenda Item: eComments for 12. Authorizing Update and Correction to the Department of Utilities (DOU) Fiscal Year (FY)
2025/26 Operating Grant Program and Fund File ID: 2026-00631

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:40pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 13. Second Quarter Financial Report - Fiscal Year (FY) 2025/26 File ID: 2026-00630

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:41pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 14. 2026 Weed and Rubbish Abatement [Noticed 02/27/2026; Published 02/27/2026] File ID: 2026-
00428

Overall Sentiment

René Venegas
Location:
Submitted At: 11:26am 03-10-26

CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

Re: 2026 Weed and Rubbish Abatement [Noticed 02/27/2026; Published 02/27/2026] File ID: 2026-00428

Members of the Robla Park Community Association oppose this proposed resolution.

As you may know, Robla includes substantial rural areas that lack common city infrastructure such as storm
drainage.

Across the community are patches of Natural marshes, waterways, riparian vegetation, trees, and bushes that
shouldn't be cut. They exist because the Robla is often not flatly developed like most other Sacramento
neighborhoods.

Sacramento’s rural residents should not be subject to the standard of developed neighborhoods with engineered
storm drainage. We have agricultural, large lots and rural lands that shouldn't be held to this standard of
Sacramento's paved communities. These lands are still subject to the remaining natural contours of the area. For
example, Mr. Justin Wilson’s property on Dry Creek is in the slight watershed of natural drainage/creek-Steelhead
Creek. It floods after storms and the land takes weeks to dry prior to weed abatement opportunities. 

The residents of Robla have a quasi-rural environment subject to the various forces of nature resulting from rain,
fertile soil and other factors such as wind and periodic flooding or pooling. 

Communities that have no sidewalks, gutters and engineered storm drains cannot be treated equally to greater
Sacramento neighborhoods that have those features. At least, there should be seasonal exceptions or grace
periods for our rural areas.



There should also be exception processing for our low-income, senior, handicapped and otherwise economically
or physically challenged neighbors.  Presently, according to Code Enforcement staff, there are no such
exceptions.

As common with City of Sacramento Code Enforcement matters, this is simply an effort by the City to mine a
revenue stream.

Understand that this resolution takes no exception for the obvious difference between our Robla Community and
Sacramento's other communities. In fact, Robla is deliberately renamed in the City’s 2040 General Plan (e.g. Map
SSA-1). Regardless of City efforts to erase our rural living experience, We oppose this proposed resolution. 

Thank You

René Venegas
916.806.0712
rdvenegas@yahoo.com

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:42pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.

Agenda Item: eComments for 15. An Ordinance Amending Section 12.74.030 of the Sacramento City Code, Relating to the
Public's Right to Use City Hall Facility-Restrictions [In Lieu of Pass for Publication Ordinance to be Published in its Entirety]
File ID: 2026-00676

Overall Sentiment

M.S Kamau



Location:
Submitted At:  2:53pm 03-10-26

Public safety must come first. Government meetings can become heated. Allowing any type of knife into a
crowded public space creates an unnecessary safety risk.

Rules must apply equally to everyone. A clear no-weapons policy prevents confusion, arguments, and claims of
unequal treatment at security checkpoints.

Security cannot judge religious authenticity. Staff should not be put in the position of deciding which knives are
“religious,” which religions qualify, or what size blade is acceptable.

Government spaces must remain neutral. Public meetings should not make exceptions that appear to favor one
religious practice over others.

Practical alternatives exist. Religious items can be checked with security or left outside the meeting room while
still respecting the individual’s beliefs.

Exceptions weaken security policy. Once knives are allowed for one reason, it becomes harder to deny other
requests for ceremonial or cultural weapons.

Bottom line: Public meeting spaces should maintain a clear, consistent no-weapons policy to protect everyone
present.  Faith and religious custom can be practiced without putting others at risk........

M. Kamau, Meadowview D-8

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:42pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for 16. Early Budget Work Session - Budget Context and City Department Reports on Departmental
Budgets, Reduction Strategies, and Potential Impacts (City Manager's Office/Office of Innovation and Economic Development,
Convention and Cultural Services, Department of Community Response, Fire Department, Police Department) File ID: 2026-
00663

Overall Sentiment

Tricia Hope
Location:
Submitted At:  6:15pm 03-10-26

I am also opposed to the placement of the homeless shelter on Arena and El Centro. Without reiterating the
many issues associated with this problematic location,  I respectfully request that the council listen to the
thousands of North West Natomas residents who are opposing this location.  Please do not  allow a few city
employees to determine this direction.  Please listen to your constituents and consider other locations that have
been proposed.  Thank you

Jaron  West
Location:
Submitted At:  4:24pm 03-10-26

Dear Members of the City Council,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed tiny home community at the corner of Arena Boulevard and
El Centro Road. While I understand and support efforts to address homelessness and expand housing options,
this particular location and project design raise several serious concerns.

First, the proposed site lacks adequate on-site services for residents. Many individuals who would benefit from
supportive housing need access to medical care, behavioral health services, and case management. Without
these services available on site—and with very few such services located nearby—this project risks failing to
provide the level of support necessary for long-term stability.

Second, the location has limited access to public transportation. Residents without reliable transportation will face
significant barriers in accessing jobs, medical care, counseling, and other essential services. A supportive
housing site should be located where residents can easily reach these resources.



Another concern is the allowance of up to 40 dogs on what is already a very small property. Concentrating that
many animals in such a limited space creates potential safety, sanitation, and liability issues for both residents
and the surrounding community.

Additionally, the tiny homes themselves do not include bathrooms, requiring residents—many of whom may be
elderly or have mobility challenges—to walk outside to shared restroom facilities. This could mean navigating
dark outdoor areas at night, increasing the risk of falls, injury, or other safety concerns.

Finally, there is a broader community impact to consider. When similar projects fail due to insufficient services or
poor site selection, residents often remain in nearby areas without adequate support. This location is surrounded
by schools and parks, and it is important that any housing project be set up for success so that it benefits both
residents and the surrounding neighborhood.

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City Council to reconsider this proposal. Please relocate the project to a
site that has stronger access to services and transit, and ensure that adequate on-site support and infrastructure
are in place before moving forward.

Addressing homelessness is critically important, but these solutions must be thoughtfully planned to truly help
residents succeed while maintaining safety and stability for the surrounding community.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Jaron West (Resident of Westshore Neighborhood)

Matt Natomas Dad
Location:
Submitted At:  4:02pm 03-10-26

I am writing opposed to the city locating a homeless shelter (dubbed micro-community) in North Natomas at
Arena and El Centro. The city has proven over and over that it cannot control the spillover impacts of it's
homeless shelters. The result of this one will be no different. 

The city's authority to place anything one that parcel without re-zoning and PUD amendments simply does not
exist.  The 2023 ordinance granted the city manager authority to skip some bidding rules, but did NOT grant the
manager to ignore established land-use controls nor environmental review. The city knows this, but is trying to
push it through as fast as possible, with hopes that it will not be challenged. 

After spending a decade volunteering on various boards and committees to help shape North Natomas into a
great community, I am disappointed that the city has decided to abandon the North Natomas districts. 
This community pays the most taxes into the city, and it's development has funded numerous new city-wide
projects and programs. However, North Natomas receives the lowest public safety services per capita, and it's
impact is ever increasing. 
Crime is increasing, and Police response has slowed. The homeless population may have reduced downtown, but
it has increased 10-fold for North Natomas as the population is pushed North to us. We have open-air drug deals
occurring in our local shopping centers, litter plaguing our sensitive streams, and we have given up many of our
local walking trails due to safety concerns.

My wife and I have a toddler, and we play daily in the parks in Westshore and Sundance Lake.  If the city chooses
to locate a no-barrier homeless shelter within 500 feet of these parks and schools, it is not wrong to assume
these parks and schools will see an increased visit rate from those experiencing addiction. In areas impacted by
homeless shelters, used syringes and drug paraphernalia/residue are a legitimate concern. The safety of our
children are not a bargaining chip the city should be gambling with.

Se Ve
Location:



Submitted At:  3:59pm 03-10-26

I strongly oppose this proposed site for this homeless housing project. It puts the community, including the many
children who attend school very nearby, at risk.

M.S Kamau
Location:
Submitted At:  3:04pm 03-10-26

Subject: Immediate Fiscal Accountability and Shared Sacrifice
Dear Members of the Sacramento City Council,
As a Sacramento resident, I am deeply concerned about the City’s ongoing structural deficits, repeated short-
term “fixes,” and lack of meaningful fiscal reform. Balancing budgets through reserves, one-time measures, and
fee increases is not sustainable — it simply delays the consequences of poor financial planning.
If cuts are being proposed for city departments and frontline workers, then the Mayor, City Council, City Manager
and senior staff must reduce their own current salaries by the exact same percentage. Leadership must share the
sacrifice. Furthermore, there should be no salary increases whatsoever while the City operates in a deficit, and
the City Charter must be amended to permanently prohibit pay raises for the Mayor and Council during deficit
years. Fiscal accountability must be codified — not optional.
It is equally troubling that the City continues to rely heavily on costly outside consultants while maintaining a
capable municipal workforce. Overuse of consultants has contributed to contract overruns, weak oversight, and
unnecessary spending. Taxpayer dollars should prioritize essential services, infrastructure, and long-term stability
— not inflated consulting contracts or speculative financial ventures.
Sacramento deserves disciplined budgeting, transparent multi-year financial planning, strict contract oversight,
and leadership willing to hold itself to the same standards imposed on employees and residents.
The current path is unsustainable. Shared sacrifice, charter reform, and structural budget balance must begin
now.
Sincerely,
Mikaili Kamau, Meadowview D-8 Resident

Rebecca Fluegge
Location:
Submitted At:  2:16pm 03-10-26

Please do not have unhoused people in our home department area. It will drastically decrease our property
values that we’ve worked so hard at obtaining. There will be no services for the unhoused in that area. Please
please.

Yating Campbell
Location:
Submitted At:  1:22pm 03-10-26

Mayor and City Councilmembers.
I’m here today to respectfully express my opposition to the current proposed location for the Natomas
microcommunity—not to the goal of supporting our unhoused residents or the concept of tiny homes.

We all agree that finding humane, effective solutions to homelessness is complex. People need stability, services,
and pathways to long term housing. I support that fully. But the proposed site, as it stands, does not set residents
up for success.

The location lacks access to wrap around services, is situated in a flood zone, has no nearby public transit, and
the design would be difficult to navigate for the seniors this project intends to serve. I would also like to submit for
the public record a printout of a digital petition from more than 1,200 community members who share these
concerns.

Natomas wants to be part of the solution. That’s why our councilmembers, Lisa Kaplan and Karina Talamantes,
have identified an alternative parcel in North Natomas that appears far closer to being “move in ready.” When the
city is facing 67 million dollars in a budget deficit, that matters. It affects how quickly units can be built, what
services can be provided, and ultimately how many people we can help transition off the streets. A site that
already meets infrastructure and compliance requirements could reduce costs, shorten timelines, and avoid



unnecessary legal or environmental complications. 

My request today is simple: Please give full consideration to the alternative site so we can provide a safer, more
accessible, and more effective microcommunity for the people who need it most. Or, alternatively, consider
whether the funding allocated for this project could help prevent deeper cuts to the programs and services our
community relies on—our parks, public safety, roads, and other essential infrastructure.

Thank you for your time, for your commitment to thoughtful and compassionate solutions for our unhoused
community, and for ensuring that the City’s limited resources are used as effectively as possible.

The AMAZING Rick Loek
Location:
Submitted At:  1:18pm 03-10-26

Members of the City Council,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment during this early budget discussion and the review of the
Department of Community Response.

I want to speak to three principles that matter to many residents in our community. Safety, responsible budgeting,
and compliance with the law.

Sacramento County District Attorney Thien Ho issued a formal notice to the City in August of 2023 describing the
growing public safety crisis connected to unmanaged encampments and the need for enforcement of existing
laws and ordinances. The letter states clearly that conditions affecting an entire neighborhood may constitute a
public nuisance under California law and that local government has a duty to act once formal notice is given. 

This context matters as the City considers budget priorities and program decisions.

Residents are asking that the City apply careful judgment when selecting sites for temporary housing solutions.
The community has recently learned of an alternative parcel that appears far closer to being ready for use. If a
location exists that can meet safety requirements, reduce infrastructure costs, and move more quickly into
operation, it deserves serious evaluation.

This is not about opposition to helping people who need shelter. Most residents support solutions that are safe,
lawful, and well planned.

What residents are asking for is thoughtful stewardship of public funds and full compliance with Measure O and
existing city code.

We appreciate Council Member Lisa Kaplan bringing forward an alternative location for consideration. A
transparent evaluation of all viable options will strengthen public trust and ensure that decisions are made with
both compassion and responsibility.

Thank you for your time and for your service to the residents of Sacramento.

Respectfully,

The AMAZING Rick Loek
Advisory Council for Legal and Ethical Oversight (ACE-O)
Sacramento Resident

Michael McKenna
Location:
Submitted At:  1:02pm 03-10-26

We are firmly opposed to putting in a homeless shelter near a park, an elementary school  and a quiet family
neighborhood.



The mayor says homelessness is down 70% downtown but it is up over 100% in Natomas.
It is a classic shell game.
Please do the right and decent thing and stop this unfair, deceptive power move by an unscrupulous politician

Jennifer Danis
Location:
Submitted At:  1:01pm 03-10-26

Others here have written far more eloquent and thoughtful responses to this proposal than I will be able to do
here. 
As a member of the Sundance Lake community, I wanted to voice my concerns and opposition to the micro home
proposal at Arena and El Centro. I have borrowed some verbiage from another community member here that
align with my thoughts. (Their words I am borrowing are the following:)
Council member Lisa Kaplan and Vice Mayor Karina Talamantes have proposed a far more suitable alternative
location--one with existing infrastructure, better access to services, lower risks, and cost efficiencies. This
alternative would better serve the intended population while respective the valid and legitimate concerns of
District 1 residents.

I urge the Sacramento City Council and all relevant departments to:

• Immediately halt progress on the Arena Blvd/ El Centro site.

• Prioritize the alternative location supported by our District representatives and our Vice Mayor.

• Conduct a full, transparent review of flood risks, ordinance compliance, transit access, and safety policies.

• Engage meaningfully with North Natomas residents before any further decisions.

The Arena / El Centro site disregards the inherent dangers and inadequacies, prioritizing political expediency
over prudence. I implore the City to prioritize safer, more accessible location that truly supports those in need
while preserving the safety of all North Natomas residents. It is not too late to choose a responsible path that truly
helps those in need without compromising the safety. Please do the right thing--relocate this project to a viable
site now, before more foreseeable and preventable tragedies arise. 

Thank you for considering this urgent and vital matter.

Sylvia Zawadzka
Location:
Submitted At: 12:44pm 03-10-26

I am speaking today to express my strong opposition to the proposed plan to build a homeless shelter in our
community.

Our neighborhood is a residential area where many families live and where children walk, bike, and play every
day. Introducing a facility of this scale raises serious concerns about safety, supervision, and the overall well-
being of the families who live here. Decisions that could significantly alter the environment where children grow
up should be made with the highest level of caution and community input.

Beyond safety concerns, the location itself presents clear logistical problems. Our area has limited public
transportation options and lacks safe pedestrian infrastructure. There are no adequate sidewalks or transit routes
that would allow individuals to access services, employment opportunities, or other resources in a safe and
practical way. Placing a shelter in a location without those basic supports does not appear to serve either the
residents of the shelter or the surrounding community well.

There are also legitimate concerns about the long-term impact on the character of the neighborhood and the
property values of homes that many families have invested their life savings into. Residents deserve transparency
and thoughtful planning when decisions of this magnitude are being considered.



I believe homelessness is a serious issue that deserves real solutions, but those solutions must be implemented
responsibly, with appropriate infrastructure, services, and meaningful engagement with the communities that will
be affected.

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Council to reconsider this proposal and explore alternative locations
that are better equipped with transportation, services, and appropriate infrastructure.

Thank you for the opportunity to share my concerns.

Kelly  Gould
Location:
Submitted At: 12:27pm 03-10-26

Hello, 

My opposition to this project is predicated on the imminent failure projections of this (short-term) housing model.
But I would also be concerned if our city leadership has become married to this plan without vetting a more
permissible location (that doesn't violate Measure O of the City Charter) and more strategic target locations (as
opposed to this land and freeway locked site proposal that offers only a sedentary/pedestrian lifestyle to project
participants and their belongings).

Existing Research:
Investigations into specific, state-funded initiatives and private development companies reveal significant, high-
profile project failures, particularly in California. 

California State-Funded Projects: In 2024, it was reported that "none" of the 1,200 tiny homes promised by Gov.
Gavin Newsom in 2023 for homelessness crises in Sacramento, San Jose, Los Angeles, and San Diego were
fully operational or filled, with only 150 even purchased at that time.
Corporate Failures: One specific company, Anchored Tiny Homes, left approximately 450 customers stranded
when they shut down in 2024, with more than 60 customers, subcontractors, and franchisees reporting a
combined $5.5 million in losses.

Operational Delays: Many projects face long-term closures due to administrative bottlenecks, such as a
Sacramento County project that had 100 empty, locked cabins sitting idle for nearly a year due to planning and
construction delays.

Individual Project Success Rates: While some, like those in Seattle, report over 50% success in transitioning
people to permanent housing, others, such as in Los Angeles, report that 53% of residents ended up back on the
streets. 

Key Reasons for Closures and Failures of Tiny Home Projects:
Zoning and Regulation: The inability to find legal, compliant land for placement.

High Operational Costs: Costs for some, such as those in San Jose, reached roughly $208,000–$278,000 per
unit/bed, with high management costs.

Construction/Permitting Delays: Administrative and supply issues, specifically highlighted in California.

Having lived in the Sundance Lake community for over 25 years, I have seen a concerted effort on the part of
planning commissions and city councils to industrialize the North Natomas region for years (with home values
hanging in the balance).  As a concerned citizen I have attended city planning commission & city council
meetings over the years and I would suggest that city leadership focus on managing and maintaining existing
blight-ridden projects and problems that plague industrialized zones (ex: Richards Blvd) before you propose yet
another non-feasible plan that will (statistically) cantaminate a largely residential sector - knowing from mid-range
and long-term predictors that this model will eventually fail.



Sources:
1.https://www.capradio.org/articles/2023/03/02/tiny-home-village-sits-empty-as-delays-costs-mount-for-
sacramento-homelessness-project/

2.https://abc7news.com/post/anchored-tiny-homes-shuts-down-colton-paulhaus-fair-oaks-sacramento-i-
team/15183498/#:~:text=The%20Contractors%20State%20License%20Board,stranded%20when%20they%20sh
ut%20down.

3.https://www.hoover.org/research/sheltering-californias-homeless-insanely-expensive-it-doesnt-have-
be#:~:text=Economics-
,In%20March%202023%2C%20Gavin%20Newsom%20announced%20that%20the%20state%20would,the%20u
nits%20was%20not%20returned.)

4.https://lapublicpress.org/2025/03/los-angeles-tiny-homes-problems-investigation-
homelessness/#:~:text=Key%20Findings,rates%20at%20or%20near%2070%25.

5.https://calmatters.org/housing/homelessness/2024/05/tiny-homes-not-
filled/#:~:text=The%20move%20was%20part%20of,of%20the%20Utah%2Dbased%20company.

6.https://www.vox.com/a/new-economy-future/tiny-
houses#:~:text=The%20growth%20of%20tiny%20houses,necessarily%20render%20tiny%20houses%20viable.

7.https://ij.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Redevelopment-
Wrecks.pdf#:~:text=This%20report%20details%2020%20prominent%20examples%20of,development%20project
s%2C%20the%20promised%20projects%20never%20materialize.

Tony  Naddaf
Location:
Submitted At: 12:01pm 03-10-26

This project was approved without proper community consultation.”
•	“Residential neighborhoods should not be the first option for transitional housing facilities.”
•	“The city should prioritize industrial or commercial zones for projects like this.”
•	“Residents deserve transparency and meaningful participation in decisions that affect their neighborhood.”
the proposed micro-community at Arena Boulevard and El Centro Road is not the right location.

First, many residents feel this project moved forward without meaningful community engagement. A development
of this magnitude should include transparent communication, public input, and careful review. Our community
should not learn about major land-use changes after decisions are already being made.

Second, this site sits in the middle of a quiet residential neighborhood where families chose to live because of its
safety and stability. Major transitional housing projects require surrounding infrastructure, support services, and
planning that residential neighborhoods are not designed to provide.

Third, residents are concerned about long-term impacts. Projects described as temporary often become
permanent. Once built, it is very difficult for communities to reverse course. The city should provide clear
timelines, clear management plans, and guarantees that the surrounding neighborhood will be protected.

Fourth, the issue is not whether we help people experiencing homelessness — the issue is where and how we do
it responsibly. Locations closer to existing services, transportation, and commercial areas would allow residents of
these micro-communities to access support more effectively while minimizing disruption to established
neighborhoods.

North Natomas is a community of families, seniors, and small businesses who have invested their lives and
savings into their homes. Residents deserve to have their voices heard when decisions of this scale are made.

Josephine pelaez



Location:
Submitted At: 11:57am 03-10-26

I am opposed to the tiny home community planned on the corner of Arena and El Centro. These tiny homes do
not have toilets, which are inhumane.  The homeless need homes with basic amenities.  Toilets are not a luxury.
Each home should have a toilet.  Tiny homes without a toilet is nothing more than a campground.  Please do
better Sacramento!

Blaise Turcotte
Location:
Submitted At: 11:54am 03-10-26

The site location selected for the micro community (Arena) was a horrible choice. It is not adequate for the
population you are trying to serve for a myriad of reasons. It is also not fair to the local communities that have
already been established around that tiny sliver of land adjacent to a very busy intersection (where someone lost
their life not long ago).

This area is not fully developed yet, there are no services for them there and there aren’t even any bus stops.
How are they supposed to get anywhere? That space should be a green space and bus stop for the seniors and
apartment dwellers that already live in that spot. You aren’t only shoving an ill conceived project that will waste
money down this communities throat, you are also wasting that space for what it could have been for this
neighborhood.

How do they evacuate in the event of a catastrophic flood? If you don’t think that can happen here you are dead
wrong. Mortgages in this area require a flood insurance mandate for a reason. Do better city planner/manager.
Build a resilient community, not one that only goes halfway and doesn’t meet the needs of ANYONE involved.

Ashley Hamidi
Location:
Submitted At: 11:35am 03-10-26

I am writing to respectfully express my strenuous opposition to the planned tiny home housing community at the
corner of Arena Boulevard and El Centro Road in North Natomas.  As a registered voter and citizen of District 1, I
have deep concerns about building this project on that site. I urge the City of Sacramento to relocate the micro-
community to the alternative and more suitable location as proposed by Councilmember Lisa Kaplan and Vice
Mayor Karina Talamantes.

While I recognize the critical need to address homelessness in our city, the location at Arena & El Centro Road is
profoundly unsuitable for such a development due to significant risks and existing challenges that would
exacerbate problems for both residents and the broader community and I urge you to reject this site and explore
the alternatives that better align with public safety, sustainability, fiscal responsibility, and effective service
delivery.

First, North Natomas is one of the most flood-prone regions, situated in a low-lying basin surrounded by rivers
and canals.  A levee breach would be disastrous, endangering lives and property. Natomas has a long history of
severe flooding risks, ranking among the highest in the U.S. for catastrophic potential pursuant to FEMA maps
and the mandatory (and costly) flood insurance requirement for properties in this area. Placing vulnerable
individuals, including seniors experiencing homelessness, in this high-risk flood zone is irresponsible and would
lead to tragedy during extreme weather events, which have become more frequent.  Placing a tiny home
community in this site ignores basic principles of safety and emergency planning.  In the event of flooding
evacuation would be challenging, access for emergency services limited, and potential harm to residents severe.
The City cannot responsibly proceed without fully addressing these flood risks through engineering mitigations or,
preferably, site relocation.
Additionally, the area already is plagued by traffic congestion, particularly around major arterials like Arena
Boulevard and intersections with I-5 and I-80. Introducing a new community here would intensify gridlock,
increase commute times, and strain infrastructure that is ill equipped for additional volume.  This site contributes
to urban sprawl in a region that has rapidly expanded without adequate planning for sustainable growth, leading
to longer drives, higher emissions, and diminished quality of life. Natomas has developed at such a rapid rate but
lacks the necessary amenities.



Concerns about crime are paramount.  Reports now indicate that the City will not commit to excluding criminals,
including convicted registered sex offenders from these micro-communities, unlike some prior tiny home projects
in Sacramento that explicitly barred them and individuals with violent felony convictions. With schools, parks, and
family neighborhoods in the surrounding area, any policy that permits high-risk individuals in this setting
endangers children, families, and vulnerable seniors alike. The City must prioritize community safety by adopting
strict eligibility criteria. 

An established senior living community is already located at that site (Stadium Club Estates) and has been there
for well over 40 years.  Introducing a micro-community here could strain local resources, increase
traffic/pedestrian activity in area not designed for it, and negatively affect the safety and quality of life for the
current seniors who live there and live on a fixed income.  Brookdale Drive is accessed directly off Arena Blvd
and serves as a primary entry and exit route for the adjacent senior mobile home community.  Placing this micro-
community at this intersection would create significant hazards for safe ingress and egress, potentially
endangering the vulnerable elderly residents who rely on these roads for daily access, routine mobility and
emergency evacuation 

Recently it has been reported that each of these micro units will not have running water and the community of
40+ vulnerable seniors will have a shared bathroom. Placing vulnerable individuals in structures akin to backyard
storage sheds lacking sufficient bathrooms, running water, and adequate fire safety features is not only inhumane
but also creates a serious fire hazard, especially given Sacramento's intense summer heat waves, where
temperatures routinely exceed 100F and can reach 108-115F or higher, increasing the risk of an uncontrolled fire.
Again, already a long time senior citizen community (Stadium Club Estates) exists at that location, thereby
making emergency evacuations even more difficult. 
Furthermore, this location is isolated from essential support and medical facilities critical for the target population.
The nearest hospitals, such as Sutter Medical Center, Mercy General, and the UC Davis Medical Center are far in
proximity, thereby making timely access challenging, especially for vulnerable seniors or those without reliable
transportation. This leaves residents far from the downtown services and healthcare hubs that they may urgently
need. The services originally intended for this project have significantly reduced, and the only remaining service
will be security although the level of security has not been defined.  I have worked professionally to aid and
advocate for the homeless and disenfranchised individuals and have learned that successful outcomes occur
when all resources are identified and work in a comprehensive and cohesive manner.  People facing
homelessness need case managers or social workers and reliable access to the social services required for
meaningful progress and long-term stability instead of isolated housing without these critical components. 
Importantly, the land is less than 500 feet from Sundance.  If a city ordinance or prior policy requires a minimum
of 500-foot buffer from parks for certain interim housing or similar developments (as has been referenced in past
Sacramento homeless housing discussions0, this location is non-compliant. The City must demonstrate full
adherence to all applicable zoning, land use, and safety laws before advancing this project on that parcel.
The handling of this proposal has raised serious questions about transparency, resident input, and compliance
with laws and best practices.  Councilmember Lisa Kaplan and Vice Mayor Karina Talamantes have proposed a
far more suitable alternative location--one with existing infrastructure, better access to services, lower risks, and
cost efficiencies.  This alternative would better serve the intended population while respective the valid and
legitimate concerns of District 1 residents.

I urge the Sacramento City Council and all relevant departments to:

•	Immediately halt progress on the Arena Blvd/ El Centro site.

•	Prioritize the alternative location supported by our District representatives and our Vice Mayor.

•	Conduct a full, transparent review of flood risks, ordinance compliance, transit access, and safety policies.

•	Engage meaningfully with North Natomas residents before any further decisions.

The Arena / El Centro site disregards the inherent dangers and inadequacies, prioritizing political expediency
over prudence. I implore the City to prioritize safer, more accessible location that truly supports those in need
while preserving the safety of all North Natomas residents. It is not too late to choose a responsible path that truly
helps those in need without compromising the safety. Please do the right thing--relocate this project to a viable



site now, before more foreseeable and preventable tragedies arise.  Thank you for considering this urgent and
vital matter.

Respectfully,
Ashley S. Hamidi
North Natomas (District 1)
ashamidi@alumni.ucdavis.edu

Martin Ross
Location:
Submitted At: 11:20am 03-10-26

Dear Honorable Sacramento Mayor Kevin McCarty & City Council Members: 

On behalf of all of us at the Health Education Council (HEC), we want to thank you for your continued support
(financially and through your outstanding Sacramento City Staff) of Sacramento’s Financial Empowerment Center
(FEC) of which HEC is one of them. 

The FEC’s efforts will importantly and literally empower our HEC constituency, and our new contacts that we
outreach to in the community, to learn financial skills such as budgeting and banking and other aspects of
financial education. Through learned skills application, our FEC participants will share what they've learned with
friends and family and return those dollars wisely back to Sacramento businesses, some of which they may own
or own one day, through spending efforts to support, with multiplying effect, the financial and economic well-being
of our city and its citizens. 

Connection to Mission: For 35 years, the HEC has cultivated health and well-being in the Sacramento Region,
Northern California and beyond, for low-income neighborhoods by leveraging the power of collaboration. HEC
believes this approach is essential to a community’s overall health strategy by programmatically addressing
issues of Health Access, Social Connection, Economic Well-Being/Workforce Development, Community Safety
and Wellness Education. This takes community-wide investment—of time, talent, treasure, and trust from
community members and leaders like you!   

On mission,  
Martin Ross, MBA 
Deputy Director of External Affairs, Partnerships & Workforce Development at HEC

Ramandeep Kaur
Location:
Submitted At: 11:16am 03-10-26

Dear Mayor,

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed micro-community development near the Sundance
Lake neighborhood. While I understand the importance of addressing housing challenges and supporting
vulnerable populations in our community, I have serious concerns about placing this type of development in close
proximity to an established residential area.

Residents in the Sundance Lake neighborhood value the safety, stability, and quality of life that the area currently
provides. Introducing a micro-community in this location raises concerns about increased traffic, strain on local
infrastructure, potential impacts on public safety, and the overall character of the neighborhood. Many families live
here specifically because it is a quiet and safe environment for children and seniors.

Additionally, I believe the community deserves greater transparency and meaningful engagement before
decisions of this magnitude are made. Local residents should have the opportunity to be fully informed, ask
questions, and provide input about developments that may significantly affect their daily lives.

I respectfully urge the city to reconsider the location of this proposed micro-community and explore alternative
sites that would better balance the need for housing solutions with the interests and wellbeing of existing
neighborhoods. Thoughtful planning and collaboration with residents will lead to more sustainable and widely



supported outcomes.

Thank you for your time and consideration of the concerns raised by members of the Sundance Lake community.
I hope the city will take these perspectives seriously as it evaluates the future of this proposal.

Sincerely,
Mann family

Kiran Biring
Location:
Submitted At: 11:12am 03-10-26

We are OPPOSING the micro-homes our home values will go down and we do not have the right resources for
these families. I also, am worried about the security. This is a very family, affluent area for us and I do not want
our homes to be devalued.

Reyes Lozoya
Location:
Submitted At: 11:06am 03-10-26

Sacramento cannot provide the services these folks need in Natomas. Build this project closer to where they can
easily access care, because they won’t have anything available in North Natomas, of all places. This is just a
horribly planned idea and is going to hurt local businesses and property values. The city cannot even provide
police services to us, this will create even more crime and headaches for us hard working family. Oppose this bad
idea!

Reye Lozoya

Autumn W
Location:
Submitted At: 10:38am 03-10-26

Please please please, crime is falling with our "skeleton staff of police", it has been for decades. If we fund things
like the quick build program and homeless services that have real tangible effects on safety that will free up the
police to focus on the "dangerous situations" that members of the public are afraid of. I just get so frustrated with
the city, politicians and leaders in general when they care more about appeasing the demands of loud, ignorant,
or malicious residence instead of actually trying to solve their problems. When a person says we need to clean up
the streets from homeless people using the police they mean one of two things. I don't want to see homeless
people or I like when people suffer. Only one of those is ethically solvable and statistically the police are terrible at
it. So unless the problem you are trying to solve is not enough suffering in Sacramento just do the things that
statistically actually solve the real problems and stop trying to appease the ignorant or malicious demands of the
the worst among us.

Amy Gardner
Location:
Submitted At: 10:18am 03-10-26

As our city faces a ginormous budget deficit, now is not the time to cut funding for public safety.  We have a
skeleton staff of police, fire, animal control, park rangers and code enforcement.  Our communities are suffering
from slow response times when we are facing dangerous situations.  Please do not cut budgets of our law
enforcement departments.  

I'd also like to do a shout out for our officers and administrators who are keeping us safe.  Putting their own lives
on the line to protect us is not an easy decision.  I highly value well run public safety agencies and applaud our
staffers who keep me, my family and my community safe.  Thank You!

P E
Location:
Submitted At:  8:29am 03-10-26



I am a resident of District 1 and I am concerned about the proposed micro-community on El Centro Road and
Arena Boulevard, which is slated to break ground in April. The city says it will cost $5M to build 40 standalone
rooms. That’s over $1000 per square foot! Meanwhile, you can go up the road and purchase a new luxury home
for less than $300 per square foot. Something isn’t adding up…

Our community has many questions and concerns that have not been adequately answered by the City of
Sacramento.

Specifically, we are also concerned about:

- Zoning: the current zoning of this lot, provided by the county’s parcel viewer, is A. The city’s website states a
shelter facility must be in these zones “OB-2, OB-3, EC, SC, C-1, C-2, C-3, C-4, M-1, M-1(S), M-2, M-2(S), MIP,
MRD, M-T, H, SPX, TC, or HC”
- Proximity to parks: this parcel is located within 500 feet of Sundance Park and Fisherman Lake Parkway. The
city’s website states a shelter facility must be at least 500 feet from a park. These safeguards were put in place to
protect our children. 
- Authority: the ordinance that DCR claims gives them the authority to build this Microcommunity only gives them
authority to “implement a temporary shelter program.” The cost of this site is $5M and will create at least 40
permanent structures. Further, the mayor’s “Six Point Plan” markets the micro community as offering residents a
“long-term stay” by paying 30% of their income. We fail to see how a long-term stay at a place with permanent
infrastructure could be considered “temporary” by any definition, and if the city even has authority under this
ordinance to build permanent structures. 
- Illegally suspending competitive bid: the ordinance that gives DCR authority to “implement a temporary shelter
program” passed by a 5/9 vote. The ordinance attempts to suspend competitive bid on contracts over $5M,
however, city code 3.56.230 requires a 2/3 vote by council to suspend competitive bid. 
- Fiscal irresponsibility: the city says the ordinance allows the city to execute up to $5M per contract without
complying with the competitive bidding process. This means it could cost many more millions than the initial $5M
estimate. Sacramento is in a severe deficit. Residents deserve transparency and accountability, as the
competitive bidding process was put in place to protect our funds. Who is approving these contracts? Have they
filed Form 700s? Who have the contracts been awarded to?

Our leaders, Councilmember Kaplan and Vice Mayor Talamantes, have worked diligently to provide the city with
an alternate, more suitable location that is construction ready and would save the city money.

Roderick Conrad
Location:
Submitted At:  2:10pm 03-09-26

The International Rescue Committee in Sacramento would like to thank the Sacramento City Council for its
continued support of the Financial Empowerment Center (FEC) initiative. IRC Sacramento has proudly served as
an FEC partner since the program launched in April 2020, and we have seen firsthand the meaningful impact this
investment has had on the financial well-being of Sacramento residents.

Since the program began, our team has provided free, one-on-one financial coaching to more than 1,811
Sacramento residents. Through this work, clients have collectively reduced more than $4.1 million in debt and
built over $1.5 million in savings. These outcomes reflect the power of accessible, professional financial coaching
to help individuals and families take control of their finances, build credit, reduce financial stress, and work toward
long-term stability.

Many of the community members we serve are navigating complex financial challenges while striving to create
greater security for themselves and their families. The Financial Empowerment Center model provides a trusted,
culturally responsive space where residents can receive personalized financial guidance and support.

We are grateful for the City’s commitment to strengthening the financial health of Sacramento communities and
appreciate the Council’s continued leadership in supporting the Financial Empowerment Center initiative.

Roderick Conrad - Site Director



International Rescue Committee in Sacramento

Lena Hsieh
Location:
Submitted At: 11:57am 03-08-26

Dear Respected City Mayor McCarty and Council Members,

My name is Lena Hsieh, and I am a resident of Westshore Community, Natomas, Sacramento.  

I am here to express my deep concerns about the proposed micro-community on El Centro Road and Arena
Boulevard in District 1.

In last ten days, I started to talk to any neighbors I encountered, and they also feel anxious, frustrated, and
unheard regarding how this location was selected, how it was overseen, and how the $66.2 million shortfall of city
budget can fund its continuous operation.  

With the number of unanswered questions, I request that this micro-community at El Centro Road and Arena
Boulevard be halted immediately. 

I respectfully ask that the Mayor or City Manager immediately agendize the proposal by Councilmember Kaplan,
Vice Mayor Talamantes, and Councilmember Jennnings to rescind the City Manager’s authority to spend up to $5
million per site for homeless projects. 

Thank you for the hard work you do.

Respectfully,
Lena Hsieh

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:43pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for Public Comments-Matters Not on the Agenda

Overall Sentiment

Matt Natomas Dad
Location:
Submitted At:  4:03pm 03-10-26

I am writing opposed to the city locating a homeless shelter (dubbed micro-community) in North Natomas at
Arena and El Centro. The city has proven over and over that it cannot control the spillover impacts of it's
homeless shelters. The result of this one will be no different. 

The city's authority to place anything one that parcel without re-zoning and PUD amendments simply does not
exist.  The 2023 ordinance granted the city manager authority to skip some bidding rules, but did NOT grant the
manager to ignore established land-use controls nor environmental review. The city knows this, but is trying to
push it through as fast as possible, with hopes that it will not be challenged. 

After spending a decade volunteering on various boards and committees to help shape North Natomas into a
great community, I am disappointed that the city has decided to abandon the North Natomas districts. 
This community pays the most taxes into the city, and it's development has funded numerous new city-wide
projects and programs. However, North Natomas receives the lowest public safety services per capita, and it's
impact is ever increasing. 
Crime is increasing, and Police response has slowed. The homeless population may have reduced downtown, but
it has increased 10-fold for North Natomas as the population is pushed North to us. We have open-air drug deals
occurring in our local shopping centers, litter plaguing our sensitive streams, and we have given up many of our
local walking trails due to safety concerns.

My wife and I have a toddler, and we play daily in the parks in Westshore and Sundance Lake.  If the city chooses
to locate a no-barrier homeless shelter within 500 feet of these parks and schools, it is not wrong to assume
these parks and schools will see an increased visit rate from those experiencing addiction. In areas impacted by
homeless shelters, used syringes and drug paraphernalia/residue are a legitimate concern. The safety of our
children is not a bargaining chip the city should be gambling with.

M.S Kamau



Location:
Submitted At:  3:51pm 03-10-26

The City must conduct a thorough financial audit of all departments, with particular scrutiny on funds directed
toward homelessness programs and service providers. With billions of dollars in homelessness funding across
California remaining unaccounted for or poorly tracked, Sacramento residents deserve full transparency on how
local taxpayer dollars are being spent and whether those expenditures are producing measurable results.

The Mayor and City Council members must also exercise direct oversight, including audits and in-person
inspections of shelters, facilities, and related operations, to ensure public funds and resources are not being
wasted or mismanaged. Simply accepting reports at face value is not oversight. City leadership has a
responsibility to verify, firsthand, that shelters and service facilities are operating effectively and that taxpayer
dollars are producing real results.

It is equally troubling that the City continues to rely heavily on costly outside consultants while maintaining a
capable municipal workforce. Overuse of consultants has led to contract overruns, weak accountability, and
unnecessary spending. Taxpayer dollars should be directed toward essential services, infrastructure, and long-
term stability — not inflated consulting contracts or speculative financial ventures.

Sacramento deserves disciplined budgeting, transparent multi-year financial planning, strict contract oversight,
and leadership willing to hold itself to the same standards imposed on employees and residents.

The current trajectory is unsustainable. Shared sacrifice, a full financial audit, charter reform, and structural
budget balance must begin now..
Sincerely,
Mikaili Kamau, Meadowview D-8

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:44pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL added to Item 1 - See Agenda Item Below [Updated 03/06/2026 @
12:45 PM]

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:29pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.



Agenda Item: eComments for Print Meeting Amended Agenda

Overall Sentiment

Mark Rodriguez
Location:
Submitted At:  7:29pm 03-06-26

Please do not go to Sun Spa, located at 6804 Fruitridge Rd #A
Sacramento, CA, 95820, as well as q spa, located at 4215 Norwood avenue, suite #12, sacramento, ca, 95838,
They will all claim that they are too busy for you.
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Heather R Brantley

From: Agenda
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2026 8:52 AM
To: Heather R Brantley
Subject: FW: Please vote NO on #2 3/1/26 @2 pm File ID: 2026-00445

 
 
Thank you, 

SAPHIRE 
XIONG 

Deputy City Clerk 

 

(916) 808-7098 
sxiong@cityofsacramento.org  

https://www.cityofsacramento.gov/clerk 

915 I Street, 5th Floor NCH 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

E-mail correspondence with the City of Sacramento (and attachments,  if any) 
may be subject to the California Public Records Act, and as such may therefore 
be subject to public disclosure unless otherwise exempt under the Act. 
 

From: clerk <clerk@cityofsacramento.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2026 4:53 PM 
To: Agenda <agenda@cityofsacramento.org> 
Subject: Fw: Please vote NO on #2 3/1/26 @2 pm File ID: 2026-00445 
 
 
 

From: Jennifer Holden <jenholden100@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2026 2:08 PM 
To: Caity Maple <CMaple@cityofsacramento.org>; Rick Jennings <rjennings@cityofsacramento.org>; Eric Guerra 
<eguerra@cityofsacramento.org> 
Cc: clerk <clerk@cityofsacramento.org> 
Subject: Please vote NO on #2 3/1/26 @2 pm File ID: 2026-00445 
  
RE: Preliminary Plans, Environmental Documentation Approval, and Budgetary Adjustments for the 
Fruitridge Road Improvements Phases 1 and 2 Project (T15036300) File ID: 2026-00445  
 
Please vote NO - do not make this project CEQA exempt 
 
It is too large for exemption because it encompasses many communities, businesses, and purposes with 
very high traffic volume.  
 
Improvements are needed - but the right kind of improvements are vital to protecting access to 
resources, businesses, and communities. 
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Sincerely, 
Jennifer Holden 
22 year resident of Mangan Park on Fruitridge Rd. in the project area 
916-698-5384 


