
September 15, 2026

Tyler Summersett, Community Development Director
Sonora City Hall
94 N. Washington Street
Sonora, California 95370 
via email tsummersett@sonoraca.org

Subject:   Comments in regard to the Rezoning and Vacation of Public Right of Way Public
Hearing before the Sonora City Council advertised for September 21, 2026

Tyler, 

Attached please find as an attachment to this letter a copy of an email sent to you on August 17,
2026 in regard to the proposed the Rezoning and Vacation of Right of Way which was before the
Planning Commission on August 24, 2026. The attachment includes a  copy of City Ordinance 793
as well as the City Council Minutes of 05-03-2010 and 05-17-2010 which was not included in the
agenda package for the Planning Commission meeting and was handed out at the meeting.

Please include the enclosed attachment in the Agenda Package for the City Council Hearing on
September 21, 2026 hearing along with a copy of this comment letter. My comments as a resident of
Sonora (since 1970) and former contract Sonora City Engineer (45 years) on the proposed Rezoning
and Vacation of Public Right of Way, are as follows:

1. Lawsuit Settlement:   The Lowes project which included the Old Wards Ferry
Realignment was held up for over three years by a lawsuit which required a full EIR.  As
part of an Lawsuit Settlement with Citizens for Responsible Growth, the City adopted
Resolution 05-03-2010-A and City Ordinance 793 which changed the General Plan for the
triangular area bounded by the realigned Old Wards Ferry Road, Sanguinetti Road and
Crossroads Shopping Center property to PRO (Parks Recreation and Open Space), and the
Zoning to OS (Open Space).  The purpose was to preserve and replace  the open space and
rural character of the Sanguinetti Ranch area that was removed by the realigned and
widened Old Wards Ferry Road as an EIR mitigation measure.

2.  Changing a portion of the triangular piece of property shown in the Ordinance 793 exhibit now
from Open Space to General Commercial for some unspecified commercial use would violate he
original lawsuit settlement and mitigation measure.  The change in zoning would also be inconsistent
the General Plan as amended in 2010 by Resolution 05-03-2010-A.  There is nothing in the subject
public hearing notice that indicates a revision to the General Plan.

3. The description of the property and exhibit in the subject public hearing notice is in error and
misleading. A division of the City property by the Sierra Railroad does not exist.  Sierra Railroad only
owns an easement to operate and maintain a railroad over the City property and public right of way to
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California Public Utility standards and setbacks. The 100 foot railroad right of way does not exist over
public road property and setbacks to the rail lines are much less, and consistent with the exhibit in
Ordinance 793.  

Additionally, there is a mistake in the description of the property with reference to the proposed
parcels as being a portion of APN 056-570-059.  The subject Assessor Parcel is the 1.17 acre parcel
deeded to the City for the Old Wards Ferry Road realignment and does not include the older right of
way of Old Wards Ferry Road.  Yet the proposed parcels exhibit and descriptions include the older
Old Wards Ferry right of way.  This is a mistake .

In summary on this item, any descriptions of property should be professionally done, and based up a
field survey, record maps and deeds, backed by a Title Report.  It is in apparent in the documents
presented to the Planning Commission that this was not done.

4. If there is to be a Vacation of Right of Way, it should be based upon a precise surveyed boundary
and legal description. A Parcel Map should be filed, if it is to be divided. There are numerous utilities
within the subject right of way, and there will need to be specific notifications to each utility in regard
to existing utilities and future plans.  Other agencies including the Tuolumne County Transportation
Council should be contacted.  I would suggest that the roadbed and sidewalk along the older Old
Wards Ferry Road be retained as an easement for a future bicycle and pedestrian path as part of a
project connecting the Justice Center with Sanguinetti Road and beyond.  Similar to what is being
planned through Woods Creek Rotary Park.

5. In regard to surplusing and deeding the property out to a private developer and without any public
review of the proposed use, I think that City staff should have legal advice of the procedures.   Perhaps
the property and portions surplused should be competively offered to other property owners in the
vicinity or perhaps to another public agency. It seems very odd that we are giving away the property to
one property owner and rezoning it to General Commercial, and without any indication of the
proposed use.

In summary, I would recommend that the proposed rezoning and vacation of right of way be not
considered or denied.   Let’s continue the preservation of the property as a park based upon the
Settlement Agreement and EIR Mitigation of the Lowes Project and Old Wards Ferry Road
Realignment of only 16 years ago.

Gerard J, Fuccillo (Jerry)
Sonora Resident     

Civil Engineer RCE 22007
209-206-0512 (cell)

Attachment: Comments to the Planning Commission 8-17-2026 -6 pages

cc: Chris Gorsky, City Administrator
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Subject: Comments on the Proposed Rezoning and Vacation of Public Right of Way, APN 056-570-059
From: "Gerard J. Fuccillo" <gjfeng@sbcglobal.net>
Date: 8/17/2026, 12:35 PM
To: Tyler Summersett <tsummersett@sonoraca.org>

Tyler,

I have reviewed the adver�sement for the August 24, 2026 Sonora Planning Commission public hearing concerning the
subject rezoning and vaca�on of public right of way of City property located near the intersec�on of Old Wards Ferry
Road and Sanguine� Road, and would like to comment as follows:

1. A�ached please find a copy of City Ordinance 793 along with minute excerpts of the City Council mee�ngs of May
03, 2010 and May 17, 2010 whereby the City adopted Ordinance 793. Ordinance 793 rezoned and changed the
General Plan of the triangular piece of city property bordered by the realigned Olds Wards Ferry Road and Sanguine�
Road and adjacent shopping center (as shown in the ordinance exhibit) to OS (Open Space) zoning and to an PRO
(Parks, Recrea�on and Open Space) General Plan designa�on. The triangular property shown in the ordinance exhibit
consists of excess property deeded to the City for the realignment of Old Wards Ferry Road, the older Old Wards Ferry
Road City right of way, as well as a por�on of the right of way of Sanguine� Road. The exhibit of the ordinance is the
Offsite Landscape Plan of the Lowes project which was required by the City along with the realignment of Old Wards
Ferry to be done by Lowes.

2. As is indicated in the ordinance adop�on minutes, the original change of Zoning and General Plan were part of a
lawsuit se�lement with Tuolumne County Ci�zens for Responsible Growth. Changing it now a�er only 16 years could
bring back li�ga�on to the City.

3. The statement in the no�ce that the Sierra Railroad divides the City property into 2 parcels is incorrect. The
railroad does not own a parcel that divides the City property. The Sierra Railroad only owns an easement over City
property for railroad purposes pursuant to Public U�li�es Commission requirements and setbacks. The actually width
of the railroad easement is much less than the original right of entry width for construc�on in the 1890's shown on the
Assessors maps. The width of the easement is as shown in the Ordinance 793 exhibit is correct and matches the fence
lines created with reloca�on of the Old Wards Ferry RR crossing.

4. If there is to be a Vaca�on of Right of Way, it should be based upon a surveyed boundary and legal descrip�on. It
should be noted the there are exis�ng public u�li�es in the older right of way of Old Wards Ferry Road and across the
City property which would need to be preserved or relocated.  The normal procedure is to do an official no�ce to
u�li�es with an exact map or legal descrip�on of the right of way to be vacated.

5. If the property is to remain as a public park there is no need to Vacate the Right of Way, as the u�li�es remain as
easements over or under public property. I feel the right of way along the sec�on of Old Wards Ferry Road should be
retained for the future.   It would be useful for a future off road bicycle and pedestrian path to future County and State
requirements.

In summary, I would recommend the proposed rezoning and vaca�on be not considered, or denied.

Gerard J. Fuccillo (Jerry)
Sonora Resident
Former Sonora Contract City Engineer

Attachments:

Ord793zoning5-17-2010wCCminutes.pdf 231 KB
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