
From: Brandi Marotta <brandi.marotta@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 2:09 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: Agenda Item 3B 

 

Public Comment Agenda Item #3B 

Good Evening Council Members, 

I am a longtime Tracy resident and current resident of Ellis. Over the last few years Tracy has 

seen a significant growth in population and due to the impact of COVID-19 that growth 

continues to rise at an accelerated rate.  There has been an exodus from the Bay Area for families 

seeking not only affordability but quality of life. Along with growth amenities such as public 

parks, schools and fire stations are needed to cover the increase in population. By approving the 

Ellis Avenues neighborhood, it allows these amenities and K-8 school to progress quicker and at 

little to no cost to the City. As an Ellis resident and voting member of the Tracy community, I 

ask that you say yes to this final step in allowing the Ellis Avenues neighborhood to advance, 

and help our new school open.  

Thank you for your time and consideration,  

Brandi Marotta 

  

 

Agenda Item 3.B 



 
From: Chrystena Rockett <mailrockett@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 6:29 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: Agenda Item 3B - CC meeting 4/20/2021 

 

 
 

 I would like to address the City Council regarding tonight’s Agenda Item 3B. At first 
sight, this seems innocuous however, it is in violation of the City’s guidelines that new 
development shall not be approved unless there is infrastructure in place or planned to 
support the growth.  

 

The developer should not be given preferential treatment because the City thinks 
there’s an aquatic center at stake, they should be held responsible for the infrastructure 
upgrades that their development will require. 

 

Allowing the Avenues to be considered part of the Ellis Specific Plan would mean that 
Surland could circumvent building the required infrastructure and just tie into Ellis’ 
thereby burdening the City of Tracy with that upgrade in the future. This is just a 
business-as-usual, money saving play that will end up costing the City. 

 

By allowing this to happen the precedent will be set that developers don’t have to 
upgrade or provide the infrastructure for their projects. The City cannot afford to set this 
type of precedence. 

 

Please consider the implications of making such a decision. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

Chrystena Gonzaga-Rockett 
1345 Poppy Hills Lane, Tracy, CA 95377 
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MARK V. CONNOLLY 
Attorney at Law Telephone (209) 836 0725 

Fax (209) 832 3796 
  E -mail:mconnolly@connollylaw.net 

PO BOX 1109    www.connollylaw.net 
TRACY, CALIFORNIA  95378

April 19, 2021 

VIA EMAIL ONLY 
Honorable Mayor, Members of the City Council 
City Hall 
333 Civic Center Plaza 
Tracy, CA 95376 

Re: My Client:  Mary Mitracos 
Agenda Item 3B 

Honorable Mayor, Members of the City Council: 

I represent Mary Mitracos. I do not represent anyone else in making these 
comments.  Surland and its proxies often make false and unsupported claims to the 
contrary. 

This letter is to ask the Council to follow the recommendation of the Planning 
Commission and reject this addition of a low-density residential sprawl development 
which will required RGAs and building permits needed desperately for affordable 
housing. 

I have appeared as recently as last week to warn the Council concerning serious 
issues including contempt that might be triggered by action on the Ellis project.  There 
are serious policy issues and serious legal issues.  Some basic background is necessary 
first. 

First, I want to caution the Council about following the advice of counsel for 
Surland.  Twice counsel for Surland has told the Council that Development Agreements 
or Amendments to Development Agreements were consistent with State law.  Both times 
the Development Agreements were determined to be void.   

Secondly, Counsel and Surland tend to engage in wild conspiracy theories and 
personal attacks based on those conspiracy theories.  They imagine plots behind every 
corner.  Often Surland, its counsel or proxies’ resort to vague innuendo with no 
supporting facts about hidden evil developers trying to defeat the good developer, 
Surland.  These tactics are designed to divert attention from the important policy and 
legal decisions. 

Agenda Item 3.B
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 Last, Counsel for Surland usually misrepresents that whatever decision is at hand, 
no matter how important, is just a minor ministerial decision.  It is a legislative act of the 
highest importance: amending a general plan.  The council can just say “no”.  The 
council is being asked to allow the Avenues (“ASP”), just annexed to the City in January 
2021, to jump to the front of the line so it can build low density residential development.  
In his letter to the Planning Department, Counsel for Surland has misrepresented that this 
has nothing to do with the allocation of RGAs, and that is simply false.  As the Staff 
report correctly states, this is all about RGAs and building permits. 
 
FACTS 
 
 The Judgment imposing a Permanent Prohibitory Injunction prohibits 
implementation of the 2018 Development Agreement (“2018 DA”).  The 2018 DA was a 
restated and amended version of a 2013 DA.  A copy of all the documents establishing 
that is included in the Letter to the Planning Commission attached to the Staff Report.    
 

Legal authority was provided before the Planning Commission that the 
prohibitory injunction is NOT stayed while the City and Surland’s appeal is pending.  
Although the City attorney indicates she does not believe this is true, NO authority to the 
contrary has been provided.  Pending appeal, the City cannot be forced to set aside the 
2018 DA.  It can be and is prohibited from doing ANYTHING to implement the 2018 
DA. 
 
 The ASP is residential low density and would remain residential low density after 
being added to the ESP.  (Staff Report 4.)  The Council is being asked to amend the 
General Plan to add the ASP to the Secondary Residential Growth Area.  (Staff Report 
pgs. 4-5.)  Without being added to the Secondary Growth Area, or to a Development 
Agreement, the ASP cannot receive RGAs and therefore building permits.  (Staff Report 
pg. 5.)  Counsel for Surland statements to the Planning Commission that this was not 
about RGAs were just false. 
 
 Tracy Hills and Ellis are entitled to a majority of the building permits under GMO 
Guideline Section F.4.  (Staff Report pg. 5.)  If the Council approves the General Plan 
Amendment adding the ASP the ESP, then the ASP would become eligible for building 
permits under GMO Section F.4.  Approval would Amend the General Plan adding the 
ASP to the Secondary Residential Growth Areas, making it eligible to apply for 
residential building permits.  Approval would add the ASP to the ESP making it eligible 
for F-4 RGAs and permits instead of the lower priority F.5 RGAs.  (Staff Report 7.) 
 

Surland or Ellis gets additional permits through GMO Section F.3, which is the 
Section referencing the Development Agreements.  (Staff Report pg. 5.)  F.3 would not 
apply to Surland because the ASP is not part of the DA.  (Staff Report 6.)  Two courts 
have determined that the ASP, or no other property, can be added to the 2018 DA or any 
DA. 
 

The 2018 DA creates the special entitlement to ESP buyers that for payment of an 
annual assessment of $110.00 for each lot to be in the ECFD and have a free annual all 
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access family pass to the aquatic center.  (Staff Report pg. 2.)  This benefit is created by 
the void 2018 DA. 
  
 The 2018 DA provides that Surland is entitled to receive any RGAS and permits 
under GMO Section F.4, including unused RGAs (2018 DA pg. 10, 11-12, 13, 14).  
Again, the entire 2018 DA have been determined to be void ab initio. 
 
 The GMO Guideline F-3 (Development Agreement Section) and F-4 (Tracy Hills 
& Ellis Specific Projects section) were adopted to implement the Tracy Hills and Surland 
DAs.  These are guidelines were enacted to implement the Surland 2013 DA and 
therefore Surland 2018 DA, the most recent amended and restated version.  
 

The numerical division in GMO Section F.4 is a division of the limited number of 
RGAs divided between Tracy Hills and Ellis allocating the spoils of their respective 
Tracy Hills and Ellis DAs.  (GMO Guidelines 5-6.)  For example, in a year with 750 
RGAs available, Tracy Hills gets 406 and Ellis 194, which comes out to exactly 600 
RGAs, leaving 150 for all other residential development other than affordable housing, 
which is exempt (C.5).  Of these 150 remaining RGAs, 100 are allocated to, the primary 
growth areas (F-2).  Leaving a mere 50 RGAs.  It should be remembered that affordable 
housing RGAs are exempt from the RGA limits, however RGAs are still needed to 
leverage affordable housing i.e., to offer a developer some market rate to build 
affordable.  For example, a developer could be 50 market rate RGAS if 50 affordable 
units are built as well. 

 
In years with a 600 RGA limit, Tracy Hills and Ellis divide up 480 RGAs, leaving 

120 for the rest of the City of which 80 are designated for Primary Growth Areas.  That 
leaves 40 RGAs for the rest of Tracy.  Tracy Hills and Ellis effectively take all the RGAs 
necessary for any significant project.  What makes this even more obscene is that Ellis 
has 1,100 more RGAs allocated to it than it can use on Ellis, starving Tracy of needed 
RGAs.  Of course, if the City does not add property to the Surland DA (an act prohibited 
by the court) these 1,100+ RGAs will flow back to the City. 
 
 Adding the ASP to the ESP, and thereby allowing Surland and the ASP to benefit 
from GMO Guidelines F-4 is merely a backdoor way to implement the 2018 DA.  The 
2018 DA is codified in Guideline Section F-4.  If adding the ASP to the ESP gets it the 
benefits of F-4, then the 2013 DA and its void 2018 DA amended and restated version, is 
being implemented in violation of the permanent injunction.  Guideline F-4 is the 
guideline codifying and implementing the Surland 2018 DA.  Adding the ASP to the ESP 
triggering F-4 benefits to flow to the ASP is therefore implementing the 2018 DA.   
 
BASIC POLICY ISSUES 
 
 This is a very basic legislative discretionary policy decision.  It should not be 
trivialized by the developer and his counsel as it was some ministerial clerical 
administrative fore-gone act.  
 

The basic policy decision is whether the City Council wants to add a low-density 
development of land annexed to the City just two months ago to the ESP moving it to a 
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high priority for development which would 480 RGAs and permits?  No policy reason 
has been provided why the City would do this. 
 
 There are a limited number of RGAS and permits, as the Staff Report makes 
clear.  Does Tracy need to add an additional 100 acres+ of low-density residential 
development land to it inventory which would require 480 RGAs the City needs for infill 
and affordable house?  The obvious answer is “no”.  (Again, Affordable housing is 
exempt from the limits but market rate RGAs provide the incentive for inclusionary 
housing.)  The City needs any surplus RGAs and permits to leverage affordable housing 
and infill.  Approving sprawl developments that take RGAs is the opposite of what 
should happen. 
 
 Does the ASP bring some great benefit to the City that should allow it to jump 
ahead of other properties that have been in the city for 20 years in some cases, and are 
better suited in some cases for high density transit-oriented development?  No.  Surland 
has not even built the swim center promised in the first DA in 2008!  Surland is a scheme 
that requires every new Council be enticed by some greater promise of a benefit or 
solution created by the last DA and phase of development.  A scam can never stop.  If it 
does, it collapses.  All scams collapse sooner later.  Sooner is better. 
 
 Would adding the ASP to Ellis (ESP) bring another project to Tracy pressuring 
the City to set aside growth limits?  Yes. 
 
 Does the ASP provide ANY affordable housing?  No. 
 
 Is the ASP part of Tracy’s long-term vision, or General Plan?  No.  It was just 
annexed to the City two months ago.  Other primary growth area projects have been 
waiting for many years. 
 
 Is there any policy reason why the City would want to give the gift to future 
buyers at ASP of lifetime family passes to the Swim Center at just a little over $100.00 
per year?  No.  
 
 The ONLY person who benefits from this project is Surland.  It is another gift of 
a public benefit to some favored developer to the detriment of the citizens of Tracy for no 
public purpose. 
 
LEGAL ISSUES 
  
 The Letter to the Planning Commission is attached to the Staff Report and it will 
not be repeated.  The court enjoined implementation of the 2018 DA.  Authority has been 
provided that that injunction is NOT stayed on appeal.  No contrary authority has been 
provided.  Counsel for Surland has previously tried to confuse the Council with 
inapplicable legal arguments twice resulting in Council action being reversed.  This time 
the danger is greater.  It is contempt of court. 
 
 The proposed action demonstrates two obvious ways the action would be 
contempt.  The 2018 DA is an amended and restated version of the 2013 DA.  The City 
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and all Council members have been enjoined from implementing ANY part of it.  The 
Growth Management Ordinance (GMO) is the codification of the Tracy Hills and Surland 
2018 DAs.  This includes Section F.4 which allocates the RGAs provided Surland and 
Tracy Hills in their respective DAs.  It divides the spoils of victory over prudent planning 
in Tracy.  Adding the ASP to the ESP allows the ASP to benefit from F-4.  Therefore, 
approving the addition of the ASP to the ESP is merely a backdoor way of getting 
benefits from the 2018 DA to the ASP.  It is implementing the 2018 DA. 
 
 Allowing the benefit of a $100 lifetime family pass to flow from the 2018 DA to 
future residents of the ASP is a clear implementation of the 2018 DA. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
 My client Mary Mitracos has summarized this better than I as an attorney could.  
“Just say no.”  This is a discretionary legislative decision.  The requested action offers no 
benefit to the citizens of Tracy.  It adds an additional low density residential development 
pulling needed RGAs from higher priority development.  It puts the City and Council in 
contempt of court for no good reason.  
 
 The Planning Commission recommended the City not adopt the 2018 DA.  That 
advisement as ignored.  That DA was determined to be void ab initio.  The Planning 
Commission has recommended denial of this application.  The Planning Commission is 
again correct, and it is recommended the City Council heed its wise advice. 
 
 
     Very truly yours, 

       
     MARK V. CONNOLLY 



From: Ellie Lopez <lopez.ellie1982@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 3:58 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: City Council Item 3.B. Public Comment 4/20/21 

 

Hello:  

 

I am writing today to encourage you to approve the Ellis specific 

plan amendment tonight. The K - 8 school @ Ellis depends on 

it. We appreciate our elected officials working on this and 

keeping things headed in the right direction. We as proud Tracy 

residents, should work together to allow all things to move 

forward at Ellis which helps to benefit our children. Thank you 

for your time serving our residents.   

 

 

Agenda Item 3.B 



From: Michele Zaragoza <michelez@kw.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 2:34 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: Agenda Item 3.B. Public Comment April 20th City Council Meeting 

 

Good evening, 

 

My name is Michele Zaragoza and I am writing regarding item 3B on the agenda tonight.  I 

would like to recommend the approval of this update to the Ellis Specific Plan. I feel it is 

important for all members, and especially new members of the council to hear from residents 

who have been in Tracy for a long period of time and can attest to the quality of the companies 

we work with in our city. 

 

We have lived at Surland’s Redbridge community since it was built in 2001.  We are the original 

owners of our home and love our community.   Our children are grown now; however, it is 

important for other families to have the opportunity to raise their children in neighborhoods 

created by the same visionaries as our Redbridge community.  

 

We were blessed to raise our children here and cannot stress to you enough the integrity of 

dealing with everyone at Surland we have experienced over the years.  This is a hometown 

company which employs hometown people. People who hold their heads up high in this 

community, contribute to this community, and are proud of the work they do. 

 

With all of that said, again, I recommend approval of the Surlands updates to the Ellis Specific 

Plan. 

 

Thank you all! 

 

 

Michele Z. 

 

Agenda Item 3.B 



From: Miguel Esquival <mesquival1978@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 12:37 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: Item’s from the Audience Agenda Item #3.B. April 20th City Council Meeting 

 

Members of council, 

 

Who really leads our city? As the duly elected representatives of the residents of Tracy I 

would think it was you, Tracy's mayor and city council. However, for too long Tracy has 

been held ransom by a very select group and the lawyers who represent them. Tonight 

I'm sure we will all hear threatening statements from Mr. Mark and Ms. Mary. "Approve 

everything we tell you to and say no to everything we tell you to, and if you don’t do 

what we tell you to we will sue you." Is this how a city should be run?  Let’s do what is 

best for Tracy, and approve the avenues section of Ellis that with your help gets a new 

fire station built. We elected you as a Council to make us safe, and to look out for us. We 

also elected you because we thought at the time you were guided by a sense of duty and 

service to the residents here, not by threats from lawyers. We did not elect Mary or 

Mark’s wife even though they asked us to. We knew better then, and we know better 

now. 

  

Respectfully and with great concern, 

Miguel Esquival 
 

Agenda Item 3.B 



 
 
From: Sharon G <sharon.d.gardner@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 5:07 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: Item 3B 

 
Item 3B:  
 
Good evening Mayor & Council, 
 
I am writing to address the merger of the Avenues and Ellis Specific Plans. I believe this merger 
could provide an opportunity to address development concerns within the city if the plan is 
updated to include affordability and sustainability measures. I am unsure if these were 
considerations in the Ellis Plan and without addressing them we will simply contribute to sprawl 
that adds more cars on the road, increases service costs on the city, and does little to address 
affordability. 
 
If you approve this action, this new specific plan should reflect what is best for the residents of 
Tracy. The ideal neighborhood would have plenty of homes while mixing commercial and park 
amenities on a grid-like layout. A grid enhances walkability, makes it efficient to layout bike 
paths, and serves to connect residents, neighbors, and commerce. Furthermore, this new 
project should focus on providing our residents an opportunity in the housing market with an 
appropriate mix of housing levels.  
 
I hope that you take the time to really consider what’s at stake for the future of Tracy. We need 
to build a connected and sustainable Tracy. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Sharon Gardner-Losch 
 

 

Agenda Item 3.B 



 
 
From: Susan Hudson <sh2242@aol.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 5:12 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: Agenda Item 3.B 

 
To Whom It May Concern,  
 
We (Rich & Susan Hudson) oppose the Avenues being incorporated into the Ellis specific plan. No! No, 
amending to general plan.  We have lived in Tracy since 1992 and the traffic is getting worse. The traffic 
on Valpico Rd. between Corral Hollow and Lammers is already backed up so with the Avenues built the 
existing residence located on Valpico will have difficulty getting out of their own driveway. The traffic 
analysis was completed in 2016 and should be re-evaluated since traffic has increased. 
 
       
      Sincerely, 
            Susan & Rich Hudson 
 

 

AGENDA ITEM 3.B 



From: William Muetzenberg <williammuetzenberg@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 3:51 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: Public Comment for Regular Meeting 

 

Good afternoon, 

 

I have below my public comments labeled per item - 

 

Item 3B:  
 

Good evening Mayor & Council, 
 

I am writing to express my views in regards to the Avenues and Ellis Specific Plans. I 
am concerned that, without certain conditions of approval, we will simply contribute to 
sprawl that adds more cars on the road, increases service costs on the city, and does 
little to address affordability for both existing residents and newcomers.  
 

If you consider approving this action, then I ask that you hold the developers of this 
megaproject to account. This new specific plan should reflect what is best for the 
residents of Tracy. This plan should draw inspiration from an already existing 
neighborhood, Downtown Tracy. Downtown Tracy has plenty of homes while mixing 
commercial and park amenities on a grid-like layout. A grid enhances walkability, makes 
it efficient to layout bike paths, and serves to connect residents, neighbors, and 
commerce. Furthermore, this new project should focus on providing our residents, 
whether they be young adults looking for their first home or older residents looking to 
downsize, an opportunity in the housing market. So many homes are unattainable for 
modern families and we need housing to reflect these needs.  
 

I hope you consider what’s at stake for the future of Tracy. Shall we continue on this 
path we're on now with more and more suburban development or shall we tap into our 
roots to build a connected and sustainable Tracy?   
 

Item 3D:  
 

Good evening Mayor & Council, 
 

I am excited that you will finally be reviewing applications for the Transportation 
Commission. I hope that, whoever makes it on, strongly considers candidates who are 
focused on improving access to all modes of transport in Tracy. While our city has been 
built around car use, it is growing ever more clear that this is not the most efficient or 
healthy way to grow a city. We need a voice on the Commission who will advocate and 
find new ways to improve the Tracer bus system so it encourages more riders. We need 
a voice on the Commission who will prioritize bikes, from bike lanes to recreational 
pathways to bike storage--especially when the ValleyLink station arrives. And we cannot 
forget about the pedestrian and improving conditions for walking, whether for recreation 
or transit.  

Agenda Items 3.B & 3.D 



 

I hope that you will consider candidates who meet these criteria and committed to 
finding innovative ways of getting us out of our cars 
______ 

 

William Muetzenberg 

B.A. Political Science | UCLA 

(209) 640-4880 

 

 



From: Brandon Kanner <brandon@actconstruction.net>  
Sent: Monday, April 19, 2021 4:50 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: City Counsel Meeting - Regular Meeting (7:00 P.M) Item 2 Comment  

 

Hello, 

 

I am a second-generation Tracy swimmer and implore the counsel to keep the swim center 

moving forward.  Please do not change the previously approved plan or adjusted the previously 

approved budget.  We have made tremendous strides in furtherance of the ultimate goal to build 

the entire project at one time.  Doing so will ensure that this project benefits the largest swath of 

citizens immediately.   

 

The current public pool situation is untenable, Tracy still only has 1 public pool which was built 

when Tracy had a population of 14,724.  Today our population is 94,740.00, but we still, as a 

community, share the same 7 lanes of pool space.   

 

This project is long overdue, and the need for this project, and others was the driver behind 

support for Measure V.    

 

We as a community cannot wait any longer.  We should not have to rely on other communities 

for our swimming needs.  I appreciate those that support the swim center project and encourage 

those that do not to reconsider.   

 
Brandon Kanner 

 

ITEMS FROM THE AUDIENCE 



Tracy Earth Project, Inc. 

 

Dotty Nygard, Chair 
 

April 20, 2021 

Mayor Young and Council Members, 

Tracy Earth Project is a non-profit, 501(c)3, of community volunteers 

dedicated to advocating for responsible environmental practices that we begin 

within our own homes.   We co-sponsored the 2019 Tracy Earth Day Event with 

the City of Tracy to help educate and expand practices reflected in Tracy’s 

Sustainability Action Plan (TSAP) of 2011. For Earth Day ideas this year 

please go to our web page at www.TracyEarthproject.com  

We believe the TOD, (currently in progress), aligns itself with California’s 

Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008 as it pertains to 

SB 375. These changes required the Metropolitan Planning Organization for 

each region to develop a "Sustainable Communities Strategy" (SCS) that 

integrates transportation, land-use and housing policies to plan for 

achievement of the emissions target for their region.  Tracy answered that 

call with their city’s Sustainability Action Plan, and we believe the TOD 

aligns itself with those commitments. 

As we celebrate the 51st anniversary of Earth Day, we ask our current Council 

to continue to support the visionary goals of our past leaders. We ask that 

our leaders continue to develop policies that promote environmental 

sustainability action initiatives for the future of our families and 

generations to come. 

    Thank you for your time. 

*Tracy’s Sustainability Action Plan 

www.ci.tracy.ca.us/documents/Sustainability_Action_Plan.pdfht 

www.ttownmedia.com/tracy_press/archives/planners-approve-sustainability-

plan/article_21f0498d-ef19-5a57-b1d4-95bac2426470.html 
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From: Theresa English <unaraider@sbcglobal.net>  
Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 5:57 PM 
To: Public Comment <publiccomment@cityoftracy.org> 
Subject: Planning Commission Meetings 

 
We have not been allowed to attend commission nor council meetings in chambers due to COVID. This 
council and City  Manager refuse to televise Planning Commission meetings, which are important for the 
public. Veronica Vargas stated in a couple of meetings that it was due to budget constraints, which is 
incorrect. She even said "they only want it to see and rewind". That is very concerning due to not 
everyone being on social media or access to a wireless connection. Yet, we can spend millions of dollars 
on consultants and have total disregard for public input, even though you're spending residents money. 
The minutes for Planning Commission have not been available to the public since June 2020. That is not 
transparency. Tonight, you have an item on the agenda that refers to a Feb 24th planning commission 
meeting, but the public does not have access to this meeting and the minutes from this meeting have yet 
to be approved. Why has our city manager been allowed to continue to fail and only provide pieces of 
information to the public? I am asking to please open the Planning Commission meetings to the public 
and/or televise so the public can see it. Televising is the easiest and safest way for the public. The City 
has the money to do this, why are they denying the public their rights to this information?  
 
Thank you, 
Richard 
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