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GARY F, LOVERIDGE
G. RICHARD BROWN

JEFFRY R. JONES
WELLIAM L, OWEN

Ms. Lorraine Magana
City Clerk

City of Sacramento
915 "I" Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

FA
e

Dear Lorraine:

Qur client, Mental Health Management, Inc., has directed
us to request a withdrawal of its application for a use
permit and by copy of this letter I am requesting the Planning
Director to withdraw the application. This action will
render moot the appeal of the negative declaration and the
hearing scheduled before the City Council on January 15,

. 1980 may, therefore, be dropped from the calendar.

" We regret that we were unable to provide you with
earlier notice of our intention to amend or withdraw the
application for a use permit. As you know, however, we have
been diligently pursuing the selection of an alternative
site and actlvely worklng with City and County staff to that
end. )

We apologlze for any inconvenience whlch this late
notice may have caused. : '

Very truly yours,
William G. Holliman, Jr.
WGH: jk

cc: Ethan Browning
City Attorney o
Mental Health Management, Inc.
Don Harris C
Carl Rauser '
Lloyd Connelly
Ted Sheedy '




NOTICE OF APPEAL

OF THE CITY PLAN -
DECISION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR NING COMMISSION
MOV 106 19/9

RECEIVED

I do hereby make application to appeal the decision of the Environmental
Coordinator of:

TO THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL:

k] Filing a Negative Declaration
_ O Requirement of an Environmental Impact Report
[(J Other
For (P-€§39 ) . *PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT* . _ ~

PROJECT PROPOSAL: Use of existing facilities (Fairhaven Home) fer residential
care of mental patients under the laptermanaPetriseShort Aot

"PROJECT ADDRESS: 4360 - 63rd Street, Sacramento, CA 95820

Assessor's Parcel No. 021=-237-14

OWNER: Trustees, Peniel Missions, Inc.

phone
Mailing Address:_c/o Jack Martin, 816 H St., #106, Sacramento CA Q5814
City {zip code)
APPLICANT/AGENT: William G. Holliman, Jr,, Atty. l4=3000
phone
Mailing Address: 555 Capitol Mall, Suite 950, Sacto., CA 95814
City (zip code)

GROUNDS FOR APPEAL: (Explain in Detail and use a separate sheet if necessary)

PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT

APPELLANT: Janece Long k57-7932
phone

Mailing Address: 4391 63rd street, Sacramento, CA 95820

W %7 City . (zip code)
APPELLANT SIGNATURE: et/ Date: 11-16-79

FILING FEE: $35,00 &%;elpt No. 4@?4/ -Date Received // /sy 77 By@/

RECEBILVED BY quﬁ RERK (DAY/TIME STAMP) Rev. 4/79

HINTHOYS 40 AL
ggulﬂ 544310 AL10
A3aA303Y
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GROUNDS FOR APPEAL - SUPPLEMENT TO, STATEMENT OF APPEAL REGARDING CEC No. P88%4,
APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL PERMIT TO OPERATE RESIDENTIAL CARE CENTER FOR MENTAL
HEALTH PATIENTS AT FAIRHAVEN, 4360 63RD STREET, SACRAMENTO |

.THIS APPEAL REQUESTS THE SACRAMENTO COUNT? €ITY COUNCIL TO CALL FOR.A FULL

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ON THE PROPOSED PROJECT BASED ON THE FOLLOWING:
1. Residents of the Tahoe/Tallac neighborhood were not aware of the proposed

- use of the Fairhaven'facility for a residential mental'health resident home-

until they learned from the newspapers on October 31 1979 that the Sacramento '

County Board of Superv1sors had" entered into a contract with the Mental Health
Management, Inc. to provide mental health treatment services to the County
residents upon termination-of the County's contrat¢t with U‘C;-Davis Medicalv‘
‘Center effective June 30 1979. The newspaper articles 1n the two maaor
Sacramento newspapers. 1nformed us. that the Board would delay a decisxon on "
allow1ng Mental Health Management Inc. to operate such a facility at the*
.Falrhaven site until a’public meeting could be held:

2. A oublic meeting was held on November 8, 1979 at the Fairhaven site. Although

many residents of the 1mmed1ate nelghborhood did- not receive notice of the -

‘ "meeting, over 200 very concerned citizens attended the meeting at which

m the Mental Health Management officials explained the project and’ presented .
their projections of the proposed- impact on the neighborhood. Many area
residents expressed their anger at not being informed of the proposed use

&

Q
=
!::.; &F the facility and 315 persons signed a petition objecting to Fairhaven

g

gging reopened as a re31dent1a1 mental health care center.

@h November 9, 1979 the Environmental coordinator for the Sacramento County
5% %E}anning Department filed w1th the City Clerk a Negative Declaration stating
Eg t%here was no need to prepare a full Envinonmental Impact Report on the Fair-

'haven proposed application for special permit.

4. I have obtained copies of the Negative Declaration and the Environmental
Questlonnaire submitted by the applicant W1lliam G. Holliman, Jr., Attorney
for the Trustees, Peniel M1s31ons, Inc. I submit this appeal because these

'two_docunents Contain conflicting and contradictory statements regarding

¥
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GROUNDS FOR APPEAL - Page Two

1.

DO

l
:

“the impact of this proposed use for the Fairhaven facility on the Tahoe/
Tallac neighborhood and- especially upon the residents of 62 and 63rd Streets '

“whose property is immediately next-to, across or in back of the facility.~

'TRAFFIC PARKING,

The applicant states there will be increased vehiculr traffic of 29 vehicles

per day on 63rd~street. The Negative Declaration states there will be an -

1ncrease of some 200+VPD on that street.

rwApplicant states ;they. need 28 on-site parking spaces and 40 are prov1ded.

Env1ronmental Coordinator states on the ‘Negative’ Declaration that at peak

shift change time. 65 vehicles could be generated in the immediate area which

»will mean 20+ vehicles parked on the street. The Environmental COordinator

" also cites that there will be an undeterminable number of vis1tors, delivery

"trucks and occasional ambulances plus the vehicles of some 100 employess

during the Zb-hour operating day of the facility.

4.

The residents of this area have experienced considerable difficultie GS?
‘ with employees and visitors to the Fairhaven Home for Unwed Mothers which
o .,occupied this site An that those persons were given to parking on the street.

"often on resident's curbside lawns and often across drivenays.

.When asked about this at the public meeting, the Mental Health Management
'officials did not offer a solution to this problem.

- NOISE LIGHT NUISANCE

1.

The applicant states that there will be no glare or direct light where it

.1sfnot-intended. At the public meeting. however they stated that the

facility'would be more than adequately lighted for_security purposes.

The Environmental Coordinator states that there will bo minor amount of
additional light and lighteglow from security and parking lights.

~
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- " GROUNDS FOR APPEAL - Page Three
.'2.A The applicant'states that existing noise level will be effécted because the
| progect may-increase traffic by about 30 cars per day which is contradictory
to*the projections of the-Environmental Coordinator. At the public meeting,
the applicants assuréd iocal residents that there would be no ambulance
- siren noise becauseupatients being hrought,in Werevmentaily ill, ‘only, and
not physically disabled....that inJury cases would be taken elsewhere.
The Environmental Coordinator, however, states that there will be occasional
disturbing noise from ambulance sirens. A
The Fairhaven faczlity is directly connected to the Peniel Missions Retirement
tHone'conposed~ofwelder1y persons who have made'significant~finanoia1 investments
. ‘in their community-type homes. Most of'these'senior_citizens are‘distnrbed at
.i‘l‘t the prospect of 1iving'next‘to a residential nental health care center housing
| 'mentaliy.éistnrbed persons who are:a danger to themselves and/or other persons.

[

| 4 'There has been a,great deal or-pubiic controversi generated about this nroposai.
‘ esidents of the area have met in the public meeting I mentloned and have been
meeting separately as well..ins-evidence'of the concern.of‘thle.neighborhood, I
submit uith this‘appeal a getition\bpposing the use of the.eristing Fairhaven '
facility as a'mentai'health bare‘éégide5£151'céh£er offerin3}245h6nr e%ergency ‘
services, | o ' : v - ' L af;:; ' |
I feel that neither the applicant's Environmental Questionnaire nor the Negative
Declaration offer 1nformation which will assist the decision makere on this

project -full and complete information and repeat my request that there be a

‘%/7%/.

[;d;nece long -
4391 63rd Street
Sacramento, CA 95820

full Enironmental Impact Report prepared.

© Submitted Nbvember 16, 1979 ,
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SACRAMENTO CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

APPLICATION INFORMATION APPLICATION TAKEN BY: ™

(O Gen. Pian Amend. (GPA) (] Comm. Plan Amend. (CPA) [J Rezone (RZ) from to

[X Special Permit (SP) (J variance (V) [(J Tentative Map (TM) [(J sbdvn. Modification (SM)
Other __EID

Assessors ParcelNo.__ 021 . 237 . 14 Address _ 4360 63rd St.

Request(s) _!-)Environmental Impact Determination 2.)Special Permit to operate residential
care & treatment facility for persons with mental disabilities in an existing
19,725 + sq. ft. structure on 4+ ac. in R-1 zone

Owner(s) __Trustees,Peniel Missions, Inc. c/o 816 H St.,Sacto. Phone No.
Applicant Menta1 Hea]th Mamt.Inc.,c/o Wm. Holliman,Jr.-555 Cap1tolgﬁoné%e 95404453(:3580 95814
Signature V),{}_«- . -5 jnlmg Zeeﬂ_ﬁecelpt No. 8GO

C.P.C. Meeting Date _Nov. 21, 1979

ACTION ON ENTITLEMENT TO USE
Planning Commission (Appeal Period is Ten (10) Consecutive Days From Date of Action).

Approved _____ Approved w/Conditions ___ Approved Based on Find. of Fact Due

Rec. Approval Rec. Approval‘ w/Conditions Denied

Findings of Fact Approved

Copy Sent to Applicant

Recommendations and Appeals are Forwarded to City Council for Final Action.

COUNCIL ACTION: (Appeal Period is Thirty (30) Consecutive Days From Date of Action).

Plan Amendment Rezoning Tentative Map Subd. Modification Appeal

Approved _____ Approved w/Conditions ____Denied ________ Return to Planning Commission
ENTITLEMENT(S) TO USE: is/are:
Approved Denied Approved w/Conditions

By:

SEC. TO PLANNING COMMISSION

NOTE: Action authorized by this document shall not be conducted in such a manner as to constitute a public
nuisance. Violation of any of the foregoing conditions will constitute ground for revocation of this permit.
Building permits are required in the event any building construction is planned. The County Assessor is notified
of actions taken on rezonings, special permits and variances.

Sent to Applicant: o P NS 883 4



NOTICE OF APPEAL

i OF THE ° CITY PLEN™ILS, RETiT30,
VR ~ DECISION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
’ ‘ v 2 bisry
TO THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL:
RECEIVFDN

I do hereby make application to appeal the decision of the Environmental
Coordinator of:

k] Filing a Negative Declaration

[0 Requirement of an Environmental Impact Report

[0 other
For (P-€¥79 ) *PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT*

PROJECT PROPOSAL: Use of existing facilities (Fairhaven Home) far xesidentia)
care of mental patients under the lantermanaietriseShortAct

PROJECT ADDRESS: __ 4360 = 63rd Street, Sacramento, CA 95820

Assessor's Parcel No. 021-237-14

OWHER: Trustees, Peniel Missions, Inc,

phone
Mailing Address:_c/o Jack Martin, 816 H St., #106, Sacramento CA 95814
, City (zip cozz)
APPLICANT/AGENT: __Willlam G. Holliman, Jr., Atty, 43900
phone
Ca &~
Mailing Address: 555 Capitol Mll, Suite 950, Sacto., Ca 95814
Civy (zip code)

GROUNDS FOR APPEAL: (Explain in Detail and use a separate sheet if necessary)
PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT

APPELLANT: Janece long 457-7932
phone

Mailing Address: 4391 63rd Street, Sacramento, CA 95820

% z; City (zip code)
APPELLANT SIGNATURE: rLTLS 7] Date: 11-16-79
FILING FEE: $35.00 &/é\celpt No. 4[¢¢/ Date Received //£% /¢ By Qt;/'
RECEWEHD BY CIH GRERK (DAY/TIME STAMP) | Rev. 4/79

oL

OLNINVYOYS 30 ALY

1310 SAY31D ALD
3 A3y



GROUNDZ FOR AFPEAL = SUPPLEMENT TO STATEMENT OF APFEAL REGARDIKG CPC No. ¥833%,
A7 PLICATION FOR SPECIAL PERMIT TO OPERATE RESIDENTIAL CARE CENTER FOR MENTAL
HEALTH PATIENTS AT FAIRHAVEN, 4360 63RD STREET, SACRAMENTC

THIS APPEAL REQUESTS THE SACRAMENTO COUNTY CITY COUNCIL TO CALL FOR A FULL

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ON THE PROPOSED PROJECT BASED ON THE FOLLOWING:
1. Residents of the Tahoe/Tallac meighborhood were not aware of the proposes

use of the Fairhaven facility for a residential mental health resident hore
until they learned from the newspapers on October 31, 1979 that the Sacramento

.~ County Boxrd of Supervisors had entered into a contract with the Mental Health
Management, Inc. té provide mental health treatment services to the County

- residents upon termination of the County®s contratt with U.C.-Davis Medical

:>} Center effective June 30, 1979. The newspaper articles in the two major

if Sacramentc newspapers informed us that the Board would delay a decision on

- allowing Mental Health Management, Inc. to operate such a facility at the'
Fairhaven site until a public néeting could be held.

2. A vublic meeting Qas held on November 8, 1979 at the Fairhaven site. Although
many residents of the immediate neighborhood did not receive notice of the
meeting, over 200 very concerned citizens attended the meeting at which
the Mental Health Management officials explained the project and presented
their vrojections of the proposed impact on the neighborhood. Many area
residents expressed their anger at not being informed of the proposed use

or
&Y the facility and 315 persons signed a petition objecting to Fairhaven

s Qi

\é..
et

Ul gy,
""“'Qioro

g@lng reopened as a residential mental health care center,
Iy
‘O November 9, 1979 the Environmental Coordinator for the Sacramento County — -

“Planning Department filed with the City Clerk a Negative Declaration stating

bl

K
-there was no need to prepare a full Envimonmental Impact Report on the Fair-

CitT :

haven proposed application for special permit,

4. T have obtained copies of the Negative Declaration and the Environmental
Questionnaire submitted by the applicant, William G. Holliman, Jr., Attorney
for the Trustees, Peniel Missions, Inc. I sudbmit this appeal because these

two documents contain conflicting and contradictory statements regarding
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GROUNDS FOR APPEAL = Page Two

the impact of this proposed use for the Fairhaven facility on the Thhoe/
Tallac neighborhood and especially upon the residents of 62 and 63rd Streets

whose property 1s immediately next-to, acroess or in back of the facility.

TRAFFIC/FARKING
1. The applicant states there will be increased vehiculr traffic of 30 vehicles

per day on 63rd Street. The Negative Declaration states there will be an

increase of some 200+VPD on that street.

Applicant states they need 28 on-site parking spaces and 40 are provided.
Environmental Coordinator states on the Negative Declaration that at peak
shift change time, 65 vehicles could be generated in the immediate area which
will mean 20+ vehicles parked on the street. The Environmental Coordinator
also cites that there will be an undeterminadble number of visitors, delivery
trucks and occasional ambulancés plus the vehicles of some 100 employees

during the 24=hour operating day of the facility.

The residents of this area have experienced considerabdle difficulties --
with employees and visitors to the Fairhaven Home for Unwed Mothers which
occupied this site in that those persons were given to parking on the street,

often on resident's curbside lawns and often across driveways.

When asked adbout this at the public meeting, the Mental Health Management
officials did not offer a solution to this problen.

NOISE/LIGHT NUISANCE

1. The applicant states that thefe will be no glare or direct light where it

is not intended. At the pudlic meeting, however, they stated that the

facility would be more than adequately lighted for security purposes.

The Environmental Coordinator states that there will bo amainor amount of

additional 1light and light~glow from security and parking lights.’



GROUNDS FOR ArPEAL - Fage Three

.

2. The applic:ni states that existing noise level will de effected decause the
project may increase traffic by about 30 cars per day which ie contradictory
to the projections of the Environmental Coordinator. At the pubdblic meeting,
the applicants assured local residents that there would be no ambulance
siren noise because patients being brought in were mentally 411, only, anZ
not physically disabled....that injury cases would be taken elsewhere. A
The Environmental Coordinator, however, states that there will beloccasional
disturding noise from ambulance sirens.

The Fairhaven facility is directly connected to the Peniel Missions Retiremert

Home composed of elderly persons who have made significant financial investments

in their coamunity-type homes. Most of these senior citizens are disturbed at

the prospect of living next to a residential mental health czre center housing

mentally disturbed persons who are a danger to themselves and/or other persons.

There has been a great deal of public controversy generated about this proposa:.
Residents of the area have met in the pudlic meeting I mentioned, and have bdeen
neeting separately as well. As evidence of the concern of this neighborhood, 1
subait witﬁ this appeal a petition opposing the use of the existing Fairhaven
facility as a mental health care residential center offering 24 hour emergency

services.

I feel that neither the applicant's Environmental Questionnaire nor the Negative
Declaration offer information which will assist the decision makers on this

project full and complete information and repeat my request that there be a
A S

ACyea TN et

Submitted November 16, 1979 JLrec /st /70

’
.

full Enironmental Impact Report prepared.

{;Egnece Long
i 4391 63rd Street
Sacramento, CA 95820



=L | CCEIVED ;3
"’*T/K\t CITY OF SACRAMENTO ciit sichrs OFFICE
2 a1y OF’ SLCRAMENTO

: h.;;!\s"!
hoved 2 siiH ]9»7. L
\

~

CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

915 “I" STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIF. 95814 ETHAN BROWNING, J ﬂ [2 —,‘ ,7
CITY HALL - ROOM 308 TELEPHONE (918) 4495604 * PLANNING DIRECTOR 7

November 20, 1979 | f//\)y’- /2= /9

MEMORANDUM 0d" /5,(55( A st
s ‘L_ R ;
TO: Lorraine Magana F#KS/ /
jZ;//L ///f%/
FROM : Jan Mirrione 1 o L)“‘ /i
SUBJECT: Request to Set Hearing f/z»c

An appeal of the Environmental Coordinator's decision to file a
Negative Declaration has been received for the following project:

P-883h Appeal of Environmental Coordinator's decision to file a
Negative Declaration on P-8834, Special Permit to operate
residential care and treatment facility for persons with
mental disabilities in an existing 19,725+ square foot
structure on 4+ acres, in the Single Family R-1 Zone.
Loc: 4360 63rd Street APN: 021-237-14 (D6)

All necessary support material is attached Please schedule this
for hearing.

[ -

s -

Attachments

cc: Sabina Gilbert



CITY OF SACRAMENTO

LORRAINE MAGANA

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK GITY CLERK
915 | STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95614 HUBERT F. ROGERS
CITY HALL ROOM 203 TELEPHONE (916) 4485426 CHIEF DEPUTY CITY CLERK

MEMORANDUM

TO: COUNCILPERSONS, CITY MANAGER

FROM: CITY CLERK

pate: || 20(79
RI’Ef Faie Haved #om&E

Please circulate th attached and initial below. Tﬁank you.

ROBERTS d /
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK i el ioig
915 t BTREEY SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA #8814 WN xmws
CITY MALL ROOM 203 TELEPHONE (916) 4405420 mx!mm‘yw

November 29, 1979

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
On November 20, 1979, the following matter was filed with my office:

Appeal of Environmental Coordinator's decision to file
a Negative Declaration on P-8834, Special Permit to
operate residential care and treatment facility for
persons with mental disabilities in an existing
19,725+ square foot structure on 4+ acres, in the
Single Family R-1 Zone. Loc: 4360 - 63rd Street
(APN: 021-237-14).

NOTICE is hereby given that a hearing date has been set on this
matter as follows:

Tuesday, December 4, 1979, 7:30 P.M.
Council Chamber, 2nd Floor

915 I Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Pursuant to Council Rules of Procedure 4.5, continuance of the above
matter may be obtained only if a written regquest is delivered to
this office no later than 12:00 Noon the Monday before the meeting
when the hearing is scheduled. 1If written request is not deliverecd
to this office as specified herein, you may obtain continuance only
by appearing before the City Council at the time the hearina 1s
scheduled and regquest the continuance.

All interested parties are invited to attend. Further information
may be obtained from the office of the City Clerk, Room 203, City
Hall, Sacramento, California.

Sincerely,

rraine Magana
City Clerk

LM:1

cc: All interested parties



Janece Long
3 . 4391 63rd Street
S ‘ Sacramento, CA 95820

December 7, 1979

Ms. Lorraine Magana
Sacramento City Clerk
City Hall - 915 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: City Council Agenda Items - 12/18/79
b Meeting: 1. Appeal of Environmental
Coordinator's Decision to File
Negative Declaration (P8834) and
2. Application for Special Use
Permit by William G. Holliman, Jr.,
Attorney for Mental Health Manage-

ment, Inc.

Dear Ms. Magana:

I respectfully request on behalf of the residents of the
City of Sacramento listed on the attached petitions that
the above agenda items set for the December 18, 1979,
Sacramento City Council meeting be continued for one month.

This request is based on the fact that these petitioners,
all of whom reside in the neighborhood of the Fairhaven site
at 4360-63rd Street, are vehemently opposed to the Fairhaven
site being used as a mental health care hospital and 24-hour
crisis center for psychiatric patients which is now proposed
to the County Board of Supervisors and the City Council by
Mental Health Management, Inc. with whom the County has
contracted to provide mental health care services.

We submit this one month continuance is necessary to allow
a complete citizens' review of alternate sites and to give
us time to gather information necessary to presenting our
position in the best possible manner.

Sincerely,

Janece Long 2

JL:jh

Attachments



MARTIN McDONOUGH
ALFRED E. HOLLAND
BRUCE F. ALLEN

V. BARLOW GOFF
JOSEPH E.COOMES, JR.

WILLIAM G, HOLLIMAN, JR.

DAVID J, SPOTTISWOOD
ELMER R. MALAKOFF
RICHARD W. NICHOLS
DONALD C. POOLE
RICHARD W. OSEN
RICHARD E. BRANDT

DENNIS D. O'NEIL
OAVID W. POST
SUSAN K. EDLING
BRUCE McDONOUGH
ALICE A. WOODYARD
MICHAEL T. FOGARTY
O. WILLIAM DENTINOG
ANN H. MORRIS
DAVID F. BEATTY
BARRY A.ROSS
HARRY E£. HULL, JR.
RICHARD L. DECOSKY, JR.
JEFFRY R. JONES

i
|
}
|
|

McDoxouGH, HOLLAND & ALLEN
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
‘ATTORNEYS

!
555 CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 950

1
SACRA’M ENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814

[ (916) 444-3900
i
|

Dec?mber 14, 1979

FELIX S. WAHRHAFTIG
(1909-1969}

NEWPORT BEACH OFFICE
404) MAcARTHUR BOULEVARD, SUITE 190
NEWPORT BEACH, CALIFORNIA 92660
(714) 833-2304

IN REPLY REFER TO:

GARY F. LOVERIDGE
G. RICHARD BROWN

WILLIAM L. OWEN "

Ms. Lorraine Magana 1
City Clerk '
City of Sacramento
915 "I" Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

|
Re: Mental Health Management, Inc.

Dear Ms. Magana: }

We are advised by our client, Mental Health Management,
Inc., that there is a number of unanswered gquestions with
respect to the feasibility of the convent site on Stockton
Boulevard. Pending resolution of .those questions, it's
a bit premature to withdraw the application for a use permit
for the Fairhaven site. It is my understanding that a
hearing on the appeal of the Negative Declaration is now set
for Tuesday, December 18, and that a continuance of that
hearing has been requested by the appellant.

We will advise you should alternative arrangements be
concluded prior to the scheduled hearing.

f Very truly yours,
| e :
[ VG BV AU SN N /A
' William G. Holliman, Jr.
WGH:jk

1

|

cc: Don Harris ,!
Mental Health Management, Inc.

' |

SL.Hi8z g 1190
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK ORI cLen

915 | STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 85814
CITY HALL ROOM 203 TELEPHONE (918) 449-5426 &mm

December 6, 1979

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

On November 20, 1979, the following matter was filed with my office:

APPEAL of Environmental Coordinator's decision to file a
Negative Declaration on P-3334), Special Permit to operate
residential care and treatment facility for persons with
mental disabilities in an existing 19,725+ square foot
structure on 4+ acres, in the Single Famlly R-1 Zone.
Loc: 4360 - 63rd Street (APN: 021-237-14) «_

NOTICE is hereby given that a hearing has'been set as follows:

Tuesday, December 18, 1979, 7:30 P.M.
Council Chamber, secondufloor

915 I Street

Sacramento, CA 95814 ‘

However, it my :understanding that a contlnuance&w1ll be requested
Please contact this office prlor to the hearing to verify that a
hearing will be conducted on December 18.

Pursuant to Council Rules of Procedure 4.5, continuance of the above

‘matter may be obtained only if a written request is delivered to

this office no later than 12:00 Noon the Monday before the meeting
when the hearing is scheduled. 1If written request is not delivered
to this office as specified herein, you may obtain continuance only
by appearing before the City Council at the time the hearing is
scheduled and request the continuance.

All interested parties are invited to attend. Further information
may be obtained from the office of the City Clerk, Room 203, City
Hall, Sacramento, California.
Sincerely,
S/
orrgyine Magana
City Clerk
LM:1

cc: All interested parties
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December 7, 1979

Dear Resident:

As you are aware, a proposal is currently pending before the City
Council and the Board of Supervisors to permit the operation of

an acute inpatient mental health facility in the former Fairhaven
Home for Unwed Mothers.

On November 8, We met with residents of the Colonial Heights/Tallac
Village neighborhood to discuss this proposal. At that time, we
promised to keep you advised of future developments on this project.
This letter is meant to serve as a status report to bring you up to
date:

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: As a result of the overwhelming opposition
expressed by the residents at the November 8th meeting, Supervisor
Sheedy asked the Board of Supervisors to establish a joint "staff"
City/County Task Force to locate sites other than the Fairhaven
Home which are suitable for a mental health care facility.

This task force will report back to the Board of Supervisors on

" Tuesday,' December 11, at 9:00 AM. - The task force will present the

alternate sites they have located, and will address the merits of the
Fairhaven site as well. Representatives of the neighborhood should
try to attend this meeting.

CITY COUNCIL: Mental Health Management, Inc., is presently
proceeding with its attempts to get a special use permit from the
City of Sacramento to use the Fairhaven Home for a mental health
facility.

As the enclosed notice indicates, this matter is scheduled before

the City Council on December 18, We have been assured that the issue
will NOT be heard on the 18th, because a continuance will be requested.
We will make certain that you  are notified of the final hearing date
before the City Council on this$ project.

If you have any questions regarding the current status of Fairhaven,
please feel free to contact us: Supervisor Sheedy: 440-5485;
Councilman Connelly: 449-5409. '

Sincerely,

A

 Lloyd Connelly
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A CITY OF SACRAMENTO [ —
NEGATIVE DECLARATION
The Ervironmental Coordinator of the City of Szcrewentc, Czlifcrri:,
& municirzl corporation, does prepzre, mzre, decl're, TR o vYoLoLIn L
Nesative Declaration for the following described projec:
P-8834 Special Permit to operate resfdentfal care § treatsent foactlity.
Yor persons with mental disabilftties 1n an existing 19, 7250 sq. ft.
structure on 4+ ac, in the Single Family R-1 zone.
Loc: 4360 63rd™St. APN: 021-237-14
Thie Uity of Secrementio rlanning Lepertmernt nec reviewsi “ie rroiinan
rrciect and determinec bhcb the project will not have & sirmificar:
effect or. the environment. Thiz conclusion is bacsez or irnformziio
contained ir the sttaches Initiel Stuls.
e Tollowirg mitipeiior messures have been includel ir Tre rrofecst -
evcicd rotentielly sirnificart elfeztz:
Ar0 A E ST G 1R
Ar: Environmer:tel lupect rerort ic nol rezuired rursueart 1o the DZnvirg
| mental Guzliiy Act of 1970 (Divizior 17 of the Pubdlic rescurce:z (Ccie
| the ‘Ztate cof California).
This environmental review process and Negative Declaratior filirs Iz
purstant to Divisiorn C, Title 14, Chapter 3, Article 7, Section 17(::
cf the Czlifornia Administrative Code and pursuanri to the Sacrawert!’
Loca! Environmental Regulations (Resolution 78-172) adorted oy theo
City of Sacramento and pursuant to Sacramento City Code, Charter <:-.
i cory of this document may be rev:eweo/obtalned at the Qsc amen:to
City Planning Department, 91T I Street, Room 3Cf, Sacrament T
95311
Q5214
FEthan Browning, Jr.
Environmental Cooroanrtcr cf the
City qf_Sacramento, California.
a municipal corporation
// A
bl Hd Th . By -~ el Lt
é .
£ b oy
OL!
ZSIEI'c‘vvuov > 30 Ly - g-' ?3’2 Rev. &/75
.:AH;‘}Q ibsy . " D= 4..
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

Planning Department
915 T St., Room 3U8
Sacramento,CA 95814
Tel. Y916 - 449-5604

INITTAL STUDY

BACKGROUND

1. Name of Proponent W HowannM
2. Address and Phone Number of Proponent:
S S CARTOIL. AAALL

e (A 958/4
3. Date of Checklist Submitted P A T T
4. Agency Requiring Checklist Sacramento City Plan. Dept.
5. Name of Proposal, if applicable o
p ’ PP /ﬂ, <€5§3£5 4L

Joida G50

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
(Explanations of all "yes" and "maybe” are provided)

YES  MAYBE NO
1. Earth.

a. Unstable earth conditions or in
changes in geologic substructures?

Will the proposal result in:

b. Disruptions, displacements, com-
paction or overcovering of the soil?

P
/

¢. Change in topography or ground

surface relief features? '

d. The destruction, covering or

modification of any unique geologic

or physical features?:

5

e. Any increase in wind or water
erosion of soils, either on or off
the site? .

f. Changes in deposition or erosion
of beach sands, or changes in
siltation, deposition or erosion
which may modify the channel of a
river or stream or the bed of the
ocean or any bay, inlet or lake?

<

g. LExposure of people or property to

geologic hazards such as earthquakes,

landslides, mudslides, ground failure,
or similar hazards?

Will

A. Substantial air emizsinns or
deterioration of ambient air quality?

2. Air. the proposal result in:

b. The creation of objeationable
odors?

c. Alteration of alr movement,
moisture or temperature, or Y
chanpe o climate, cither Tocally ‘/
Gprorepionally? 1%

-

YES

Will the result in:

a. Changes in currents, or the course
or direction movements, in either
marine or fresh waters?

Water. propoual

Ib. Changes in absorption rates,
dralnage patterns, or the rate
and amount of surface water runoff?

c. Alterations to the course of
flow of flood waters?

d. Change in the amount of surface
water in any water body?

e. Discharge into surface waters, or
in any alteration of surface water
quality, including but not limited

to temperature, dissolved oxygen or
turbidity?

f. Alteration of the direction or
rate of flow of ground waters?

g. Change in the quantity of ground
waters, either through direct additions
or withdrawals, or through interception
of an aquifer by cuts or excavations?

h. Substantial reduction in the
amount of water otherwise available
for public water supplies?

i. Exposure of people or property
to water related hazards such as
flooding or tidal waves?

Plant Life.

Will the proposal result in:

a. Change in the diversity of species,
or number of any species of plants

(including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
microflora and aquatic plants)?

b. Reduction of the numbers of any
unique, rare or endangered species
of plants?

¢. Introduction of new species of
plants into an area, or in a barrier
to the normal replenishment of
existing species?

d. Reduction in acreage of any
agricultural crop?
Animal Life. Will the proposal

JALLASLLLE SN LA L
result in:

a. Change in the diversity of
specien, or numbaer of any specien
of animals (birds, land animals

including reptiltes, ficsh and
shaltfish, benthic orpanisms,
insccts or microfauna)?

L. Reduction of the numbers of any

uique s rare or endanpered specics
vl aimala?

NO

ko s



10.

11.

12.

13.

‘c. Introduction of new species of

animals into an area, or result in
a barrier to the migration or
movement of animals?

d. Deterioration to existing fish
or wildlife habitat? ’

Noise. Will the proposal result in:
a. Increases in existing noise
levels?

b. Exposure of people to severe
noise levels? :

Light and Glare. Will the proposal
produce new light or glare?

Land Use. Will the proposal result
in a substantial alteration of the
present or planned land use of an
area?

Natural Resources. Will the
proposal result 1in:

a. Increase in the rate of use of
any natural resources?

b. Substantial depletion of any
nonrenewable natural resource?

Risk of Upset. Does the proposal
involve a risk of an explosion or
the release of hazardous substances
(including, but not limited to, oil,
pesticides, chemicals or radiation)
in the event of an accident or

upset conditions?

Population. Will the proposal alter
the location, distribution, density,
or growth rate of the human popula-

Housing. Will the proposal affect
existing housing, or create a
demand for additional housing?
Transportation/Circulation. Will
the proposal result in:

a. Generation of substantial addi-
tional vehicular movement?

L. Effects on existing parking
facilities, or demand for new
parking?

c. Substantial impact upon ecziut-
ing transportation syStiems?

d.  Altcrations Lo present patdern,
of circulating or movemncent of
people and/or goodn?

<

vl

|3

MAYBL

1O

v

<

1.,

15.

16.

¢. Alterations to waterborne, rail
or air traffic?

f. Increase in traffic harzards to
motor vehicles, bicyclists or
pedestrians?

Public Services. Will the proposal
have an effect upon, or result in

a need for new or altered govern-
mental services in any of the
following areas: :

a. Fire protection?
b. Police protection?
¢c. Schools?

d. Parks or other recreational
facilities?

e. Malntenance of public facili-
ties, including roads?

f. Other governmental services?

a. Use of substantial amounts of
fuel or energy?

b. Substantial increase in demand
upon cxisting sources of energy,
or require the development of new
sources of energy?

Utilities.
a need for new systems, or
substantial alterations to the
following utilities:

Power or natural gas?

]

b. Communications systems?

c. Water?

d. Sewer or septic tanks?

e. Storm water drainapge?

. Solid waste and disposal? .
Human Health,  Will the propousal
result in:

a. Creation of any health hazard or
potential health hasard (excluding
mental health)?

b, Lxposure of people to potential

health hoasords?

Will the proposal result in:

YES

Will the proposal result in

MAY BE

NO

e
N

Ik ks
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YLS MAY 1L

pesthetics. Will the proposal result
—_ = . .

in the obstruction of any scenlc
vista or view open to the public,

"or will the propesal result in the

creation of an aesthetically offensive
site open to public view?

Recreation. Will the proposal
result 1in an impact upon the
quallty or quantity of exist-
ing recreational opportunities?

Archaeologlcal/Hxstorlcal Will

the proposal result in an alteration
of a significant archaeclogical or
historical site, structure, object
or building?

Mandatory Findings of Significance.

a.  Does the project have the
potent1a1 te degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife
populatlon to drop below self-sustain-
ing levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a
rare or endangered plant or animal

or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

b. Does the project have the
potential to achieve short-term,

to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals? (A short-term
impact on the environment is one
which occurs in a relatively brief,
definitive period of time while
long-term impacts will endure well
into the future.)

¢. Does the project have impacts
which are individually limited,

but cumulatively considerable?.

(A project may impact on two or more
separate resources where the impact
on each resource is relatively small,

but where the effect of the total

of these impacts on the environment

iz significanrt.) o .
d. Does the project hoave environ-

mental ef Fects which will cause

subntantit! ardverae of fectn on

human beings, elther direcily or

ingd ireot]y? 7

5]

Ho DISCUSSION OF LCHVIRONMLNTAL EVALUATION
The applicant's Lnvironmental Questionn ;
mental information. aire is attached as supple-

6. Minor increase to ambient noise levels from additional
vehicular traffic. Occasional disturbing noise from

ambulance sirens.

7. Minor amount of additional
-security and parking lights
—13a. Minor cumulative increase of 200+ VPD on 63rd ST. from

the 100 employed persons, undeterminable number of visitors,

delievery trucks and occasional ambulance. There maybe

some queuing at the facility"s enterancebecause of its poor
v visuability and narrowness.

13b. The peak parking demand time would be when the evening &

staff arrives while the day staff is still present This pe&

parking time may generate 65 vehicles and result in 20+
vehicles parking on street since the facility is prOpos1ng

40 on-site spaces.

light and 1ight-glow form

V
— DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
<7 I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant
effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be prepared.
/
;7 I find that although the proposed project could have a
significant effect on the environment, there will not be
a significant effect in this case because the mitigation
measures desceribed on an attached sheet have been added to
the project A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED.
bl
/ 7 iofind the proposed project MAY have a significant er{.(.t
on the environment, and an LNVIKONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT it
/ i‘:"rllli [ RIETE I )
4 o
) s ..x:,/’ /:/..___———---“”
hate (DT At 7Y " (oo cens
‘ (Gipnature)
v/’
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

Planning Department

915 "I" St., Em.308

' . Sacramento,Ct 9531k
ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONNAIRE Tel. 916 - LLg-5F0L

This document is part of an Initial Study that will facilitate erviron-
mental assessment by identifying potentially adverse environmentzl
impacts and analyzing proposed mitigation measures that may reduce sig-
nificant environmentzal impacts. More definitive and factual information
will assist the Planning Department in evaluating the project's impacts.
Additionzl information may be recuired to complete en Tnitiel °‘“c3.
F.-------ﬂ-ﬂ--------ﬂﬂ--nﬂ---------------------
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P8 834 FOR OFFICE USE ONLY ]
: 1
yLPC No. Rec'd. Dy T jW\. On |cﬂ!qk7ﬁ, CPC Hearing Date . |sii1% ¢
(1 (Q Gen. Plan (Exist) 4 E% Special Permit ' B
/ Amend to: oy - Variance B
| (A./fl Comm. Plan (Exist) TasShdts e s [0 Subdivision M:zdification8
Amend to: , 0 Tentative Mep 1
B [ Rezone @j/&[p}/gffw [0 Other 8
ansusssosesw n-nn---n--n--m-------u----u-nud
¥ PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE *
PROJECT PROPOSAL: yge
! 1 = 1= t Act

PROJECT ADDRESS: 4360 - 63rd Street, Sacramento, CA 95820
Assessor's Parcel No. 021-237-14
OWNER: Trustees, Peniel Missions, Inc.

‘Telepncne
Mailing Address: c/o Jack Martin, 816 H St., 4106, Sacto., CA 95814
City (Zip Coce)
APPLICANT/AGENT: William G. Holliman, Jr., Atty. 444-3900
Telepnrnone
Mailing Address: 555 Capitol Mall, Suite 950, Sacto., CA 95814
City (Z21p Ccae)

USE A SEPARATE SHEET, IF NECESSARY, TO EXPLAIN ANY Or THE FOLLOWING:

I. Existing Conditions:

A. Project Land Area (sg. ft. or acres) 170,625 Sq.Ft. (4 acres)

B. Project Parcel: Present Zoning Rr-1 ~ Proposed R-1

C. Project Site Land Use: Undeveloped (vacant) Developed x
If developed, briefly describe extent (type & use of structures:
photograph acceptable) 1 story structure, formerly residential

facility for unwed mothers and maternity hospital

D. Existing surrounding land uses & zoning within 300 feet (tyre,

intensity, height, setback)

Land Use Zoning
North R-1
South R-1
East e COLHENOT R=]
West o PLANGENS : R~}
e L A Rev. 5/78
\VFD

RECE



II. A.

III. A.

V. A.

Slope of Property:*K¥X"lat or Sloping (O Rolling

(OHiIlly [J Steep
*Submit contour map, or show contours on site plan.
Are there any natural or man-made drainage channels through or
adjacent to the property: No . If yes, show on site plan
and explain:

Describe changes 'in site contours resulting from site grading
plans: None

Type and amount of soil to be moved: None
Location moved to or from:

Number, location and type of existing trees on project parcel (show
on site plan) Numerous

Number, size, type, and location of trees being removed (chow on
site plan) None :

Number and type of structures to be removed as a result of the
project: ** None :

Are any structures occupied? Yes . If yes, how manyl security
If residential units are being removed, indicate number of watchman.
dwelling units included: N/A .

*%¥ Show all structures on site plan by typre, and whether occupied.
Also indicate those to be removed.

Will the project require the extension of or new municipal

services: 1i.e.,
Vater No x Yes City/County Health No x Yes
Sevier - Mo X Yes Police No X Yes
Drainage DNo X Yes I'ire No X Yes
Parks No X Yes School Ne X Yes
. Waste Removal No X Yes

If any of the above are "yes", then submit report deteiling how
adequate capacity will be achieved. If "no", then submit clear-
ance memo from_ appropriate agency/department (use copies of
attached form)l.

VI. Project Characteristics - Existing

A.
B.

C.

D.
E.

Building size (in saq. ft.) 19,725
Building height

l% building coverage

landscaped area

) surfaced area ~
TOtaleeeeeeeoeennnn 100%

Building site plan: g

FUAW

o]
[t
[
2D

Exterior Building colors

Exterior Building materialé—z

1If waiver form-is signed, clearance(s) from agency/department is not
necessary for "no" answers at this time.
2Must also be shown on submitted plans.

t




F. 1. Proposed construction starting date 11/30/79
estimated completion date 3/01/80
2. Construction phasing (if the project Is a component of an
overall larger project, describe the future phases or
extension. Show all phases on site plan).

G. Total number of parking spaces required 28 Provided 40

H. What type of exterior lighting is proposed for the project
(height, intensity): Building area:
Parking area:

I. Estimate the total construction cost for the project

N/A yI7. Residential Project - ONLY! Total Dwelling Units
- Total Lots
A. DNumber of dwelling units:
Single family Two Family
Multiple family Condominium
B. Number of dwelling units with:
One bedroomn Two bedrooms
Three bedbroors Four or More Bearooms
C. Approximate price range of units: §$ to $
D. Number of units for Sale Rent

VIII. Commerciel, Industrial, Institutional, or other project (if project
is only residentizl, do not answer this section).

A. Tyve of use(s) Residential treatment facility (e.g. nursing home)

Oriented to: Regional ¥ City Neighborhood
B. Hours of operation 24 hours
C. If fixed seats involved, how many N/A
D. 1If assembly area without fixed seats, state designed capacity:
Sq. Ft. of sales area N /A

Describe loading facilities
E. Total number of employees 99 full-time equivalent
F. Anticipated number of employees per shift 30

G. Community benefits derived from the project pravision of
resjidential health care, alternative to hospitalization

IX. A. VWhy is the project justified now rather than reserving the option
for other alfernatives 1n the future? economic condition,
community demand) Use of the facility w1lf provide mental health

services within the County under contract with Sacramento County.
The County's contract with UCD Medical Center, as a provider

of such services, has been terminated and the contract awarded
to the applicant.

Lt AGWULY . N ) .
\ﬁNMHva&”bBJeCthGS of proposed project. _To provide a system of community
LWYF ) care in independent living situations for persons with mental
o , ¢ 4:19 and emotional disabilities consistent with the intent and purposes

i ggzthe Lanterman-Petris-Short Act as set forth in Welfare and
CE\\’ titutions Code section 5001, a copy of which is attached.

K

\U:

1



4

C. If this project is part of another project for which a Negative
Declaration of EIR has been prepared, reference the document
below (include date and project number if applicable).

NLD
7

D. List any and all other public approvals required for this project.
Specify type of permit or approval, agency/department, address,
person to contact, and their telephone number.

Permit or Approval Agency Address Contact Person Phone lio.
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10.

11.

12.

15.

16.

Will the Project:

Be located in or near an environmental or
critical concern area (i.e. American or
Sacramento River; scenic corridor; gravel
deposits or pits; drainage canal, slough
or ditch; existing or planned parks, lakes,
Birports)? tiiieeeerenetetnritcattiataenaaas

Directly or indirectly disrupt or alter an
archaeological site over 200 years old; an
historic site, building, object or struc-

LU E 2 e e eesvesossvesoosecseasocscsancnnsossss
Displece, compact, or cover so0ils?........

Be developed upon fill or unstable soils?.

Reduce "prime" agricultural acreage?......

Affect unique, rare or endrangered species
of animal Or plant?.. . ie it eerecsecsonccns

Intarfere with the movement of any resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species (e.g.
birds, anadramous fish, etc.?..c.vuiveceans

Change tne diversity of species, change the
number of eany species or reduce habitat of.
species (e.g. fish, wildlife or plants)?...

tcdify or destory any unique natural features

(e.g. meture trees, riparian habitat)?

Expose people or structures to geologic
hazards (e.g. earthguakes, ground failures
or similar hazards)? ceeeeiveresoeocscensons

Alter air movement, moisture, temperature,
or change elimete either locally or re-
Eionally? ...ttt eieestecacosnccnasssonscnes

Cause flooding, erosion or siltation which
may modify a river, stream or lake? ..eee..

Change surface water movement by altering
the course or flow of flood waters? .......

Alter existing drainage patterns, absor-
ption rate or rate and amount of surface
water runoff? ... iiieieirtcietersrsncccnnne sas

Alter surface water‘quality (e.g. tempera-
ture, dissolved oxygen or turbidity)? .....

Interfere with an aquifer by changing the
direction, rate, or flow of groundwater? ..

No

Yes

" To the best of the applicant's knowledge, evaluate the project's impacts
in regard to the following questions:

If yes, discuss
degree of effec




X.-A. Will the Project: (contd.)

17.

18.°

19.

20.

21.

22.
23.
ek,

25.

26.
27.

28.

29.

300

31.

Encourage activities which result in the
increased consumption of water or use of
water in a wasteful manner? ..... P

Contribute emissions that may violate
existing or projected ambient air quality
StandardS? ® © 8 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 000 P00 G0 0Nt e 0o

Expose sensitive receptors (children,
elderly, schools, hospitals) to air
or noise pollutants? ...ieieevrienenennne

Increase the existing noise levels (traf-
fic or mechanical) or adversely impact
adjacent areas with noise?........ coeecenne

Generate additional vehicular traffic
beyond the existing street capacity thus
creating a traffic hezard or congestion
on the immediate street system, or alter
present circulation patterns? ........0..

Increase trafric hazards to motor vehicles,

bicyclists oOr pedestrians?.eeeeececeeess

Affect existing parking facilities or gen-

erate demand for additional parking?....

Affect existing housing or generate a de-
mand for additional housing?.....cvveve.

Induce substantial growth or alter the
location distribution, density or growtn
rate of the human population of an area?

Result in the dislocation of people?....

Result in a substantial alteration of the
present or planned land uss of an area?,

Increase demand for municipal services
(police, fire, solid waste disposal,
schools, parks, recreation, libraries,
water, mass transit, communications, etc.

Require the extension or modification of
water, storm drainage or sewer line/plant
capacity to serve the project at adequate
service levels? ...ieiiiiiticttotrecnncnens

Produce significant amounts of solid waste

OI’ litter? ® ® 0 0 @ 0 00 00 00 00 0000 04000000

Violate adopted national, state, or local

standards relating to solid waste or litter

ContrOI? ® 6 0 0000 0000 0000000 s 000N

-6-

No

If yes, discuss
Yecs degree of effe-~t

May increase
traffic by about
X 30 _cars per day

on 63rd Street.




33.

39.

Lo,

4,

Lo,

h3.

by,

Ls.

46,

Will the Project: (Contd).
No Yes

If yes, discuss
degree cf effect

Involve the use, storage or disposal

of potentially hazardous material such

as toxic, flammable, or explosive sub-
stances, pecticides, chemicals or radio-
active materials? ............... cecesan X

Encourage activities which result in the

use of large amounts of fuel or energy,

use fuel or energy in a wasteful manner,

or substantially incresse consumpticn

(of electricity, oil, natural gas)?..... X

Increase the demand upon existing energy
distribution network (SMUD, PGZE)? ..... X

Obstruct a scenic view open to the public
or create an aesthetically offensive site
open to public view? ,....... . 0 i, X

Have substantially, demonstrable negative
aesthetic effect? ......... tes et e e X

Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement
of an established community? ........... X

Have any significant impact upon the existing
character of the immediate area(i.e. scale,
petterns, impailr integrity of neighborhocds, x

etc. ciieiiiiiee. e esseseatscoenan e s e
Have any detrimental effect on adjoining
areas oOr neighboring communities during

an/or after construction? .....ceeevesns X

Generate dust, ash, smoke fumss, or cresete
objectionable odors in the project's .
vicinity? c...... e et eceececesetatenanens X

Produce glare or direct light where it 1is
not intended? .s..ieeieirienssesnerencnnos X

Exposs people tc or create any nealth
hazard or pceential heelth hazerd (ex-
cluding mental health)T .evvrriveennnnns X

Affect the use of or access to existing
or proposed recreational area or navigable
Stream? ® @ & 9 0 5 0 6 2 & 0 & 8 g 8 ¢ 8 b P 0 s 0 e PSS e x

Conflict with recorded public eas:=ments
for access through or use of property with
In this Project? v.iveeeeeeeeeneenonnnans X

Result in an impact upon the quality or
quanity of existing recreational opport-
unities? ® 0 8 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 00 00000 s e e e e e x

Conflict with established recreational,
educational, religious or scientific

usesS Of the Area? v.eeeeeseeeesesoosonses X

- -




X. A. Will the Project: (Contd) If yes, discus:
No Yes degree of e“fe

L7, Generate public controversy? e X

48. conflict with adopted plans and envir-
: onmental goals of the City (i.e. genereal,
specific, community plans or elements? . X

49, Have the potential to degrade the quality
of the environment (i.e. land, air, water,
plants, animals)? ..eeeiinnnnnnrnnnnenns

50. Achieve short-term environmental goals to
the disadvantags of long-term environmental
gcals (e.g. leap-frog developmant or urban

Spra‘-'-’l)? ©O e @ ¢80 s 00 66 00 e 008008000 ees 0 e

-51. 2 cumulativs impact on the environ-
when related to existing or future

ECEUS? s oeecoeoseonsosseosossecoenscss X

™R
o
DT o
Ca. o (D

52. Have environmental effects which will
causs adverse sffects on human beings,
either dirsctly or indirectly? ......u.. X

B. List any and a2ll mitigation measures propss:d to reduce envircrnmsnizl
impacts (as identified in the above questions) for the project.
General community appearance will be enhanced by improved maintenance
of buildings and grounds. No other external alterations are

anticipated.

C. List proposed measurss to limit or reduce ccnsumption of snergy.

None. Current mechanical equipment will be retained. Any

future modifications will stress conservation of energy

as an economy measure.

D. Are there alternatives to the project which would eliminzate or
reduce an adverse impact on the environment (lower density, chanzs
in land use, move building on site, no project, etc.)?

None

NOTE: Yes or no answers do not necessarily imply that an £IR will bz
required for this projecet,

I hereby state that, to the best of my knowledge, the above answers
and statements are true and complete.

O X~ (9, /‘9707 : u.u\l{;u-.v\_@\ Ho&o,‘..._,\.& P
DATE - SIGNATURE W. G. Holliman, J%.
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§ 5002

Legal problems of familles with mentally Public Inebriate Healtfm Act,  (1870) 1
Pacific 1..J. 268

tarded member. 1973) 6 U.C.L.Law .
Hov. ( ) Rights of mentally disordered sex offend-

Rev. 40,
Mental commitment legislation, (1969) ers. (1976) 64 C.L.K. 453.

6 C.W.L.R. 146.
Public inebriate health. Philip M. Saeta
and Willlam M. Smiland (1970) 1 Pacific
NN

LJ. &
§ 5000. Short title .

Law Review Commentaries Prisoners and menta) patients—condition-

Jury trial for juveniles: kEqual protection ing and other technologies for treatment
and California commitiment proceedings. and rehabllitation. (1972) 45 So.Unb .}
(1872) 23 Hast . 1..J. 467. . . G616,

WELFARE AND INSTITUTIONS CODE

§ 500i. Legisiative Intent

The provisions of this part shall be construed to promote the legisiative intent as
follows: ’

(a} To end the inappropriate, tndefinite, and {nvoluntary commitment of mentally
disordercd persons, developmientully disabled persons, and persons fmpaired hy
chronic alcoholism, and to elimiuate legal disabilitios :

() To provide prompt evaluation and treatnient of persons with scrious mental
disorders or fmpaired by chronie aleoholism ;

(¢) To gunrantee and protect public safety :

(1) To safegurd fudividual rights through judicial review

(¢) To provide individualized treatment, supervision, and placemoent serviees by a
conservatorship program for gravely disabled persons:

{(fy To encourage the full use of all existing ageucies, professional personuel and
public funds to accomplish these objeetives and to prevent duplieation of services

and unnecessary expenditures;

() To protect mentaliy dizordered persons and developmentally disablisd persons

from criminal acts.

(Amended by Stats.1977, ¢. 1167, p. —, § 1)

t.aw Review Commentaries
Institutionaiization symposium, David
B. Wexler (1977) 14 San Diego Il..Rev, 979.
Invoiuntary placement of aged. George
i’(.méalexandcr (1977) 14 San biego L.Rev.
Ieast restrictive treatment of mentally
fif. ¥. Browning Hoffman and Lawrence
L. Foust (1877) 14 San Diego L.Rev. 1100.
Psychiatry and presumption of expertise:
Flipping coins in courtroom. Bruce J. En-
aﬁscarsad Thomas R. Litwack (197¢) 62 C.L.
. 69

Right to effective mental treatment.
RGI".D sstsx'lrklund Schwitzgebel (1974) 62 C.

Right to treatment for mentally i1l juve-
nites. (1976) 27 Hast.L.J. 8§63.

Supplementary Index to Notes
Consent for medica)l treatment 2

1. 1In general

The {nvoluntary commitment, of one ad-
Judged “gravely disabled’ under eonserva-
torship statutes, in a medical factlity when

alternative means of care are available was
not contrary 1o fegisiative expressions of
intent which allegedly compel court to
Rlace an individual adjudged gravely Jdisu-
rled in a community hased facility or with
relatives and friends in lfeu of an institu-
tlonal commitment whenever one of the
former alternatives is available, Estate of
?ducqlmnan (1978) 144 Cal.Rptr. 241, 75 C.A.
281,

Lanterman-Petris-Short Act § 5000 et
seq: is designed to provide prompt, short-
terni, community-based Intensive treat-
ment, without stigma or loss of liheriy, to
individunls with mental disorders who are
dangerous to themselves or to others, or
who are gravely disabied: term “‘mental
disorder’* ia Hmited to those disorders lst-
ed by the American Paychiatric Association
and Its "Diagnostic and Swatistical Manual
of Mental Disorders,” Estate of Chaml.ers
(1977) 139 Cal.Rptr. 357, 71 C.A.3d 275,

2. Consent for medical treatment

Uniess a conservatee (s unable to give In-
formed consent by reason of Incompetence.
a conservator appointed under the lLanter-
man-Petris-sShort Act ma) not-consent to
medical treatment on behaill of the con-
servatee. 58 Ops.Atty.Gen. 849, 12-17-75.

§ 5002. Persons who may not be judiclally committed; recelpt of services

Law Review Commentaries

Right to effective mental treatment.
Ralph Kirkland Schwitzgebel (1974) 62 C.
L.it. 936.

Right to treatment for mentailly il juve-
niles, (1976) 27 Hast.1..J. 865,

Supplementary Indox to Notes
Judicial commitment 2

1. Construction and application

LPR Act relating to commitment and
treatment of mentally disordered persons
and persons Impaired by chronie afcohatisi
does repeal or modify those laws relating to
commitment of juvenile court wanls to the
extent that those laws are Inconsistent
with provialons of Act. In re Michael )i,
(1975) 123 Cal.Rptr. 103, 5§38 P.2d 231, 13
C.3d 183.

Juvenile court had neo power to make
direct commitment of minor to state men-

Asterisks ¢ ¢ * Indicate deletions by amendment
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MAME ,ADDRESS

Joseph Valdez
4409 65th St
Sacto, Ca. 95820

Mark Headley
8725 La Riviera Dr.
Sacto, Ca. 95825

Madge Sloppye y
4140 63rd st. Ui
Sac, Ca. 95820

Augustus Shaw
4600 65th St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Joseph Hannon
4161 65th St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

John R. Janson
4062 Fotos Ct.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Joe M. Gutierrez
4229 62nd St. oy,
Sac, Ca. 95820

Velma Brown L
4090 63rd St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Jennifer Sterba ./
4435 63rd St.
Sac Ca. 95820

Eric J. Peduzi
4475 63rd St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Barbara Tanner
5331 Caleb St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Dana Bockstahler
137 Mossglen Circle
Sac, Ca. 95820 -

Harold S. Sterba
4435 63rd St. \N
Sac, Ca. 95820

:;é56 é£d4nhk/ ;%2&%’l;£%4é#vrC,/

PHONE

362-888€

455-3332

455-0895

451-3853

452-4270

456-5634

456-5921

451-3049

453-8711
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4.

NAME ,ADDRESS

Helen Howard L

6100 19th Ave. '

Sac, Ca. 95820

Gerald Copren
6120 19th Ave.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Mrs. Peggy Caldwell .'

4042 63rd St. -
Sac, Ca. 95820

Mrs. Carla M. Virga
4321 63rd sSt.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Jackie Fong
1320 7th Sst.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Pamela Hamson
5841 MarkTwain Ave.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Howard R. Ingham
67 Manley Ct.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Alvin B. Coster
31 Manley Ct.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Dominic Tringali -|¥
4575 63rd St. A4
Sac, Ca. 95820

Mr..& Mrs. Fred Ross
4492 63rd Sst. -
Sac, Ca. 95820

Philip W. Nahhas .
4141 63rd st. -
Sac, Ca., 95820

Murlin R. Hand
4690 63rd st.
Sac, Ca. 95820

4

Michael Rodel
27 Munly Ct.
Sac, Ca. 925820

PHONE

454-2968

456-7959
457-8044
451-5920
442-8563
451-2903
457-0488
457-1087
455-1338
451-1828
456-6822
455-3982

456-1545




NAME ,ADDRESS

Elsie Blathorwick 7

4584 63rd st. .
Sac, Ca. 95820

* Chris Sockwell
4245 63rd St. )
Sac, Ca. 95820

Edith B. Lesley .77
4588 63rd St. "
Sac, Ca. 95820

Dorothy Duff -/
4544 63rd St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Barbara Lea Johnson. -
4562 63rd St. 03
Sac, Ca. 95820 '

Loren Zook
4946 Toronto Wy.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Joe Cascarano
3848 6lst St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Karl Rice
4500 63rd st. - :
Sac, Ca. 95820°"

* Mas & Vi Hatano -
64 Manley Ct.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Ella R. Rice
4500 63rd St.
Sac, Ca. 95820
‘)
* John R. Long K.)ﬂ
4391 63rd St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Joyce Meyer
4500 65th St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

* Kemset K. Moore
4310 62nd St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

T s et 38 - ——

PHONE

452-2196
457-8329
456-5320
v457-2406
456-1754

381-1058

451-5000

455-9053

456-8827



NAME ,ADDRESS PHONE

Danny Tompkins
4751 63rd st. " ;
Sac, Ca. 95820

- 451-6361

Jayme K. Tanimoto -
6512 18th Ave.
Sac, Ca. 95820

456-2819

Bonnie 0Oldham
4111 63rd St. <
Sac, Ca. 95820

Bessie Meyer o 455-7174
56 Manleyv Ct. ' :
Sac, Ca. 958207

H. R. Bliss . 456-3653
4482 63rd St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Marie E. Cowles 455-2752
4554 63rd St. ‘ '
Sac, Ca. 95820

Christobel Schaskes,,ﬁm\ 457-8722
4170 63rd St. - S
Sac, Ca. 95820

Hollis F. Lebbolt 454-3748
4486 63rd St.
Sac, Ca. 95820

Carol Hannajau 456-4377
4240 62nd St.
- Sac, Ca. 95820

Lee Dixon s
4650 63rd., St., '
Sac, Ca. 95820 7

Irma Mowdy e
4556 63rd St. -«
Sac, Ca. 95820

Ethel Carstensen
4572 63rd st. - '
sac, Ca. 95820

Mr. & Mrs. Neil Taber 451-8306
44 Manley Ct. e :
Sac, Ca. 95820 B AN



NAME ,ADDRESS

Majel Bliss ¢
4482 63rd St. \%
Sac, Ca. 95820 °

Margaret Thompsoq o J

4500 63rd St. -
Sac, Ca. 95820

Viola Kiney N\
4590 63rd St. #10 . °
Sac, Ca. 95820 '

Charlie Hoffman ¥
36 Manley Ct. \‘ [ L
Sac, Ca. 95820

Donna Grelie RN
4280 63rd St. '
Sac, Ca. 95820 °

Clarence Weber( %
4271 63rd St. W
Sac, Ca. 95820

PHONE

456-3653

456-7185

451-8113




December 7, 1979

Dear Resident:

As you are aware, a proposal is currently pending before the City
Council and the Board of Supervisors to permit the operation of

an acute inpatient mental health facility in the former Fairhaven
Home for Unwed Mothers.

On November 8, we met with residents of the Colonial Heights/Tallac
Village neighborhood to discuss this proposal. At that time, we
promised to keep you advised of future developments on this project.
This letter is meant to serve as a status report to bring you up to
date:

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: As a result of the overwhelming opposition
expressed by the residents at the November 8th meeting, Supervisor
Sheedy asked the Board of Supervisors to establish a joint "staff"
City/County Task Force to locate sites other than the Fairhaven
Home which are suitable for a mental health care facility.

This task force will report back to the Board of Supervisors on
Tuesday, December 11, at 9:00 AM. The task force will present the
alternate sites they have located, and will address the merits of the
Fairhaven site as well. Representatives of the neighborhood should
try to attend this meeting.

CITY COUNCIL: Mental Health Management, Inc., is presently
proceeding with its attempts to get a special use permit from the
City of Sacramento to use the Fairhaven Home for a mental health
facility.

As the enclosed notice indicates, this matter is scheduled before

the City Council on December 18. We have been assured that the issue
will NOT be heard on the 18th, because a continuance will be requested.
We will make certain that you are notified of the final hearing date
before the City Council on this project.

If you have any questions regarding the current status of Fairhaven,
please feel free to contact us: Supervisor Sheedy: 440-5485;
Councilman Connelly: 449-5409.

Sincerely,

Shee y//’ | Lloyd ConngTT§



