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July 29, 1982
CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE

City Council 1
Sacramento, California L1 2 9 10R?

Honorable Members 1n Session:

SUBJECT: Preliminary 1983 Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) Program for the City
of Sacramento

SUMMARY

The attached report. regards preliminary recommendations
to the City's 1983 Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) Program. The report was approved in concept by
the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopmeni. Commis$ion on
July 19, 1982. The City Council's Budget/Finance and
Planning/Community Development Committee conceptually
.approved the item on July 27, 1982.

RECOMMENDATION

The Budget/Finance and Planning/ Community Development
Committee, the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Com-
mission, and Agency. staff recommends the City Council
Conceptually approve the attached report in order to
allow staff to discuss the findings and proposed recom-—
mendations with the target area residents.
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Executivg Director
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SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Sacramento City Council
Sacramento, California

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: 1983 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program
for the City of Sacramento

SUMMARY

Earlier this year, the City Council approved an outline of a process for reanalysis
of the City's CDBG target areas (see Attachment 1). This process was consis-

tent with the recommendations in the Final Management Report for the Agency, in
which transfer of administration of the CDBG program to the Agency was approved.
Pursuant to these directives, Agency staff has been analyzing the target areas

in an attempt to develop recommendations on how to improve the effectiveness of

the program. Staff has developed a number of preliminary concepts which we would
1ike to discuss in the community, prior to development of any final recommendations.

Since the inception of the City's Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
program in 1975, more and more areas have been targeted for assistance under the
program. Currently, 13 separate areas exist (see Map 1). We believe there to be
a number of problems with this multi-target area approach:

1)  Available resources under the program do not match the level of need within
these areas.* Worse, the annual Block Grant is itself declining (from a high
in 1980 of $5,089,000 to a 1982 grant of $4,244,000) and is expected to continue
downward;** -

2) The designation of “Target Areas" which have no real correlation to the level
of funds available, has sometimes led to a false expectation on the part of
area residents;

3) Establishment of a meaningful citizens' participation process in 13 separate
areas is difficult and would be costly.

* We estimate the total capital improvement and housing rehabilitation need
in these areas to be excess of $100,000,000.

**  Under the current administration's 'New Federalism' proposal, the grant
would be turned over to the States by 1987 with a four year phase down
of funding, reaching zero in 1991.

P. 0. BOX 1834, SACRAMENTO, CA 95803 — (916) 444-9210 — 630 | STREET, SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 (1)
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The purpose of this report is to inform the Council of staff's preliminary ideas
and to obtain approval to proceed with public discussions on the ideas proposed.
The report is divided into a general section on the Target Areas followed by
two additional sections, one on the housing rehabilitation program and one on
the commercial areas. We will report back in November with final proposals

and recommendations for the 1983 program year.

PART 1 - TARGET AREAS

BACKGROUND

Our analysis has concentrated on the 13 existing target areas within

which we feel the worst socio/economic, physical and housing conditions

in the City exist. 1In an effort to be thorough, however, we reviewed the
remainder of the City as well. There is one residential area in North
Sacramento as well as several commercial strips which we believe to be
worthy of further consideration for CDBG funding. These will be mentioned
in the report.

In our analysis of the existing target areas, we have looked at neighborhood
characteristics from a variety of perspectives:

1) Socio/economic

2) Housing conditions

3) Infrastructure/public improvements
4) Certain public services needs

5) Resident's opinions

An elaboration of each approach follows:

1. Socio-economic

The complete socio/economic analysis is outlined in Table 1. 1In
that analysis we tried to look at a cross section of secondary data,
primarily census data, which we felt held significance with respect to
prioritization under the program. Looking only at that data, the areas *
would be ranked as follows, beginning with the most needy: ’

* For the purpose of this analysis, the Southside nei
. pos y ghborhood (bounded b
the River, "R Streetz 12th Street and Broadway) was separated from they
rest of the Central City. Since it was found, in fact, to be no worse

of f @han the rest of the Central City, it was dropped from further
consideration as a separate area.

(2)
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Del Paso Heights (73 out of a possible 100 points)

Alkali Flat (68/100)
Oak Park (67/100)
Central City (63/100)
Southside (61/100)
City Farms (57/100)
Strawberry Manor (56/100)
Woodb ine (55/100)
Robla (50/100)
Glen Elder (45/100)
East Del Paso Heights (42/100)
Northgate Gardenland (41/100)
Freeport Manor (39/100)
Meadowv iew (28/100)
City as a Whole (27/100)

From this, one might view Meadowview (with 28 out of 100 points) as being
only slightly worse off than the City as a whole (27 out of 100), while
Del Paso Heights (with 73 out of 100) is much closer to the theoretical
"area most in need".

Keep in mind, however, that this was a comparative, rather than an
absolute, process. We feel that the 13 areas encompass the neediest areas
of the City. This analysis was to establish, in effect, the neediest of
the needy. 'Also keep in mind that this is a socio-economic analysis only.
Some areas which ranked fairly high from this perspective (e.g., City
Farms) has already been substantially upgraded, from a physical perspec-
tive, under the program, and so from the perspective of the program, there
are limited additional things which can be done there. A complete analysis
must also consider physical conditions within an area in order to be rele-
vant to the CDBG program. Nevertheless, the comparison might be useful

in choosing between areas of equal physical need.

2. Housing Conditions

A field survey (see Attachment 2) of housing and neighborhood conditions
in the 13 areas, was conducted in May and June, 1982. In that survey we
attempted to identify those few neighborhood which should be prioritized
for housing rehabilitation, should a true concentrated rehabilitation
program* be implemented. If the Council opts for a concentrated approach,
the rehabilitation program should be limited to portions of the following
areas (see Maps 2 through 9):

* Section V, of this report, discusses this concept at some length.

(4).
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Del Paso Heights

Oak Park

Woodbine

Glen Elder

East Del Paso Heights
Northgate

Alkali Flat

City Farms

3. Infrastructure/Public Improvements

Maps 10 through 15 indicate those sub areas within selected Target Areas
which are still in need of various kinds of public improvements. Primarily,
improvements needed consist of sidewalks, curbs, gutters and street lighting.
Areas with portions in need include:

Robla *

Del Paso Heights

East Del Paso Heights
Woodbine

Northgate

Oak Park

Central City **
Freeport Manor ***

Attachment 3 contains a written analysis of each area from the perspective
of public improvement needs.

*  Robla contains large areas which are in need of public improvements, however,
the lot size and rural nature of the area make the cost effectiveness of city-
type improvements in the area questionable.

** The Central City contains large sub-areas which do not have street lighting,
but which have sidewalks and drainage. Those sub areas shown for lighting
have received priority from the residents of the area, and will illuminate
specific problem areas identified.

*** Two remaining projects (park improvements and drainage) are under
consideration in Freeport Manor.

(5)
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4. Public Services Needs

In looking at the public service needs of the respective Target Areas, we
attempted to concentrate on those functional areas which were either:

a. Related to the neighborhood renewal thrust of the CDBG program, such
as clean-up, nuisance abatement and zoning and health code enforcement;
or,

b. Were identified by neighborhood residents as absolutely top priority
and essential to neighborhood viability, such as police protection.

Our visual survey indicated that all 13 areas are in need of some nuisance
abatement (e.g., removal of abandoned vehicles, trash, weeds, illegal land
uses, etc.) with particularly acute problems in Northgate, Strawberry Manor,
Del Paso Heights, East Del Paso Heights, and Meadowview (see Maps 16
through 20).

Consultation with the City Police Department has indicated a need for
additional Home alert groups and patrol capability in the following areas
(see Map 21).

Oak Park
Freeport Manor
Meadowview
Woodbine

City Farms

Attachment 4 contains further information on programs which could meet
these needs.

5. Resident's Opinions

In May and June of 1982 a mail survey (see Attachment 5) was conducted
in 12 of the 13 areas* to analyze the opinions of residents about their
neighborhoods and what, if anything, could or should be done to improve
them. Overall, the response rate to the survey was 9.8% (1,489 total
responses received out of 15,237 mailed). By area, the number of
responses was as follows:

* No mail-out was conducted in the Central City because of
the prohibitive costs involved.

(6)
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Oak Park 295 (7.6%)
Robla 261 (12.1%)
Meadowview 199 (13.1%)
Del Paso Heights 182 ( 8.4%)
East Del Paso Heights 141 (15.0%)
City Farms 102 ( 9.1%)
Glen Elder 91 ( 8.7%)
Northgate-Gardenland 65 ( 8.2%)
Woodbine 49 (10.5%)
Strawberry Manor 45 ( 8.3%)
Freeport Manor 40 (10.1%)
Alkali Flat 19 ( 8.8%)

While the results can in no way be construed as conclusive, we do believe that
they provide some insight into the way that people are thinking about their
neighborhood.

In some areas the results presented a flat contradiction to the more empirical
analyses. For example, Oak Park, which rated among the highest in need in terms
of socio-economic, housing and infrastructural needs, also ranked among the high-
est in terms of the percentage of respondents viewing their neighborhood as a very
desirable place to live. Meadowview, on the other hand, while less troubled from
empirical perspectives, turned out to be the area in which the most respondents
viewed their neighborhood as having serious problems.

Alkali Flat was viewed as the area most improved over the past five years
(although the response rate was low there), whereas Meadowview (by a significant
margin) was viewed as most seriously in decline.

Nine out of twelve communities (including the five staff recommends for nusiance
abatement under the program) have residents who identified neighborhood cleanup
-as the highest priority neighborhood improvement activity needed in their area.
(Woodbine identified street improvements, Freeport Manor and Northgate-Gardenland,
home repairs).

Frequent write-in responses called for:
More police protection

Clean-up of vacant lots

Animal contro]l

Need for speed bumps

Maintenance of rental units
Improved garden and garbage pick-up

0O OO0 T
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The need for alley improvement and clean-up was mentioned in Oak Park and Del
Paso Heights. Robla residents overwhelmingly called for sewers.

Almost half the persons responding indicated a positive interest in our home
rehabilitation loan program. All were referred to the Rehabilitation Division
for follow-up contact.

Improved police protection was overwhelmingly identified as the public service
most favored for improvement. Trailing far behind were recreation, child
care, bus service, mail service and senior citizen services.

With respect to the single most serious problem identified by residents as most
significantly affecting their area, the response can be summed up in one word
CRIME. Many of the responses indicated the number of times their house

had been broken into or other individual incidents. Crime, and fear of crime,
was clearly the most important problem to the residents of all the Target Areas.

Many of the responses, particularly in the Meadowview community, focused on one
specific location as the focal point of the community's problems. In Meadow-
view, the 7-11 Store at Meadowview Road and Amherst Street drew negative comments
from many of the respondents.

Other comments, consistent in all the areas, centered on lack of pride, or care
of homes, concentration of rental units, or a transient population and associated
problems.

CONCLUSIONS

We have concluded that it would be difficult and perhaps misleading to continue
the program in 13 separate areas.

In the background section of this report we have attempted to summarize an
analysis of the 13 existing Target Areas from a variety of perspectives. While
each area has its own characteristics and all could use help, certain areas
consistently appear as being in need as each perspective is explored. Del

Paso Heights, for example, appeared as a priority area from all five perspec-
tives.

In general, we would suggest that if an area were to be targeted for mulitiple
treatment, such as public improvements, rehabilitation, and some form of public
service, under the CDBG program, that it should probably have some form of
ongoing formally recognized citizen's participation component to help guide

the implementation of the program in that area. However, if the area was
selected for a one-time only public improvement or for only a service program
such as nuisance abatement, that formalized citizen participation would
probably not be necessary.

(8)
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Areas which would seem to lend themselves to multiple treatment (see Map
22) include:

Del Paso Heights

Oak Park

Woodbine

Northgate

East Del Paso Heights

A1l the other areas lend themselves to some form of one-time only treatment
or to a service-related program or programs. Robla and the Central City,
however, both have particular problems. Most of Robla is really too rural
in nature for us to ever obtain a concentration of neighborhood improvements
sufficient to make a significant impact there. Our funding is much too
limited. The scale of the needs in the Central City, particularly with
respect to rehabilitation and street lighting, also dwarfs the program.

It would be a simple matter for us to outline a program whereby all available
CDBG dollars were consumed within the Central City (or Robla) alone. In our
recommendations, we have attempted to suggest certain phase-out, alternative
funding and limited treatment approaches in these and other areas which
mitigate certain identified problems but which do not designate the area for
a full renewal effort under CDBG, which we know we cannot deliver. In the
case of the Central City many of the problems can also be addressed within
the context of the redevelopment process, using other than CDBG funds.

RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE TARGET AREAS

The staff recommends approval of the 1983 CDBG application schedule and
overall funding distribution as attached, and, at this point, preliminary
approval of the concepts introduced in this report so that we may proceed
to hold public meetings and precipitate public discussion on the issues.

Based on our analysis of the five perspectives (1. Socio-economic,
2. Housing, 3. Infractructure, 4. Public Services and 5. Public Opinion)
we make the following tentative recommendations:

1. Del Paso Heights, Oak Park, Woodbine, Northgate and East Del Paso
Heights should be designated as the five "multiple-treatment" areas
under the program. In these areas a combination of rehabilitation,
public improvements and selected public services should be implemented.
Target Area Committees should be formed in Woodbine, Northgate and
East Del Paso Heights to monitor and advise on improvement programs
in those areas.

(9)
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2. The rehabilitation program should continue to be made available in
portions of Glen Elder, City Farms and in Alkali Flat, where the
existing special rehabilitation program should be continued. All
previously approved CDBG funded projects in Alkali Flat should
also be completed.

3. One-time public improvements should be approved in the Central
City and should be considered in Freeport Manor and the Ben Ali
section of North Sacramento.

4. Pro-active (i.e., on an other than complaint and abatement basis)
health nuisance abatement, zoning enforcement, trash and abandoned
vehicle removal, and other clean-up efforts should be implemented
in Northgate, Del Paso Heights, East Del Paso Heights, Strawberry
Manor and Meadowview. (See Attachment 4 for a program description).

5. 0ak Park, Freeport Manor, Meadowview, Woodbine and City Farms should be

targeted for special Home Alert/Police Patrol functions (also see
Attachment 4).

(10).
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PART 2 - SPECIAL REHABILITATION PROGRAM CONSIDERATIONS

BACKGROUND

Insufficient dollar allocations from the Federal Government combined with
reliance upon voluntary participation and over-emphasis on owner-occupied

units have combined to make our housing rehabilitation program an ineffec-

tive tool from the perspective of neighborhood revitalization. This is

not to say that the program has been ineffective in improving individual

units. Rather, the program has not been focused sufficiently in any

particular small geographical area to make a difference in the quality

of that neighborhood. Table 2 provides a simple comparison of the number

of units touched by any of our programs in each area since inception of

the community development program in 1975 and the total number of units in

the area, and makes the lack of concentration argument quite clear. O0f 39,734
housing units in the combined Target Areas, only 895 (2.3%) have been rehabili-
tated in some way (many of those were paint and beautification only). Even in
Del Paso Heights, which had the highest number of rehabilitation units on a per-
centage basis, only 9.4% of the total units have been touched. Staff estimates
that 40-45% of the units there (and in many of the other targeted areas) are in
need of rehabilitation. This means that we could have limited our entire
rehabilitation program to Del Paso Heights alone, since its inception,

and would only now be reaching the number of units necessary. Many areas have
less than one percent of their units ever having been worked on under the
program. Map 23, which plots the location of units rehabilitated, further
indicates the lack of focus. (Field observation also corroborates the
conclusion). With the possible exception of certain blocks in the area

between 5th and 16th Avenues in Oak Park and scattered blocks in Del

Paso Heights, there is little doubt that the program has not been

sufficiently focused.

ANALYSIS - HOUSING REHABILITATION

The lack of effectiveness of our rehabilitation program as a neighborhood
revitilization tool stems from a dichotomy which is a characteristic of
rehabilitation programs nationwide. The program purports two goals:

1) provision of decent, safe and sanitary housing through assistance for
the upgrading of substandard units [specified in the Housing Assistance
Plan (HAP) goals]; and 2) neighborhood revitalization. The problem is that
the two cannot necessarily be maximized at the same time.

JI
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Target Area
Alkali Flat

Central City

City Farms

Del Paso Heights
East Del Paso Heights
Freeport Manor

Glen Elder
Meadowview
Northgate-Gardenland
Oak Park

Robla

Strawberry Manor
Woodbine

TOTALS

TABLE 11

Total # Units

# Units Touched*
902 52
18,665 134
1,622 12
2,331 219
1,524 21
453 10
1,716 40
1,859 19
1,193 5
5,150 339
2,597 14
666 23
1,056 1
39,734 895

* Under various rehabilitation programs.

Total Rehab.

% Units Dollars
Touched Invested
5.8 $ 832,350
.7 1,566,938
7 51,625
9.4 1,533,759
1.4 80,843
2.2 36,941
2.3 315,386
1.0 24,231
4 54,726
6.5 2,100,097
.5 132,125
3.5 95,491
) 57,576
2.3 $ 6,882,088
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SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Sacramento City Council

Maximization of the housing assistance concept (i.e., reaching the largest
number of units) for example, assumes maximum program leverage with the
fewest number of public dollars expended per unit as possible. Subsumed
within this are the notions of charging the highest interest rate which can
be afforded by program recipients which will still make ‘the program attrac-
tive, making only the best loans from the perspective of credit worthi-
ness of the recipient and value of the property, and maximizing returns

to the City.

Maximizing the neighborhood revitalization goal, on the other hand, assumes
rehabilitation (or demolition) of certain properties within a given area
regardless of the cost per unit or credit status of the owner. Subsumed
within this are the notions of heavy grants and/or very low interest or
deferred loans, and more significantly, mandatory participation. Nation-
wide, some localities have opted for the housing assistance approach and
some for the concentrated neighborhood improvement approach. Most, like
us, have not made a clear-cut decision and so have maximized neither goal,
choosing rather to do a little of both, butactually accomplishing neither.

RECOMMENDATION - HOUSING REHABILITATION

Our request is that you choose either one or the other approach. Our

preference is for the neighborhood improvement approach. However, in

our opinion, there is no way for this approach to be successful short

of mandatory code enforcement on a block-by-block basis. Previous

efforts in the County at voluntary solicitation on a concentrated basis

have not been successful. Maps 2 through 9, indicate those areas which /
should be addressed, over time, by a mandatory enforcement program. 7
Attachment 6 outlines those policy guidelines which would best fit the e
two approaches and also includes a general outiine of how the mandatory

code enforcement program would proceed, with emphasis on reasonable

treatment of affected property owners. Should your council indicate

an interest in proceeding with the concentrated approach, we will discuss

its potential implications in the areas recommended for rehabilitation

and solicit public opinion on the idea. A final recommendation on which

way to go would be forthcoming in November, following that input.

(13)
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- SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Sacramento City Council

PART 3 - SPECIAL COMMERCIAL AREA CONSIDERATIONS

ANALYSIS

Resources for commercial revitalization are extremely limited, even with
maximum leverage through the commercial rehabilitation and Local Development
Corporation (SBA) programs. The County has recently adopted a policy where-
by commercial revitalization resources are committed only in areas where a
.specific improvement plan has been adopted. Map 24 outlines three such
areas where the City Planning Department, as well as the Agency, has been
working on the development of improvement plans and which, in our opinion,
are most in need of renewal efforts.* They include portions of Stockton,
Frank1in and Del Paso Boulevards.

RECOMMENDATION - COMMERCIAL AREAS

Your Council should adopt these areas as emphasis areas for commercial
revitalization under CDBG with the potential for commitment of resources
pursuant to development of specific area improvement plans. Plans might
also include certain enforcement actions {such as sign control and land-
scaping requirements) and/or promotional efforts, as well as direct
financial assistance to businesses,

FINANCIAL DATA

This program is completely covered from current and future CDBG funds, and
represents a policy redirection which focuses on'maximization- - ~ " "zail.-
of resources which would otherwise be expended anyway. No additional funding
is required.

* Note: This report addresses only those commercial areas which should
receive CDBG attention. There are several others, such as J and K
Streets, 12th Street, Broadway, Marysville and Rio Linda Boulevards
which shou]d be dea1t with through the redevelopment process, using
other than CDBG funding.

(14)
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SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Sacramento City Council

VOTE AND RECOMMENDATION OF COMMISSION

At its regular meeting of July 19, 1982, the Sacramento Housing and
Redevelopment Commission adopted a motion recommending adoption of
the attached resolution. The votes were as follows:

AYES: Angelides, Fisher, Luevano, A, Miller, B. Miller, Teramoto, Walton
NOES: None
ABSENT: Dickinson, Knepprath

RECOMMENDATION RE-CAP

Approve the attached meeting schedule and general funding breakdown and direct
staff to hold public hearings on the following preliminary recommendations
and report back to the Council in November with the final recommendations:

1. Del Paso Heights, Oak Park, Woodbine, Northgate and East Del Paso
Heights should be selected for multiple treatment under the CDBG
program. This should include the appointment of Target Area Committees
by the Council in Woodbine, Northgate and East Del Paso Heights early
in 1983. :

2. Portions of Glen Elder . and City Farms and all of Alkali Flat should
remain eligible for housing rehabilitation.

3. One-time public improvements should be completed in the Central
City and should be considered in Freeport Manor and North Sacramento.

4. Pro-active health nuisance abatement should be made available in
Northgate, Strawberry Manor, Del Paso Heights, East Del Paso Heights
and Meadowview.

5. Improved police protection and Home Alert services should be provided
in Qak Park, Freeport Manor, Meadowview, Woodbine and City Farms.

6. A decision should be made on the structure of our housing rehabilitation
program which would emphasize either a) housing provision, or b) neighbor-
hood revitalization.

7. . Stockton, Franklin and Del Paso Boulevards should be targeted as commercial
revitalization areas under CDBG

Respectfully submitted

amg*m)\},%
WILLIAM H. EDGAR
Executive Director

TRANSMITTAL TQ COUNCIL

(15)
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DATES

JULY

13th

19th

27th

August
1-thru-30th

September

18th

October

d4th

1983

23

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG)
APPLICATION PROCESS
FOR THE
CITY OF SACRAMENTO

ACTIVITIES

*PLANNING/COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE (HRC)

o
0
G
Q

0

1983 CDBG Program and Agenda

Orientation, i.e., Requirements, HAP

Target ngures/area

Statement of objectives and projected range
of activities.

Approval of Schedule & Agenda

*HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

Q
o
0
0

0

1983 CDBG Program and Agenda

Orientation, i.e., Requirements, HAP

Target Figures/area

Statement of objectives and projected range
of activities.

Approval of Schedule & Agenda

*BUDGET/FINANCE & PLANNING/COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

COMMITTEE

o 1983 CDBG Program and Agenda

o OQrientation, i.e., Requirements, HAP

o Target Figures/area

0 Statement of objectives and projected range of
activities.

0o Approval of Schedule & Agenda

*CDBG Target Area Meetings

¢
o
Q
o]

1983 Application process

Needs, Priorities, Projects & Activities

Target figures

Review recent findings & staff's recommendations

Conclude CDBG target area meetings

Staff to receive/review potential City, SHRA
& other 1983 activity requests.

Projected range of activities developed
Draft Housing Assistance Plan (HAP) prepared

*Housing/Redevelopment Commiésion {public hearing)

Q

Summarize community meetings

{16}



DATES

18th

26th

November

9th

23rd

24th

December

15t

[ ]

o O 00

ACTIVITIES

Staff's recommendations RE: target area
activities

Statement of QObjectives reviewed
Projected range of activities reviewed
Oraft HAP reviewed

Public input RE: needs, priorities

*HRC - public hearing
(same as above if needed)

*B/F and P/CD public hearing
(same as above)

*B/F and P/CD public hearing
(same as above if needed)

*C ity Council public hearing
Adoption requested

0

o 000

(=]

1983 CDBG target area & program
Final Statement of objectives

Final projected range of activities
Final HAP

CEQA ratification

staff to prepare necessary
HUD forms for submittal

submittal to HUD for approval of
1983 CDBG entitlement

Staff commences preparation of environmental

decuments pursuant to NEPA & CEQA reguirements.

a7



PUBLIC NOTICE

1983 Community Oevelopment Block Grant Program
Neighborhood Meeting Schedule

Notice is hereby given that the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency
will conduct a series of public meetings in areas identified below to discuss the
1983 Community Development Block Grant -(CDBG) Program for the City of Sacramento.
Residents and property cwners of these areas are invited to attend these meetings.

Representatives of the Agency will be present to discuss the 1983 CDBG Pro-
gram. Staff is in the process of identifying projects and activities to improve
these neighborhoods, and would Tike to hear from the residents and property owners
about the various housing and community needs and priorities of their neighborhood.

The Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency anticipates to receive approx-
imately $4,244,000 of CDBG funds for activities within the target areas of the City
of Sacramento. The types of activities which have been funded in the past years of
the program, include street improvements, parks, housing rehabilitation, economic
development and public service programs. -

The schedule of neighborhood meetings are as follows:

i. Qak Park - 7:00 P.M. 8. eadowview - 7:30 P.M.
Wednesday, August 4, 1982 Thursday, August 19, 1982
Oak Park Community Center " John Stills Jr. High
3425 Sacramento Blvd. 2250 John Still Or.

2. Del Paso Heights - 6:00 P.M. 9. City Farms ~ 7:00-9:00 P M,
Thursday, August 5, 1982 Monday, August 23, 1982
Del Paso Heights Library Maple School Multi-purpose Rm. -
920 Grand Ave. 3301 37th Ave.

3. Central City - 7:00-9:00 P.M. 10. Glen Elder - 7:00-9:00 P.M,
Monday, August 9, 1982 Wednesday, August 25, 1982
Sacramento Housing & Redevelop- Sim Recreation Hall

. ment Agency - Conference Rm. 6207 Logan St.
630 I Street :
11. Strawberry Manor - 7:00-9:00 P.M,

4,  ATkali Fiat - 7:00 P.M, Thursday, August 26, 1982
Wednessday, August 11, 1982 . Robertson Rec. Center Lounge
PAC Office 3525 Norwood Ave.

- 530 12th St.
12.  East Del Paso Heights - 7:00-9:00 P.M.

5. Robla - 7:00-9:00 P.M, Monday, August 30, 1982
' Thursday, August 12, 1982 ~ Hagginwood Community Center
Robla School - Multi-purpose Rm. 3271 Marysville Blvd.

5248 Rose St.
13.  Northgate/Gardeniand - 7:00-9:00 P.M.

&. Woodbine - 7:30 P.M. Wednesday, September 1, 1982
Monday, August 16, 1982 Stanford Settlement
Woodbine Elementary - Multi- 450 West EI Camino Ave.
purpose Rm.

2500 52nd Ave.

7. Freeport Manor - 7:30 P.M. .
Wednesday, August 18, 1982
Freeport Community Center
Argonaut Schocl Park
1400 Dickson St.

=5
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PRELIMINARY
STATEMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

CITY OF SACRAMENTC

JULY, 1982
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GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

IMPROVE NEIGESORHOOD QUALITY

The City should improve and upgrade physical ccnditions,
public improvements, services, and neighborhood facilities in
physically declining neighborhoods.

CONSERVE EXISTING HOUSING

The City should conserve and enhance the existing housing
stock within physically declining neighborhoods through
programs which prevent decline and promote investment in
housing. The City should provide financial assistance to low
and mederate income, elderly and handicapped persons for .
rehabilitation of existing housing.

DEVELOP NEW HOUSING

The City should select and prepare sites, and make land
available for residential develcopment in order to expand
housing opportunities for low and moderate income, elderly,
ané handicapped persons. The City should also provide
incentives for private development of new market rate housing
in physically declining neighborhoods. .

PRESERVE HISTORICALLY/ARCHITECTURALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURES

The City should preserve historically and/or architecturally
significant structures through a program which prevents
unnecessary destruction of such structures, provides
incentives for private restoration, and seeks other sources of
funding for rehabilitation.

ENCOURAGE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

The City should provide incentives to promote commercial and '
industrial develcopment through land acquisition, site
preparation, and other appropriate means in order to increase
the City's tax base and expand employment opportunities for
low and moderate income persons.

(20)
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PROJECTED USE OF FUNDS
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REVISED
PRELIMINARY
PROJECTED USE OF FUNLCS
CITY QOF SACRAEMENTO
1983 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM

TARGET AREAS (Comprehensive Treatment)

. Del Paso Heights $600,000
. East Del Paso Heights : $325,000
. Woodbine $325,000
. Oak Park $350,000
. Northgate ' . $ 60,000
MISCELLANEOUS NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENT ACTIVITIES
. Central City ©$ 65,000
. Freeport Manor ' $ 65,000
. Meadowview ' $ 65,000
. City Farms $ 65,000
. Alkali Flat $ 65,000
. Strawberry Manor $ 65,000
HOUSING AND RELATED ACTIVITIES
. Rehabilitation Ipans/Grants® $1,200,000
. Building Inspection/Nuisance $ 56,000
Abatemant
. Insulation Program S 75,000
. Fair Housing/Human Rights $110,000

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
. Commercial Rehabilitation/Development $175,000
PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION
PLANNING DEPARTMENT SUPPORT
CQONTINGENCIES '
TOTAL

$1,660,000

$ 390,000

$1,441,000

$ 175,000

$ 300,000
§ 86,000

s 192,000

(39%)

(9%)

(34%)

(4%)

(7%)
(2%)
(5%)

$4,244,000

(100%)

* j.e., Del Paso Heights, East Del Paso Heights, Woodbine, QOak Park, Northgate

Glen Elder, City Farms, and Alkali Flat.

323
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PRESERVATION PROGRAM $ 72,000 (2%)

PIANNING STAFF : 172,000 (4%)
CONTINGENCIES 175,000 (4%)
TOTAL $ 4,244,000 (100%)

(23)
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TACGIMENT 1 - Previous Feport - Bpril 13, 1982

2

SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Transmittal Date: 2pril 6, 1982
Meoting Date: ‘April 13, 1882

Sacramento City Council
Sacramento, California

and

Sacraments County Board of azpervz_sars
Sacramento, California

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: Process for Development of 1983 Caamnity Development Bleck
Grant ((TBG) Progrsm '

SUMERY

As part of the Agency's Policy/Planning Unit work program for 1982, the Agency
is proposing & conprehensive review of the City's CDBG program. A reanalysis

of the Comty's progr=m will follow in 1983. arcng other things, we intend to
revies the nature and extent of the target areas vis-a-vis anticipated rescurces
and the citizen participation process in the non~redeveloment aresas. One of
our geals is to establish similar citizen garticipation structures in both

the City and County. This repart cutlines cur proposed approach to this process.

BACKCEROND

It is cur preliminary opinion that the City's (DBG target areas (exclusive of
the Redevelorment Areas, which will be the subject of a separate report} need
to be reviewed as to their size and characterisrics. Ideally, we would like
to have target areas where specific improvement plans will lead to readily iden-
tifiable improvement in the area over & reascnable (5-6 year) time frame. We
would then like to have citizen input to help cuide us toward successful accone
plishment of the immroverent plan. A general time {rame for accomplishment of
this chijective is cutlined below:

Item . ' Date
1) Agency staff thorcuchly reviews the demegrarphic,

econanic, and infrastructure characteristics of exist-

ing City CDBG areas, identifying those sub-areas

where specific COBG fundable improvements are needed.

{Redeveloment areas analyzed oanly to the extent of

their relative priority for (TBG funding.) .. . . APRIL 1982

_ Al-1 _
P. Q. BOX 1834, SACRAMENTO, CA 95809 - (916) 444-8210 — 830 | STREET., SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(48)



SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Sacramento City Council

arg

Sacramento County 3card of Supervisors

.
A

Pace Two ‘ March 30, 1982

2)

)

. Recammendations GEVELO’DEQ =131 SDECL_J.C S‘U.D-&IE&S

where .identified crd:«lerns can be addressed within

fiscal constxaints. . . . . . . . . . . MAY 1982
Report outlining staff findings and recamenda- -

tions prepersd for public presentation. . . . . . JUNE 1882
Public hearings conducted in the commnity. @ . . . AUGUST 1sg2
Presentation to the Housing and Redevelcpment

Camissicn. . . . . . . . . . . . SEPFTEMBER 1982
Ccunc:'_i review and ap;.:rcvai e -« + + .+« « NCOVEMEER 1982
To federal Departmant of Fousmg a.nd Urban

Develc:ment . . e . . . DECEMEER 1982
Program vear begins. . . .. . . . . . . JANURRY 1983

Sheuld this gqeneral framework be angrcved, severa] related c::nszde,z'at.cns need
to be addressed:

1)

2)

With the excention of the redevelopment areas and possibly Meadowview,
there are no formally recognized citizen groups to ¢htain input an
grogram issues. One recammendation (which will probably be fortheaming)
is that once oricritized areas are selected, there would be the forma-
tion of Target Area Camittees in the City (0BG areas.

We are recomerding that all (DBEG projects be reviewed by the Sacramento
Housing ard Redevelomment Cammission (SHRC) and that the SHRC be desig-
rnated as the official citizens review body for the City (DEG program

in accordance with the Final Manacement Study Feport, approved November 19,
1981. The formal public hearings required by the program will be held

at the SHRC prior o passing on the recammendations to the City Council.
The SHRC will serve as a review bedy anly cn the County side with ail
recomendaticns caning from the Commmity .aeveloprent and Revemie. Shar-
ing Advisary Commissicn.

The eventual citizens' participation stzucture prcmsed would cperate c.cc:ard::.ng
to the dizgram cutlined below:

Al-2
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SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

3acraments City Council
Sacamento (ounty Doard of Supaervisors

Page Three ' March 30, 1982

{(Note: Solid line represents the flow of recommendations.)

COUNTY BROGRAM CITY BROGRAHN
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 1 CITY COUNCIL
Ry (COMMITTEE PROCESS)
x‘%&; T
C?Z'?sf?%
= b
. é,-\
Information
COMMUNTITY DEVELOPMENT _ only HOUSING & REDEVELOPMENT

STAFF DEVELOPS
RECCMMENDATICNS |

Mpmcesswﬂikeepthemm;ty Develsgzentand?evenueShaquty
Commission intact as the primary citizen review body on the County side (pursu-
ant o the Board's directive) while affording both programs o be viewed as a
whole by the SHRC. All levels would, of course, have the right of direct access
o the Board and Council.

For vour informaticn, we have also attached the work program for the new Policy/ '

Planning Unit. Individuals who have been assigned to the (TBG process as well
as other assigmments are identified.

{50}



SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Sacramento City Council ' .
and
Sacramento County Zoard Of SUpervisors

Pace Four v March 30, 1982

PINANCIAL DATA

There is no significant financial impact. The subject work process would be
accomplished within existing administrative capacity of the Policy/Planning
Unit. Anv additicnal costs incurred, such as providing information te TAC's,
ete., would be within the administrative costs of the City CTBEG program for
cii:i.zen participation.

VOTE' AND ?ECQ\MENEA ICN CF THE COMMISSION

At its regular meeting of April 5, 1982, the Sacramento Housing and Pedevelop-
ment Commission adopted a motion recamending adoption of this report.
The wotes were as follows:

AYES Dickinsan, Fishér, Knepprath, Lueveano, A. Miller, Walton
NOES :  Neme ' |
ABSENT: Ancelides, B, Miller, Teramto

RECOMMENDATION -

The staff recommends approval of the 1983 CDBG procram develcpment pr.nc\.ss as
outlined in this report and authorization ‘or the Executive Director to implement
the subject procass.

Respectfully suhmlttea.

WILLIAM H. EDGAR
EXECLItJ.VE Director

¢ ;k)£;£l~0w~1 i ¢';3Gv\

TRENSMITTAL TO CCUNCIL:

Aol ] Lo

WALTER J. SUIFE
City Manager

APPROVAL RECOMMERDED:
/
2 g‘aéz-o _‘/’? 7
’ Tl et i
BRIAN H. RICGITTR
Comty Bxecutive

(Sl\
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WORK PROGRAM FOR POL1CY/PLANNING UNIT Page 1

The primary responsibilities of the Policy/Planning Unit are to provide analytical capacity in order to:
1.} Perform long-range, comprehensive planning studies and evaluations;

2.} Conduct research into solving majar community problems;

3.) Create developuwent and investment opportunities; and

4.} Analyze existing SHRA administered programs and make recommendations for modification when
appropriate. .

The work program for the Policy/Planning Unit is outlined below along with a time frame, and the
responsible 1ndividual. It should be noted that™some of the activities may overlap.

Responsible Person{s) . Activities . Date

Mike Newey (CountyT\\\\\ - Community Development Block Grant Programs

Leroy Willis (County) o Statement of €D objectives, and projected use 1783
[Vacant] (City) of funds -
Linda Almeida (City) o Assurances/Certifications 1/83
o NEPA/CEQA Review | Ongoing
o Grantee Performance Report . | 9{82
’ . o Amenduents Ongoing

o Audit/Monitoring Review - "
o Drawdown/Financial) Report
o Conmission

’0 TAC ' "
o Labor Compliance/ESO -

o Capital lmprovement Projects



£

9-1y

Page 2

The revisions to the City CDBG program are being coordinated directly by John Molloy using a task force
conprised of Tom Lee, llal Duesing, Leroy Willis and Linda Almeida. The work program proposed is as
follows: :

1) Outline general parameters and method of approach .o Commission : ) ' March/82
and City Council. . '
2) Gather data on, review and analyze the 13 existing rarget areas. ' Thru April/g2
Surveys may be included.
X , . May/B2 *
3) Make recommendations on specific sub-areas where 1dentified )
problems can be addressed within fiscal constaints. Jdentify
specific projects and programs.
“4) Incorporate the analysis and ‘recomiendations into a staff report . June /132
with visual displays, etc., for public presentation. ' . o
5} Conduct public hearings in the Cmununity . July-August/ygz
6) Commission Review : . . _ SepLesber/gz
1) Council Review : ' A - October-Novewber/ 82
8} To HUD : : November JUth, 2
(It is assuned that Commission and Coupcil presentations wil} be made
by either Bill Edgar or Bob Swith with assistance from staff as
required).
Responsible Person(s) Activities Date
Kurt Findeisen Housing Activities/Programs
o Develop Housing Replacement Plan - Downtown, ' Draft By - May 1
Prepare pursuant to State Law. Assume use of Final Version -
roughly $3.5 million, as follows: July 1

1. Congregate tlousing, * 15-20 units, $)
willion, located in Central City {new or rehab. ).
Need llukages to Social/Medical 5ervices
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Responsible Personis)

Val Toppenberg

Activities

Large Family flousing - t 20 upits, $1 million.
Need large family housing {5 - 6 bedvoom},
scattered locations.

Revolving Loan Program, $500,000. Loan program
designed to fill "gaps" In housing for low-moderate
income housing projects by non-profit, co-op,
1imited dividend and other similar private develop-
ments. Leverage ratio 1:3, variable.

Single Room Gccupancy (SRO), $1 million. Ongoing
conversions of existing hotels present housing
problems to City. Evaluate SHRA/CADA demonstra-
tion project. Develop recommendations for use of
funds to interface w/private sector. In-depth
analysis needed, economic feasiblity critical,
leverage of private funds & preparation of long-
tenn plan needed.

City/County Housing Assistance Plan (HAP)

Develop lmplementation Strategy for Rental Rehab.
Program

Hdusing Replacement Plans for other Redevelopuent
Areas - Alkali Flat, De) Paso Heights, Oak Park

Research Feasiblity of Using Tax Exempt Financing
for Rehab.

EVa]uate/Recodmmnd ways to promote llomeownership
for Hlousing Authority. Tenants.

Evaluate & ODevelop a Background Paper on a City/County
Quasi Public Non-profit llousing Development Corp.

Economic Development Activities

Stockton Blvd. - Develop implementation strategy/
funding. Do planning as necessary/identify potential

economic vehabilitation, Long/short term activities.
Monitor progress of LDC's.

Page 3

Date

9/82
10/82

Long-range
Long-range
Un-going

Long-vangye

4/82



Page 4

Respensible Person(s) Activities Date
o Alkali Flat - 12th Street Corridor. Prepare and 4/82

“reconmend strategy/funding. Same as above.

o Review new 1981 Federal legislation on tax incen- 1/82
tives for commercial) rehabilitation.

o Economic Development Foundation - Familarize con- On-going
tracts. Monitor progress of LDC, elc. :

o Commercial Loan Programs. Evaluate direction of On going.
progress. Determine if changes needed .

o Coordinate Economic Development Program/Policies On-going
through LBC's | Continue program implementation

o Evaluate/Develop Background Paper on City/County Long-Range
(Quasi-Public Non-profit Economic Developnent
= Corp.
; C
® Rick Vorpe Financial Activities ' Date
o Develop funding plan for Kinmel project lnediate
0 Research Feasibility of using tax-exempt financing On-going
for rehabilitation, industrial, multi-family housing, etc.
o Close out existing nmrtgage'revenue bond program On-qoing
o Continue work on present bond issue On-yoing
o lavestigate possible use of “Enterprlse Zones" in Long-Range

newly merged Redevelopment Area

Hal Duensing Coummnity Development Activities
o Develop special) needs assessment for non-fedevelopment 4782

areas with emphasis on capital improvement needs - City
CDh areas.

(W]



Responsible Person{s)

Tom Lee

6- LY

John Molloy

(gg'}

Page 5

Activities Date
o Evaluate the need for selected public service 5/82

programs in those neighborhoods and inmplementa-
tion plans for delivery of those services

o Coordinate planning @ neighborhood/project On-gaing
levels to insure proper integration with establish-
ed {City/County) Community plans

o Creative research with Inﬁovative solutions and Long-Range
ideas for revitalization of neighborhooad areas

Planning/Evaluation Coordination -

o Ensure work program is implemented in an orderly On-going
fashion .

o Analyze work load capacity to determine need to
obtain outside assistance

o Develop/manitor RFP's and coordinate consultants '“
o Responsible for evaluation of SHRA programs

o Ensure appropriate evaluation parsmeters are
established

o Caordinate with Departments to insure effective,
useful evaluations ’

Chief, Policy/Planning Unit : S

o Research and evaluate all new program opportunities On-going

o Coordinate with Executive Director/Deputy Director
on program evaluations

o Assist 1n policy developnent for all Agency programs

o Develop general policy direction of City/County "
CDBG progranms

o Respoasible for overall scheduling/personnel within "
P/P Unit

<&
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Responsible Person{s)

John Mollay
Tom Lee

EVALUATLONS

Activities

1} Mon1£oring overall workload and informing
Deputy of status and capabilities of handling
additional requests where appropriate

o Meeting with governing bodies
o Attending legislative meeting
o Develop downtown. business revitilization plan,

focoking at, amorg other things, proposal for
~ future use of Memorial Auditorium.

The policy/Planning hn1t proposes that the following SHRA programs be evaluated:

Child Development

Citizen Participation (1.e.,
COBG TAC's PAC's, €D & IR
Commissions)

Commercial/Industyial Loans
Comnercial Rehabilitation
Emergency Housing

Energency Repair

Elderly Nutrition

Fair Housing

Foster Grandparent

Golden Era

" lousing Counseling

Housing Production

Insulation
Labor ComplianceiEEd

Mortgage Revenue Bonds®

- Neighborhood Code Compliance

!
Neighborhood initiated Improvement Program

Planning Department Expenditures
Public Housing

Redevelopment

Rehabilitation (incl. B1dg. Insp.)
Sacramento Heritage, Inc.

Section 8 Existing

Solar Demonstration

Page 6

Date

Un-going

May/ 82



ATTACHMENT 2

SUMMARY OF FIZLD SURVEY OF HOUSING AND NEIGHBORHOOD SNV IQ0NMENT

ALKALT FLAT

Census Tract 6
Blocks 101-109, 201-212
HOUSING

The housing units in Alkali Flat are comprised mainly of converted single
family units which have been converted to multiple family use. Many of the
units were converted into multi-family after 50 or 60 years as large single

family units. Some of these structures are in various stages of renovation

and rehabilitation. However, many of the remaining units have not been
rehabilitated, and are in deteriorated conditions. The major problems, in terms
of exterior, include broken doors and windows, site maintenance and roofing.
Overall, the housing units rate very low in terms of physical condition but the
public and private activities are beginning to have an impact ir the area.

ENVIRONMENT

The mixture of commercial use next to residential units makes up a
diversified environment. A lumber mill is found on one block and an ice cream
and milk plant on another. Social service centers as well as public housing
can be found. A small mini park is also located on one of the dead end streets.
The streets are free of litter, however, some of the street trees could use some
trimming. The overall environment is slowly being improved.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

The housing improvements in the area have not reached the point where the
area can be eliminated from the target area classification. This area should
remain a City target area for the purposes of housing rehabilitation.

10-A12 A2-1 (58)
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TREEONRT “AMNOR

Census Tract 34
Blocks 101-115
AOUSING

Freeport Manor is a relatively sound area. The majority of the housing
is single family detached units. A few multi-family structures can be found on
Freeport Boulevard and McAllister Avenue, but these units also appear sound
and well kept.

ENVIRONMENT

There are a few vacant lots behind commercial buildings on Freeport
Boulevard that are over grown with weeds. Litter, etc., does not appear
on the streets or vacant parcels in the area. There was one vacant home
noted that had weeds covering its front yard. A few inoperative autos were
also noted.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

Some of the housing units need minor repair, but overall this is a sound
and well kept area. .

10-A2 he-2 , (59)




GLEN ELDER

Census Tract 32

Blocks 100-199, 200-290
Census Tract 48

Blocks 100-199

HOUSING

The housing type in this area is predominately single family detached.
The physical conditions generally fair. There are problems scattered on
the blocks in the area between Fruitridge and Lemon Hill Roads such .as site
maintanance, broken windows, doors, fences, are in need of repair.

ENVIRONMENT

The area is generally clean. There were no large discarded items on the
streets., Inoperative vehicles do not appear to be a big problem.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATICN

. The area between Fruitridge and Lemon Hills Aoads {CT 32.071 blocks 100-122)
and the area along 50th Avenue and Bellini Way (CT 48 blocks 106,108,110 and 1171)
- should be tarqeted for selected housing code enforcement.

A2-3
10-1A

(60)
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STRAWBERRY MARUOR

Census Tract 67
8locks 301-321
HOUSING

The majority of the housing units are single family detached. Along Western
Avenue, duplex type units are found. Fairbanks Avenue and Norwood Avenue have a
concentration of multi-family structures which contain five or more units. The
general appearance of most of these units is fair to good in terms of physical
condition indicators. On an average, nowever, the blocks in this area are poorly
maintained. '

ENVIRONMENT

Street litter and junk is to be seen throuchout the area. Fencing in poor
condition is another common occurance. Vacant lots with junk and weeds are
frequent. The number of inoperative vehicles creates a public nuisance and
is a safety hazard.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATICN

Vehicle abatement, and nusiance related code enforcement is recommended
for this area.

10- A6 A2 -4
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MEAJUWY [T

Census Tract 43
B8locks 200-299
HOUSING

This area is generally in sound condition. The majority of the
housing units are single family detached structures. There is some sign of
physical deterioration but this is limited to scattered locations on a few
blocks. The deterioration noted requires minor repairs in most cases. New

home completions in the area, on an average, bring the physical condition
indicators up.

ENVIRONMENT

A few vacant parcels with weeds, dirt heaps, trenches or litter were
found. There were a number of inoperative cars parked on private property
and on public streets. There were also some cases noted of junk and debris
in yards.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

This area is generally rated good in terms of physical conditions. Limited
and selected nuisance abatement is needed.

10-A3 A2-5 (62)



ZAST OEL PAS) HELIBATS

Census Tract 64
B8locks 300's, 400's, & 500‘s
HOUSING

The housing units in this area are predominately single family detached. This
area nhas a few scattered multi-family units scattered in the area around Winters and
Grand Avenue, nowever, they account for less than five percent of the land use.

The overall housing condition is poor. Most notable is a pocket of deteriorating
housing (multi and single family) in the northwest section (8locks 522 and 523
encompassing Doolittle, Gross, Hill, Clark, DeWitt, Wainright and Anderson Streets)
Some of the structures in this sesction date back to the early 40' or late 30's.
They appear to be old military construction built for service families. At the
very least, due to their poor physical condition, they should be placed on a high
priority list for comprehensive code enforcement. Block 391, agjacent, is in the
same, generally poor, condition.

ENVIRONMENT

The streets are not noticeably littered, however some items of junk and debris
were noted in yards. Wrecked vehicles are also to be found. (Some residents
appear to be in the auto dismantling business).

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

gast Del Paso Heights, north of South Avenue, is in fair condition, with the
exception of the Doolittle section. Most of the area should be subject to code
enforcement and nuisance abatement. Capital improvements are recommended for many
of the streets. Any recommendation for the Doolittle section would be mild
compared to the problem. Recommendations for the section run from demolition to
90 percent rehabilitation of all units and this is based on a view from the
exterior. For the present the whole area should remain a target area with the
Doolittle section targeted for rehabilitation.

10-44 A2-6

(63)




CITY FaRMs

Census.Tract (CT) 36

3lock 101-1318, 201-208
Census Tract {CT} 36
3locks 304,305,306, and 401
Census Tract (CT) 45

Block 301-313

HOUS ING

The existing units in City Farms are primarily single family detached. There
is a mixture of commercial, non-confarming residential and residential. Franklin
Boulevard, which runs the lenath of the area, contains most of the commercial
structures. Multi-family units are sandwiched between these commercial structures
along Franklin and on the streets just off of it. This pattern has developed over
time Teaving some of these side streets with a lack of full street improvements
(curbs, gutters, and sidewalks).

In the strio of land between Franklin and the 99/50 freeway, the commercia)l
uses are pushing out ‘the older non-conforming homes. The majority (95%) of
these single family units are of very old stock and are in need of major repairs
{census tract 37, blocks 401,305-306) but should not be addressed under the
rehabilitation program because of their inappropriate placement. However, the
other areas should be targeted for housing rehabilitation programs.

In the section immediately south of Ethel Phillips Schoul, {census tract 45,
blocks 117-119 and 202-204) the housing is well maintained. The section to the north
(block 113) contains a number of newly built single family units and is also -
well maintained. South of Fruitridge Road, the housing is in fair to poor condition.

ENVIRONMENT

The commercial area within the City Farms district needs a great deal of
work, Field surveys indicate a nuinber of run down buildings. There are hazaradous
conditions on some of the off-street parking areas. The. section north of Campbell
Soup Company west of Franklin Boulevard has the on-going problem of incperative
vehicles and other public nuisances {junk in yards, large items, etc.,} With the
execption of a few pockets the overall commercial environment is of poor quality.
Some housing rehabilitation is also called for.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

Nuisance abatement could turn around the commercial area, which should
also be targeted for renewal efforts. Housing rehabilitation should also
be continued south of Fruitridge Road.

10-5 827 (64)



2N8LA

Census Tract (CT) Ad
3locks 100-199, 200-299, 500-699

Census Tract (CT) 65
B8locks 100-199, 500-399

Census Tract (CT) &7
Blocks 100-199

Census Tract (CT) 72
8locks 100-199,203-206, 905,906,908

HOUS ING

The majority of the housing units in this area are single family
detached. The units are generally in fair condition, although there are
two extremes. In the western portion, west of Rio Linda Boulevard, most
of the aresa is in sound condition. The majority of the structures in
this area are single family detached units. The homes are well-kept and
the site maintenance is good. On the other hand, the eastern portion of
the area, (primarily, south of B8ell Avenue, east of Raley Boulevard) is
a pocket of deteriorating housing. This section contains approximately
20 percent of the target area's housing. Older and smaller single family
units -are predominant in this section. One bedroom units are not uncommon
here. The structures need a number of repairs for normal preventive care.

The remaining portion of the area contains scattered single family
housing with some in rundown conditicn. However, the number of problems
are fewer and scattered farther apart.

ENVIRONMENT

Robla is a ryral environment with a large amount of open space. The

western portion has a number of new, well-kept homes set in a neighborhood

environment. The eastern section, located near McClellan AFB, contains-a
Targe number of homes in need of rehabilitation. Scattered throughout the
area are auto dismantling operations and significant amounts of unscreened
Junk storage,

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

Robla contains very gogod sections and very poor ones. Because of its
rural nature, however, it is not appropriate for CDBG type improvements.
Sufficient targeting is not possible.

10-48 A2 -8
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MORTHGATE/GARDENLAND

Census Tract (CT) 70.01
3locks 100-120, 201-207, 301-307
Census Tract (CT)} 70.072
B8lock 301-309
HOUSING

The housing units in the Northgate/Gardenland area are predominatly single
family detached. In the southern end of the area there are some one bedroom,
cabin type units clustered on large parcels of land. The housing is a mix of
a few new and a majority of older units. The physical condition indicators
show the housing to be between fair and poor. Some of the units are in need of
total rehabilitation, others need minor repairs such as site improvements.
ENVIROMMENT

The streets appear to be free of litter. However, maintenance is needed
on some of the streets. The entire area was noted as having freguent trash
problems and littered yards.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

West of Northgate Boulevard at the southern end of the target area, there
are two large multi-family housing complexes. Some of these units have been
converted to condominiums (CT 70.2 8locks 305 and 307). These units are
relatively new structures and are in gocd condition. The remainder of the
target area needs additional rehabilitation work. The section south of
Bowman Avenue and the area between West Silver tagle Road and Senator Avenue
is in poor condition and should be & priority section for comprehensive
code enforcement, nuisance abatement, and rehabilitation.

10-A7 A2-3 (66)



0AaK PARK

Census Tract 17
Blocks 306, part of 308

Census Tract 1R
8locks 301-317, 601-603

Census Tract 27
Blocks, A1l Except 104,110-112, 402-403, 413-414

Census Tract 28
Blocks, All

Census Tract 37
8locks, All Except 304-306,401

Census Tract 44
Block, Incorp. Only, Blocks 305-308, 213 & 214

HOUSING

This area is one of the clder residential sections of the City. It contains
a variety of housing units from new student dormitory and multi-family public housing
to old single family units. The majority of the housing is single family detached
units that average between 30 to 40 years old. Some of the housing is in very
?ood condition based on a Citywide comparison but the largest percentage
60 to 70%) is poor. Some of the worst housing can be found in the southern
section of Qak Park between 23rd Avenue and 24th Avenue east of Sacramento Boulevard
A majority (90%) of these units are in substandard condition in need of major repair.
The only sections that do not fit this pattern are those west of 36th Street and
south of the northern’:oundary of the area to Mc Clatchy Park. The section between
33th Street and the 99-50 Freeway north of 16th Avenue is also in good physical
condition. : .

ENVIRONMENT

The streets are not noticably littered. Very few items of junk or debris were
noted. (However, along Sacramentc Boulevard there is at least one parcel where
a number of vehicles are stored. This area between 14th Avenue and 20th Avenue,
west of Sacramento Boulevard, sfill has some parcels where auto dismantling is
taking place.)

SUMMARY
Oak Park contains large pockets of housing deterioration. The majority of

the housing units in the area need some repairs. It is recommended that this area
remain a target area for housing rehabilitation.

10-A11 A2-10



HOODRINE

Census Tract 41
8locks 110-114, 201-216, 3(1-315

HOUSING

The primary housing units in Woodbine are single family detached. However,
there is a concentration of multi-family unit in the area along with a low-
income condominium co-op complex. Most of the multi-family units are situated
along 24th Street. The area can be divided into several major sections starting
at the southern end which borders on Florin Road.

This section contains a number of large vacant parcels with a scattering
of rundown single family structures {census tract 41, blocks 301-316). In this
section the housing appears old and in need of improvements ranging from minor
to major repairs. .

The next section is north of Edinger Avenue and east of Woodbine Avenue
(census tract 41, blocks 207-210, 215 & 216). There is some improvement in
the nousing condition indicators in this section. There is, however, no major
change. The parcels or lot sizes are smaller with a greater concentration of
single family units. Site maintenance appears better here but the unit's exteriors
appear to need significant work.

North of 50th Avenue there is a marked ihprovement in housing condition
indicators,

ENVIRONMENT

The area appears to be improving, especially sections where there is new
Capital Improvements; i.e., streets, sidewalks, curbs, qutters, and street
Tights. However, the area is still in need of physical improvements.

SUMMARY- AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Most of this target area is in need of some type of improvements. It is
recommended that this area remain as one of the CDBG target areas within the
City and that sections of it should have a concentrated rehabilitation program.

10-A13 ' AZ-11
{68)



Census Tract 63
Blocks 201-222,301-316, 401-422

Census Tract 66
Blocks 101,111, 201-227

Census Tract 67
Blocks 202-241

HOUS ING

The majority of the housing is single family units, but there is a
mixture of of duplexes, quadolexes and multi-family units within the area.
The overall housing condition is fair to poor. Del Paso Heights contains
major pockets of deterioration. The single family section located between
Norwood Avenue and Altos Avenue is in need of major rehabilitation. North
of this section the lots or parcels are smaller but the housing is in better
condition. Throughout the remainder of the area, the majority of the
housing is in the same, generally poor condition except the area north of
North Avenue between Raley Boulevard and Dry Creek Road (census tract 65,
blocks 420-422), where the housing improves to some degree. Some new homes
and a scattering of public housing duplexes gives this section a better
general appearance. Code enforcement and nuisance abatement could bring
this section up to acceptable standards.

ENVIRONMENT

Del Paso Heights is an area of scattered pockets of deterioration. It is a
mixture of rural and urban land use. Throughout the area there is the ongoing
problem of inoperative vehicles, junk and debris surrounding houses. Along the
northern end of Norwood Avenue there is a group of vacant/abandoned multi-family
units which are safety hazards. There is a lack of proper zoning enforcement on
some residential streets; (e.q., Rivera Drive where litter and the stockpiling
of cars are found on an otherwise neat residential blocks). Overall the physical
conditions are very poor.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

The Del Paso Heiahts area is recommended for continuation of capital
improvements, code enforcements, nuisance abatement and housing rehabilitation.

10-A9 A2-12
(69)



EXAMPLE OF SURVEY FORIM USED

BLOK 7

CITY TARGET AREA SURVEY

What type of housing or building are predominent on the block?

a. Single family , -7
b. Multi .family 17
c. Commercial use [T
d. Abandoned or vacant 17
(1) Single family /_-_7
(2) Multi family 1T
(3) Commercial use /7

Single family housing units represent what percentage of the units on this
block?

a. 100% . U

b. Predominent over 50% 17
c. Mixed less than 50% ' 17

What is the general conditions of the majority of the housing type on the
block?

a. Good (Basically sound & well kept) 1T
b. Fair (Some signs of deterioration) 17
c. Poor (Needs substantial work). 17

Determine the type of housing problems that are apparent from the exterior
of the units or building using the following criteria.

a. MNo significant problems

b. Some problems, minor repairs needed

c. Substandard, major significant problems a.b.c.
Exterior wall finish 1 T 77
Door & windows 1777
Site maintenance, litter, broken fence, accessary building. ITTT
Roofs ‘ I 777

(70)



CITY TARGET AREA SURVEY

5. Rate the condition of the street surfaces.
6. Rate the condition of the sidewalks.
7. Rate condition of curbs & qutters.
8. Street litter

a 3roken glass

b. Clogged gutters

¢c. Piles of dead vegitation

d. Trash, paper

e. Junk

(1) Large discarded items
(2) Inoperative vechicles

9. Number of vacant lots?

Number of Vacant units?

a. Litter & trash on lots

b. Plants (weeds etc.) on lots

¢. Dirt heaps or trenches
10. Sufficient street lighting

a.. Absent

b. Available

1. Malfunction or broken

2. Lighting faced improperly

3. Enough lighting for street length
6-29A,30

yes no
ey
[rrr
(77

/T 1T

7
rrr
7T

L7
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT NEEDS SUMMARY

This review of public infrastructure needs will concenirate on physical improve-
ments needed in the 13 identified COBG communiiies.

The type of capital improvements typically undertaken with CDBG funding includes
the uporading of infrastructure by providing improvements in the following
categories:

1. Street improvements - Curbs, aqutters, sidewalks, underground drainage and
street lights. All, or any combination, of these improvements may be
provided.

2. Provision of other public works such as water, sewer and major drainage
facilities,

3. Park improvements - The improvement of existing, or acguisition and
construction of new, facilities are approved activities.

4. Community centers or other neighborhood facilities.

The common practice has been to phase the improvements by providing "seed money"
for engineering and necessary land acquisition in the =sarly phases. The bulk

of the money for construction is then programed for succeeding years. This
phasing insures that there are always projects in the "pipeline®, ready to be
implemented and prevents the reservaticn of large amounts of funding in unplanned
projects. Generally the "need" for physical improvements is evident by visual
inspection of the area. Maps 10 through 15 (see text of report) indicate existing
and proposed improvements in the taraget areas.

The planning for physical improvements for the period 1981 through 1987 has been
accomplished in the City's adopted Capital Improvements Program {CIP). A
comprehensive master plan for improvements has been adopted in seven categories;
Engineering (street, water, sewer, drainage, waste removal, parking); Community
Services (parks, zoo, harbars, etc.); Fire; Library; Police; General Government;
and Building Equipment Maintenance. O0f the seven categories only capital improve-
ments projects in the first five categories are allowable under Community Develop-
mant Block Grant {CDBG) funds. General government and maintenance activities are
ineligible., Projects recommended under CDBG will be consistent with the CIP, '

An analysis of each existing target area from the perspective of infrastructure
needs follows:
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Description:

The City Farms, aresa is south of Sutterville Road, north of 39th &venue, between
the Western Pacific tracks an the west and Hiahwav 99 on the east. Two major
commercial arterials pisect the target area, Freanklin Zoulavard running north-
south, and Fruitridge Boulevard running east-west. Both Franklin ana Fruitridge
are develoned in older strip-iype commercial. There are some more highly
developed snopping center sites along Franklin, but they are the excention
rather then the rule.

Residential uses in the area are mixed with many of the interior streets being
single family, and areas closer to the commercial strips having scattered muliti-
family units.

Problems WNoted:

Public infrastructure improvements are generally complete. A recent report of the
city engineer's office did identify 4 street/drainage project in the Western Pacific
Avenue, Deeble Street area. The area was not included in the City Farms A/D #4
sinca it was primarily commercial. Total cost of the project to the City would

be 5176,000. The City engineer recommends the project be considered in the next
COBG planning cycle,

[t was noted that ehancement of the commercial areas would be a definite improve-
ment to the area. This is covered in a separate section of the report.

GLEN ELDER
Description:

The area west of Power Inn Road, south of Fruitridge Road to approximately 53rd
Avenue, and east of 65th Street, is the Glen Elder target area. Primarily a
residential area, commercial facilities are neighborhood oriented. East of
Power Inn Road lies one of the county's major industrial areas, housing Procter
& Gamble and numerous smaller manufacturing and warehouse operations.

Power Inn Road is a heavily used north-south arterial with both industriail and
commuter traffic. Three east-west streets serve the area, Fruitridge on the
nogrth, Lemon Hill, midway through the target area, and Elder Creek in the
southern part, Circulation through the area on these streets is very good.

- Most of the residential streets are improved to full standards. Those that
are not are primarily serving only a few homes on large lots. Improvements

to these streets will occur as in-fill and parcel divisions take place.

Problems Noted:

None
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NAK PaRy
Description:

Designated a redevelooment area in 1972, the Jak Park community is also a CDBG
taroet area. The target area extends east from Highway 99 to Stockton Boulevard,
and south from "X" & "Y" Streets to fruitridge Boulevard, encomoassing all that
area within the city limits. The area within the county included in the boundaries
is the Fruitridce Pocket area, designated for County CDBG tunds.

Principal commercial facilities for the community are centered on Broadway,
Sacramento Boulevard, and Stockton Boulevard. The Stockton Boulevard commercial
strip from the U.C. Davis Medical Center at the northern portion of Qak Park,
and extending south to approximately 47th Avenue, is the focal point of a joint
city-county economic development study funded by CDBG. The development of a
planning document and olan for assistance to business operators there is being
prepared.

The Qak Park community is one of the older residential and commercial areas in
the city. The community houses the McGeorge School of Law, a fully accredited
Taw school, with an extensive enrollment.

Problems Noted:

The past and future funding in Qak Park under the CDBG program will be closely
aligned with the redevelopment activities in the area. While most of the public
improvements are in, there are three street liaht projects identified in the
City CIP and designated for CDBG funds. Improvements to complete and enhance
the Community Center also have funds appropriated.

NORTHGATE/GARDENLAND '

Description:

The Northgate/Gardenland area is a narrow area between Northgate Boulevard on
the west and the East Levee on the the east, Garden Highway on the south and
Patio Avenue on the north. An additional area west of Northgate Boulevard
between West E1 Camino and Garden Highway is also part of the area.

The Northgate Boulevard area is a commercial strip development with one large
shopping center serving the area at Northgate and West E1 Camino Avenue.
Commercial development is mixed with the older businesses being strip-type
development. The predominate housing type is single-family detached, with

one large apartment-condominium ccnversion at Northview Drive and Garden Highway.

Problems Noted:

The northern part of Northgate Boulevard, along the commercial frontage, lacks
full improvements and adequate access to the facilities. The residential por-
tions of the community have full street improvements, except the northern part,
which is scheduled for construction in the 84/85 program year. This project,
Gardenland A/D #5, along with a proposed bridge crossing improvement at West
Silver Eagle Road, would complete all the improvements in the area. The com-
pletion of Silver Eagle Road would provide an alternative east-west collector
to £1 Camino Avenue for the area.
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Description:

This area, ane of the smaliler identified target areas of the City, is oounded
bv Silver Eagle Road on the north, Arcade Creek on the south, Natomas “ain
Drainage Canal on the west and Norwcod Avenue on the 2ast. Completely
residential in nature, the arsa is oredominately single family, with a
concentration of mylti-family units on Norwood.

Problems MNoted:

The realignment. of Silver Eagle Road and completion of a bridge crossing, will
provide better east-west circulation for the entire community and enhance access
to the Strawberry Manor neiaghborhood. The develoned portion of the community
has full street improvements.

DEL PASO HEIGHTS

Description

The Nel Paso Heights target area is the same area designated as a redevelooment
project area. It is generally bounded on the north by Highway 380, on the west
by Norwood Avenue, on the east by Marysville Boulevard, and on the south by
Arcade Creek. Commercial activity is principally located along Marysville and
Rio Linda Boulevards, north-south arterials, and Grand Avenue, running east-west.

Problems Noted:

A problem in the area is lack of public infrastructure improvements, primarily
street improvements. CDBG activities in the area to date have consisted primarily
of street upgrading. The continuation of these projects is recommended.

ROBLA

Description:

Robla is located north of Interstate 880, and encompasses most of the City east
of the drainage canal.

It is a mixture of older houses on large parcels (1 acre or more), some new
subdivisions close to the freeway, and industrial uses in the western portion.

Problems Noted:

The area lacks most of the common improvements (curbs, gqutters, sidewalks, etc.)
evident or identified as needed in other target areas. However, due to the
rural character of the area and the low density of development, improvements are
not critical.
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FIEADCWY IEW
Description:

The Meadowview area encempasses all the urban area south of Meadowview Road between
Freeport Boulevard, and the Western Pacific rail lines.

Primarily a sinale family area, the majority of the residential development is west
of the abandoned California Highway Patrol Academy, now the site of the Sacramento
Job Corps Training Center. Also in the same location is a Mational Guard Armory and
other state uses. <East of the CHP Academy is a residential section served by
Detroit Boulevard, the major north-south collector.

The area south of the target area has been the subject of much discussion within
the confines of land use. Approved subdivisions and a conceptual Planned Unit
Development (Delta Shores) was approved by the City Council. Both the approved
maps and the P.U.D are now being reviewed by developers. Principal changes will
include "high tech" industries in the area. The land has been the subject of
several investigations by possible electronics firms wishing to relocate into
the Sacramento area.

Should the area south of the target area develop as foreseen with "high tech"
industries, the spill-over benefit of increased employment and demand for housing
near the site will have a positive influence on the target area.

The target area has full street improvements, and infrastructure. Sewer and
drainage facilities are adequate to service the area and any infill anticipated
by future development.

Problems Noted:

None
WOODBINE
Description:

The Woodbine area is located east of 24th Street, north of Fiorin Road, west of
the city limits and south of Encinal Avenue. Bisecting the area in a southeast
to northwest direction is the approach path to runway 30 at Executive Airport.
Portions of the land east of 24th Street in the target area are designated by
the Executive Airport land use plan as public open space. This would provide a
safety area and clear zone for the approach end of the runway.

The area on both sides of 47th Avenue, a major east-west arterial through the
target area, has light industrial and general commercial uses. Directly east of
the area is Campbell's Soup, a major employer and industrial use in the area.

The area has a mixed density of residential development, ranging from multi-family
along 24th Street to scattered single-family on 1+ acres parcels. [t would be
reasonable to assume that the area will experience residential in-fill and
expanded commercial uses along Florin Road which has large vacant areas.

A3-5

353

(76)



Sroblems ilotzd:

The area south of 47th Avenue lacks full street improvements. The adopted (.1.P.
for the citv inciudes three major construction projects througn the 34-35 fiscal
year. Along with street improvements, upgraded sewer &and drainage woulg also be

accomp lished.

The completion of these construction orojects and the anticipated in-fill will
upgrade the area significantly.

FREEPORT MANOR

Description:

The Freeport Manor target area is a small area west of Executive Airport. Bounded

on the north by 35th Street, on the east by Freeport Boulevard, on the south by

Blair Avenue, and on the west by the abandoned S.P. rail lines. Primarily a single
family residential area, commercial uses are centered along Freeport Boulevard in

a typical strip-commercial confiquration. A variety of uses exist ranging from

a bowling alley to an old motel, whose use can be traced to a period when Executive
Ajrport was the principal air facility for the county. The principal use along Blair
Avenue is an industrial supplier of aluminum doors and windows. A satelite air-
port, Jensen Field, south of the target area was recently closed.

Problems Noted:

The usual physical improvements (streets, curbs, autters, etc.) already exist in the
area. Principle improvements in the future will be recommended in an engineers report
on the area. The report, funded in the 79/80 project year, is less than 25% complete,
so no conclusions can be drawn at this time. However, it appears that some drainage
work will be needed.

Park improvements at Argonaut School, a continuation hign school have been
proposed by the Department of Community Services. At present the request
for $12,000 to light existing baskeball courts in program year 83/84 is a
proposed amendment to the adopted C.I.P. !

CENTRAL CITY
Description:

The Central City target area comprises the bulk of downtown Sacramento.
Bounded by the Sacramento River on the west, Alhambra Boulevard on the
east, Broadway on the south (a small portion extends south of Broadway
in the River Oaks, New Helvetia area) and the Southern Pacific tracks
on the north.

Land uses in the area range from single family homes to industrial uses.
A1l examples of commercial uses, from the "mom and pop" grocery store"
to high rise office complexes, are present in the area.

Activities for Community Development Block Grant have been concentrated in
two areas, Alkali Flat, a redevelopment area in the northern portion and
the Southside area. Alkali Flat is an area of older Victorian homes and
strip commercial along 12th Street, (a major entrance to the city). The
Southside area is predominately residential with local neighborhood
commercial.
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froolems Notsd:
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Wnile most of the improvements are in place, there are some areas identified
without street lights. Additionally, there are some major engineering
oroblems which are beyond the scope and purview of the CDBG proaram such

as common storm and sanitary sewer, street and sidewalk repair, etc.

EAST DEL PASQ HEIGHTS

Description:

The East Del Pasc Heighis area is bounded on the north by Interstate 880, and
on the south by Arcade Creek. The eastern border is the Southern Pacific
tracks, with Marysvillie Boulevard on the west,

The area is predominately single family residential. Housing types are guite
mixed, however, in the northern portion of the community is an older military
housing complex, originally part of a larger area now separated by the free-
way. In the southern portion of the community, in the area generally known
as Haaginwood, there are several parcels of larger homes situated on acre

and larger parcels. In the mid portion of the community, between North and
South Avenues, are generally smaller detached single family homes.

Problems Noted:

Much of the community Jacks standard street improvements and street lighting.
However, in the southern portion of the community, in keeping with the rural
character and larger parcels, it may be advisable to consider something less
than full street improvements.
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ATTACHMENT 4 (a) :
HEALTH MUISANCE ABATEMENT PROGRAM

This program would utilize additional (CDRG funded) nusiance abatement
officers to pro-actively (i.e, on an other than complaint and abatement
basis) abate violations of the health and safety, zcnina and vehicle
codes.

City inspectors would be assigned to actively survey specifically assianed
geographical areas and to mitigate such nuisance problems as trash and
garbage accumulation, uniawful weed growth, miscellaneous zoning and sign
control violations, abandoned vehicles, etc. Many of the existing target

areas have these violations as one of the major problems confronting the
area.

Should the Council express an interest in this program, staff will renort
back with the budgetary data necessary to implement it within specific
target areas.

Preliminary budget figures call for $1582,500 for four adgitional inspectors
plus necessary support functions (clerical, etc.).
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ATTACHMENT 4 (b)

CITY OF SACRAMENTO

DEPARTMENT OF POLICE JOHN P. KEARNS
HALL OF JUSTICE SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814 . CHIEF OF POLICE
813 . 6TH STREET TELEPHONE (916) 4495121 '

May 20, 1982
Ref. 5-51

John E. Molloy, Chief

Policy/Planning Unit

Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency
630 I Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Molloy:

In reéponse to the request from your staff for additional information
regarding the target areas and the Police Department proposal, the following
is our available information:

1. Crime Rate: The crime rate is very difficult to break down
by your target areas. However, our Crime Analysis Unit identifies
that all areas, with exception of City Farms, has a higher than normal
rate of residential burglaries and juvenile crimes.

2. Cost of Personnel:

a. Two sworn officers £82,988
b. Four part-time Community 69,408
Service Officers

TOTAL: 152,396

This cost includes putting the new officers through the
basic training academy.

3. The number of Home Alert groups in the target areas (south city) which
are in the Police Department's proposal:.

a. QOak Park 4
b. Freeport Manor 1
c. Meadowview 12
d. Yoodbine 2
e. City Farms 5

TOTAL: 24
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JOHN £. MALLOY
Page ?Z
May 20, 1982

The number of twenty-four (24) is compared with 217 Home Alert groups in
the south area and 750 Home Alert groups city wide. These statistics coupled
with the fact that most of these areas have a highly transient populaticon with
absentee landlords, ethnic population which traditionally do not work with
the police and we have never had available staff to make any concentrated effort
in these areas, '

In addition to their crime prevention activities, the Community Service
officers will be responsible for identifying and reporting to the appropriate
governmental agencies such hazards as vacant buildings, houses, trash and
garbage filled lots and fields and other conditions which detract from the
appearance of the target areas.

The Community Service Qfficers will also be used to mark and tow abandoned
vehicles.

We believe that our proposal can make a definite impact on the target
areas and that the program can then be moved to the othér areas -- east, central
and north in the future.

If you need any further information, b1éa5e feel free to contact my office.

g RNS
hief of Police

- JPKCFAmw
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SURIMARY OF QP IEOM SURVEYS

2z “3llewing i¢ 2 summary of the m2i1 aninion survev wnicn was acomnlisned in
conjunction witn the 1982 (DRG olanning procass

Guestion 71

Do you view your neighborhood as a desirable place to live?

a. Yes - very desirable

D. Desirable - but improvements needed

c. Problems - but not enough to make me want to move.

0. Serious Problems - would move if given the chance.

Rasncnse a. Respense d.
1. Freeport Hanor 22.5% 1. eadowviaw 22.7%
2. 0Oak Park 19.3% 2. Strawberry Manor 31.1%
3. Northgate/Gardenland 18.5% 3.  Alkali Flats 21.1%
4. Strawberry Manor 17.8% 4. Robla 18.4%
5. Glen £lder ° 12.1% 5. Del Paso Heiants 15.9%
6. Alkali Flats 10.5% 6. Iast Del Paso Heights 11.9%
7. Del Paso Heights 10.4% 7. 0Dax Park id.2%
3. Hoodbine 10.2% 3. City Farms 13.7%
9. Robla 9.6% 9. Glen tlder 12.1%
10. Meadowview 8.5% 10. Freeport Manor 10.0%
11. East Del Paso Heights 8.5% 11. Woodbine 8.2%
12. City Farms 7.8% 12.. Northgate/Gardenland 7.7%

- Question #2
How has your neighborhood changed over the past {five vears?

a. Improved - e.g. I have noticed construction of new public facilities
and home rehabilitation.

b. Remained the same
¢. Declined Slightly - e.g. homes not as well maintained, etc.

d. Serious neighborhood decline.

10-A23
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i. Alkali Fliat 1. teagown oy 3.7%
2.  lorthcats/3iarsenlandg Z. fast L2l 7asc msiants 13.25
2. “00G5 ins z 3. fLitw Farme 74,79
£, ak Farx i 4, LAk Zarg Vi.an
3 slen Zhicer By 5. Ieste L
6. Freeport "anor 35 9. Del 2a&so #Aeignts i), 4%
7. hel 2330 deignts 339 7. oodbine 3.2
a Strawnerry “anor ?5. 3. Hlen Zider A
o, wdla 23.0% 9. Fresnors Manor 7.5%
16, Lity Farms 14.7% 0, Sirzwczrry Clanor 8.7
1. Efast Del Pasg Heights 11.3% 11. Morthgate/"ardenland 4.8%
12. Meadowview 6.0% 12. Alkali fFlat 0.0%
Question =3

What improvements would you like to see in your neignborhood?
(rank in priority)
Refer to Teble A-5-1 for a summation of responses.

Tne nuestion also providea an "stner" selection. in h15 space several
varying comments were received. uGenerally, the rzsponses included the
foilowing with great frequency.

More Police, or less crime
Clean-up vacant lots

Better animal control (loose dogs)
Speed Bumps on various streets
Maintenance of rental units

Better garden & garage pick-up

OV U B W) —

Additionally, several areas seemed to have singular problems not included in
the survey. One was a problem common to two areas, Del Paso Heights and QOak
Park. Both commented on the lack of improvements and/or hazards in alleys in
the community. Robla had an overwhelming response in favor of sewers.

Question #4
Does your community provide you with all the commercial facilities you need?

(Check those you use or have near you.)

During the review of the rasponses to this question, it became apparent that
its Valldlt/ was in doubt. There is an indication many people responded dy
indicating wnat services were needed in the community rather than what is
being used. For this reason, the reponses will not be presented.

Question #5

Would you be interested in a low interest loan to improve your home or
business?

A5-2
10-A24 .
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LdSSION FO

Hhat oudlic services wouila vou iike in your community?

: increasan Child Cara Tacilitiss 237 15.3%
9. Imornved Police Protection 1047 70.3%
¢. lLinproved Recr=ation Progreams 499 33.5%
d. Other (?lease state) (See Below)

+

Cigarly tne overwnelming response was for improved pslice protection, with 70%
of the respondants indicating that as a choice.

In the "other" category severasl services were mentioned, among the more common
were:

ZJetter bus service
etter mail service or closer Post Office
Senijor citizen centers or services

G IN) o

Question 27

State what you view as the most serious problem confronting your
neighborhood. .

Response to this question can de summed up in one word, CRIME. Many of the
responses indicated the number of times their nouse had been broken into or
other individual incidents. Crime and fear of crime were clearly the most
important problems to the residents of all of the target areas.

Many of the responses, particularly in the Medowview community, focused on one
specific location as either the meeting point or center of the community's
problems. In Meadowview, the 7-11 Store at Meadowview Road and Amherst Street
drew negative comments from many of the respondents.

Other comments, consistent in all the areas, centerea on lack of pride, or care
of homes, concentration of rental units, or a transient population and associated
problems.

A5-3 ' (84)
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e :State what you vuew as me mest senous pmmem confrontxng ycur neoghbomooct.
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ZiGHBORHOOD GUESTIONNAIRE 2.\ cesponsa
1. Zou view your neightorhcod as a desirable place to live?
5 3_98 Yes — very desirable
N7 443 b Desirable — but improvements needed
10t 281 c. Problems — but not enough to make me want to move
43 ®A d. Serious problems — would move if given the chance
2. How has ycur neightorhood changed over the past five years?

60 23°%a Improved — e.g., | have noticed construction of new public facilities and home renaonlltanon SRR
T 303 b Remained the same e
& 39 ¢ Declined slightly — e.g., homes not as well mamtamed etc.

29 W4 4. Serious neighborhood decline.
. 3. What improvements would you like to see in your ne:ghborhood'7 (rank in pnonty)
- Z<3 a. Street impravements (wrbs. gutters, sndewalks)
. '. © LD b - Streetlights. ©. e .

2% ¢ Individuak hame: repairs: i -

" 3.1 d: -Recreation facilities (parks. clubhouses, etc) '
12 _e. Neighbhorhood clean-up (vacam Iots abandoned cars, trash prok up)
f. Other (P!ease explam) )

\éﬁ_a. Grocery store .’ '}'. :
3% b Drugstorer T '
95 . Barber shops.. beauty shops dry deaners and other service busmesses
*Tr__d.. Clothing store: . | oo
-+ . 3% . Auto repair and service: - LSt
CnT it ‘f:";Otnercommerual busmessesused regulariy : o
- \Vgould you.be’ mterested |n a Iow umerest' loan to lmprove your-} home or busmess" ’
e yes T SO ; - , - .
e ‘ .. nor e
Tl 3 e home LI
» T Id business. . Ll .
_6. . What public services wouki you hke in yourwmmumty’? N
57 - Increased Child Care Facilities. ., -« L
‘hﬂ_b Improved:Police: Protection” _ .-
3.[__ . Improved Recreation- Programs
ST . - Other (Please: state) - - S _
' ,‘ 7 State)/vhax you wew as themost senous problem oonfroming your ne«ghborhood
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NEIGHEORHO0OD GUESTIONNAIRE (3.1 %to responsa,

1. Do you view your neighborhood as a desirable piace to live?

"1 R.5°%s  Yes — very desirable

2¥ 9.1 h. Desirable — but improvements needed

Mo =ag.lc  Problems — but not enough to make me want to move

%5  32.7d. Serious problems — would move if given the chance

2. How has your neighbeorncod changed over the past five years? :
v2 L%z 'mproved — e.g., | have noticed caonstruction of new public facilites and home renhabilitation.
73 Ua® b Remained the same
93 4,3 = Declined siightly — e.9.. homes not as weﬂ mamtamed =tc

@t 8073 4. Serious neighborhood decline. -
3, What improvements would you like to see in your nelghbcurhoca'-’ {rank in pnonty]
3.4 a Street :mp:ovemems {curbs gutters, sadewaiks}
35 b, Street lights® J. e .-
Aede ¢ Individuat hcrne repairs _.
«\ ¢ Recreation faciities {parks, c!ubhouses etc;] C e

- 1+%& o Neighbhorhood clean-up (vacant lots, abandonedcars trash plck up)

T ___f  Cther (Please explain).__ :

4. Doesyour ccmrnumty prowde you with ail tne cornrrsefc:aj facalt:es you need"v‘” (Check those you use- or havanear

L hyow). Lot h LU e a7 L ;. Lo
X - Grocery store
%! b, Drug store’ R
O ¢ Barbershops, beaut}r shops dry cieaners and other serwce busmesses
: 'ﬁa_d ,Clothing store o : .

-.L_..e-.- -Auto repair and service . LT
IR Other commercial busmessesusadreguiaﬂy
5 " Would you-be: mtarasted in a Iow"

SMZ & yes. 0 7

. &7 b no - '_ o

15_8.. home. -~

. d. business . o . L -
6. What public services: would. you. hke i your commumty? '
. 3 a: |ncreased Child Care: Faculmas -
¥ 5 irproved Poice Protectiory !
"Y1 ¢ improved Recreation Programs
J——dix Qther {Plaase stateL ' -
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SHEORHOCD QUESTIONMAIRE S A%

1. Dc: you view your neightorhood as a desirable place to live? e r LVt L.
19 108%a.  Yes — very desirable o
M 41.3 b Desirable — but improvements needed
52 4.6 ¢ Problems — but not enough to make me want to move
27 159 5.9 o Serious problems — would mave if given the chance
2 How Nhas your neighborhocod changed over the past five years?
St 3. Ma improved — e.g., | have noticed construction of new public facilities. and home rehabilitation. S
§3 2}l b  Remained the same _ Lol
‘53 29.1 ¢ Deciined slightly — e. g.. homes naot as well mamtajned etc. : ’ e
0.4 4. Serious neighborhood declirie. : I
3. What improvernents.would you like: to see in your netghborhood’? (rank in pnonty) )
: Eig.. Street, merovements (curbs gut‘ters s;dewalks} , R
- e M1 individual home. repalrs
.3_d. Recreation facilities (parks, ciubhouses. etc.)
- 18 e Neighbharhood clean-up-{vacant. Iots abandone-d cars trash pzck up)
—f Qther (P!ease explain). :
"4 Does.your ccmmumty prowde you) Wlth all tna commerc:al facilties you need'? [Check thosa you use or hav' g
youj . o ISRV . :
ALY’ Grccery store” L L
& b Drug stere S
83 ¢ Barber shops, beauty shops dry c!eaners and other service busanesses
.42 4. Ciothing store - - BT :
bl o Autorepairand service | - o
ST L £ 7Qther commercial businesses used regu!aﬂy ' ; : -
5. Would you ber mferestecr in a. |ow mterest |carrto |rnpr0ve your home or. busmess?
o 20 4. yes.. e T e e e
M2 b no T
"8} ¢ home: R
& d. businessc .. T e LT
6 What pubitc services would you: hka in yOur comrnumt‘y”
- increased Child Care- Facilities . DR
- '\s_a_b timproved: Police Protection _
" k@ g Improved Recreationm: Programs.... .0 "
_._d Other (P!aasa statei S
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NEIGHEBORHOCD QUESTIOMNAIRE 1578 mw-u-_f”’

1. Do JOu view your neighboriiood as a desirable place to live?
2. How has your neighborhocd changed-over the past five years?

3 What improvemeants wouid you like to see in yaour neighborhood'7 {rank in pnontv}

i 3323_

a
o b.
,_3.9__0.. :
B d
ﬁ%...e.--

5, Would. you be- mterested ina tow antemaat loarr tn lmprova your homa or. busmess"

§. . What public services would you hka i yourcommunrty'?

T a
. ‘;L_a.‘

Yes — very desirable

Dasirable — but improvements needed

Problems — but not enough to make me want to move
Serious problems — wouid move if given the chance

Improved — &.g., | have noticed construction of new puciic faciiities and nome renanmtanon._ -
Remained the same .

‘Declined slightly — e.g.. homes nat as wetl mamtamed etc.
Serious ne:ghbomood degline..

Street.improvements {curbs, gutters 51dewa!1-:s}
- Street:lights. - e mart Rl
" Individuat.home repaiks ¢ . Y ‘;

Recreation facilities (parks, duhHOusas et} " e '
Neighbhorhood clean-up (vacant Iots abandoned cars trash pack up)
Other (Please expiam) .

Grccery store.
Orug store - . S

Barber shops, beauty shcps dry c%eaner\:. and other semca busmesses
Ciommg store ' .

Auto’ repair’ and.service -' -
Ommmmemalbusmsesused’regulariy Tl

. yes oL
ng -
home.- . _
busmass

[

increased. Child. Care Facifittes..
lmpmved‘ Palice Protection - '_
Imgroved Recreation Programs -~
Other (P!eas& state}

LT " " ‘ N NG FOSTAGE
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1. Do you view your neighborhood as a desarable oiace to live?

% T7.3%a Yes — very desirabie

3% 3.2 . Desirable — but improvements needed

39 48%.¢. Problems — but nat encugh o make me want to move

14 13 d. Serious problems — would move if given the chance

2. How has your ﬁeighborhuod changed over the past five years?
151 3. Improved —e.g., | have nouced ccnstructlon of new pubilc tacilites and home rehabahtanon

2o 155 b Remained the same .
43 42.2¢. Declined slightly — e.g., hames:nect as weil maintained, etc
15 ’fuﬂ_d Serious neighborhood decline.

3 What impravements would you fike to see in your P-&ighbcrhood'? [rank in pnonty)
' 2 Stmetnmprcvemema (curbs, guttem, srdawa]ks) 3

3 Does youx cammumt-,c prcwde ycuwuth all thecommerczal facﬂtles you need'? (Che:k thosa you useor have ri
'--;'Grocerystore S ‘ |
.- Drug store - : s

" Barber shops, beauty shcps dry cieaners and omer semce busmesses
2 v-‘?-‘AutU"rePaJrand service. 'j '," R

:ifWoqu‘:ycu ba lmerested :n a.fow mterest Ioan o irnpmv& your homa or”busmess?

= Gther(P!easestata}

= Streetlights: . .
" lrdividual home repalrs LR

Recreation facilities (parks, ciubhcusas em} : B

" Neighbherhood: clean-up: {vacant lots,. abandoned cars, trash p:ck up}
Other (Please explain)’__

-

Clothing store-

. Othes. commerciak bis:msses Used regulam;

"“Increased Cnﬂd Care Facatrues
Impmed Police Protectio:
Improued Recreation Programs

y a.uo POSTAGE
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NEIGHBORHCOD QUESTICNMAIRE [N cespeonaa
1. Do you view your neignbornood as a desirable place to live?
W 12)%a  Yes — very desirable
43527 b Desirable — but improvements needed
T3 253 ¢ Problems — but not enough to make me want to move
tt 12,1 d Serious problems — wouid move if given the chance
2. How hag your neighbornood changed over the past five vears?

26 316 3 improved — e.g., | have noticed construction of new public facilities and home renabilitation. - -
-20 .22 n  Remained the same
24 26-%c  Declined slightty — e.g., hames not as well maintained. etc.

7 374 Serious neighborhood decline.

3. What improvements wouid you fike to see in your neightorhood? (rank in pncnty}

2.2 a Street :mprovements [c:.srbs gutters s:dewajks}

D _3.'“_13- Street’ Ilghts A o
- R e individual nomerepajrs‘t._ o

2T 4 Recreation faciliies (parks:.clubhouses, etc}

"o

b i N Neighbharhood: ciean-up (vacant Icta. abandoned cars, trash p:ck up)
“h . f.Qther (Please explain).:

.. Does- your cornmumty« pmwde you:wlt.h alr me ccmmercxal fac:lttes you need" {Check mosa you use; orhave— ne

i Gmcery store” o
42 1 Dngstore © T - ' ' :

SRR 43 o Barbershaps. beauty shaps dry c!eaners and other servtce t:usmesses
e Clathing store: . . ; .

- Aut repair and service; .

increased. Chﬂd Care- Fac:l:tma .
. .?_lz Improved Police: Protectiorns- -+
<7 39 & improved Recreation’ ngrams
S i-_._..dt Otner {Pieasa stateL S
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NEIGHREORRECOD QUESTIOMNAIRE YL o veseonsie

1. Doyou wew your neighborhood as a desirable piace to live?
V2 185%a. Yes — very desirapie
=11 ) b. Desirable — but improvements needed
73 5-‘ c. Problems — but not encugh to make me want {0 move
& 13 _d. Serious problems — would move if given the chance
2. How has your neighbornood changed over the past five years?
4] B! a improved — e.g. | have noticed construction of new public facilities and home rehabilitation.
% 7.0 b Remained the same
1S 23.1 o Declined slightly. — e.g., homes not as weil maintained, ete.
3 4l 4 Serious neighborhood decling.
. 3. _What improvements would you like 1o see in your ne:ghbomdod'? (rank i pnemy)
- + 3 a. Street merovemems (cur’os guiters sw]ewajks} . )
- Va8 b Street lights: - £ . o
TR e ihdividual heme repasrs* - X
2.} o ' Recreation facifities (parks, clubhouses, etc} ; T -
o ﬁr_e— Neighthorhood.clean-up. (vacant lots abandoned cars, trash pn:k up)
T T Other (Piease explam)

Grocery Store _' '
= Orug stere. S ' ' ‘
- .Barber shops, beauty shops dry cieaners, and cther semce busmesses
.. Clothing, store oL e .

: -_'_.,, ARuto: repau' and. semce

&3_ yes
. XBhlno c
e A& _”w“__' A
.I --.I- -, 1; ¢ bUSil'IBSS . . ‘.:'.: . . R
Do 6. What public- services. would you Ilke in your cdmmumty‘? .

T Increased Child. Care-Faciiities.. -

B" :

 improved Police Protection. |
——ﬂ"Om«(Ebﬁestate} LOTIR R e

-’:‘State wh-at' ydu wew as the msrsedous pmblerrr mnfronnng your neaghborhdod
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NEIGHBORHOCD QUESTICNNAIRE \0. 5 %l vemowsg,

1. Do _zg; view your neightorhced as a desiradie piace to live?
5 10.2°4° Yes — very desirable
22 84.1p. Desirable — but improvements needed

19 33.3%c. Problems — but not enough to make me want to move

4- .2 d. Serious protiems. — would move if given the chance

2. How has your neighborhcod changed over the past five years?

2@ 53.\ 2 Improved — e.g.. | have noticed construction of new pupiic facilities and home renabilitation.
16 30.W 1 Remained the same

7 M3 ¢ Declined siightly — e.g.. homes not as weu mamtamed etc.

4 $.Z d.- Serious neighborhood deciine.

3. What improvements would you like to see in your ne:ghborhood" (rank in priority)
. \-_le_a. Streat lmprovements (curbs, gutters sxdewalks)
\9__.1: Streat lights - )

Z_c. ‘Individual home- repau's R i Ui
d. Recreation facilities (parks. dubhouses. etc) T
Z.__e. Neighbhorhood clean-up (vacam !ots abandoned cars trash plck up)
__f Other (Please explain) - ' M

. -Does your commumty provrde you wuth an the oommerelal facxmes you need" (Check tnose you use or havene
T you.} : R - .. .

743 a:. Grocery store - f"‘

3 . Orug store

3o e
A e
Le-:

Barber shops, beauty shops dry deaners and otner service busmesses
Clothing.store : L :

Autorepaurandsemce s Rl 4
:{ Qther commercial busmesses used regulany

!Wouldyou bexm@r%ted ira low mterast loan to tmprove your home or' bus:ness” g

hat pubuc services- would. you hke m your commumty?

“ Increased Child: Care Famlmes
'5_?::: -Improved: Police: Protection:: = . i,
“ YZ ¢ ‘Improvec Récreation Programs s
Y __d Qther (Pleasestate)... . - =

~[~No.pOSTAGE
, " NECESSARY

State whanyou vnawas ma mst sendus probiem ccmﬁ'onnng your ne:gnborhood, .
IF MAILED .

5 : "VUNITED STATES

BUSINESS REPLY CARD
FIRST CLASS Permit No. 6055 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA
- POSTAGE WILL BE PAID BY ADDRESSEE

Sacramento Housmg and Revelopment Agency
. . P.O.Box 1834
S e Sacramento CA 95809

R A S L )




A G T T v T S L ST TR ! P g e 7 ey [ ST AR N . ¢ e 2y

. [~} -
NEIGHBCRIHOCD QUESTIONNAIRE R %lo responca_
1. Do vou view your neighborhood as a desirable. place to live?
b Yes — very desirable
1w 35l b Desirable — but improvements needed
1S 333 ¢ Problems — but not enough to make me want to move
4 31.! 4 Serious problems — would move if given the chance
2. How has your neighborhood changec over the past five years?
2z el _a Improved — e.g., | have noticed constructlon of new public facilities and home rehabulltauon
% (2.8%b. Remained the same . ST
A Jd_c. Deciined slightly — e.q.. homes nof as well maintained, etc. : Lol
3 d. Serious neaghborhood deciine. C oL LT
3. What impravemnents wouid you like to see in your nerghborhood'? (rank in pnonty) s
2.0 _a Steet mprovements (curbs gutters‘ sxdewalks) .
2.3 b, Streetlignts. - S IR
12> ¢ individual home repaxrs : : E e .
Z.3 4. Recreation facilities. (parks; ciuohouses etc) ) ; : S
\-3 <+ 3_e. . Neighbhorhood: c!ean-up (vacant lots abandoned cars, trastx p1ck up)
—__f- Other (Please. explam) :
you) e R
5 GrocerystOfe L SRR
'S__h. Drug store . :
22 __c. Barber shops, beauty shops ory cleaners and omer servnoe busmesses
“i___ & Clothing store. . 5 , > .
1L e Autorepair and servica' . - b .',,;: .
.;;'i;f;_"_f“'-:omer commercial businesses. use¢ regularty SRR L
5. Would you.be mterested in alow mrterest loan to'i |mpmve your nome or bu.smess"
©ZB® _b.Tne
22190 ¢ ‘home e Nl Sogh Y S L
~-._l__d business - o
- What publlc services. would you Uke ifF. your commumty? B
. ‘Increased’ Child Care Facilities. S
L " ‘Improved Police:Protection = '+ ..
l_ improved Recreatiory Programs "
| i Othes (Pleas&state) . : ;
State whatyou wew~as the most sen0us problem oonfmnnng your ne:ghborhood

Stradoarry Manor 540 <at 45 q}wm_A_
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NEIGHBORHOCD QUESTIONNAIRE

1. Do you view your neightorhood as a desirable place to live?

‘9 2.8 5,
C62.5nh,
lz '30 DC
4 fv.0q.
2. How has
W 25,05
8. ap.oh.
1o Ug or
3 ‘:z.'; d.

3 What improvements would you like i@ see in your neaghbcmccd‘? (rank .n pncnty)

_ZJ_.;'L

AN 6

- 4 Does ycur commumty pr-:mde v;ou wrth alr the ccmmereta! fac:mes you need” (Check tnusa ycu use ot havesnear.

d..

. What pubtu:: services would ycu Ilke |rt yo'u: cornmumty'?

- Grccery store .

. . Barper shops, beauty shens dry c!eaners and omer sennca nusmesses
"Clothing 'store o S : :

- Auta repair and semee )
" Qther commercial busmessas used rvgulany ' ;

) Wouid you be :nterested in.a lcw mtsmst loap: to mprova youz hame or busmsss?

Yes — very desirable

Desirabie -—— but improvements needed

Problems — but not encugh to make me want to move
Serious problems — would move if given the chance
your neighborhood changed over the past five years?
improved — e.g.. | have noticed construction of new public facilities and home rehabllltauon
Remained the same

Declined slightly — e.q., homas not as we!l rnamtamed ete,
- Serious nesghborhood decline:

Streat 1mpmvements {eurbs;. guners sadewaiks) .
.- Street:lights.* - =
*Individual homerepalr&-,_:
Recreation faciiities: (parkss. dubhouses, ete) - T e

Neighlahamood cleanup (var:ant lots, abandoned cars trash p[ck up) )
Other (Pleasé-explain). %"

Drug store

busmess-

: Increased Child.Care Faciliies .
Improved: Police: Protection j‘;?-_"
Impmved'ﬁeaeatlon Frcgrams:
. Other (P!eas& stateL i
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MEIGHRORREQOD QUZSTIOMNAIRE
1. Do you view your neighborhocod as a desirable piace to live?

2z 105Z vYes — very desirable

4 2.4 b Desirable — but improvements needed

1V €23 c. Problems — but not enougnh to make me want to move

Z 2. 4. Serious preblems — woutd move it given the chance

2. How has your neighborhoed changed over the past five years?

13 B¢, Improved — e.g.. | have noticed construc'lon of new public facilities and home rehabilitation.

¥ &3 b Remained the same

S 2.3 ¢ Declined slightly — e.g., hemes not as well maintained, etc.

© 9O 4. Serious.neighborhood cecline.

B

3. _What improvements would you like to see in your neighborhood? (rank in priority)

.5 ., . Street’ lmpfovemertts {curbs, gutters. sndewalks)

RS 3.0 h: Street ghts: =1 s oo oo i
A ;g' iIb Individual- home-repm[s . BN

. Z d. Recreation facilities (parks. ciubhouses etc.)

R N

AR e Neighbhorhood clean-up (vacant lots, abandoned m trash pick up)

——f. Other (Please explain)

< '?cngo\;

A '41.', Does. your. commumty prowde you with all the commercaal facutxes you need? (Check those. you use or havenear

you.) . e
a. Grocery store: .‘:,:‘, ~.-' N
Drug.store T o

b . Clothing store " "". ... . “LL e
e _7_3. -Auto repair and'service . * .
ERSCRAIRE Otheroommerc;al businesses used regulaﬂy

tc: Barber shops: beauty: shops dry c.eaners and Other service businesses.
d: L.

" 5... V% uld yoube mtemted:m
o a yes,

X biino
'.‘L{: home:
RS o busmess

el : lncreased Child Care Faalmes
. -‘Lg_b Improved Policer Protecnon

x'_'_c. Improved Recreation Programs
i ad - Qther (Please state) :

!ow interest loa‘n to 'mprove yourhome or busmess?‘

T State what‘ you wew as the most senous prob!em conﬁomlng your nerghborhood

“BUSINESS REPLY CARD

. FIRST CLASS Permit Na. 6055 SACRAMENTO, CAUFORNIA
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Sacramento Housmg and Revelopment Agency ‘.
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ATTACHMENT 3

Rehabilitation Program Options

1) Meiahborhood Revitilization (Taraeted) Approach

a)

o)

General Program Desian Considerations

Mandatory participation

A11 units brought to code

Heavy grants and/or deferred loans reguired

Relocation may be necessary if unit is beyond repair

Small geographic areas designated

Emphasis on voluntary compliance through targeted marketing
Enforcement only as a lasi resort

Code inspectors must be sensitive to financial needs of clients,
as well as health and safety requirements

Client Tligibility

Everyone eligible for loan assistance regardless of income level
No one forced to pay more than 30% of their income for housing
expenses

Grants and/or deferred payment loans made available to hold
payments below 30%

Owner occupants as well as absenteﬂ owners would be eligible,
Loans on rental properties would be adjusted to allow rents to
be held at affordable levels

Property Eligibility

A1l residential properties would be subject to inspection

For those beyond reascnable’ cehabilitation, suitable replacement
h0u51nu must be available {Full relocation expenses must be

made available where needed. )

?2)  Housing Provisions (Numbers) Approach

a)

10-A27

General Program Design Considerations

Yoluntary participation

A1l units brought up to code

Available anywhere in the City

Minimum subsidy necessary to make projects work (e.g., loans
favored over grants, instaliment loans favored over deferred,
higher rates favored over lower, shorter terms favored over
longer, higher credit standards favored over lower, etc.}.
Emphasis on owner assuming maximum responsibility for work
progress

Ab-1



) Client Ziigibnility

- Must earn less than 30% of median

- Maximum 30% of income for housing expenses not & hard rule

- Loans on rental units adjusteog Lp nignest accentable lsved
ailow tenants Lo remain

Q

¢} Property £liginility

- Only oroperties which can support the expendifure would be approved
- Mo program available Tor those units bevond reasonable rehabilitation
costis

10-427 | Ag-2 {101)






