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RE:  Oppose/amend city staff recommendation on Airport South industrial project;  city council should mandate 1500 foot minimum setback from neighboring residences and elementary school
Dear Mayor McCarty and Councilmembers:
We are residents of more than 22 years in the Westlake subdivision in Natomas. Our home is located directly across from the huge proposed Airport South industrial warehouse project.  This project seeks to have the City Council annex and re-zone approximately 1.7 miles of rural open space farmland to allow more than 6 million square feet of warehouses directly adjacent to our existing residential development and the Paso Verde elementary-8th grade school
This project does nothing to address the city’s most pressing problem, housing.  This project will also exacerbate the city’s air quality and climate change problems by increasing air pollution of the worst type, diesel carcinogen emissions.  Sacramento is already one of the dirtiest air basins in the country; this project makes it worse, with particularly adverse impacts on those who live near it. 
The Final EIR itself concludes in the categories of Aesthetics, Impact to Farmland, and Air Quality, that the project would result in significant, unmitigable, cumulative adverse impacts. You as the ultimate deciding authority are being asked to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) approving the project despite these permanent adverse impacts.  The City Council has the full authority and discretion to impose further requirements to mitigate and reduce these impacts beyond what is recommended by your staff in the Final EIR and SOC.  It’s a bad project, especially for its neighbors who will receive all the negative impacts and no benefits whatsoever—you as council members and mayor, need to deny it or fix it.
The California Air Resources Board in its CARB Handbook, as referenced in the Final EIR on Airport South, states that at a minimum warehouse facilities should be at least 1,000 feet away from “sensitive receptors”, ie residents and school children.  This same setback is recommended in the California Attorney General’s advisory opinion on such projects issued in 2022.  And yet the final staff recommendation before you  includes only a 125 foot project developer property setback, with no rationale offered on why the staff is ignoring the policy established by the state’s Air Board for such projects.
The Final EIR describes and documents the expected increased cancer risk to neighboring residents and children as a result of the operation of the project’s heavy-duty diesel trucks. The map of the plume of diesel carcinogens extends well into multiple homes within Westlake. (See Final EIR discussion of modeling results which show that there will be a potential increase in premature deaths per year due to ozone and PM, as well as an increase in asthma and emergency room visits.)  
The EIR in its alternatives analysis concedes that there is a need for a significant buffer between residential and industrial uses to avoid significant adverse impacts (such as residential exposure to toxic and cancer causing air contaminants and noise conflicts).  The city has the responsibility to protect the health and welfare of its current citizens and must not approve this project as currently configured which will put people’s  health at risk.  
The proposed project is enormous,  roughly 1.7 miles long.  We ask for a 1500 foot setback, which is small by comparison.  It is also logical based on the local topography, as the 1500 foot mark is about at the end of the agricultural pump and canal along Bayou Road, and Parcel 5 has been in agricultural production within this buffer area along this stretch of Bayou the past two summers (including a recently completed crop of harvested tomatoes) which may assist in preserving some current farmland for future use. 
The EIR also proposes to go forward with annexation and “pre-zoning” of the non-participating Cayocca parcel 8, without doing a CEQA and SacAQMD required toxic air contaminant study. This parcel directly abuts the Paso Verde school and Westlake residents on Lanfranco Circle.  An air quality study must be done before any action is taken relating to this property. The study must be a mandatory requirement on the future developer and done before any action is taken relating to approval of industrial development on this property.  The owner(s) should not be rewarded for its non-participant status in this proceeding by allowing it to grandfather its project under this applicant’s studies, especially when development of this owner’s property will potentially have the greatest adverse air quality impacts on the neighborhood and the school. Finally, any setback buffer requirement must apply to both the Airport South project and the non-participating parcels.
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
Jan Schori & Case Butterman
191 Lanfranco Circle, Sacramento, CA   95835

