
Kathi Heckert 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Loren Clark 
Monday, March 15,20103:28 PM 
Maywan Krach; Gerry Haas 
Kathi Heckert 
FW: please fwd to the planning commisioners 

From: mavicg [mailto:mavicg@att.net] 
Sent: Monday, March 15, 2010 2: 18 PM 
To: Loren Clark; Lisa Cary; Paul Thompson 
Subject: please fwd to the planning commisioners 

since I cant find an address for them:) 

just my 2 cents on the Bohemia project as a voter I have the right to share my thoughts. 
Someone needs to tell Conkey and his pals( you know who you are) and the BOS that you dont always get to 

make a freakin killing on every investment you make. Sometime just tenfold is enough. He owned the property 
for over 20 yrs, most of it is developed so I bet he's already made plenty on his investment. He needs to walk 
away with his pockets already full ( or revise his plan). So you want the government out of landowners 
business except you want intervention when the local yocal people say NO. 

Supervisors ( and planning commissioners) please tell me how it can possible sound right to you that one 
landowner who has an investment property( not a residence meaning the dude isnt even gonna be there ever 
again after he deveJopes it and makes a killing) can persuade all the powers that be (YOU) to ruin the safety. 
security of over 600 peoples own investment in their home( the american dream) by giving the green light to 
this intrusive and illpJaced project? 

(One investor ruining over 600 peoples homes) 
( one person screwing over 600) 

If it sounds ok to you then I hope it happens to you too. 
B Driscoll 
Auburn 
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FmOlER GREEN HOMEOWNERS ASSO(IATION 
Lee Lively, Treasurer 1702 Tracy Lane, Auburn, CA 95603 (530) 889-1242 Imlively@onemain.com 

Date: March 16, 2010 

To: Placer County Planning Commission 

Subj.: Bohemia Retail Project, Canal Street Secondary Access 

(0) IE IC ~ ~ WI IE 1m 
\fU MAlI 1 7 2010 IW 

pLANNING DEPT. 
Dear Sir, I have sent the following notes to Mr. Deal at Caltrans Office of Transportation Planning - East and to 
the Placer County Board of Supervisors. Please allow these notes on a topic that is critically important to the 
home owners but ignored by the project developer. 

Canal Street cannot be designed to accommodate substantial traffic volumes. Canal Street (a residential street) 
is narrow with slight hills and curves, and it cannot be widened due to the immediate proximity of Wise Canal 
on the West and Fiddler Green Canal on the East. For the same reasons, Canal Street is not suitable for use 
during the construction phase. 

Signalizing the intersection of Luther Road/Canal Street would cause absolute bedlam in the area with no 
improvement in LOS. 

This should not be an issue. The developer states: Transportation and Circulation impacts under the No Canal 
Street Access Alternative would be equal or vary slightly from the proposed project. In fact, all CEQA impacts 
of the No Canal Street Access Alternative are Equal or Less - except Air Quality, which is Significant and 
Unavoidable for the project anyway. 

On 2/9/10, The Placer, North Auburn Municipal Advisory Council made recommendation to the Planning 
Commission against the use of Canal Street as a Secondary Access to the project. 

The members of the four effected Homeowner Associations (450+ homes) have organized in unanimous 
opposition to the Canal Street Secondary Access and the signalization of the Luther/Canal intersection. 

Thank you. 

~ 



FIDDIER GREEN HOMEOWNERS AS'SO[IATION 
Lee Lively, Treasurer 1702 Tracy Lane, Auburn, CA 95603 (530) 889-1242 lmlively@onemain.com 

Date: March 22, 2010 

To: Placer County Planning Commission 

Subj.: Bohemia Retail Project, Transportation & Circulation 

(5) [E (C lE ~ \Yl IE H1) 
\rn MAR 23 2010 lYJ 

Dear Sir. Please include this letter in the Administrative Record. I sent f!~~~~n~~~~. Nicholas Deal, 

Chief; Office of Transportation Planning - East; Department of Transportation:. 

Note to Caltrans: In my response to the DEIR, I pointed out the basic error of the differing methods of 
calculation used to determine trip generation rates for the development options 1 and 2. 

However, on closer examination, I see other errors and even absurdities. I suppose your office has discovered 

these - and more. 

A cursory analysis shows a 22% (1310 trips) increase in daily proposed trips by the Discount Superstore over 
the Discount Club. However, the Superstore increase in AM proposed peak hour trips is more than 75% (117 

trips) and the increase in PM proposed peak hour trips is only 6% (38 trips) .. 

In addition, the Superstore AM and PM peak hour trips are not only wrong, they are ridiculously too low. It is 
obvious that the Superstore's simple average of daily proposed tripslhour (735) is far greater than either the 
proposed AM (117) or PM (38) peak tripslhour. 

One wonders if those who reported the Transportation & Circulation data intended to mislead. 

I will ask the Placer Planning Commission to include this letter in the Administrative Record. 

Thank you. 

~ 

Analysis 

Superstore draws 22% (1310 trips) more daily trips than Discount Club (6,024 trips), BUT 

Superstore draws 79% (117 trips) more AM peak hour trips than Discount Club AM peak hour (149 trips). 
Superstore draws 6% (38trips) more PM peak hour trips than Discount Club PM peak hour (586 trips) .• 
Superstore Daily Trips = 7,334; Average Trips/Hr = 733 Trips 

Reference 
As illustrated in Table 8-7, full development of the discount club store project is anticipated to result in 6,024 
daily trips, of which 149 would occur during the AM peak hour, and 589 would occur during the PM peak hour. 

As illustrated in Table 8-8, full development of the discount superstore project is anticipated to result in 7,334 
daily trips, of which 266 would occur during the AM peak hour, and 627 would occur during the PM peak hour. 
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Kathi Heckert 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kathi, 

Gerry Haas 
Monday, April 05,2010 11 :06 AM 
Kathi Heckert 
FW: Newspaper Advertisement 

Response to Bohemia ad in the Auburn Journal. 

Gerry Haas, Associate Planner 
Placer County CORA 
538.745.3884 
ghaas@placer.ca.gov 

-----Original Message----­
From: Maywan Krach 
Sent: Monday, April 05, 2010 8:53 AM 
To: Gerry Haas 
Subject: FW: Newspaper Advertisement 

Gerry, this comment letter did not address the Bohemia DEIR. I'm forwarding it to you for 
record and/or response. ECS will not enter this email in our file unless otherwise 
instructed. 

Thanks, 
Maywan 
530- 745 - 3132 

-----Original Message-----
From: David A Rose [mailto:roseconsulting@Wavecable.com] 
Sent: Sunday, April 04, 2010 4:18 PM 
To: scavolt@gmail.com 
Cc: Placer County Environmental Coordination Services 
Subject: Newspaper Advertisement 

Mr. Cavolt: 

I have read your paid advertisement in support of the "undetermined" anchor tenant proposed 
project for the former Bohemia site between Highway 49 and Canal Street. If your intent was 
to sway opinion in support of the proposal, you failed dismally. In fact, the majority tone 
of your article was arrogant and inflammatory. Rather than garner support in favor of the 
proposal, it was filled wit~ sarcasm and "holier than thou" personal opinion. 

I am a 30 plus year resident of Auburn, all of it living off of Luther Road. The last 24 plus 
years I have lived in one of the subdivisions adjoining the old Bohemia site. I patrolled the 
area while I was working for the Sheriff's Office. I am very familiar with the history of 
both the site and surrounding communities. I get the impression from your article, that 
neither you nor Mr. Conkey are residents of the Auburn area nor the affected adjoining 
communities. 

You were extremely disingenuous in many of your "facts" quoted. The residences that will be 
affected by the increased traffic on Canal Street are ALL of the homes within the adjoining 3 
subdivisions, not just those directly adjacent to the proposed development. As for the 
traffic signal, I don't recall anyone being asked to vote one way or the other on it. It iS

Js4 



already very difficult and dangerous to exit off of Canal onto Luther and vice versa. The 
most recent road work on Luther just off of 49 highlights one of the more challenging 
engineering problems with increasing the vehicle load on Luther Road; that of the canal 
crossing under the roadway. The extremely short "improvement" to Luther Road has only added 
another choke point at the canal. 

Your opinion that the residences have not lived up to their personal responsibilities to 
oppose this development, is again short sighted. It is apparent from your very biased writing 
that you did not read the voluminous emails and hand written letters that were sent to the 
Planning Department in opposition to the development. Many of the residents of the 
surrounding subdivisions could not attend the community meetings held. That is why there were 
arrangements for many of us to submit written objections .. 

Your specific quotes of "mob rule" and "sometimes violently" actions of those opposed to the 
project is very enlightening of your viewpoints and political philosophy. There were no 
incidents of "violence" documented concerning any of the meetings. If there were, I am sure 
that the local newspaper would have printed them. Historically, the sheriff's office has 
provided uniformed deputies at all Board of Supervisor's meetings and many Planning 
Commission and MAC meetings, especially those concerning hotly contested proposed 
developments. This was done precisely to prevent "mob rule" and acts of violence. Heated 
discussion has been the hallmark of representative democracy in our country. 

One could say that your definition of "mob rule" is just the local citizens' response to the 
perceived preference sometim~s given to developers by the political bodies for the perceived 
benefits of sales tax dollars. 

I personally would not object to a limited development of the proposed site, limited to the 
front area fronting Highway 49. The area from the canal traversing the rear part of the 
property adjoining Canal Street seems to be unfit for development. Access to Canal Street 
should be limited to emergency vehicle access only. I welcome a large sound wall, even though 
they usually have an ugly appearance and many of us would have to look at it daily as we 
egress the subdivisions. If a secondary access point is required for development, then I 
would recommend an over/underpass at the railroad tracks onto New Airport Road would be more 
appropriate. It would provide even more "temporary" construction jobs and probably be about 
the same engineering problem as covering over or piping the canal running through the 
property. 

It seems very unwise to try to push through this development through without a firm 
commitment from an "anchor tenant". It seems that all you want is a blank ticket approval to 
build a huge vanilla shell and then hope some retail establishment will agree to lease/buy 
it. Again, this is the perception your paid advertisement presented. After 28 plus years in 
law enforcement, I can tell you that perception is reality to most people. 

David A Rose, Lt. Retired, Placer County Sheriff's Office roseconsulting@Wavecable.com 

2 



Kathi Heckert 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Gerry Haas 
Monday, April 05, 2010 11 :07 AM 
Kathi Heckert 
FW: Auburn Journal Paid Advertisement 

Another Bohemia comment. 

Gerry Haas) Associate Planner 
Placer County CORA 
530.745.3084 
ghaas@placer.ca.gov 

-----Original Message----­
From: Maywan Krach 
Sent: Monday) April (5) 2010 8:52 AM 
To: Gerry Haas 
Subject: FW: Auburn Journal Paid Advertisement 

Gerry) this comment letter did not address the Bohemia DEIR. I)m forwarding it to you for 
record and/or response. ECS will not enter this email in our file unless otherwise 
instructed. 

Thanks) 
Maywan 
530-745-3132 

-----Original Message-----
From: Kathleen Rose [mailto:katrose@Wavecable.com] 
Sent: Saturday) April (3) 2010 8:53 PM 
To: scavolt@gmail.com 
Cc: Placer County Environmental Coordination Services 
Subject: Auburn Journal Paid Advertisement 

Yes) it was a paid advertisement. I am compelled to respond to your full page of biased 
comments on a subject that is very important to many real people. I do like the format you 
chose. It was very organized and spoke to each of your points. 

What I found totally offensive was the overall condescending tone of your piece. I was 
wondering WHO you were to write such a piece) and then it became clear that you are a PAID 
antagonist. Overall the piece was a slap in the face to any red blooded american that has an 
opinion other than yours. Was it your intent to persuade anyone or to be completely 
inflammatory. It felt much like a bully in an alley. 

We purchased our home on Erin Drive in 1986. According to your history dateline the mill was 
closed for two years) but still there. We had no reason to think that it would ever be a 
RETAIL PROJECT. Over the years there may have been talk about development) but it was never 
given much attention. Meetings are typically during the day when most of us in the 
neighborhood are at work. 

Your reference to Personal responsibility was more than insulting. There are two major 
neighborhoods that are involved with this area. Yes) these are neighborhoods. We are all 
neighbors. We are friendly and helpful. It is also a very pedestrian place. On any day 
and most daylight hours you will find people strolling) walking with their families} walking 



their pets) or jogging by. 
been around for many years. 
children and grandchildren. 

It is very peacefui and lovely. The families that live here have 
This is a neighborhood where families come and raise their 
This place is our home. 

Probably the most insulting was your referring to us as a mob. I can not believe that you 
would think that you could win any support with all the name calling and sarcasm. Calling 
concerned neighbors a "mob") shame on you. 

You continued to quote untrue facts. ie. the number of homes that would be affected) the 
number of cars that would be on canal st. etc. 
Have you had any experience on Canal street? It is difficult now to turn onto Canal off of 
Luther Rd. or onto Luther Rd. off of Canal. Any more cars would be a true problem for all of 
us that live in these two neighborhoods. 

You talk about this being for the greater good of all in the community. We are the 
community. The Placer co. Board of Supervisors are our representatives and are supposed to 
be looking out -for US. Auburn has grown and grown and enough is enough. To put a retail 
project here would be negligent in this economy. We have many empty buildings and many 
businesses that are no longer. The only good to come from this would be to Mr. Conkey and 
you. 

I do not say that Mr. Conkey does not have a right to develop on his property. I would hope 
that he would do the right thing and look out for the impact on the surrounding areas. Be 
community minded mean caring about people. 

While I would like to have less BIG growth) I would not be totally opposed to a store being 
built that faced Hwy 49 and had no part in the section between Canal street and the running 
canal that is in that field. That would leave a big buffer between the store and the people. 
A sound wall with NO ACCESS to Canal street would be the only agreeable solution. Build if 
you may)but stay off of Canal Street. 

I do not think that you have read this. I do not think that you care what I have to say. I 
have said it anyway. 

I must note your use of exclamation 
decided to declare you as 
the "king of Exclamations". You are 
am sure your profit will be great. 

marks. I was tempted to count them) but gave up and 

obviously impassioned with the success of your boss. I 

! !!! !! !!! ! ! ! ! ! !!! !!! ! !!!! ! ! !! !!!!!! !!!!!!!!! !!!!! ! ! !! ! !!! !!!! ! !!! ! ! ! ! !! ! !! ! !!!!! !!! !!!! !! ! !! ! 
!!!!!!!!! ! !!!!!!!!!! !! !!! !! !!! !!!!! !!!!!!!!!! !!!!!!!! !!!!!!!! !!!! !!! !!! !! !!!!!!! !!!!!!!!!!!!! 
!!!!!! !! ! ! ! !!! !!!!!!!!!!!!! !! !!!!!!!!!! 
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Kathi Heckert 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

ghaas@placer.co.gov 

From: Maywan Krach 

Gerry Haas 
Monday, April 05, 2010 11 :07 AM 
Kathi Heckert 
FW: Bohemia Project 

Sent: Monday, April 05, 20108:51 AM 
To: Gerry Haas 
Subject: FIN: Bohemia Project 

" .' ".: .~: . 

,i.'_ .. 

-'" From: Charlie & Pam Nickrenz [mailto:nickrenz@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, April 03, 2010 1:41 PM 
To: Placer County Environmental Coordination Services 
Subject: Bohemia Project 

. Dear Maywan Krach: 

My understanding is the Bohemia Retail Project big box store will be occupied by Walmart, as a legal 
document was presented to the Planning Commission by one of the citizens during the meeting on February 25, 
2010. Walmart is notorious for closing small and locally owned businesses in communities which employ 
citizens and support the health of the community. Walmart is also known for treating their employees unjustly, 
paying low wages and no health benefits. My question is, how can the proverty level jobs that Walmart will 
offer benefit Auburn and justify losing the locally owned businesses and their employees? 

The company I work for is moving from Auburn to Roseville because Auburn does not have fiber-optics for 
internet speed. Why isn't the Planning Commission focusing on maintaining a competitive market for the 
businesses that are in Auburn and why aren't we offering space in areas of Auburn, that are not in the backyard 
of a residential area, at competitive prices to entice businesses who pay decent wages to move into this area? 

Please respond to my questions by return email: nickrenz«v,gmaiLcol11 or by letter to: Pam Nickrenz, 12345 
Krista Lane, Auburn, CA, 35603. 

Thank you, 
Pam Nickrenz 

1 15K 



April 18, 2010 

Placer county Planning Commission 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

~ M. Curtis Zollner 
12460 Erin Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE: Bohemia Project Traffic 

Dear Commissioners, 

RECEIVED 
APR 20 2010 

CORA 

Having lived on Erin Drive for approximately 19 years I have gone through the 
throws of change with the vacant land directly below me and the traffic in the 
area. While growth causes increases in building and traffic, it should not do 
so without some careful planning and restraint. The increase in traffic in a 
family subdivision from allowing an entrance to a "Big Box"store directly from· 
that subdivision will be a danger to the families and the children who live in 
that subdivision. The streets in that subdivision, specifically Canal, Erin, 
Hyde Park, and Oak Ridge, were not made to handle a twenty or thirty fold 
increase in traffic. In fact some of those streets are to narrow for the current 
volume of traffic. 

T"have been told that a secondary entrance/exit to the "Big Box u project will be 
required by the emergency services organizations. If another entrance/exit is 
required, please put that entrance/exit on a road that is not in a family 
subdivision. If the entrance/exit is only for emergency use, it would not have 
to be built to withstand even moderate traffic. My suggestions for such an 
entrance/exit would be from New Airport Road, or Luther Road, or even from Hwy. 
49 itself. All of which have excellent access to Hwy. 49. 

Please consider my warning and suggestions carefully. 
the resulting law suits you prevent, from major traffic 
outweigh any other consideration in this matter. 

M. Curtis 

The lives you save, and 
accidents, should 



Placer County Planning Commission 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, Ca. 95603 

Re: Bohemia Project 

To the Placer County Planning Commission: 

RECEIVED 
APR 2 1 2010 

CORA 

Regarding traffic planning for this proposed project, I have some questions .......... The present roadway 
known as Canal St. is inadequate for the. proposed and indicated traffic travel numbers. Neither widening 
nor resurfacing of Canal St nor Luther Road have been addressed. What is the intent of the county on our 
behalf, those who live in close proximity to this proposed project? 

What will be the positioning of the main building in regard to the closeness to our homes? 

Where will the "main" entrance into this shopping area be? Where will the secondary entrance be? And 
where will the "emergency equipment" entrance be? 

There are many items left unaddressed by the Placer County Planning Commission. I believe that it is time 
to address the issues of the concerned citizens. 

Thank You. 

Respectfully, ~ 'N-. ~ 
Jean H. Thomas 
12460 Erin Dr. 
Auburn, Ca.95603 

/00 



....... Cari Dawson-Bartley 
12856 Erin Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Placer County Planning Commission 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 

April 22, 2010 

Delivered by Hand 

To Whom It May Concern: 

PLACER COUNTY 
DATE RECEIVED 

APR 22 2010 

PLANNING COMMISS~N 

The Bohemia Retail Project, currently proposed as a superstote or club store, fails to comply 
with a number of important goals and policies contained in the Auburn/Bowman Community 
Plan. 

It fails to encourage compatibility between neighboring land uses. It fails to maintain the 
character of established residential areas. It fails to protect what is now an open space. It fails 
to protect existing native vegetation. It fails to retain natural features as buffers between 
different uses. It fails insofar as the height and scale of the proposed building are not 
compatible with that of the surrounding residential development. It fails to place Significant 
parking in either the rear or the side of the building. And it fails to adhere to Policy Q under 
"Specific Policies for Commercial" to "encourage the development of professional offices and 
similar low intensity commercial uses, as a buffer between retail commercial areas and 
adjoining residential developments./I 

Because of these deficiencies, I request that the proposal be rejected or significantly revised. 

I also have concerns about the validity of the sOcio-economic projections in Section 16 of the 
Bohemia Retail Project Draft EIR. 

As stated on page 16-5, the projections of retail growth were based on trends established 
between the years 2000 and 2006. Our country has been in a recession since thattime, and it 
seems likely that these trends are no longer valid. In fact, the trend may be downward instead 
of upward in some cases. 

Furthermore, the projections of population growth from the California Department of Finance, 
is from a study published in July of 2007. It is likely that these projections are no longer valid 
given the change in the economy over the past several years because population growth is 
often tied to economic growth. 



Beyond that, the rate of population growth cited is county-wide and not applicable to Auburn. 
lincoln, Roseville and Rocklin saw enormous growth a few years ago while Auburn did not. The 
numbers are skewed in favor of the developer. 

The study subtracts a small amount in the growth rate for Auburn, but the growth rate used in 
projections (1.8%) is still more than double the growth rate experienced between 2000 and 
2010. 

With all of these deficiencies, the rest of the studies involving supply and demand - and the 
ability of the local economy to recover from the impact of a superstore or club store - are 
overly optimistic and therefore invalid. 

The county should perform its due diligence and demand a revision to all of the socio-economic 
data. 

Yours truly, 

Cari Dawson-Bartley 



Law Offices of 

EJoseph <fl. 9(arman, CEsq. 
8421 Auburn Blvd., Suite 145 

Attorney at Law Citrus Heights, CA 95610-0394 (916) 721-3324 
E-mail: marmanla@!ocalnet.com Fax (916) 721-3633 
Member: California Consumer ;/llorneys, Capitol City Trial Lawyers Association, Sacramento Cou'nly Bar Assn., Placer County Bar Assn" 

Supervisor F. C. "Rockyt' Rockholm 

Supervisor Robert Weygandt 

Supervisor Jim Holmes 

Supervisor Kirk Uhler 

Supervisor Jennifer Montgomery 

175 Fulweiler Avenue 

Auburn, CA 95603 

April 27, 2010 

RECEIVED 

APR 282010 
CLERK OF THE 

aOAR~ OF SUPERVISORS 

---.... -----.... _ ...... _-_ .... -
tv\. \ cheLl': l '::-.Yb \A...n ~"o" 

Rc: Bohemia Development Project -Highway 49 and Luther Road 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors: 

I am a resident of the local neighborhood behind Highway 49 and I gain access to my home 
through Canal Street, off of Luther Road. I am also a member of APACE, the Alliance for the 
Protection of the Auburn Community Environment. 

• Our local residents are strongly opposed to the approval of the Bohemia Project proposed by 
Jim Conkey. This is the wrong project for this small site, which is too big and is not appropriate for 
the area. The proposed back road access through Canal Street would destroy not only the little street, it 
would also destroy the neighborhood in many ways, which includes noise, traffic, accidents with 
children playing in the neighborhood and adJacent to the Fiddler Green swimming pool and basketball 
court park at Canal and Erin streets. 

We have also learned that many of the Supervisors may have had or now has any financial 
connections with the developer, Jim Conkey. We believe that it would constitute a conflict of interest 
and an ethical violation if any of the Supervisors would remain on the panel to vote for approval of 
this Bohemia project, because of the prior favorable financial ties with Mr. Conkey. 

We are asking each of you to disclose to us, the nature and extent of any financial dealings 
any of you Supervisors have had with Mr. Conkey in the past ten years. We are also asking 
whether each of you that have had financial relationships, plan on recusing yourself from the 
vote on the approval or denial of the Bohemia Project. 

". /" 



BARBARA BOXER 
CALIfORNIA 

"I Ms. Suzanne H. Peterson 
12911 Erin Drive 
Auburn, California 95603 

D,ear Ms. Peterson: 

~nitfd ~tatrs ~fnatr 
HART SENATE OFFICE BUILDING 

SUITE 112 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0505 

(202) 224-3553 
http://boxer.senate.gov/contact 

April 26, 2010 

COMMITTEES, 
COMMERCE. SCIENCE. 

AND TRANSPORTATION 

ENVIRONMENT 
AND PUBLIC WORI{S 

FOREIGN RELATIONS 

RECEIVED 
MAY 07'201) 
. CLERK OF THE 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

tJAi [. __ ~:J .. lP----.---.. -.. 
o Board of Supervisors - 5 

o County Executive Office 

o County Counsel 

o MikeBoy1a 
"£1. PlannIng v (i\ -r ..... J 

I a1nrwriting to acknowledge your letter to Senator Boxer. r apologize for the delay in responding 
to your request for assistance. 

I sympathize with your concern and understand your desire to have this matter resolved. 
However, the issue you have outlined appears to fall under the jurisdiction of Placer County. Therefore, I 
am forwarding your correspondence to your County Supervisor, Jim Holmes, for his review and 
consideration. 

Thank you for writing. Do not hesitate to contact Senator Boxer in the future should you require 
assistance with a matter concerning the federal govenunent. 

EJV:rp 
cc: Hon. Jim Holmes 

1700 MONTGOMERY STREc:T 
SUITE 240 
SAN FRANCISCO. CA 94111 
(415) 403-0100 

312 NORTH SPRING STREET 
SUITE 1748 
LOS ANGELES. CA 90012 
{213} 894-5000 

Sincerely, 

.f;t 
Eric Jose Vizcaino 
Director of Constituent Services 

501 'I' STREET 
SUITE 7-600 
SACRAMENTO. CII 95814 
19161 q48-2787 

2500 TULARE STREET 
SUITE 5290 
FRESNO. CA 93721 
{559} 497-5109 

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 

600 'B' STREI:.l' 
SUITE 2240 
SAN DIEGO, CII 92101 
1619) 239-3884 

. 201 NORTH 'E' STREET 
SUITE 210 
SAN BERNARDINO. CA 92401 
(909) 888-8525 

/&4 



Suzanne 760-345-1150 

Senator Barbara Boxer 
Sacramento District Office 
Sacramento, California 
FAX 202-228-3865 

Robert J. & Suzanne H. Peterson 
12911 Erin Dr. 

Auburn, CA 95603 

March 3,2010 

RE: Bohemia Retail Project (PEIR T20080235! State Clearinghouse #2001042086) 

Please help our rural community of North Auburn. Our Placer County supervisors are about to approve a 
project. which we stopped nearly 15 years ago, that will jeopardize our quality of fife and the 
environment. This proposed monstrosity will have overwtlelming negative impacts on traffiC safety and 
traffic flow, air pollution. water quality, noise levels, light pollution, flood control, residential and 
commert:ial real estate, crime levels. smalrbusinesses. and the natural species that Inhabit the land and 
surrounding areas. BuUdlng a big box store In an established reSidential neighborhood with an entrancE) 
on a narrow, deteriorating road with open canals on both sides, which already floods frequently. is 
unfathomable and just irresponsible. 

The developer has a history of questionable Influence over our local government officials. He has close 
business ties with one of the five county supervisors . 

. Please carefully review the Bohemia Retail Projed (referenced in my attached letter) as registered with 
the Placer County Planning Commission. The conclusions In The Environmental Impact Review and 
Traffic Study by Caltrans are dangerously flawed. 

Sincerely, 

~¥--~~~~ 
Suzannelj}-j. Peterson, CPA 

03/03/2010 6:20PM 

p.l 



., . 
Suzanne 760-345-1150 

Robert J. & Suzanne H. Peterson 
12911 Erin Dr. 

Auburn. CA 95603 

p.3 

certain times of the year no matter how high or where it is positioned. It will also cause traffic to 
back up clear down to 49 on this short section of Luther Road. Traffic will back up on Canal 
street as cars attempt to tum onto Luther. Placing an entrancefexit on Canal Street into and 
out of the Big Box store's parking tot would only exacerbate the situation to the point of being 
intolerable. 

The Bohemia Project will negatively impact our healthful and peaceful existence in our rural 
community. The home values will decrease dramatically as the desirability to live in this area' 
will diminish. The completion of this project would greatly reduce our quality of life. 

Please do not allow the Bohemia Retail Project to proceed. Thank you for considering the 
health and welfare of the citizens who live in Auburn, Placer County. 

Sincerely, 

Suzanne. H. pete© @'{jJ<V.j 
Robert J. Peterson, Jr. 

03/03/2010 6:20PM 



Page 1 of 1 

From: yan.blossm@gmail.com on behalf of Valerie M. Collins [valerie.collins@sent.com) 

Sent: Friday, May 07, 2010 11:44 AM 

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: Bohemia Retail Project 

My husband and I received mailings today from the anti-WalMart crowd. My view is that NO BUSY 
RETAILER should be at that location, due to the very dangerous changes already made that created a 
speedway when turning left onto Luther Road southbound from Hwy 49. It is an abomination, and has 
already adversely affected desirability of homes in that area. However, the issue seems to be whether 
we will allow a WalMart to come to Auburn. I believe WalMart is the best choice among the options I 
have heard about - I only wish it would be put in another location. Home Depot was put in a very good 
location. These anti-WalMart people like to say that the store will hurt local businesses. As loud as 
these people are, it makes me wonder just who will be shopping at WalMart. Are they afraid that they 
won't be able to resist the pull of that store? Do they already leave town to shop? Did they oppose 
Target and now shop there weekly? We shop at Target no more than once a month (usually less), but 
we did not oppose it coming to Auburn. We do not currently shop at WaIMart, as we believe in working 
and shopping where we live. Auburn is a nice place to live, but it is very difficult to shop here all the 
time for certain things due to lack of availability or because of predatory prices by certain local 
businesses. We handle this by shopping online and not paying sales tax and shipping, because we are 
not going to waste money on gas to go visit cities that we don't like to spend money. The few excellent 
local businesses we do business with do not compete with WalMart - they do not sell the same items, 
and other versions don't work for us. In today's economic climate, we should pay attention to WalMart's 
motto - "Save Money, Live Better". That is wisdom. I am also aware that WalMart purchases produce 
from local organic farmers and sells it at the same price as regular produce. That is a good thing. 

The worst things about WalMart coming to Auburn are the location, and its combination with another 
problem we already have. Auburn's "ghetto" begins at the alley between Bel-Air shopping center and 
K-Mart shopping center. Auburn Greens is where the ghetto-dwellers mostly live, and if any big retailer 
comes to the Bohemia site, those people will be coming further southbound. I don't see that as a good 
thing. 

Valerie M. Collins 

Note: No trees were killed in the sending of this message, but a large munber of electrons were terribly 
inconvenienced 

Nothing compares to FastMail -
http://wwwJastmajJ.fm/?STKI=352289 

Prefer Switzerland? 
httPs.://~e~w~.s.~i~~m~il,QIgZ,Q~Tleralm~iV~w(s!)l11a.ilLin.trQqw~tiQn/iptrQdll~ti(Jn.asp?'.b.r:=.1.26518 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Lucretia [lucretianeiIl04@sbcglobal.net] 

Saturday, May 08,20109:10 AM 

Placer County Board of Supervisors· 

Subject: Wal-Mart in Auburn 

Dear Placer County Board of Supervisors; 

Page 1 of 1 

I am one of many residents in Placer County that is !Qt:ally in favor of a Wal-Mart going in in 

Aubur~. I have been a resident of Placer County for over 50 years. I have worked, raised my 

children and paid taxes in Placer County. 
o 

Daily I drive by the property on the comer of Hwy 49 and Luther Road to look at a bunch of new 

fu!:!ID buildings. I think to myself that even with the bad economy, ifWal-Mart had been allowed 

to go in at that location there would be people shopping. There would be many jobs 
and revenue for Placer County. There would be people spending money at Wal-mart and the 

surrounding businesses instead of driving right through Auburn to do their shopping in Roseville. 

That would include people from all the outlying areas like Grass. Valley and up 1-80 to Truckee. I 
live less than a mile from that location and I go to RosevillelRocklin I do the majority of my 

shopping with the exception of groceries. 

Thank You, for at least allowing a Home Depot to move in because that was another trip to 

Roseville for me. 

As for the increased traffic - well I don't believe it would be as bad as most people think. There are 

ways to manage more traffic. Auburn needs the jobs and the taxes that would come with Wal­

Mart. As I said, I live less than a mile from this location and do not see a major traffic 

problem. The same people that drive down Hwy 49 through Auburn would be stopping and 
spending. 

Wake up ..... we can't keep Auburn a sleepy little town. 

Sincerely, 

Lucretia Neill 

13SrMattihDrive 

Auburn, CA 95603 

5/10/2010 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

virginia ayala [grandin46@yahoo.com] 
Saturday, May 08,201010:40 AM 
Placer County Board of Supervisors 
walmart 

We would like to go on record as enthusiastic supporters of having a walmart in Auburn. 
Detractors are concerned about loss to local business. We see it as revenue that is going 
to Roseville. 

Auburn needs to get in touch with consumer needs. We need places where our dollars will 
go the farthest. I'm sure most of you know people who make the weekly or monthly trip to 
Roseville to get the MUCH better prices offered at WalMart, Cos co and Winco. 

Lets keep these dollars in Auburn 

Virginia and Richard Ayala, 
Auburn, CA 

1 
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From: Grant D. Henderson (papa14@earthlink.net] 

Sent: Sunday, May 09,20108:07 AM 

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: NO TO WAL-MART 

Gentlemen; 

The proposed Wal-Mart project in Auburn is nothing more than a VERY BAD IDEA! 

Its projected location would seriously and negatively affect traffic volume along Hwy 49, Luther 
Road and connecting routes which are already at maximum capacity! 

Auburn has been steadily improving its cultural image over the many years I've lived here. A Wal­
Mart store would not only compete with local business to their demise, but cater to a demographic 
population that would NOT enhance the image of Auburn!! 

It is my belief that a Planning Commission's primary duty is to make intelligent decisions that 
enhance a community ... not degrade a community. A Wal-Mart store would do nothing to improve 
Auburn and would eventually destroy existing property values and community! 

Please DO NOT approve this nightmare of a proposal! 

Thank you, 

Grant Henderson 

5/10/2010 j 7D 



From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Kevin Quinn [kquinn@hughes.net] 

Sunday, May 09, 2010 9:40 AM 

Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: Bohemia project 

I support your opposition of the Bohemia project 
I see this project only as a threat to our local economy, local businesses, and environment. 
I strongly disagree with the development of a Wal-Mart in Auburn and will support the project being cancelled. 

Thankyou 

5/10/2010 

l"age 1 or 1 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Gary Ransom [flyers@megansmarketing.com] 
Sunday, May 09, 2010 6:25 PM 
Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Wal-Mart 

I can't for the life of me see why our community (of Auburn) will be improved by a Wal­
Mart here. It can't be about tax revenue as I believe it is a "zero sum game" with 
existing merchants loosing as much revenue as Wal-Mart will gain. Gary Ransom, 165 
Terrace St., Auburn. 

1 
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From: Grant D. Henderson [grant@h-gdesign.com1 

Sent: Monday, May 10, 20107:00 AM 

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: NO TO WAL-MART 

The Wal-Mart proposal for Auburn is extremely disturbing!! Such a store of 'its' 
type would do nothing to enhance Auburn and only destroy local businesses and 
contribute to excessive traffic problems and increased pollution. 

Auburn is in the midst of improving its image through upgrades to downtown 
Auburn and surrounding areas. The Wal-Mart proposal is not conSistent with the 
Auburn-Bowman Community Plan and would move Auburn in the WRONG direction 
significantly detracting from any improvements aimed at enhancing the 
community. 

Please DO NOT approve the Wal-Mart proposal. It's a VERY, VERY bad concept!!! 

Thank you ... 

g 

5/10/2010 /73 



NOUSGAGNONS 

Date: May 11, 2010 

To: Mr. Gerry Haas, Planner 

ALLIANCE for the PROTECTION of our 
'" AUBURN COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENT 

P.O. BOX 4951 
AUBURN, CALIFORNIA 95604-4951 

RECEIVED 
MAY 1 f 2010 

County of Placer Community Development Resource Agency 
CORA 

Subj.: Bohemia Retail Project EIR; Recirculation of 

Dear Sir, 

On April 28 of this year, Mr. Cavolt - Project Coordinator of Bohemia Properties - announced that a 'follow-up 

traffic study' has been commissioned. He states that the Placer County Public Works Department and Caltrans 

have viewed and approved the new and revised' Transportation and Circulation' Chapter of the DEIR. 

This is a major revision that will substantially affect previously identified significant impacts. 

On behalf of the citizens of Placer County, I respectfully request that Placer County Transportation Planning 

Agency proceed in compliance with standard practices (CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5) for the new and 
revised version of the Bohemia Retail Project EIR. 

Recirculation of the EIR is necessary to provide persons with sufficient information in order to make 

meaningful responses as to the scope and content of the EIR. 

• Issue the 'Notice of Preparation " the scoopin~ meeting date and the comment period. 
• Issue the Notice of Availability ofthe Draft EIR For Public Review. 
• Make copies of the Draft EIR available for review. 
• Announce the Review Period, Hearing dates and end date for submitting public comments. 

Sincerely, 

" Le~ ~.--_ ~""'C..::~ ____ ~~ _____________ .. _. __ 
--------------- - -----

1702 Tracy Lane; Auburn, CA 95603 

CC: Placer County Board of Supervisors 
Placer County Planning Commission 

Mission Statement: 
To strengthen our community's economic vitality while preserving the charm of our Auburn community. We oppose commercial development that 
result in increased economic blight, increased negative environmental effects and the decline in quality of life 

114 



NOUS GAGNONS 

Date: May 13, 2010 

ALLIANCE for the PROTECTION of our 
AUBURN COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENT 

P.O. BOX 4951 
AUBURN, CALIFORNIA 95604-4951 

To: County of Placer Planning Commission 

Subj.: Bohemia Retail Project EIR; Recirculation of 

Recently, the developer announced that a 'follow-up traffic study' has been approved by Caltrans. 

That could only have occurred as a result of a reduction in the projected vehicle trips to the project. As you 
know, traffic analysis involves estimates and projections input into anyone or a combination of many models. 
Like all models, it is a simple matter to change a few parameters and arrive at a desired result. 

Nevertheless, this revision of' the Transportation and Circulation' Chapter and other related chapters represent 
a major revision that will substantially affect previously identified significant impacts. It is not, as our county 
planner claims, 'merely additional information.' 

On behalf of the citizens of Placer County, I respectfully request that Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency proceed in compliance with standard practices for the new and revised version of the Bohemia Retail 
Project EIR. Re-circulate the EIR in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. 

Recirculation of the EIR is necessary to provide persons with sufficient infonnation to make meaningful 
responses as to the scope and content.. 

PLACER COUNTY 
DATE RECEIVED 

~-~MA43-201O---

CC: County of Placer Board of Supervisors 

North Auburn Municipal Advisory Council 

Mission Statement: 

PLANNING COMMISStON 

To strengthen our community's economic vitality while preserving the charm of our Auburn community. We oppose commercial development that 

result in increased economic blight, increased negative environmental effects and the decline in quality oflife 

175 



From: Daniel Labrador Ilabrador_370@hotmaiLcomj· 

Sent: Thursday, May 20, 2010 10:27 PM 

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: walmart 

RECEIVED 

MAY 24 2010 
CLERK OF THE 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

DON'T BUILD IT LEAVE AUBURN HOW IT IS LET IT SHINE AND SHOW OFF ITS 49ER GOLD RUSH 
HISTORY WAL *MART WILL ONLY BREAK DOWN AUBURN AND MAKE IT INTO ANOTHER NOTCH ON 
THE 'OL BELT 

LABRADOR 

The New Busy is not the old busy. Search, chat and e-mail from your inbox. §'~J;2tc;.lJ:t~<1c 

5124/2010 /7ft; 



From: Norm Hinman (normh@insightful.net] 

Sent: Sunday, May 23, 2010 10:52 AM 

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: Bohemia Project· 

To Placer County Supervisors, 

'RECEIVED 
MAY 24 20ta 
CLERK OF THE 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

As a voter in Auburn, I wish to express my opposition to the Bohemia project 'Big Box Store' near highway 49 
and Luther. It is my opinion that we already have enough big box and grocery stores along highway 49 and that 
this added large facility will only increase traffic on the congested highway 49 corridor and will put further 
pressure on our local businesses. Downtown Roseville is a good example of what happens when the corporate 
sharks gut local businesses. 

Don't promote further erosion in Auburn. If we want to shop at big box storesj Roseville is only 13 miles away 
and has them all 

I will be out of town on May 27 th
, so please take my wishes into account as if I were there at the 5/27 Planning 

Commission meeting. 

I will be tracking your actions on this important decision. 

Sincerely, 

Norman F. Hinman 
190 Del Monte Way 
Auburn, CA 95603 
Day phone: 916.774.5408 

5/24/2010 J77 



From: Tyler Pearson [tpearson13@hotmail.com] 

Sent: Saturday, May 22, 20104:17 PM 

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 

NO WALMART IN AUBURN!!! 

RECEIVED 

MAY 24 2010 , , 

, el:::efll'c OF I HE 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Hotmaif is redefining busy 'with tools for the New Busy. Get more from your inbox.See hQw. 

5/24/2010 17f 



From: Maureen Wilson [maureenwilson08@yahoo,comj 

Sent: Sunday, May 23, 2010 7:29 PM 

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: No to Wal-Mart 

Dear Supervisors, 

RECEIVED 

MAY 24 2010 
CLERK Of THE 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

I urge you to deny Wal-Mart the opportunity to build a store in Auburn. We already have Target, Best 
Buy, K-Mart, two CVS pharmacies, Walgreen's, and several grocery stores. We don't need a big box 
store to compete with aUf local businesses and add more traffic to already-congested Highway 49. 

Thank you, 
Maureen Wilson 
105 Meadowlark Ct. 
Auburn, CA 95603 

512412010 



From: John Dijkstra Uohn_dijkstra101@hotmail.comj 

Sent: Monday, May 17, 2010 7:53 PM 

. To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: Walmart in Auburn 

RECEIVED 

MAY 24 2010 
CLERK OF THE 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Many people move to Auburn because it is a mall town. Please do not less this city turn into 
Roseville. If Walmart goes in, it will take even more money away from small busine.sses and make 
many local residents angry. 

che0rJ,j 
-John 

._-----
. The New Busy think 9 to 5 is a cute idea. Combine multiple calendars with Hotmail. Get bu~-,-

j %D 



From: JoniC789@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, May 17, 2010 12:11 PM 

To: Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Subject: RE: WallMart 

RECEIVED 

MAY 24 zQla. 
CLERK OFTHE 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

To the Board of Supervisors,Wake Up People! We don't want to put more local business out of business I Say 
and do what's right. Say "NO" to Wall mart. Do what's right for us our community and Wallmart is not a good 
thing. No Wall Mart in Auburn ,for Gods Sake,just say "No". Save Auburn from this distruction that's happened 
in countless places in the U.S. I have seen Wallmart kill too many business,in too many places. Joni 
Kooken,Auburn, Ca 

[)Ar·l:?~h.L"_-. 
'"'L:} Board of Supervisors" 5 

l:3 County EJ(ecutive Office 
~County Counsel 
L::f.MIk9Boy1e 
o PlannlngJl A fhO~~jl~. 



ALLIANCE for the PROTECTION of our 
AUBURN COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENT 

P.O. BOX 4951 
AUBURN, CALIFORNIA 95604-4951 

May 26, 2010 

To: Members of the North Auburn MAC 
Members of the Placer County Planning Commission 

. Members of Placer Couny Board ofSupervis<?,{S / 
From: Victoria Connolly, member APACE VL./ 
Re: Wal-Mart / Big Box Development at Bohemia Site 

Relative to the planned development at the Bohemia Site you have heard much about the 
environmental effects such as noise, pollution, and detrimental socio-economic effects. 
The EIR itself took into account that there would be business closings as a result of a 
supercenter being placed at the Bohemia site, but projected that there would be economic 
recovery in 5-10 years. This was based upon economic data through 2006, prior to the 
current recession. 

As a member of APACE we are not creating concern from thin air, but from already 
well-researched data which I am attaching here for your information. To indicate the 
level of alarm and concern in the Auburn area, we are letting you know that within one 
week of setting up a Facebook page against the probable WalMart planned for this site, 
459 members have signed on. We mostly do not know these citizens. We continue to 
believe this is a Wal-Mart, which we think should be separately analyzed from a planning 
perspective as a business killer, tax revenue killer and jobs killer, even though it is touted 
as exactly the opposite. 

Attached are 4 pieces of infonnation that should give you pause about approving or 
recommending approval of a supercenter at this site. Even if it is not a Wal-Mart, the 
scale and other environmental effects make this an inappropriate development for this 
site. Such a building of 155,000 square feet belongs in a major retail corridor, which is 
not the designation of this area of North Auburn according the the Auburn Bowman 
Community Plan. Please consider that we don't have to reinvent the wheel here· in Placer 
County. It has been well studied and the conclusions are starkly apparent to the public. 
We hope they will be apparent to our officials with power to control the development at 
this site. We are not opposed to mixed use development which was the preferred fonn of 
development at this site. 

Cc: Gerry Haas, Placer County Planning Dept. 
Attachments (4) 

PLACER COUNTY 
DATE RECEIVED 

MAY 27 2010 

PLANNING COMMISSlON 



Attachments: 

A. Tom Rivers: Four years after Wal-Mart, villages shed tax base-4-1-2010- 3 pages 

B. Facts in the Wal-Mart Documentary "Wal-Mart-The High Cost of Low 14 pages 
Price" citations and scholarly studies supporting assertions in the film 

C. Compilation of studies, information, articles etc. from the Big Box 11 pages 
Collaborative 

D. Certified for Partial Publication from the Court of Appeal of the State 47 pages 
Of California Firth Appellate District: Bakersfield Citizens for Local 
Control v. City of Bakersfield and Panama 99 Properties LLC- notes 
And remands back for further EIR study due to inadequate assessment of 
decay, blight and other socio-economic issues. 



http://thedailynewsonline.com/articles/2010/04/03/opinion/columns/tom rivers/6623 
166.prt 

Tom Rivers: Four years after Wal-Mart, 
villages shed tax base 
Published: Thursday, April 1, 2010 10:36 AM EDT 
The marching band showed up. So did a local pastor, who thanked God for sending Wal­
Mart to Albion. They were part of a celebration in June 2006, when Wal-Mart opened a 
155,000-square-foot Supercenter in Albion. 

I was dubious and I was worried. I knew the store, despite its best efforts and intentions, 
would cripple many of the small-business owners in Orleans County. A mammoth store 
with probably more shelf space than all of downtown Albion and Medina simply couldn't 
be absorbed into a shrinking local economy without hurting many other businesses. 

I had already witnessed the slow demise of the villages, the carving up of many glorious 
homes into apartments, and the shuttered storefronts and factories. 

I live in Albion, and I had watched village officials for years wrestle with declining tax 
assessments, while trying to maintain police protection and other services. The dwindling 
tax base forced village property owners to pay higher taxes. It was truly a vicious cycle, 
with bigger tax bills pushing more village residents into the less costly country, leaving 
fewer people to pay even more taxes. 

Now, almost four years after Wal-Mart opened, there is evidence about the store's 
devastation of the village tax bases. The villages are suffering, with independent grocery 
stores gone, and their hulking buildings a shadow of their former assessments. 

Sure, it's been a slow economy and the stores would have felt that in their bottom lines. 
But there's no denying Wal-Mart, with its sheer immensity, has sucked too many sales 
out of the local economy. 

One of the Albion's Main Street mainstays, Dale's Market, closed in early 2007, eight 
months after Wal-Mart opened. Before the Supercenter, Dale's was assessed at $950,000. 
That dropped to $624,700 in 2008, $525,000 last year and will soon be at zero because 
the 34,000-square-foot building has been demolished to make way for a new community 
library. 

Tops opened a new store in the village of Albion about three years before Wal-Mart 
arrived. Albion already had two grocery stores before Tops. The new one wasn't needed 
but I'll give Tops some credit for locating in the village, staying closer to the population 
base and taking on the village's higher taxes. 



But business hasn't been brisk for Tops in Albion. The Tops site, which is actually owned 
by Benderson Development, was able to knock down its assessment from $3,630,200 to 
the current $2,750,000. 

Holley and Medina weren't immune to the Supercenter. Both independently run Jubilee 
stores shut down before the end of2006. The 21,156-square-foot Medina Jubilee was 
assessed for $465,400 in 2007. It dropped to $209,500 the following year and is now 
down to $91,400. It's been empty for more than three years. 

Tops in Medina also has felt the impact ofWal-Mart. Tops showed its revenue data to 
local assessors and was able to get its assessment reduced from $4,114,500 in 2008 to 
$3,901,300 a year later. It would have been a steeper decline but Tops added a gas 
station. 

The Holley store at about 17,000 square feet found a savior in Sabir Khan, who runs a 
pharmacy next to the former grocery store. He paid $300,000 for the building in 2007 and 
the site continues at that assessment, although it is mostly empty. When it was a grocery 
store, the Jubilee property was assessed for $466,200. 

The villages have few open spaces for new houses and development, so the big drops in 
assessed value from the stores is difficult to overcome. It means the remaining residents 
and businesses will bear a bigger burden in keeping afloat the police departments, fire 
companies, DPWs and other services. 

Albion's overall tax base fell from $143.82 million in 2007 to $142.04 million a year later 
to the current $141.88 million. That's the number the Village Board will use in crafting 
the 2009-10 budget. 

It's a discouraging reality for Mayor Dean Theodorakos, who last year actually reduced 
taxes collected in the village, but saw the tax rate go up because of the declining 
assessment. The village's top need is investment, Theodorakos said, and it needs to come 
on all fronts, from housing to retail businesses to manufacturing. 

Medina has been declining as well, dropping from $166.13 million in 2007 to $166.05 
million in 2009. Mayor Adam Tabelski also said Medina needs investment. 

Wal-Mart's defenders will praise the store for keeping more sales tax revenue in county, 
and for increasing the assessments in the town of Albion, the county and the Albion 
school district. Wal-Mart is assessed for $6,975,000. 

But the store was given a 50 percent exemption by the town and county, a tax break that 
loses 5 percentage points each succeeding year. 

Wal-Mart is now paying taxes for a $4,851,900 assessment. The site will be fully 
assessed in 2016. The store doesn't pay a nickel in taxes to the village, which is less than 
a mile away and supplies water and sewer services. 

JI5 



The villages could use help. Many of their businesses, even dominant ones for decades, 
have closed or are barely hanging on. 

Wal-Mart trumpets its slogan, "Save Money. Live Better." But surveying the carcasses of 
fonner stores in Orleans County villages, the message rings hollow. 

Tom Rivers is a Daily News staffwriter. His column is published on alternate Thursdays. 



Facts in the Wal-Mart documentary 

"BREATHTAKING" IIMESMERIZING" "TWO THUMBS UP!" 
-Anita Gates, ID:..Iim.es -Andrew O'Hehlr, Salon com -Ebert & Roeper 
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THE HIGH COST OF LOW PRICE 

MM 
Join the revolution! Iyour email address Ilzip code 1/ Sign up I 

Citation of Statistics Used in the Film 

WAL-MART Drives Down Retail Wages $3 BILUON Every Year 

• "A recent study by researchers at UC Berkeley's labor Center has quantified 
what happened to retail wages when Wal-Mart set up shop, drawing on 15 
years of data on actual store openings. The study found that Wal-Mart drives 
down wages in urban areas, with an annual loss of at least $3 billion dollars in 
earnings for retail workers.' 

• UPDATE: Since the completion of our film, the study has been finalized and 
published, and the published findings produced a different number for the 
annual loss in retail earnings than the preliminary figure we used in the film. 
The published study ultimately found that Wal-Mart actually reduced the take­
home pay of retail workers by $4.1 BILUON dollars annually. Unfortunately 
for the retail workers this statistic concerns, Wal-Mart's effect on retail wages 
turns out to be worse than we had anticipated. 

• Source: Arlndrajit Dube, "Impact of Wal-Mart Growth on Earnings throughout 
the Retail Sector in Urban and Rural Counties· [PDF File], UC Berkeley labor 
Center, November 2005. 

$86 MILUON a Year to California Taxpayers 

• In 2004, a study released the UC Berkeley labor Center found that "reliance 
by War-Mart workers on public assistance programs in California comes at a 
cost to taxpayers of an estimated $86 million annually; this is comprised of 
$32 million in health related expenses and $54 million in other assistance .• 

• Source: Ken Jacobs and Arindrajit Dube, "Hidden Costs of Wal-Mart Jobs" [PDF 
file], UC Berkele'y labor Center, August 2, 2004. 

• Wal-Mart dismisses the findings of the UC Berkeley study, "Hidden Costs of 
Wal-Mart Jobs, n as a ·union hit piece. n However, text from Wal-Mart's own 
internal memo substantially corroborates their findings. 

An excerpt from the memo states: 

"We also have a significant number of Associates and their 
children who receive health insurance through public-aSSistance 
programs. Five percent of our Associates are on Medicaid 
compared to an average for national employers of 4 percent. 
Twenty-seven percent of Associates' children are on such 
programs, compared to a national average of 22 percent (Exhibit 
5). In total, 46 percent of Associates' children are either on 
Medicaid or are uninsured. " 

Source: Wal-Mart Internal Memo [PDF File I, via New York Times 

http://www.walmartmovie.comlfacts.php 

About the film 
Director's Introduction 
The People 

» The Facts 
Movie Soundtrack 
Commercial~ 

Reviews 

Wal-Mart's Response: 
The Attacks 
Manager's Script 
Bad Old Reviews 

On Location: 
Princess in China 
Embedded in Florida 
Veteran in Missouri 
Parking Lot Crime 

Production details 
Financing & Insurance 
Organizing with film 
Research 
Poking Fun 

Meet the Team 
Special Thanks 

Buy the book! 

5/26/2010 
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Facts in the Wal-Mart documentary 

• The researchers from the UC Berkeley Labor Center recently re-visited the 
sittJation, using Wal-Mart's own findings as a basis for their analysis. This is 
what they have found: 

Applying Wal-Mart's reported percentages of workers and children 
enrolled in Medicaid/SCHIP implies Wal-Mart workers and children 
cost $456 million to taxpayers nationally through their use of 
public health programs. This does not include the costs of adult 
dependents. (See Table 3) 

Adding in the cost of adult dependents, the number approaches the original 
estimate reported in the Labor Center report. 

• Also, the original report did not indude costs to the public for Wal-Mart 
employees who are uninsured. Information from the Wal-Mart memo also 
pOints to the poSSibility of additional taxpayer costs incurred from uninsured 
employees, as analyzed by the Labor Center: 

The memo further reports that 19% of Wal-Mart employees lack 
health insurance. The cost of uncompensated care for those 
workers adds an estImated $202 million in taxpayer costs 
nationally, and $10 million in Califomia. These costs were not 
quantified in the origInal report (see Table 4). 

Source: The updated analYSiS, with additional references to 
primary source material, can be found on the UC Berkeley Labor 
Center website (see: "Internal Wal-Mart Memo Validates Findings 
of UC Berkeley Study, II November 2005) 

• In addition to these new findings, a paper presented at the recent Wal-Mart 
sponsored conference by Michael 1. Hicks of the Air Force Institute of 
Technology and Marshall University, finds that 'Wal-Mart does increase 
Medicaid expenditures by roughly $898 per worker, which is consistent with 
other studies of the Medicaid costs per low wage worker across the United 
States." 

o Source: Michael Hicks, "Does Wal-Mart Cause an Increase in Anti­
Poverty Program Expenditures?" [PDF File], via Business Week, October 
26,2005. 

HEALTHCARE STATISTICS 

An up-to-date compilation of states' reportIng of employers whose workers are 
enrolled In Medicaid or state health programs Is being maintained by Good Jobs First, 
a non-profit research group based in Washington, DC. The film does not list all 15 
states that report such data. Philip Mattera, research director for Good Jobs First, 
has also given testimony on this healthcare data before the Maryland Senate. That 
testimony can be found on the Good Jobs First website [PDF filel. 

ALABAMA: 3,864 Children of WAL-MART Employees are Enrolled in Medicaid 

• "Retail giant Wal-Mart tops the list of companies in Alabama whose employees 
have children on Medicaid, the [Montgomery] Advertiser reported, citing state 
records. Wal-Mart workers' children account for 3,864 children on the Medicaid 

.. -rollsat_acostbetween $5.8 million and $8.2 million." 
• Source: AssociatecfPress,"wal-Mart No.1 in Employee Medicaid. " The Decatur 

Daily, February 23, 2005 

ARIZONA: 2,700 WAL-MART Workers on Medicaid 

• According to state data provided to Capitol Media Services and reported by the 
Arizona Daily Star, ·Close to one of every 10 Wal-Mart employees is getting 
health insurance paid for by Arizona taxpayers, according to figures obtained 
Friday from the state .. .In the Arizona statistiCS, neariy 2,700 people listed 
their employer as Wal-Mart out of more than 28,000 company employees in 
the state ... The numbers came as a surprise to state sen. Richard Miranda, D­
Phoenix, who tried earlier this year to get a law requiring the DES 
[Department of Economic Security] to disclose the employers of people on 
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AHCCCS. That measure was defeated amid opposition from corporate 
lobbyists, including Rip Wilson representing Wal-Mart. n 

• Source: Howard Fischer, "Wal-Mart 1st in State Aid Enrollees," Arizona Daily 
Star, July 30, 2005 

ARKANSAS: 3971 WAL-MART Workers on Public Assistance 

• "Nearly 10,000 workers with Arkansas' nine largest employers receive public 
welfare for themselves and their families, according to the state Department of 
Human Services, Wal-Mart Stores Inc., with 3,971 of its 45,106 employees on 
public assistance, topped the list, n 

• Source: Brian Baskin, "Top 9 Employers in State Have 9,698 Getting Public 
Aid," Arkansas Democrat-Gazette, March 17, 2005. 

CONNECTICUT: 824 WAL-MART Workers Have Children in a State Heath 
Care Program 

• According to a report prepared by the Connecticut Office of Legislative 
Research examining enrollment data for the HUSKY (Healthcare for UninSured 
Kids and Youth) program for children of low-income families, "The same 
employers account for the highest number of employed parents of HUSKY A 
[traditional Medicaid] and B [state CHIP] children. For example, Wal Mart 
employed the highest number of HUSKY A parents (824 in September 2004) 
and the second highest number of HUSKY B parents (79 In December 2004)." 

• Source: Robin K. Cohen, "HUSKY A and B - Enrollment and Employer Data," 
Connecticut Office of Legislative Research Report 2005-R-0017, January 10, 
2005, 

FLORIDA: 12,300 WAL-MART Workers and their Dependents on Medicaid 

• "Wal-Mart Corp" which is getting millions of dollars in state incentives to 
create jobs In FlOrida, has more employees and family members enrolled In 
Medicaid than any company in the state, ... The giant retailer, which has 
91,000 full-time and part-time employees in Florida, has about 12,300 
workers or dependents eligible for Medicaid, the growing health care program 
for the poor and the elderly ... Accordlng to figures released Thursday by 
Florida's Department of Children and Families, Wal-Mart and four other large 
companies that receive state incentives have an estimated 29,900 employees 
or their family members enrolled in Medicaid .. ,The figures suggest taxpayers 
may be double-subsidizing low-wage employment by paying companies to 
create jobs and by paying for the health care of some of those companies' 
employees." 

• Source: Sydney P, Freedberg and Connie Humburg, "Lured Employers Now 
Tax Medicaid, " St. Petersburg Times, March 25, 2005. 

GEORGIA: 10,261 ChilCfren of WAL-MART Employees are Enrolled in 
PeachCare for Kids 

• "A state survey found 10,261 of the 166,000 Children covered by Georgia's 
Peach care? for Kids health Insurance in September 2002 had a parent 
working for Wal-Mart Stores ... Wal-Mart is the state's largest private employer. 
But when the top four companies on the list are measured by number of 
PeachCare children per the number of employees In Georgia, Wal-Mart still 
dominates.-

.-HSolJrce: Andy Miller, "Wal-Mart Stands Out On Rolls Of PeachCare," Atlanta 
Journal-Constitution, February 27, 2004, 

MASSACHUSETTS: 4,172 WAL-MART Workers and Dependents on State 
Health Care 

• "Section 304 of Chapter 149 of the Acts of 2004 requires the Executive Office 
of Health and Human Services to produce a list of employers who have 50 or 
more employees using public health assistance each year,· As a result, the 
Division of Health Care Anance and Policy, in collaboration with staff from the 
Office of Medicaid, compiled a report of employers who had 50 or more 
employees on MassHealth and the Uncompensated Care Pool (UCP). The 
report found that in 2004, WaJ-Mart had 1,258 employees participating in UCP 
and 823 employees participating in MassHealth. 
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• Source: Executive Office of Health and Human Services Division of Health Care 
Finance and Policy, "Employers Who Have 50 or More Employees Using Public 
Health Assistance," February 1, 2005 (an additional data spreadsheet can be 
found here) 

TENNESSEE: 9,617 WAL-MART Workers on TennCare 

• ·Wal-Mart, with about 25 percent of the company's 37,000 workers on 
Tenncare, tops the list of businesses with employees on the expanded 
Medicaid program. Wal-Mart is the state's largest private employer. n 

• Source: Associated Press, "Study Shows Thousands of Wal-Mart Employees on 
TennCare," WKRN-TV Nashville, January 20, 2005. 

TEXAS: 4,363 Children of WAL-MART Employees on CHIP 

• "The Center for Public Policy Priorities, a non-partisan research center based in 
Austin, has obtained data on the 20 employers in the state with the largest 
number of employees whose dependents participate in the Children'S Health 
Insurance Program. (Employer data for Medicaid are not available.) The data 
for February 2005 show Wal-Mart at the top of the list, with 2,333 employee 
families in CHIP, with an estimated 4,363 individual children enrolled." 

• Source: Good Jobs First [PDF file], with data provided by the Center for Public 
Policy Priorities. 

WISCONSIN: 1,252 WAL-MART Employees and Dependents on BadgerCare 

• ''The biggest employer of BadgerCare recipients was Wal-Mart, which had 809 
of its employees and 443 of employee dependents enrolled in the state 
program In April. Providing health care for those 1,252 people costs Wisconsin 
about $2.7 million a year; Wal-Mart turned a profit of $10.3 billion in 2004.· 

• Source: Stacy Forster, "Big Companies Fill BadgerCare Rolls," Milwaukee 
Journal Sentinel, May 24, 2005 

WAL-MART Costs Taxpayers $1,557,000,000,00 to Support its Employees 

• "The Democratic Staff of the Committee on Education and the Workforce 
estimates that one 200-person Wal-Mart store may result in a cost to federal 
taxpayers of $420,750 per year - about $2,103 per employee. Spedfically, the 
low wages result in the following additional public costs being passed along to 
taxpayers: 

• $36,000 a year for free and reduced lunches for just 50 qualifying Wal­
Mart families. 

• $42,000 a year for Section 8 housing assistance, assuming 3 percent of 
the store employees qualify for such aSSistance, at $6,700 per family. 

• $125,000 a year for federal tax credits and deductions for low-Income 
families, assuming 50 employees are heads of household with a child 
and 50 are married with two children. 

• $100,000 a year for the additional Title I expenses, assuming 50 Wal­
Mart families qualify with an average of 2 children. 

• $108,000 a year for the additional federal health care costs of moving 
into state children's health insurance programs (S-CHIP), assuming 30 
employees with an average of two Children qualify. 

• $9,750 a year for the additional costs for low income energy assistance.· 

• The total figure is based on the average $420,750 per-store figure, multiplied 
by 3700 (the approximate number of stores currently in the United States). 

• Source: Rep. George Miller / Democratic Staff of the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce, "Everyday Low Wages: The Hidden Price We All Pay for 
Wal-Mart·, February 16, 2004. 

WAL-MART and Full Time Status 

• In the film, a former Wal-Mart co-manager claims that store managers are told 
to "Keep the number of associates from being full time, as many as you can, 
keep many of them part time, as much as you can .• A paragraph in a recently 
released intemal memo from Wal-Mart corroborates the co-manager's 
statement: 
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5. Capture savings from current inItiatives to improve labor 
productivity. These initiatives include reducing the number of labor 
hours per store, increasing the percentage of part-time 
Associates in stores, and increasing the number of hours per 
Associate. 

Source: Wal-Mart Internal Memo [PDF File " via New York Times 

• Wal-Mart says that "Wal-Mart's 'full time' status begins at 34 hours per week, 
not 28, for associates hired after 2002," Before 2002, however, Wal-Mart's 
definition of full-time WAS 28 hours per week, and was raised in 2002 to 34 
hours per week in order to raise the bar for healthcare eligibility for their 
employees - as the raise in hours coincided with the increase in eligibility 
requirements for healthcare. According to Wikipedia, "In 2002, Wal-Mart 
increased the waiting period for enrollment eligibility from 90 days to 6 
months for full-time employees. Part-time employees must wait 2 years before 
they may enroll in the plan, and they may not purchase coverage for their 
spouses or children. The definition of part-time was changed from 28 hours or 
less per week to less than 34 hours per week. a The change was not done to 
benefit more full-time employees, but to discourage more employees from 
being eligible for Wal-Mart's healthcare plan. 

Suppose we accepted this correction. The 34-hour per week full-time definition 
still is not the 40-hour definition employed by most bUSinesses in America. 
Also, at Wal-Mart's stated average hourly wage of $9.68 per hour (source: 
WalmartFacts.com), a 34-hour week results in an annual wage of only $17,114 
o STIll below the poverty line for a family of four. 

$7,000 ANTI-UNION CAMERA PACKAGE per store 
$30,000 UNDERCOVER Spy VAN per store 
$100,000 24 hour ANTI-UNION HOTLINE 
$7,000,000 Rapid response team with CORPORATE lET 

• Source: Data provided to the producers by Stan Fortune, former manager and 
17-year employee of Wal-Mart 

• According to a recent report issued by American Rights At Work ("Wal-Mart: 
Rolling Back Wages. Workers' Rights. and the American Dream"), at least 59 
complaints have been issued by the National Labor Relations Board on the 
basis that Wal-Mart uses illegal surveillance techniques to monitor union 
activity inside and outside their stores. These Include the following claims: 

• "Following a NLRB investigation of worker charges in Denver, Colorado; 
Paris, Texas; and Orlando, Florida, the government has charged Wal­
Mart with illegal surveillance, threats and intimidation of its aSSOCiates.· 

• ·Wal-Mart will face trial on February 10, 2003 for illegal surveillance of 
union supporters.· 

• ·Workers In Paris, Texas suffer Similar injusticeSOThe NLRB investigation 
of Wal-Mart's actions resulted in a complaint charging that Wal-Mart 
-managers carned .out surveillance on their workers, restricted workers' 
attire in an effort to retaliate against union supporters and also 
threatened and interrogated workers.' 

• "In Orlando, Ronda, Wal-Mart faces a NLRB trial on June 28, 2003 for 
illegal surveillance of workers, illegal threats and harassment of 
workers .• 

• Source: UFCW, "Wal-Mart's War on Workers. " PR Newswire, January 8, 
2003, and the National Labor Relations Board. 

$50 MILUON to settJe an off-the-clock class action suit in Colorado 
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• In 2000, 'Wal-Mart paid $50 million to settle a class-action suit that asserted 
that 69,000 current and former Wal-Mart employees in Colorado had worked 
off the clock." 

• Source: Steven Greenhouse, "Suits Say Wal-Mart Workers Forced To Toil Off 
The Oock,' New York Times, June 25, 2002 [reprinted via Common Dreams] 

In Texas it is estimated that they cheated workers out of up to one hundred 
and fifty million dollars in unpaid wages 

• "In a recently certified class-action suit in Texas on behalf of more than 
200,000 current and former Wal-Mart workers, statisticians estimate that the 
company underpaid its Texas workers by $150 million over four years by not 
paying them for the many times they worked during their daily 15-minute 
breaks. That $150 million estimate does not include other types of unpaid 
work. The statisticians, who analyzed time records from 12 Wal-Mart stores, 
found that the Texas employees averaged at least one hour of unpaid work 
each week from working through breaks." 

• Source: Steven Greenhouse, ·Suits Say Wal-Mart Workers Forced To Toil Off 
The Oock,· New York Times, June 25, 2002 [reprinted via Common Dreams) 

Wal-Mart Managers delete time from workers' timecards 

• In Massachusetts, "a Middlesex court judge has put his Imprimatur on a suit 
alleging the retail giant failed to pay employees for time worked and neglected 
to give them meal and rest breaks, the Herald has learned. The eight-page 
ruling by Superior Court Judge Ernest B. Murphy cites an affidavit by a 
computer expert hired by the plaintiffs. The expert allegedly found 7,000 
instances during a one-year period when Wal-Mart managers deleted large 
blocks of time from their employee payroll records." 

• Source: John Strahinich, "Judge OKs Employee Lawsuit Against Wal-Mart. " 
Boston Herald, January 7, 2005. 

• Meanwhile, in Califomia, a class-action lawsuit potentially involving up to 
215,000 current and former Wal-Mart and Sam's Club employees 'charges 
that Wal-Mart, based in Bentonville, Ark., deleted thousands of hours of time 
worked from employees' payroll records by erasing overtime hours and by 
penalizing employees who forgot to punch In after their meal breaks by 
denying them pay for the remainder of those days .• 

• Source: "Alameda County Suit Alleges Wal-Mart Cheated Workers," Bay City 
News, January 20,2005. 

Wal-Mart currently faces lawsuits in thirty-one different States for wage 
and hour abuses potentially involving hundreds of thousand workers. 

• Wal-Mart Wage and Hour "Off the Clock" Class Actions: 
1. Adcox v. WM, US Dist. Ct. ("USDC"), South em Dist. of TX, 11/9/04; 
2. Armijo v. WM, 1st Judicial Dlst. Ct., Rio Arriba County, NM, 9/18/00; 
3. Bailey v. WM, Marion County Superior Ct. IN, 8/17/00; 
4. Barnett v. WM, Superior Ct. of WA, King County, 9/10/01; 
5. Basco v. WM, USDC, Eastern Dist. of LA, 9/5/00; 
6. Braun v. WM, 1st judicial Dlst. Ct. Dakota County MN, 9/12/01; 
7. Braun v. WM, Ct. of Common Pleas, Philadelphia County, PA, 3/20/02; 

---B--Brown v. WM, 14th Judicial Circuit Ct., Rock Island, IL, 6/20/01; 
9. carr v. WM, Superior Ct. ofFillton Cbunty,GA, 8/14/01; 

10. Culver v. WM, USDC, Dist. of CO, 12/10/1996; 
11. carter v. WM, Ct. of Common Pleas, Colleton County, SC, 7/31/02; 
12. Gamble v. WM, Supreme Ct. of the State of NY, County of Albany, 

12/7/01; 
13. Gross v. WM, Circuit Ct., Laurel County, KY, 9/29/04; 
14. Hale v. WM, Circuit Ct., Jackson County, MO, 8/15/0~; 
15. Hall v. WM, 8th Judicial Dist. ct., Clark County, NV, 9/9/99; 
16. Harrison v. WM, Superior Ct. of Forsyth County, NC, 11/29/00; 
17. Holcomb v. WM, State Ct. of Chatham County, GA, 3/28/00; 
18. Hummel v. WM, Common Pleas Ct. of Philadelphia County, PA, 8/30/04; 
19. IIIadls v. WM, Superior Ct. of NJ, Middlesex County, 5/30/02; 
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20. Kuhlmann (In Re: Wal-Mart Employee Utigation) v. WM, Circuit Ct., 
Milwaukee County, WI, 8/30/01; 

21. Lerma v. WM, Dist. Ct., Cleveland County, OK, 8/31/01; 
22. Lopez v. WM, 23rd Judicial Dist. Ct. of Brazoria County, TX, 6/23/00; 
23. Mendoza v. WM, Superior Ct. of CA, Ventura County, 3/2/04; 
24. Michell v. WM, USDC, Eastern Dist. of TX, Marshall Div., 9/13/02; 
25. Montgomery v. WM, USDC, Southern Dist. of MS, 12/30/02; 
-26. Mussman v. WM, LA Dist. Ct., Clinton County, 6/5/01; 
27. Nagy v. WM, Circuit Ct. of Boyd County, KY, 8/29/01; 
28. Newland v. WM, Superior Ct. of CA, Alameda County, CA, 01/14/05; 
29. Osuna v. WM, Superior Ct. of AZ, Pima County, 11/30/01; 
30. Pickett v. WM, Circuit Court, Shelby County, TN, 10/22/03; 
31. Pittman v. WM, Circuit Ct. for Prince George's County, MD, 7/31/02; 
32. Robinson v. WM, Circuit Ct., Holmes County, MS, 12/30/02; 
33. Sago v. WM, Circuit Ct., Holmes County, MS, 12/31/02; 
34. Romero v. WM, Superior Ct. of CA, Monterey County, 03/25/04; 
35. Salvas v. WM, Superior Ct., Middlesex County, MA, 8/21/01; 
36. Sarda v. WM, Circuit Ct., Washington County, FL, 9/21/01; 
37. Savag/io v. WM, Superior Ct. of CA, Alameda County, 2/6/01; 
38. Scott v. WM, Circuit Ct. of Saginaw County, MI, 9/26/01; 
39. SmIth v. WM, Circuit Ct., Holmes County, MS, 12/31/02; 
40. Thiebes v. WM, USDC, Dist. of OR, 6/30/98; 
41. Willey v. WM, Dist. Ct. of Wyandotte County, KS, 9/21/01; 
42. Williams v. WM, Superior Ct. of CA, Alameda County, 3/23/04; 
43. Wilson v. WM, Common Pleas Ct. of Butler County, OH, 10/27/03; 
44. Winters v. WM, Circuit Ct., Holmes County, MS, 5/28/02. 

• Source: Wal-Mart Stores 10K Filing, March 31, 2005, Pg. 16, Item 3. 

Federal Poverty Level Family of Four - $17,650 

• Source: U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2001 Federal Poverty 
Guidelines 

Average Wal-Mart Hourly Sales Employee Wages - $13,861 

• ~On average, Wal-Mart sales clerks -- "associates" in company parlance -­
pulled in $8.23 an hour, or $13,861 a year, in 2001, according to documents 
filed in a lawsuit pending against the company." 

• Source: Anthony Bianco and Wendy Zellner, "Is Wal-Mart Too Powerful?" 
Business Week, October 6,2003. Primary source information on 2001 wage 
data is from the testimony of Dr. Richard Drogin, in Dukes v. WM. 

Wal-Mart Is paying eleven million dollars to settle Federal allegations it 
used illegal immigrants to clean its stores. 

• ·Wal-Mart will escape criminal sanctions and pay $11 million to settle claims 
stemming from a federal investigation of illegal workers hired by the 
company's cleaning contractors, the company said Friday ... The more than four 
-year investigation was led by Immigration and Customs Enforcement agents 
and federal prosecutors in Pennsylvania. It produced 245 arrests of 
undocumented workers in 2003." 

• Source: CNN/Money, "Wal-Mart Pays $11M Over Illegal Labor," CNN.com, 
March 18, 2005. 

'-'-----'- --- "W"-'::a"I-'M<a=a=rtLiSfacIOg ac'ass~ion-lawsuit for discrimination against $1.6 
million former and current female employees. 

• Source: Uza Featherstone, "Selling Women Short: The Landmark Battle for 
Workers' Rights At Wal-Mart,· Basic Books, 2004. 

• For more information on this lawsuit, please visit the Wal-Mart Class website. 

Edith Arana was told by a manager, "There's no place for people like you in 
management ... " - WAL-MART and Racial Discrimination 

Wal-Mart disputes a claim made by Edith Arana in the film, that she experienced 
racial as well as gender discrimination in her experience working at Wal-Mart, by 
saying hers is an isolated Incident. 
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• In fact, in addition to Edith Arana's claim, Cleo Page and Betty Dukes, two of 
the six named plaintiffs in Dukes v. Wal-Mart Stores, the largest gender 
discrimination class-action lawsuit in history, have also flied individual race 
discrimination claims against Wal-Mart. 

Several of the other women involved in the class-action have provided 
depositions that attest to racial discrimination as well as gender discrimination. 
Those testimonies are available at the WalMartClass.com website and include 
the declarations of the following women, who testify to racial discrimination in 
addition to their gender discrimination claims: 

o Umi Jean Minor 
o Gina Espinoza-Price 
o Jennifer Johnson 
o Thearsa Collier 
o Lorie Williams 

• The company also faces a smaller class-action lawsuit from African American 
truckers who charge discrimination, which was publicized recently in the New 
York Times (source: Jonathan D. Glater, "2 Black Truckers Sue, Accusing Wal­
Mart of Hiring Bias, " New York Times, July 14, 2005). 

• Also, the following reports attest to further racial discrimination practices: 
o "The EEOC notedDthat only one of the 20 drivers Wal-Mart hired in 2002 

was black. The EEOC also noted that Wal-Mart hired some white drivers 
with more serious driving violations and less experience than black 
applicants. n 

• Source: Tammy Joyner, "Truck Driver Applicant Accuses Wal-Mart 
of Racial Bias," Cox News Service, September 23, 2004. 

o In 2001, the MeXican-American Political Association initiated a boycott of 
a Fresno, CA Wal-Mart. Ben Benavidez, president of MAPA, claimed that 
"MAPA received complaints from current and past employees about the 
store manager and some of his assistants making remarks such as, ·You 
see one Mexican, you've seen them all," "We don't want our store front 
to look like a Mexican flea market," and something to the effect of, 
"Have you noticed how Mexican women like to buy body-revealing 
clothes?" 

• Source: Louis Galvan, "Fresno Wal-Mart Mistreatment Alleged, n 

Fresno Bee, November 24, 2001. 
o The NAACP's 200S Industry Survey gave Wal-Mart a grade of C- ·wlthln 

the areas of employment, vendor development, advertising/marketing, 
charitable giving and investing/ franchising." 

• Source: NAACP 2005 Industry Survey 

• Wal-Mart also testifies to its diversity by citing several awards it has won for 
racial diversity, including a citation from DiversityInc Magazine. 

That same magazine also published an article entitled "Wal-Mart Diversity 
Head Can't Back Claims With Numbers," in which it states: 

"The company won't say how many women and people of color 
now work as hourly aSSOCiates, supelVisors, managers and 
executives, and it won't describe hiring goals that it touts as 

-------- -----------caticaLt:o.its-new..rJivecsit¥--eff.arts.Asa result, Porter -- a 12-year­
veteran of Wa/-f'4art -- has no factual support for her claim that 
Wal-Mart's existing diversity efforts have been successful or her 
contention that those weI/-publicized hiring goals wifl produce any 
Significant change. " 
(Source: Unda Bean, "Wal-Mart Diversity Head Can't Back Claims 
with Numbers," Diversitylnc Magazine, June 23,2004.) 

City of Cameron give WAL-MART $2.1 MILUON to set up shop 

• "The city [of Cameron, MO] provided $2.1 million in infrastructure 
improvements through sales and property-tax increment financing in the area 
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of a Supercenter and surrounding industrial park. Wal-Mart served as the 
developer for the project.· 

• Source: Good Jobs First, "Shopping For Subsidies: How Wal-Mart Uses 
Taxpayer Money To Finance Its Never-Ending Growth. " May 2004. 

City of Brookfield gives WAL-MART $300,000,00 to open doors 

• In Brookfield, "A Wal-Mart Supercenter of 110,000 sq. ft. was opened in 7-98. 
A voluntary annexation incorporated that area into the city. Utilities cost of 
$300,000 were paid by developer with a reported agreement that funds would 
be paid-back by the positive sales tax revenue generated by the Supercenter 
with consideration of the decrease in revenue experienced by the largest five 
businesses in town at that time." 

• Source: Donna Kennedy and John Morrison, Hometown Merchants AsSOCiation 
Report. 
Primary Source information: City of Brookfield, Missouri Department of 
EconomiC Development. 

According to the Missouri Department -of Economic Development, TIF subsidies are 
only intended for light industrial projects and usually would not apply to a Waf-Mart 
development, yet somehow Wal-Mart received TIF deals in both cameron and 
Brookfield. 

WAL..,MART SUBSIDY NATIONWIDE: $1.008 BILLION 

• In an initial search of "electronic archives of local newspapers to find cases of 
Wal-Mart stores that had received" development subsidies, Good Jobs First 
uncovered "91 stores that have received public assistance. In total, these 
subsidies were worth about $245 million to Wal-Mart and the developers of 
shopping centers in which a Wal-Mart store served as an anchor. Individual 
subsidy deals in those 91 stores ranged from less than $1 million to about $12 
million, with an average of about $2.8 million." Later, Good Jobs First 
conducted "searches in a database covering the one type of subsldyo industrial 
revenue bondsofor which some centralized information is available. This 
enabled [Good Jobs First] to identify another 69 stores that received low-cost 
financing of apprOXimately $138 million. This brought the total number of 
subsidy deals [Good Jobs First] identified to 244. The total value of all the 
subsidies was $1.008 billion." 

• Source: Good Jobs First, "Shopping For Subsidies: How Wal-Mart Uses 
Taxpayer Money To Finance Its Never-Ending Growth," May 2004. 

Esry Family Subsidy: $0 

• The Esrys did not receive any kind of "tax abatement" through a tax-increment 
financing deal. Their grocery stores are not eligible for TIF-subsidized 
infrastructure improvements under Missouri law, though Wal-Mart developers 
were somehow able to receive llF deals that they normally would not be 
eligible for. 

The Esrys also have a small farm, which does qualify for federal funds. Federal 
small-farm subsidies differ from the types of subsidies that Wal-Mart receives 
from state and local govemments across the nation. According to Wikipedia, 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture is required by law (via the Agricultural 

----- ---~-----Adjustment.Act...oU93.8I-tbe..Agri.cultural Act QfJ949, and the CCC Charter Act 
of 1948, among others) to subsidize over two dozen agricultural commodities. 
The money for small-farm subsidies is already earmarked, by law, for that 
purpose in the government's budget. In contrast, the most common types of 
subsidies that Wal-Mart receives, Including tax-increment financing (as 
described below), appropriates a portion of a city's tax revenue to finance 
infrastructure projects (construction of sewer and water lines, ingress and 
egress routes, etc) that most small businesses would have to pay for or 
finance themselves. 

(For more about llF subsidies, read Greg LeRoy's book "The Great American 
Jobs Scam: Corporate Tax Dodging And the Myth of Job Creation".) 
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Currently in the U.S. there are 26,699,678 SQUARE FEET of empty WAL­
MARTS 

• "As of [March 5, 2005], Wal-Mart Realty has a total of 356 buildings for sale or 
lease, a total of 26,699,678 million square feet of empty stores. That's enough 
empty space to fill up 534 football fields. This phenomenal figure makes Wal­
Mart the King of Dead Air in America and the world. No othe retailer has this 
many dead stores in its inventory. The annual figure ranges around 350 to 400 
from year to year. " 

• Source: AI Norman, "Wal-Mart Has 356 "Dark Stores" Available for Sale or 
Lease," Sprawl-Busters.com, March 5, 2005. 

1999: All new WAL-MART construction halted in state of PENNSYLVANIA 
due to Environmental Violations 

• "The Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) has signed a 
consent order and agreement with Wal-mart that will improve environmental 
construction practices for the Arkansas-based retailer's stores throughout 
Pennsylvania ... The agreement is the result of violations of water quality laws 
and regulations at a Wal-mart under construction in Honesdale Borough, 
Wayne County, between January and September 1998 ... Wal-mart must 
correct all remaining violations at the Honesdale site under a schedule in the 
agreement. The retailer also will pay a $100,000 civil penalty to the 
Commonwealth and $2,800 to the Wayne County Conservation District ... Three 
stop-work orders were issued by DEP for different areas of the construction 
Site, and a hold was placed on new permits for Wal-mart construction sites 
throughout the Commonwealth as a result of the violations in Wayne County. n 

• Source: Press Release, PA Department of Environmental Protection (Northeast 
Regional Office), February 4, 1999. 

2001: EPA orders WAL-MART to pay $1.0 MILUON fine for Clean Water 
Violations in: TEXAS, OKLAHOMA AND MASSACHUSETTS 

• "The Justice Department and the U.S. EnVironmental Protection Agency today 
reached an environmental agreement with Wa.I-Mart Stores Inc. to resolve 
claims the retailer violated the Clean Water Act at 17 locations in Texas, New 
MeXiCO, Oklahoma and Massachusetts. This is the first federal enforcement 
action against a company for multi-state Violations of the Act's storm water 
provisions. The settlement commits Wal-Mart to establish a $4.5 million 
environmental management plan, to improve the retailer's compliance with 
environmental laws at each of its construction sites and minimize the impact of 
its building on streams and watersheds. The settlement also compels the 
company to pay a $1 million civil penalty." 

• Source: Press Release, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency/Department of 
Justice, June 7, 2001. 

2004: WAL-MART fined $3.1 MILLION by EPA, the largest ever for a retailer, 
for Clean Water Act violations in TEXAS, COLORADO, CAUFORNIA, 
DELAWARE, MICHIGAN, SOUTH DAKOTA, NEW JERSEY, TENNESSEE and 
UTAH 

• "$3.1 Million Penalty Is Largest for Storm Water Violations at Construction 
Sites" 

• "The Dej:!artment of Justice and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
along with the U.S. Attorney's Office forl:heDistrict of Delaware and the states 
of Utah and Tennessee, today announced a Clean Water Act settlement for 
storm water violations at Wal-Mart store construction Sites across the 
country .. .!n addition to paying a $3.1 million civil penalty to the United States, 
Tennessee and Utah, Wal-Mart has agreed to spend $250,000 on an 
environmental project that will help protect sensitive wetlands or waterways in 
one of the affected states, which are Califomia, Colorado, Delaware, Michigan, 
New Jersey, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas and Utah." 

• Source: Press Release, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency/Department of 
Justice, May 12, 2004. 
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2005: Connecticut EPA orders WAL-MART to pay $1.15 MILLION for Clean 
Water Act violations in 22 stores 

• • Attorney General Richard Blumenthal and Department of Environmental 
Protection (DEP) Commissioner Gina McCarthy today announced a $1.15 
million settlement with Wal-Mart Involving environmental violations at 22 
stores related to stormwater and other water management issues. a 

• Source: Press Release, CT Attorney General's Office, August 15, 2005. 

Cost for WAL-MART Factory Worker to Assemble: $0.18 
Retail cost at Wal-Mart: $14.96 

• Data provided by Charles Kernaghan, National Labor Committee 

WAL-MART Imported $18 BILLION from CHINA in 2004 

• "The world's largest retailer, Wal-Mart Stores Inc, says its inventory of stock 
produced in China is expected to hit US$18 billion this year [2004], keeping 
the annual growth rate of over 20 per cent consistent over two years." 

• Source: Jiang Jingjing, "Wal-Mart's China Inventory To Hit US $188 This Year," 
China Daily, November 29, 2004. 

Lee Scott earnings for 2005: $27,207,799 

• Data computed from Wal-Mart Stores 2005 Proxy Statement; includes long­
term incentives awarded in 2005 and contemporary value of stock options. 

Average WAL-MART Hourly Sales Employee Earnings: $13,861 

• "On average, Wal-Mart sales clerks -- "associates" in company parlance -­
pulled in $8.23 an hour, or $13,861 a year, in 2001, according to documents 
filed in a lawsuit pending against the company." 

• Source: Anthony Blanco and Wendy Zellner, "Is Wal-Mart Too Powerful?" 
Business Week, October 6,2003. Primary source information on 2001 wage 
data is from the testimony of Dr. Richard Drogln, in Dukes v. WM. 

HELEN WALTON: $18.0 BILLION 
ALICE WALTON: 18.0 BILLION 
JOHN WALTON: 18.2 BILLION 
ROB WALTON: $18.3 BILLION 
JIM WALTON: $18.3 BILLION 

• Source: David Armstrong and Peter Newcomb, ed., "The 400 Richest 
Americans,", Forbes, September 24,2004. 

Cost of WAl-MART Jet Fleet: $125,350,000 

• Data provided by Jeff Fiedler, Food and Allied Service Trades, AFL-CIO 

The WALTON FAMILY Has Given LESS THAN 1% of Their Wealth to Charity 
Bill Gates has given 58% 

• Source: Business Week, "The 50 Most Generous Philanthropists" [PDF file], 
November 29,2004. 

---Wat-Mart-stores'--eontributions--to-a·-Community 

• According to the Wal-Mart Facts website, "The typical Supercenter raises or 
gives $30,000 to $50,000 a year to local charitable needs ranging from youth 
programs to literacy councils." From a survey of Wal-Mart's grand opening 
contribUtions, its giving averages to about $47,222 per store. 

According to the Nation, "The WMF's 2003 IRS 990 form is 2,239 pages long, 
far longer than that of the Ford Foundation, which has billions more in assets. 
That's because most WMF gifts are tiny: thousands or even hundreds of dollars 
to churches and Lions clubs and Boys and Girls clubs, $500 to the YMCA of 
Nashville and Middle Tennessee and to the Tulip Trace (Indiana) Girl Scouts 
Council and so on. Communities where Wal-Mart faced a particular battle over 
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opening a new store--Inglewood, California, or New York City--enjoyed 
especially generous largesse. Uke the flowers and other tokens of courtship 
from a suitor who later becomes a wife-beater, such gifts are often followed by 
demands for public subsidies and tax breaks. In this way Wal-Mart is repeating 
the strategy that has served it so well in Arkansas, where Wal-Mart and the 
Waltons' charitable gifts are many and company critics are relatively few. Says 
Undsay Brown, president of the Central Arkansas labor Council, 'It's a hell of a 
plan, and it works.' a 

Taken In the context of Wal-Mart's taxpayer costs, however, Wal-Mart's per 
store charitable contributions do not match up to the amount of money a store 
takes in the "numerous forms of public assistance--Medlcaid, Food Stamps, 
public houslng--that often allow workers to subSist on Wal-Mart's low wages. A 
report by the House Education and Workforce Committee conservatively places 
[public assistance costs) at $420,750 per store; the Wal-Mart Foundation's per 
-store charitable giving is just 11 percent of that amount ($47,222)'-

• Source: Uza Featherstone, "On The Wal-Mart Money Trail, ", The Nation, 
November 21, 2005. 

The WALTON FAMILY Made $3.2 MILUON in Political Contributions in 2004 

• "Led by Sam Walton's only daughter, Alice, the family spent $3.2 million on 
lobbying, conservative causes and candidates for last year's federal elections. 
That's more than double what it spent in the previous two elections combined, 
public documents show ... a USA TODAY review of public documents reveals a 
small-town Arkansas family emerging as a political juggernaut on tax issues, 
extending Wal-Mart's Influence over U.S. society even more." 

• Source: Jim Hopkins, "Wal-Mart Family Lobbies For Tax Cuts, II USA Today, 
AprilS, 2005. 

A WAL-MART Worker may donate money from their paycheck to the 
CRITICAL NEED FUND, a program to aid other employees in times of criSiS, 
like a fire or tornado. 
In 2004, WAL-MART Employees gave OVER $5 MILLION to help fellow 
workers 

• Source: Form 990, Wal-Mart AsSOCiates In Critical Need Fund, 2004 

The Walton Family gave $6,000 

• Source: Walton Family Foundation 

The WALTON FAMILY received a federal tax cut of: $91,500.00 per HOUR in 
the 2004 tax year 

• "FAST has calculated that in 2004, assuming the Walton family continues to 
hold their 1.68 billion shares of Wal-Mart stock and the company actually pays 
the 48 cent per share dividend projected, the five Walton family members 
(Helen, Rob, Alice, Jim and John) will save at least $190,367,803 in federal 
income taxes." 

• Source: Jeff Fielder, "Cheney Visjt To Wal-Mart Shows He'll Never 'Get It'," 
Food and Allied Service Trades Department (AFL-CIO), May 5, 2004. 

Screen Crawl of Wal-Mart Parking Lot Crimes that Occurred in the First 7 
--____ ~M~50f2005 

..I. u.o"" ... _ v .... .L " 

. _ .. '."- - -.~----- _._-----_._-- ._--------
• Compiled from searches of newspaper and television news archives on Google 

and LexisjNexis. Vjew the list. 

Screen Crawl of Community Victories Against Wal-Mart 

• Compiled from searches of the Sprawl-Busters database, Google, and 
LexisjNexis. View the list. ' 

Some Facts on Wal-Mart'$ Impact on Local Business 

wWal-Mart's influence begins before a store even goes In . • - Los Angeles Times 

http://www.walmartmovie.comJfacts.php 
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• When Jon Hunter applied for a business loan for H&H Hardware (presumably 
against the equity on the building that he had been paying on for the past 15 
years), the bank actually de-valued Hunter's property, specifically citing Wal­
Mart as a factor: 

"] put this business plan together that with the help of hard, 
different hardware organizations and people and] went to several 
different banks to check on some funding. And, ah, when] got an 
appraisal on my, on the business and, and the buildings, you 
know, the appraiser actually came in and de-valued the building. 
Here I figured it would be appreciating, after, like ten years, and 
he came in with a lower value and] questioned him, said, "How 
can this be?" I say, you know, "With inflation and, the economy's 
not great but it still should be at least holding its value. ,. And he 
said, nNo, n he said, ah, nAny time a Wal-Mart's coming in to a 
town they, they knock the values down because sooner or later 
there's going to be a bunch of empty buildings and none of them 
are going to be able to sell. " 

This shows that there is a recognition by market forces that Wal-Mart has a 
negative effect on local bUSinesses in surrounding areas . 

• To say that Wal-Mart wipes out ALL existing businesses Is of course ridiculous, 
and we do not make that point in our film. BUSinesses close for a number of 
reasons; the point we are making In the film, a pOint that is supported by a 
wealth of evidence present and not present in the film, Is that Wal-Mart, in the 
final equation, hurts rather than helps these businesses in the struggle to 
remain open and competitive. 

As Greg LeRoy, author of the recent book "The Great American Jobs Scam, II 
puts it, "Just because there are more places to shop does not mean people 
have more money to spend." Several studies, Including those presented at Wal 
-Mart's Qwn recent economic conference, affirm that Wal-Mart does not create 
new economiC activity, but merely captures existing sales from businesses in 
the town and the surrounding areaS. These effects are also not immediate, but 
build up over a length of time. 

• Consider the following findings from existing academic studies that have 
studied Wal-Mart's effect on local markets: 

• A study of small and rural towns in Iowa showed lost sales for local 
businesses ranging from -17.2% in small towns to -61.4% in rural 
areas, amounting to a total dollar loss of $2.46 BILUON over a 13-year 
period. 

o In Iowa, retail businesses in several categories experienced a decline of 
up to 59% over a 13-year period. 

• Source: Kenneth Stone, "Impact of the Wal-Mart Phenomenon on 
Rural Communities In Iowa" [PDF file], University of Iowa, 1997 

• In Mississippi, local food stores in counties hosting a Wal-Mart 
supercenter lost sales of up to 17 percent over 5 years 

• For every gain in sales by a Supercenter, there are corresponding losses 
--~ -------IIinn--ssaalEle~sJfooL1ocaLandLQ[ family businesses 

• Source: Kenneth Stone, "The Economfc Impact of Wal-Marr­
Supercenters on Existing Businesses in Mississippi" [PDF file], 
University of Iowa, 2003 

• In Maine, Wal-Mart captured an average $7.8 million from local/family 
businesses in their host towns during the first year of operation. 

• Source: Georgeanne Artz, "The Impact of Wal-Mart on Retail 
Market Structure in Maine,· unpublished thesis, University of 
Maine, 1999 
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Retail Forward, an industry consulting firm, estimates that for every Wal 
-Mart Supercenter that opens in the next five years, two supermarkets 
will dose . 

• Source: Retail Forward, "Wal-Mart Food: Big, and Getting Bigger," 
2003 

.... -0 ........ _.a. ..... 
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BIG BOX CAMPAIGNERS EMAIL 

Please send event infonnation and announcements to Trina Tocco at trina.tocco@ilrf.org or (202) 347-
4100, xl03. 

The Big Box Campaigners Email is a regular update, compiled by the Big Box Collaborative, on 
campaigns, reports, and events. Please use these emails to spread infonnation about your big box 
campaigning. 

The Big Box Collaborative is the hub for organizations seeking to fundamentally transform Wal-Mart 
and the other "big box" retail stores. The Collaborative includes organizations drawn from multiple 
sectors and focused on a variety of issues. It provides a space where organizations can develop shared 
demands and coordinate different campaign strategies. 

WEEKLY FEATURE: Wal-Mart Reputation Drops in New Study 

In this update you will find: 

Upcoming.Events 

Big Box Campaign Environmental Group Coordinator Job Announcement Are you planning anything? 
Worth.a.Look . 

Like Clock Work: Wal-Mart Faces 80 Class-actions, Most From Off-the-c1,Ock Allegations (Morning 
News) Home Depot Offers Recycling for Compact Fluorescent Bulbs (New York Times) State's highest 
court rules against big box voter initiative (KTUU) When Wal-Mart Moves In, Neighborhood 
Businesses Suffer. Right? (Washington Post) Supennarkets Failing to Adopt Sustainable Seafood 
Buying Practices: Report (Green Biz) India: Wal-Mart's Drug Connection (Huffmgton Post) Res 0 u r c 
es 

Carting Away the Oceans: How Grocery Stores are Emptying the Seas BigBox Toolkit: Countering 
Mega-Retailers - Rebuilding Local Businesses Wal-Mart Reputation Drops in New Study India: Impact 
of Organized Retailing on the Unorganized Sector Consensus Standards for Big Box Retailers Released 
Discounting Rights: Wal-Mart's Violation of US Workers' Right to Freedom of Association Wal-Mart's 
Sustainability Initiative: A Civil Society Critique produced by 23 organizations Get. I n v 0 I v e d & T . 
ake.Action 

Consumerist's "Worst Corporation in America" Vote Wal-Mart into the Corporate Hall of Shame! Tell 
TIAA-CREF to Put Pressure on Wal-Mart and Divest BBC Working Groups 

~~--~~~o----------------____ __ 
Campaigns Coordinator, International Labor Rights Forum 
Coordinator, Big Box Collaborative 
www.LaborRights.org 
Office: 202-347-4100 xl 03 
Cell: 269-873-1000 

Big Box Backlash 
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. Th~Stealth Campaign at the World Trade Organization to Preempt Locm Control Over Land Use . .. , . '., 

To downJoadthe entire report. http://www.citizen.orgldocumentsiZoning Memo Final.pdf 
"'::.:.: .. 

'AS' cOmmunities across tho UnitedS* and elsewhere areincreasirigly successtW iD their effort to limit "big box~ store.; ..> .. 
expansion and destnu:Uve retail practices tbrougb',transparent and acxountable measures at the lOcal leve4 Wal--Mart and::'" '~:.;: 

. .. other retailers have pursued roles at the World Trade Organizatiou (WTO) which threaten to preempt, or at the very leiast<";;;:<i', 
. ,chill. these loca1laws. These roles are part of the General AgreeJJlent on Tradcdn Services (GA TS).<' :: .'., 01' •• 

,.",". .'::' ,<'" 

In 1994, the United States comfuitted retail and wholesale distribution, as well ~ the hotel and restaurant sectors, to 1he'~;·; .):'". 
of the GATS. one of17 Uruguay Round agreements enforced by the Geneva-based Wo~d Trade Organization (WTO) •. ~\.' 
GATS expansiv,e "market accessr rules are geared tOward faeilitating the entry of foreign service providers into the-l,tS'.t:Y';· 
Jilarlcetby inCorporation of acquisition oiU.S; firms. Th.,.GATSrulClSforbid limitson.thc number ofservicessuppliei'S,~;'i~:< .... 
well as measures that wOUld recfIU:e the value of a service tnmsactioD or limit the nwnber of employees. Policies contafuiDg':;. .; 
economic needs tests; like that in the city of Los Angeles for very lqe retail opeiatiOllS) are explicitly forbiddm. . __. 

'~";' ,>. 

..... '.':' . Unless the United States takes 8cdoo to. fbt tbls problem in the current round of negotiatiOns, loCal governments could ~'i;::,;.· ....... . 
~i~~:: . ...• '. challenges to state 'and 10callaIid usc laws brought before WTOtribun8ls; \Vhich arCeDlpoweredto authorize trade sanctions;"f'\";: 
}("j;>' , a8ainst coun¢eS tbat refuSe to coofonn their domestie poJj~es to WfOdictates.Across the~. statealld local officialS:;;'::O' • 
;;:':~"~;';:;are working to Put· laws in plaCe to Protect their communities, their environment, their wsSebase and tax ~Uars byputtin8ci0:},::'< c· 

:0::::":,,.,.)anduse ~ 00 "big \)0,,", retail~as weIhs retail chains and other develOpment projectS they deem destructivetA;the.";~,;:. 

~~\~~?':::=:::::ftb::.:=m~. . ... ·i'f~Sjt:r 
;.:~~':;-~ ~:.::"':.>'; .. :.~~'.:; '.:'. > ",:' ,:.< 

"';: ,..s~ IUld hei~ restrictioDson big box srores;limiuon hours of operation; economic needs tests ~ore stores ciin6e:::;:d'; 
f.;,'.".;~.)\'; .• '. aPProved; andlJmim on developmu to' protedtlle en~ent or ~ historic and cultural sites. "<;":'i/~"'t'; 

~:.~:\~ ', . 

. -,;' 
;~, . 

.-

. ,.'- . : ,',:' .",;" ~ : 

Trade'neg~ are now~oiidng betilitd closed doqrs to add mole service sectors and eXpand die scope of the GA Ts'nit~~:;~:,;: 
even fin1her. ThisWTO ex:~~IiOD of power means a group of trade officials. rather than democraticaI1y elected policy~'. 
~ers.will ~ tilakiD.g ~isioDs 8bout local laws that affect.our communities. ';;;' 

" . - ',- . ',:.'. . -. . . ,'. ":',, ·;/:'~";'/;:;l{':'~·:':'·"'>' ::;.".::' 

"'Write to yoUr governor and reqtiest.that-your state be "carved out" from any GATS commitments implicating ~;~:::;> ..• 
. land use laws (including retail distribution. wholesale distribution. hotel and restaurant sectors). Ask that your state be caried;.~';;c. 

out from future GATS comniitments as well; Contact your Member of Congress, and request that WTO GATS commitJri~,; 
be clarified to exempt existing and future zoning and land use taws. For sample materials or for more information.~;~~ ..... 
www.tradewatCh.org or contact Saerom Park at 202.454.5127 or SPark@citizen.org . ..;, .... '.:';; •...•.. 

j;;< ,Trip Generation Characteristi~ of Free-Standing Discount Supercenten ,.;,;. 

~r:.· .. .. '.~~ ~tute of Traffic Enght~j~ ;~~ ~ IleW ~s~o~ that Supereenters generate "substantially more" ~.;,:;-,;: 
-·',"":c-'--.,· '-' ·_--.l.tbw8Dll.l., ~~particuIarly during the p.m. ~hour.· . .' 

.-.j"'. 
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PDF file 

W ALMART Real Wage and Turnover Study 

Commissioned by 
Wal-Mart Alliance for Reform Now (WARN) 
Wal-Mart (Florida Operations) Wage Analysis 

http://www.againstthewal.comistudies.htm 
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November 2005 

wamwalmart.orgifileadminlW ARNstorage/walmart _study _ -_ v2 _1_. pdf 

What Do We Know About Wal-Mart? 

An Overview a/Facts and Studies jar New Yorkers 

As Wal-Mart continues to expand across New York State, growing attention is being focused on the company's employment 
practices and local economic impact. In this policy report, we provide a comprehensive overview of the available 
information on Wal-Mart's wages and health benefits, compliance with workplace laws, cost to the taxpayer, and impact on 
local economies. 

http://www .brennancenter. org/programs/ downloads/ aboutwalmart. pdf 

Shameless: How Wal-Mart Bullies Its Way Into Communities Across America 

As the world's largest corporation, Wal-Mart behaves shamelessly in the way it forces itself on American communities. Its 
aggressive bullying of American communities occurs because Wal-Mart's growth is central to its business model; it has to 
grow to sustain its profits, $10 billion in 2004 alone. Analysts have noted that Wal-Mart's growth efforts are nothing short of 
a "massive undertaking." 

This special report reviews Wal-Mart's bullying tactics through a series of local case studies. Using highly publicized 
examples like Inglewood, California and Chicago, Illinois alongside less well-known stories from cities like Stoughton, 
Wisconsin and Lewiston, Maine, the findings reveal patterns: Wal-Mart's use of local front groups, their reliance on a SWAT 
team of corporate mouthpieces, aggressive litigation tactics, outright bait-and-switches, and a trail of broken promises. 
Today, as more American communities rise to fight back against the retail giant, this report offers a strategic map of the 
company's tactics. 

This report is a tool for those who share our belief that the power of this wealthy corporation can be put to better use, and that 
American communities must be allowed to decide for themselves how best to sustain their vibrant economies 

BAKERSFIELD RULING 

court documents 

------------ ........ _ .. . 

BAKERSFIELD REPORT 

Wal-Mart Opponents Hit CEQA Home Run 
CALIFORNIA PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT REPORT 
VOL. 20, NO.1 - January 2005 
By Paul Shigley 

An appellate court has overturned separate environmental impact reports and project approvals for two Bakersfield shopping 
centers with Wal-Mart supercenters as anchors. The court ruled that the city must address the potential for the projects to 
cause urban decay, consider the combined impacts of the two shopping centers, and correlate the projects' air quality impacts 

htto:llwww.againstthewal.comlstudies.htm 5/26/2010 
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to effects on human respiratory health. 

The published opinion - the first regarding a Wal-Mart supercenter - appears to be a home run for Wal-Mart opponents, who 
are making similar arguments in numerous locations. Attorney Steven Herum, who represented a group of project opponents 
called Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control, said the court "correctly identifies the fact that Wal-Mart supercenters have 
unique impacts and that the EIR is going to have to reflect this." 

Attorney Stephen Kostka, author of numerous California Environmental Quality Act practice treatises, called the decision an 
"atomic bomb." The Fifth District demanded that an EIR. contain an analysis of something that most analysts would call 
speculative, namely the impact that a Wal-Mart supercenter could have on specific other retailers and business locations, said 
Kostka, of Bingham McCutchen. How, he asked, do you mitigate the impact of lower prices? Kostka, who is not involved in 
the litigation, also questioned how an EIR. could correlate a tiny increase in cumulative air pollution to ultimate impacts on 
human health, as the court required. 

Bakersfield City Attorney Virginia Gennaro said city officials were still evaluating the ruling and deciding how to proceed. 
"Here in the City of Bakersfield, we don't think urban decay will be a problem," Gennaro commented. "We are growing at 
such a rate that it isn't a concern." 

The fact that both shopping centers are partially built complicates the situation. At one site, a Lowe's Home Improvement 
Warehouse is complete and in business, and at the other location a Kohl's department store has opened. At both locations, 
Wal-Mart supercenters sit partially complete. 

A trial court judge earlier halted further construction of the Wal-Mart stores. Four days after the Fifth District issued its 
ruling, project opponents asked the Fifth District to halt all construction at the two shopping centers until litigation is 
resolved 

Nearly three years ago, developer Panama 99 Properties LLC filed an application for a 370,OOO-square-foot shopping center 
on Panama Lane in southwestern Bakersfield. At the time, the empty site was zoned for low-density residential uses and open 
space. The new center would feature a Wal-Mart supercenter, Lowe's and a gas station. The proposed supercenter would 
replace an existing, smaller Wal-Mart 1.4 miles away. 

One week later, developer Castle & Cooke Commercial-CA (C&C) filed an application for a 700,OOO-square-foot shopping 
center called Gosford Village. Zoned for service industrial uses, the site was 3.6 miles away from the Panama Lane project 
site. Although the Gosford Village EIR said no tenants had been identified, it was common knowledge the project would 
have a supercenter, Kohl's, a Sam's Club and numerous other stores and restaurants. 

Two separate EIRs were prepared. The Panama Lane EIR identified significant and unavoidable impacts on air quality and 
noise. The Gosford Village EIR found significant and unavoidable impacts on air quality, both individually and cumulatively. 
The Bakersfield City Council considered both projects on February 12,2003. The council certified both EIRs and adopted 
statements of overriding considerations, with all actions occurring under the City Council's consent calendar. 

Later in the meeting, the council conducted a public hearing to approve general plan amendments and rezonings for the 
projects. Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control (BCLC), a group associated with grocery store labor unions, filed separate 
lawsuits over the EIRs. In January 2004, Superior Court Judge Kenneth Twisselman ruled the documents inadequate because 
they did not study the question of whether the two shopping centers, individually or cumulatively, could trigger a series of 
events leading to urban decay. However, Judge Twisselman left the project entitlements intact and allowed construction to 
proceed - except for the Wal-Mart supercenters, construction of which Twisselman halted 

-------------------------------

The Wal-Mart opponents appealed parts of the decisions in both cases; C&C appealed part of the decision regarding Gosford 
Village. The Fifth District combined the appeals and then ruled squarely for BCOC. 

Wal-Mart opponents and regulatory bodies across the country have pressed the urban decay argument. The BCOC presented 
a study by San Francisco State University economics Professor C. Daniel Vencill that identified 29 businesses, many of them 
grocery stores, that were at risk of closing if the projects went forward. Those closures could lead to long-term or permanent 
vacancies, building deterioration and "then culminate in physical effects associated with blight-light conditions," Vencill 
concluded. 

The opponents also submitted studies and news reports from California and nationally about the effects on a market that is 
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saturated with supersized retailers. The Fifth District ruled that the environmental studies' lack of a discussion regarding 
potential urban/suburban decay violated CEQA. "[T]he economic and social effects of proposed projects are outside CEQA's 
purview," Justice Timothy Buckley wrote for the court. "Yet, if the forecasted economic or social effects of a proposed 
project directly or indirectly will lead to adverse physical changes in the environment, then CEQA requires disclosure and 
analysis of these resulting physical impacts." "[W]hen there is evidence suggesting that the economic and social effects 
caused by the proposed shopping center ultimately could result in urban decay or deterioration, then the lead agency is 
obligated to assess this indirect impact," Buckley continued. "Many factors are relevant, including the size of the project, the 
type of retailers and their market areas, and the proximity of other retail shopping opportunities. The lead agency cannot 
divest itself of its analytical and informational obligations by summarily dismissing the possibility of urban decay or 
deterioration as a 'social or economic effect' of the project" 

The court said the record contained "a great deal of evidence" regarding potential urban decay. "This evidence cannot be 
cavalierly dismissed as 'hit pieces' designed to disparage a specific corporation. Studies discussing the experiences of other 
communities constitute important anecdotal evidence about the way the proposed shopping centers could serve as a catalyst 
fur urban deterioration and decay in the city. The Vencill report is extremely significant and it strongly supports BCLC's 
position that CEQA requires analysis of urban decay," the court ruled. 

Furthermore, the Fifth District said the city must address the unique nature of giant stores that operate 24 hours a day. "[1']0 
simply state as did the Gosford EIR that 'no stores have been identified' without disclosing the type of retailers envisioned for 
the proposed project is not only misleading and inaccurate, but it hints at mendacity," Buckley wrote. 

The court also found that the city should not have considered the project EIRs in isolation. "There is not merit to the position 
of city and developers that cumulative impacts analysis does not require consideration of both shopping centers because, in 
each case, the other shopping center is outside the radius of the 'project area' as defined in the EIRs," Buckley wrote. "Simply 
put, selection of 'appropriate' geographic areas that just happen to narrowly miss the other large proposed shopping center in 
every category of impacts despite their overlapping market areas and shared roadways does not constitute the good faith 
disclosure and analysis that is required by CEQA." . 

Regarding air quality, the court found the EIRs did not acknowledge "the well-known connection between reduction in air 
quality and increases in specific respiratory conditions and illnesses. ... The health impacts resulting from the adverse air 
quality impacts must be identified and analyzed in the new EIRs." 

The court ordered Bakersfield to void certification of the EIRs, the findings of overriding consideration and project 
approvals. After completing new EIRs, the city "may require completed portions of the projects to be changed or removed, " 
the court noted. Kostka, of Bingham McCutchen, said the decision is worrisome because the court relied heavily on BCLC 
testimony presented at the City Council public hearing. "It [the ruling] not only allows late hits, it rewards them," Kostka 
said. "What the case says is that someone can wait until the very, very end of the process, and then pile information and 
reports on the agency." 

Herum, however, denied that was opponents' strategy. "That was the first and only time the City Council ever looked at the 
project," Herom said "We made the same arguments that we had been making since the scoping session." And the Fifth 
District did not look favorably on the city's CEQA process, saying the city "improperly segmented environmental review 
from project approval in contravention of [CEQA] Guidelines § 15202, subdivision (b)." The public may raise new 
environmental objections until the close of a public hearing on project approval, the court determined. 

The. Case: Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control v. City of Bakersfield, No. F044943, 04 C.D.O.S. 10918, 2004 DJDAR 
14768. Filed December 13,2004. The Lawyers: For BCLC: Steven Herum, Herom, Crabtree & Brown, (209) 472-7700. For 

----dre-city:-Vuginia Gennaro, city attorney, (66l)--32&3m. For Castle & Cooke California: Craig Beardsley, Jones & 
Beardsley,(661) 664-2900. For Panama 99 Properties: John Nolan, Gresham, Savage, Nolan & Tuden, (909) 684:2171. 

o 2005 - California Planning & Development Report 

New Jersey Considers Regional Impact Studies for Big-B~x Stores 
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Lawmakers in New Jersey have proposed legislation that would require communities to weigh the regional economic impact 
of proposed big-box stores before .......................... . 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

Pennsylvania State University 

Wal-Mart and County-Wide Poverty 
October 18, 2004 

The presence of a Wal-Mart store hinders a community's ability to move families out of poverty, according to this 
study .... further information at New Rules Project 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -------------------------------

UC Berkeley labor Center 

The Hidden Cost of Wal .. Mart Jobs 
August 2, 2004 

Click here for PDP Study 

UC Berkeley Labor Center 

Response to Wal-Mart statements 
August 3, 2004 

Click Here for PDP Study 

------------------.-----------.------.-----.-~--.----------_._--_ .. _-----. .gf----.-----_ ... __ . __ ._--------_.-_ .. _-------.,. __ .<---------._-_.----... _-

Mark R. Wolfe 
Comparison of Vehicle Trip Forecasts for Big Box Stores 
February 10,2004 

At your request, I have prepared a series of comparisons of the amount of weekly traffic typically generated by discount 
superstores (e.g. Super Wal-Mart), discount clubs (e.g. Costco), and home improvement superstores (e.g. Home Depot). The 
traffic '19lwne estimates in this letter are based on studies compiled by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) in Trip 
Generation, 7th Edition. This publication is the definitive source for estimatIng trips generated fi'om diffeJent land use types. 
This edition was recently updated in late 2003 to include recent traffic studies conducted over the last six years. The 
information provided in this letter includes total daily trips by the day of the week and total weekly trips_ .. (click here for 
JnQ.!:£) (click here for pdfversionj 

Supercenters and the Transformation of the Bay Area Grocery Industry: 
Issues, Trends, and Impacts 
January 2004 

httn:llwww.al!ainstthewal.comlstudies.htm 
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Bay Area Economic Forum 
A partnership of the Bay Area Council and the Association of Bay Area Governments January 2004 

Project Supervisor: R. Sean Randolpb 
Bay Area Economic Forum Research and Analysis 
Dr. Marlon Boarnet and Dr. Randall Crane, Principals Daniel Chatman and Michael Manville, Associates, Public Economics 
Group 

INTRODUCTION 
The nation's retail grocery sector is undergoing a major transformation, led by supercenters - big-box retail stores with full­
scale grocery service. These supercenters are the latest development in the nationwide restructuring of the retail grocery 
industry. Based on efficient distnbution systems, low prices, and shoppers increasingly seeking value, supercenters are 
intensifying competition within the sector. While they are a national phenomenon, supercenters also have important local 
impacts. Iclick here to download the pdf filel 

EVERYDAY LOW WAGES: THE HIDDEN PRICE WE ALL PAY FOR WAL-MART 
A REPORT BY THE DEMOCRATIC STAFF OF THE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE 
WORKFORCE 
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPRESENTATIVE GEORGE MlLLER (D-CA), SENIOR DEMOCRAT 
FEBRUARY 16.2004 

INTRODUCTION 

The retail giant Wal-Mart has become the nation's largest private sector employer with an estimated 1.2 million employees.1 
The company's annual revenues now amount to 2 percent of the U.S. Gross Domestic Product.2 Wal-Mart's success is 
attributed to its ability to charge low prices in mega-stores offering everything from toys and furniture to groceries. While 
charging low prices obviously has some consumer benefits, mounting evidence from across the country indicates that these 
benefits come at a steep price for American workers, U.S. labor laws, and community living standards. 

Wal-Mart is undercutting labor standards at home and abroad, while those federal officials charged with protecting labor 
standards have been largely indifferent. Public outcry against Wal-Mart's labor practices has been answered by the company 
with a cosmetic response. Wal-Mart bas attempted to offset its labor record with advertising campaigns utilizing employees 
(who are euphemistically called "associates") to attest to Wal-Mart's employment benefits and support oflocal communities. 
Nevertheless - whether the issue is basic organizing rights of workers, or wages, or health benefits, or working conditions, or 
trade policy - Wal-Mart has come to represent the lowest common denominator in the treatment of working people. 

This report reviews Wal-Mart's labor practices across the country and around the world and provides an overview of how 
working Americans and their allies in Congress are seeking to address the gamut of issues raised by this new standard-bearer 
of American retail. WAL-MART'S LABOR PRACTICES WORKERS' ORGANIZING RIGHTS The United States 
recognizes workers' right to organize unions. Government employers generally may not interfere with public sector 
employees' freedom of association~ In the private ... .[click here for morel (click here for pdfversionl 

The Andersonville Study of Retail Economics 

By Civic Econom ics 
October 2004 

This compelling study, commissioned by the Andersonville Development Corporation, fmds that locally owned businesses 
generate 70 percent more local economic impact per square 
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further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

----------------------------------------------------------

Understandine the Fiscal Impacts of Land Use in Ohio 
by Randall Gross, Development Economics 
August 2004 

This report reviews and summarizes the findings of fiscal impact studies conducted in eight central Ohio communities 
between 1997 and 2003. In seven of the eight 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

The Economic Impact of Locally Owned Businesses vs. Chains: A Case Study in 
Midcoast Maine 
by tbe Institute for Local Self-Reliance and Friends of Midcoast Maine, 
September 2003. 

Three times as much money stays in the local economy when you buy goods and services from locally owned businesses 
instead of large chain stores, according to this analysis ... 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

The Fiscal and Economic Impact of a Proposed Shopping Center Project on the City of 
Leominster 
by Dr. Thomas Muller, 
August 2003. 

This study examines the likely impact ofa proposed 510,OOO-square-foot shopping center, which would include a Wal-Mart 
supercenter, a Lowe's, a department store such as 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

Santa Fe Independent Business Report 
by Angelou Economics, 
November 2003. 

-Relying on a DUn & Bradstreet database, this stud) found-th~bains--are--lIluitiplyjng much faster than independent 
businesses in Santa Fe, New Mexico, Between 1998 and 2003 .... 

further infonnation can be obtained at New Rules Project 

Final Report on Research for Bie Box Retail/Superstore Ordinance 
prepared for the Los Angeles City Council by Rodino Associates, 
October 2003. 

http://www.againstthewal.comlstudies.htm 
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This study concludes that big box stores would hann low-income neighborhoods in Los Angeles by reducing competition, 
creating blight, lowering wages, and forcing new costs 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

Time to Switch Drugstores? 
Consumer Reports, 
October 2003. 

"If you're among the 47 percent of Americans who get medicine from drugstore giants such as CVS, Eckerd, and Rite Aid, 
here's a prescription: Try shopping somewhere else. 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

Economic Impact Analysis: A Case Study 
by Civic Economics, 
December 2002. 

This study examines the local economic impact of two locally owned businesses in Austin, Texas--Waterloo Records and 
Book People--and compares this with the economic 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

Fiscal Impact Analysis of Residential and Nonresidential Land Use Prototypes 
by Tischler & Associates, 
July 2002. 

Big box retail, shopping centers, and fast-food restaurants cost taxpayers in Barnstable, Massachusetts, more than they 
produce in revenue, according to this analysis. The study 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

The Impact of 'Bie-Box' Building Materials Stores on Host Towns and Surrounding 
Counties in a Midwestern State 
by Economics Professor Kenneth E. Stone and Extension Program Specialist 
Georgeaooe M AI1z; Iowa Sta~ Unnersity, 
200t. 

This study examines several Iowa communities where big box building supply stores, such as Menards and Home Depot, 
have opened in the last decade. Sales of hardware and 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

Understandine the Tax Base Consequences of Local Economic Development Programs 

htto:llwww.againstthewal.comlstudies.htrn 5/26/2010 
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by RKG Associates, 
2001 

The city of Concord, New Hampshire provides an example of what can happen when a community allows massive 
commercial growth while failing to protect its existing economic 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The Impact of Big Box Grocers on Southern California: Jobs, Wages, and Municipal 
Finances 
Prepared for tbe Orange County Business Council 
by Dr. Marlon Boarnet of the University of California at Irvine and 
Dr. Randall Crane of the University of California at Los Angeles, 
1999. 

The most useful parts of this study deal with Wal-Mart's impact on wages. 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

What Happened When Wal~Mart Came to Town? 
A Report on Three Iowa Communities with a Statistical Analysis of Seven Iowa 
Counties 
by Thomas MuDer and Elizabeth Humstone, 
National Trust For Historic Preservation, 
1996. 

This study examined the impact ofWal-Mart on several Iowa communities. 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

St. Albans, Vermont State Environmental Board Act 250 Decision 
1994 

A costlbenefit analysis of a proposed Wal-Mart store in St Albans, Vermont, found that the store would cause dozens of 
existing businesses to close, leading to a net loss of 110,000 square feet of retail space. 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 
--~=~~~~~~==-:=-==========--- ----------------------------

Fiscal & Economic Impact Assessment of the Proposed Wal-Mart Development 
by Land Use Inc. and RKG Associates, 
1993. 

This study found that a new Wal-Mart store in Greenfield, Massachusetts, would cost existing merchants $35 million in sales. 

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

~/D 
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---------_._-_ .. _--_.----------------_._-_ ... _._---------~.--.-.--.---.-------.--.-------------------.----.----~.--.----------

Impacts of Development on DuPage County Property Taxes Prepared 
by DuPage County Development Department for the County (Regional Planning Commission, Illinois, 
October 1991. . 

This study demonstrated that the costs of encouraging new commercial deve!opment---

further information can be obtained at New Rules Project 

--"--"'-" ....••. __ .... _-, .. _-_ .. _--_.--_ .. __ .. __ ._--_ ..... ----.. -. ----.- .---~-- .. --- --.. ,."-"-",-."--"- ----.- ... _- --. -- ._.-. .-.--. -------_ ... " ..... --.,-~- .. -----_ ... --". - ... --------,"-" ~" .. '. -"_.-.--- -_._-------
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