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SUBJECT: Appeal of Environmental Coordinator's decision to

file a Negative Declaration on a Special Permit

; to utilize 0.4+ acre in the R-1 Zone with four
existing residences (to be removed) for a parking
lot in conjunction with a proposed 6,860 sguare
foot medical office building in the General
Commercial C-2 Zone (P-916l)

-LOCATION: Southwest corner of 51st and J Streets
SUMMARY

The proposed medical office building project is on a 0.8 acre site
in the East Sacramento Community Plan area. The current request
is to merge six existing parcels into one lot and to acquire a
Special Permit to allow parking on the R-1 zoned portion of the
project site. The Negative Declaratlon on the Special Permit is
the subject of the appeal.

The Environmental Coordinator prepared an Initial Study and found
the project to have no significant adverse environmental impacts.

A Negative Declaration with mitigation measures was filed on the
Tentative Map and Special Permit requests. Prior to Planning Com-
mission action on the project, an appeal of the Special Permit's
Negative Declaration was filed based on the fact that the neighbor-
hood would be seriously adversely affected by the removal of four
homes and the increase of traffic, noise, and parking problems.
Staff recommends that the appeal be denied.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The proposed project is a medical office building intended for use
by specialists in ear, nose, and throat treatment. The project
site is evenly divided in two zones, General Commercial C-2 on the
north and Single Family Residential R-1 on the south. The office
buildings will be developed on the C-2 zoned portion of the site
in two phases, each phase consisting of a building containing
6,860 and 6,500 square feet respectively. The total bhuilding-
space will be 13,360 square feet. DMost of the reguired parking
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spaces for both buildings will be constructed during the first
phase. The second office building phase is proposed on property
presently occupied by a restaurant. The second phase parking
addition will reguire a subsequent Special Permit application.
The installation of parking spaces will necessitate the removal
of four existing single family residential dwelling units. When
the second phase of the project is completed, the building space
to parking space ratio-will be consistent w1th the requ1rements
of the Zoning Ordinance.

The Environmental Coordinator, on September 15, 1980, filed a

. Negative .Declaration with mitigation measures to orient the
building to be least obtrusive to the existing residential neigh-
borhood; landscaping and fencing should be installed to provide
adequate screening vo adjacent residential uses; offer for sale
and relocation the four existing houses; vehicular access should
be located to discourage traffic through residential side streets.
The Negative Declaration determination on the project is in
accordance with State EIR Guidelines, Section 15083 which states:

"A Negative Declaratlon shall be prepared for a pro;ect
which could potentially have a significant effect on
the environment, but which the lead agency finds on the
basis of an Initial Study will not have a significant
effect on the. environment."

The Appeal and Staff's Responses to the Points of the Appeal: -

1. Appeal: Increase traffic, noise, emissions, and traffic
hazards.

Response: The following is a project site traffic generation

- analysis with land use trip generation factors based on
Caltran's "Progress Report on Trip Ends Generatlon Research
Counts," 1976. A

Existing
4 S5ingle Family @LOTE = 40 TE/day
8 restaurant employees R1L4TE = 112 TE/day
: .Lx1st1ng ToFal = 152 TE/day= 505 TR
Phase I o |_net increase
7 doctors R4L1TE = 287 TE/day 381 TE
8 restaurant employees @l4TE = 112 T‘f‘/day"J total net
Phase I Total ='399 TL/day 134 TR increase
Phase IT —net increase
13 doctors @41TE = 533 TE/day
= 533 TLE/day

Phase II Total
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When both phases of the pfoject are completed, this generation

for the medical office building would amount to a net increase

of 38l trip ends per day in.the vicinity of 5lst and J Streets.
The City Traffic Engineering Division indicated that the average
daily traffic on J Street between 50th and 5Slst Streets was
11,550 vehicles per day in 1976. The increase of 381 trip ends
per day generated by this project will amount to a 3.3 percent
increase over existing traffic volume estimates. This 3.3 per-
cent increase in traffic volume will not exceed the capacity of
J Street and constitutes an insignificant cumulative increase

in traffic.

Allowed Alternative Office buildings and parking lots are allowed
in C-2 zones. Consequently, a comparative alternative would. be

to develop the C-2 portion which is equivalent to Phase I develop-
ment and retain the four residential dwellings. This alternative
would include the removal of the restaurant and generate a net
total increase over the existing condition of 175 TE/day. This
amounts to a 1.5 percent increase over the existing traffic

volume which also constitutes an insignificant cumulative increase.

4 Single Family @l0TE

7 doctors Q41TE

- restaurant
Alternative Total

40 TE/day
287 TEL/da

-112 TE/da}; }...175 TE Net Increase
215 TE/day

o

The traffic generation figure for the analysis was based on the
worst case situation whereby all. the doctors would be at their
offices simultaneously. In addition, staff's spatial allocation
factor (1 doctor/1000 square feet) may assume more doctors than
the facility would actually accommodate. Consequently, the
number of trip ends may actually be lower than is projected in
this report.

Appeal: Increased parking problem.

Response: The project will increase demand for parking. However,
this demand for parking will be provided for as a part of the
project in accordance with requirements. set forth in the Zoning
Ordinance. The Planning Department has found that medical office
buildings sometimes generate parking demand which exceeds the
parking ratio required in the Zoning Ordinance. The parking
demand may be mitigated because not all the doctors are expected
to have concurrent office hours. Therefore, any additional
parking demand is not projected to be significant.

Appeal: Removal of.existing homes and dislocation of people.

Response: The proposal will affect existing housing by

removing four existing hcmes on the southern portion of the
project site. The Hausing Element of the City General Plan
encourages the preservation of existing housing. Therefore,
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-a mitigation measure has been proposed whereby the houses would °

have to be offered for sale and relocation rather than being
demolished. The City Building Division has determined that the
houses are structurally sound to withstand relocation. The
relocation of these houses to other available lots within the
City is consistent with the General Plan policy to prevent the
loss of sound housing stock. This relocation would not dis- -
}ﬂacea.51gn1f1cant number of people because only.-one of the
four houses is occupied.

Appeal: Alter planned use of the area, aesthetic effect, dis-
rupt physical arrangement of the community, change character

. of lmmedlate area.

Response: The proposed project will alter the 1ntended land
use of only 0.4 acre. This small deviation from the community
plan designation does not constitute a significant impact. The
Zoning Ordinance provides, through the Special Permit process,
accessory use (i.e. parking) on more restrictively zoned land

when in conjunction with more intense land uses. The physical, .

arrangement of the community will be disrupted only to a very"
minor effect because only those residents in the immediate -

- vicinity of the project site will experience a detectable change.

Any visual intrusion to the immediate neighborhood can be sub-
stantially mitigated through proper building orientation and
use of landscaplng and fencing to provide screening.

Attached to this report for the Council's information are:

- Exhibit

A - Project Site Plan
Exhibit B - Zoning Map of Area
Exhibit C - Existing Land Use Map
Exhibit D - Negative Declaration
Exhibit E - Appeal
Exhibit F - Letter submitted by appellant on the project prior
to appeal
RECOMMENDATION

‘The staff recommends that the City Council deny the appeal and
adopt the attached Findings of Fact.

ijpectfully submitted,

RECOMMENDATTON APPROVED:

(0 Ruow H %MQM

Walter J. Slipe, City Manager v
MVD:JH:jm . October 14, 1980

Attachments " District No. 3
‘P-9161 ' :
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In the matter of an: appeal by George R.’ )

McWilliam of the Environmental Coordinator's)

decision to file a Negative Declaration with) NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
mitigation measures on the Special Permit to) AND

utilize 0.4+ acre with feour residences (to ) " FINDINGS OF FACT

be removed) in the R-1 Zone for a parking ) '

lot in conjunction with a proposed 6,860+ )

square foot medical office building locaEed ) ’ v
on the southwest corner of 51st and'J Streets ) T -
P-9161 _ i y

The Cityv Council, having held a public hearing on October 14, 1980 and
having reviewed and considered the oral and written evidence presented
and received at said hearing, the Initial Study, and City staff report, .
hereby denies the appeal, affirms and approves the Negative Declaration,
and finds as follows:

1. The Initial Study is adequate and complete and in compliance with
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act, the State
EIR Guidelines, and Sacramento City Environmental procedures.

2. The Initial Study did not identify any significant adverse environ-
mental effects on the street system/ noise, air quality, or
aesthetic character to the neighborhood that may result from the
mlblqated project.

3. The proposed project is consistent with the overall policies, ¢oals,

and objectives of the 1974 General Plan, 1963 East Sacramento Con-
munity Plan, and the Comprehensive Zowlng Ordinance of the City of

Sacranento.

VICE MAYOR /4

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK Deposy

-9161



In the matter of an appeal by George R. o)

McWilliam of the Environmental. Coordinator's)

decision to file a Negative Declaration with) NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
mitigation measures on the Special Permit to) : AND

utilize 0.4+ acre with four residences (to ) FINDINGS OF FACT

be removed) in the R-1 Zone for a parking )

lot in conjunction with a proposed 6,860+ )

square foot medical office building located )

on the southwest corner of 51standAJStreets)

P-9161 ' )

The City Council, having held a public hearing on October 14, 1980 and
having reviewed and considered the oral and written evidence presented
and received at said hearing, the Initial Study, and City staff report,
hereby denies the appeal, affirms and approves the Negative Declaration,
and finds as follows:

‘1. The Initial Study is adequate and complete and in compliance with
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act, the State
EIR Guidelines, and Sacramento City Environmental procedures.

2. The Initial Study did not identify any significant adverse environ-
mental effects on the street system, noise, air quality, or
aesthetic character to the nelghborhood that may result from the
mltlgated project.

3. The proposed project is consistent with the overall policies, goals,
and objectives of the 1974 General Plan, 1963 East Sacramentoc Com-
munity Plan, and the Comprehensive Zonlng Ordinance of the City of

Sacramento.
MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

P-9161 ‘ : A PP

' BY THE C/7y COUNSIL

; : OCT 14 198
- OFF,
B C'T‘-C)EECEERT}:‘E
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NEGATIVE DE.CLARATION

The Environmental Coordlnator of the Clty of Sacrawento, Ca]ifornia,
a municipal corporation, does prepare, make, declare, and publish this
Negative Declaration for the following described project:

r-9161 Tentative Mop to combine 6 cxisting parcels in the Single Family
R=1"and General Commercial C-2 zones into ) parcel totaling
0.8+ ac. Specia) Permit to utilize 0.3+ ac with 4 existing single
iamlly units (to be removed) in the Single Family R-1 zone for . .
a parking lot in conjunction with a 6,8)0| sq. ft. medicel cffice . .
building to be constructeé on 0.5+ ac w ith an existing restaurant
in the C-2 General Commercial zone, Loc: SW coxr of 5lst & J Sts.
APil: 006-162-04,05,06,07,21,22, .

_The City of Sacramento Planning Department has reviewed the proposed
project and determined that the project will not have a significant
-affect on the environment. This conclusion is based on information
contained in the attached Initial Study.

The following mltlgatlon measures have been included in the pPOJect to
avoid poten ially significant effects:

1. The propdsed office complex shall be oriented in such a manner
as to be least obtrusive to the existing residential neighborhood
as possible. Landscaping and fencing shall be installed to pro-
vide adequate screening from adjacent residential uses.

2. The four existing houses on the project site shall be offered for
sale and relocation. No demolition permit shall be issued for
the four houses. Each house must be relocated to other available
lots prior to the issuance of the building permit for the office
complex.

3. The ingress and egress point for the project site shall be placed
at a point which will discourage traffic through the residential
side streets. This access point shall be determined by the City
Traffic Engineer.

An Environmental Impact Report is not required pursuant to the Environ-
mental Quaiity Act of 1970 (Division 13 of the Fublic Resources Code of
the State of California).

This environmental review process and Negative Declaration filing is
pursuant to Division 6, Title 14, Chapter 3, Article 7, Section 15083.
of the Califernia Administrative Code and pursuart to the Sacramento
Local Environmental Regulations (Resolution 78-172) adopted by the
City of Sacramento and pursuant to Sacramento City Code, Chapter 63.

A copy of this document may be. reviewed/obtained at the Sacramento
City Planning Department, 725 "J" Street, Sacramentc, CA 9581h.

Marty Van Duyn
Environmental Coordinator of the

City of Sacramento, California,
a municipal corporation

'By. é/y/m%

Rev. 3/80




CITY OF SACRAMENTO

725 J Street

INITIAL STUDY

.1. Name of Prépon_ent VJALT&Z— ZO}“IL%.

" BACKGROUND

Planning:Department

Sacramento,CA 95814
Tel. 916 - uu9-5604

2. Address and Phone Number of Proponent:

1515 e Bl DZ. &UTE 200

SACPAMENTD  cA 4s5g15

3. Date of Checklist Submitted 15 =ePT FO

4. Agency Requiring Checklist Sacramento City Plan. Dept.

5. MName of Proposal, if applicable TD’C?(CQI
ENVIRONMENTAL IMFACTS

(Explanations of all "yes" and "maybe" are provided) .
"YES ~ MAYBE ° NO

1. Earth. Will the proposal result in:

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

b. Disruptions, dis placenents, com~
" paction or overcovering of the soil?

c. Change in topography or ground
surface relief features?

d. The .destruction, covering or )
modification of any unique geologic
or physical features?

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

¢

NENNENE NI NN

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

g. Exposure of people or property to
geologlc hazards such as earthquakes,
landslides, mudslides, ground failure,
or similar hazards? -

2. Air.

a. Substantial air emissions or
deterioration of ambient air quality?

Will the proposal result in:

b. The creation of objectionable
cdors?

c. Alteration of air movement,
moisture or temperature, or any
change in climate, either locally
or regionally?

/1

of plants?

vlater. Will the proposal result in:

a. Changes in currents, or the course

-or direction movements, in either

marine or fresh waters?

b. Changes in absorption rates,
drainage 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, dlssolved oxXygen or
turbidity?

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

. g. Change in the quantity of ground

waters, either through direct additions
or withdrawals, ‘or through intercepticn
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

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

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

c. Introduction of new specles 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
result in:. .

&. Change in'the diversity of
species, or number of any species

~of animals (birds, land animals

including reptiles, fish and
shellfish, benthic organisms,
insects or microfauna)?

bt Reduction of the numbers of any
unique, rare or endangered species
of animals?

’ Rev, (-79

HMAYBE
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.
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c. Introduction of new species of e. Alterations to waterborne, rail
animals into an area, or result -in or air traffic?
a barrier to the migration or

movement of animals? ¥. Increase in traffic hazards to

motor vehicles, b‘cyclxsts or

d. Deterioration to existing fish pedestrians?

or wildlife habitat? .
1%. 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:

" 6. MNoise. Will'the proposal result in:

a. Increases in existing noise
*-levels?

b. Exposure of people to severe

. : .
noise levels? a. Fire protection?

7. Light and Glare. Will the proposal b. Police protection?

produce new light or glare?

|
L1
NAN NN

c. Schools?

8. Lland Use. Will the proposal result ) . d. - Parks or other recreatxonal
in a substantial alteration of the facilities?
2res?nt or planned land use of an ' e. Maintenance of public facili-
rea Z : . A
’ — —— ties, including roads? e -
9. HNatural Resources. Will the . f. Other govcrnﬁental services? !
proposal result in: : . . .

a. Increase in the rate cf use of 15, Energy. Will the proposal result in:

any natural resources? a. Use of substantial amounts of
b. Substantial depletion of any fuel or energy?

nonrenewable natural resource?

|
1
NN

b. Substantial increase in demand

; ’ on upon existing sources of energy,’
10. 53§E~E£—!R§E£' Does the prgposal ' " or require the developrent of néw
involve a risk of an explosion or £ 2
the release of hazardous substances sources ol energy i —_— —
(including, but not limited to,-o0il, ) : e s . : -
pesticides, chomicals or radiation) . - 16. Utilities. Will the proposal result in

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

in ‘the event of an accident or
upset conditions?

11. Population. Will the proposal alter '
the lccation, distribution, density, ) .f

or growth rate of the human population? ___

a. Power or natural gas?

b. Communications systems?

P 2.
—

12. Housing. Will the proposal affect - c. Water?
cxisting housing, or create a ' .
demand for additional housing? d. Sewer or septic tanks? —
13. Transportation/Circulation. Will , . e. Storm water drainage? —_—
the proposal result 1n: f. Solid waste and disposal?
a. Generation of substantial addi- ) .
tional vehicular movement? 17. Human Health. Will the proposal

P . it in:
b. Effects on existing parking resu mn

facilities, or demand for new
parking?

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

L e
c.~ Substantlal impact upon exist- — —_—
ing transportation systems? b. Exposure of people to potential

N |

: d. Alterations to preseht patterns héalth hazards?
¥ of circulation or movement of
& pecple and/or goods? Rev. 8-79
. ;
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18.

19.

20.

21..

n/t

Aesthetics. Will the proposal result
in the obstruction of any scenic
vista or view open to the public,

or. will the proposal result in the

creation of an aesthetically offensive

site oper to public view?
Recreation. Will the proposal
result in an impact upon the
quality or quantity of exist-
ing recreational opportunities?

.rchaeological/Historical. Will

The proposal result in an alteration
of a significant archaeological or
historical site, structure, object
cr building?

Vandatory Findings of Significance.

a. Does the project have the
potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife

population 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 pericds of California
history or prehistory? o

b. Does the project have the
potential .to achieve shert-ters,

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.)

c. Does the project havé impacts
which are individually limited,

but cumulatively considerable?

(A procject may impact on two Or more
separate resources where .the impact
on each resource is relatively small,
but where the effect of the total

cf those impacts on the environment
is significant.)

d. Does the project have environ-
mental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on
humén beings, either directly or
indirectly?

NN

= . DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

‘The applicant's Environmeﬁtal'Quest' i i
' ionnaire is a
supplemental information. . ‘ frached as

StE ATTBCHED SHEET por.
PIS CUSSI0N

% 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 NEG / < vi
be prepered s ATIVE DECLARAT;ON will

/ I find that although the proposed project .could
.s;gqlf%cgnt effect on the enyirpnmgnt3 thereuwilgaxgtabe
a significant effect in this case because the mitigation
measures described on an attached sheet have been add;d to
the project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED.

/7 I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect

an the environment, and an ENVIRONME} . Tt
required. ’ ONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is

vate /5 SEFT B0

S W)
<j:iiygnature)<i:;/
Rev. 8-79




8)

12)

13a)

13b)

P-9161

t

DISCUSSION OrF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

The proposal will alter the present land use on a portion of the

., project site which is currently in residential use. The proposed

change in land use (residential to parking lot) may negatively
impact the residential character of the existing neighborhood.
Only the "no project" alternative will completely mitigate this
impact. The potentially intrusive nature of the office complex
may be partially mitigated through proper building orientation
and the use of landscaping and fencing to provide screening from
the adjacent residential uses. '

The proposal will affect existing housing by removing four existing
homes on the southern portion of the project site. The Housing
Element of the City General Plan encourages the preservation of
existing housing. The City Preservation Director has inspected the
houses and has determined that they have no historical architectural
merits but suggests that the houses be offered for sale and reloca-
tion. The City Building Division has inspected the houses for
structural soundness and finds the houses sound enough to withstand
relocation. The relocation of these houses to other available lots
would be consistent with the General Plan policy to prevent the
loss of sound housing stock.

This project may generate additional vehicular movement through
the adjacent residential areas. However, this impact may be sub-
stantially mitigated by placing the ingress and egress point on

J Street where traffic would be encouraged to remain on J Street
and discouraged from utilizing the residential side streets.

The office complex will provide new parking for its own use in
accordance with the City's requirements. Therefore, the project
will not affect existing parking nor will it create a demand for
additional parking.
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Sacramento South Natomas Community Plan and EIR, 1978
Sacramento Delta Shores PUD EIR, 1979

Sacramento 0ld City~ A Preservation Program, 1977

Seven Lakes PUD Negative Declaration, 1977

Capitol Park Project EIR, 1974 ‘

Commercial Development in the Point West PUD (Woolco) EIR, 1977
Discovery Oaks Residential Development Negative Declaration, 1977
Johnston Industrial Park Unit #4 EIR, 1976 '
Medadow Gate I and II EIR, 1974 ‘

Norwood/ I-380 Industrial Park EIR, 1975

River City Commons Negative Declaration, 1977

Tcakopoulos Borrow Operation Draft EIR, 1976

Tsakopoulos Mobile Home Park EIR, 1975

University Park Negative Declaration, 1979

Sacramento County Environmental Studies: -Methods for.Environmental
Management, Vol I; Sacramento County's Physical Environment,
Vol. II, 1972 ' ' o

At the Crossroads, A Report on California Endangered and Rére T'ish
and Wildlife. California Resources Ageuncy and Department of
Fish and Game, 1972

" Soils of Sacramento County, CA. Walter Weir, Divisions of Soils,
' U.C., Berkeley, 1950 ‘

Eleventh Progress Report on Trip Ends Generation Research Counts,
California Department of Transportation, 1970 -

Rev. 8-79
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CITY OF SACRAMIENTO
Planning Department
915 "I1" St., Rm.308
Sacramento,CA 5814
ENVIRONMFVTAT QUI‘CTLOI\'NAIRP Tel. 916 - A4lh9-5604
T TEMT. & p
ment is part of an Initial Study that will facilitate environ-
sessment by identifying potentially adverse environmental
nd analyzing proposed mitigation measures that may reduce sig-
t environmental impacts. More definitive and factual information -
sist the Planning Department in evaluating the project's impacts.
fadaitionz2l information mey be recuired to complete en Initiel Study.
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FFOR OFI'ICE USE ONLY R

S — ;|

CPC o @ 2 <'.‘z ?t_ec'd by \//ﬁ On X'/L(/&J ‘ gPC/IIearlng Date fZ[? /j,’)_ B

K[;] Fen. m an (Exist)_{owuarnal 4 (N L A" Special Permit . B
ST Ame”d to: M | V{plance - B

V'O Comn. Plan (Lxlst) 0 - O = Centiaiy O bdivision Modlflcatlonﬂ~

Lmend to: Tentative Map - - . B

5) (] Rezone 3 [] Other “ n

\*’ % PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE *

-_.O ZCT PROPOSAL: Medical office. bunldung with parking; building located in C-2 zone,

Parking in R-1 7nnp

PROIECT LZDDRESS:- 5lst and J Street (SW Corner)
kssessor's Parcel No. 8-162-4,5, 6, 7, 21, 22

OWliER: See attached list for Owners of Record.
- T 1ephone
Mziling Address: : .
o . City . (ﬁip Code) .
LPPIICLVT/LGENT: ‘alter W. Rohrer, Carissimi-Rohrer.Associates =~ . “a20- "C‘ZQ ' !
. . : ' TeLephone
Meiling Addre ‘1515 River: Park brive,"Si:i"c'én':b'f'}f‘f:ﬁSacramenfo CA 95815 -
- City ’ (z1p Code)

USE 2 S:?."R,HTE SHEET, IF NECESSARY, TO EXPLAIN ANY OF THE FOLLOWING:

T. Zxistving Conditions: " ' )
. Project Land -Area {(sqg.-ft. or acres) - 33 600 s.f.

A
3 Project Parcel: Prcsent Zoning ¢-2/R-1 Proposed Same
C. Project Site Land Use: Undeveloped (vacant) X Developed X
if developed, briefly describe extent (uype & use of structures:
- photograph acccptab]C)Devcloped portion: -1 zone at Dover Street,

Single family residential i ] B .
D. ZIxisting surrounding land uses & zoning within 300 feet (type, .
intensity, height, setback) -

Land Use  office . Zoning
North Single family residences, buildings R-1,C-2, R-3
Scuth Single family residences, cwrcﬁ — R-T.
East Single family residences, ,'m](LLq R=T, R=Z, 0B, R=3
West single Family residences, office - R-1, C-2 :
buildings, super market, commercial '
- ’ business - - . ) Rev. 5/78

awl



IT. A

B.

C.

D.

- r
rele A

B.

. k.

B.
C.

B.

QU ety
T g

Slope of Property:*[{Flat or Sloping [ Rolling U.'f':

[(JHAlly ] 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: T T

Describe chanﬁes in site contours resultlng from site gradlng
plans: :

Typre and amount of soil to be moved: NONE
Location moved to or from:

Number, locaticn and .type of cx1st¢ng trees on project parcel (uhow.
on site plen) SEE PLAN S

Number, size, type, and location of trees being removed (show on
site plan) SEE_PLAN

Number and type of structures to be removed as a result of the
project:** _ orr pIaN - 4 houses to be removed ‘
Lre any structures occupied? Yes . If yes, how mdny 1

If residential units are being removed 1ndlcate-number of
dwelling units included: 4 upits .

" ¥% Show all structures on site plan by Lype, and. whether occupled

Also indicete those to be removed

Will the project require the extension of or neu munlclpal
services: 1i.e.,

Vater . No x Yes City/County Health No x Yes
Sever No x Yes _ Police . "No X Yes
Drainaege No yx Yes Fire | ‘ No X Yes
Parks No x Yes School No X Yes

Waste Removal No X Yes

- If any of the above are "yes", then submit report detalllng how

adecuate capacity will be achieved. If "no", then submit clear-
ance memo Irom appropriateAagency/department (use copies of
attached form)~.

oiect Characteristics

Building size (in sq. ft.) 6,860 s.f. gross
Building height 29 ft, max; (34 ft. at tower over elevator)

Bailding site plan: (1) building coverage =~ 16 %
2) landscaped area Z7 o%
(Phase | Oniy) 3) surfaced areca 57 %
o : Total......eovee... 1003

Exterior Building colors Earth Tones '

verl
Exterior Building materials 2 Cement Plaster, VWood Trim, Shake Roof, Bronze

Glass, Bronze anodized frames.

is signed, < WCarvnco(u) Lrom apcncy/dcwultmonb is not
no' answers at this time.
shown on subm:blcd plans.
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VII.

VIII.

IX.

i
Residential Project - ONLY!

"1. Proposed construction starting date Spring, 1981

estimated completion date Spring, 1982
2. Construction phasing (if the project is a component of an
overall larger project, describe the future phases or
extension. Show all phases con site plan) Phase Il may Include
Parcel 21 - See Plan

Total number of parking spaces required 17 Provided 27
What type of exberlor lighting is proposed for the project -

height, intensity Building area: Incandescent soffit Lights (+9°)
. g

recessed ] Parkjju; area:  incand, (¥T0°) pole mtd. sphere

4Estimate the total construction cost for the project $450,000

_.Total.Dwelling Units

A.

C.
- D.

‘ _ Total Lots
Number of dwelling units: ' e _
Single family o Two Family I -
Multiple family Condominium .
Number of dwelling units with: I ;
One. bedroom . Two bedrooms
Three bedbrooms - Four or More Bedrooms
Approximate price range of units: §$ " to $
Number of units for Sale . : Rent

Commercial, Industrial, Institutional, or other project (if project

1s only residential, do not answver this section).

A.

" If fixed seats involved, how many

Type of vuse(s) ‘1ed|cal Office Building

Oriented to: Regional City X Nexghbo hood X

‘ Hours of operation 8:00 - 5:00 Monday - Friday

-

If assembly area without fixed seats, state designed capacity:
Sq. Ft. of sales area ____ ' ‘
Describe loading facilities .

Total number of employees Approximately 5 - 8
Anticipated number of employees-per shift 5 - 8

Community benefits derived from the project Improved aesthetics;

convenient 1ocat|on of medlca] offices, addytlondl medical office space to

meet demands.

Vhy is the project justified now rather than reserv1ng the opblon

for other alfernatives in the future? (e.g. economic condition,

community demand) Existing demand for additional medical office space,

Objectives of proposed project. To help fill demand described above.

To provide office space for applicant's business.




R Sy

If this projeét is part of another project for which a Negafive'
Declaration. of EIR has been prepared, reference the document

below (include date and progect number if appILCdble)

N/A

List any and all other public approvals requlred for this proaecti‘":
ify e

Speci type of ) pelmlt or approval, agcncy/departmenf, addresg,

person to contact, and their telephone number.

Permlt or Approval Agency : Address .Contact Person ,- Phone No..

Architectural Review Planning = 725 J Street | e §49-5604
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norefzra tooohe following questions:

)

ed in or rear an environmental or

Zz locat

criticazl concern arca (i.e.. American or
Szcrzmaento River; scenic ¢ rrLdor' gravel
Za2pcsits or pits; drainage canal, slough
cr Zitcn; existing or planned parks, lakes,
I oo o R ol =S PN
Tirsctly or indirectly disrupt or alter an
erchasological site over 200 years old; an
nistoric site, building, object or struc-
LAl E Tl it it e teecsosnssssocsssosssssnsssnenas
Zisplace, compsct, or cover soils?........
©= &Gzveloped upon f£ill or unstable 50115..
Rzduce "orime" agricultural acreage?......
£i7=ct unique, rare or endrangered species
oI znimal or plant........................
Inltzriere with the movemant of any recident'
G igrztory fish or wildlife species (e.

e s, &nadramous fish, etc................

Chesge the diversity of species, change the -
numdsr of any species or reduce habitat of
scscies (e.g. flsh wildlife or plants)?...
Mciify or destory any unique natural features
{2.2. meture trees, riparian habltdt)° oo
rzgooss psople or structures to geologic
nzzards . (e.g. earthquakes, ground failures
or similar haZards)° cseecdecnstssenssosan e

Ziter air movement, moisture, temperature,
cr change elimazte elther locally or re-
gicnallyo ® ® P & & O 6 & 5 & P O O O S P S OO S e S S P eD SO D> s e o0 @
Tzzss flooding, erosion oxr siltation which
mzy modify a river, stream or lake? .......
Cnznge surface water movement by altering
triz course or 1low of flood waters? .......
~iier existing drainage patterns, absor-
ciicn rate or rzte and amounht of surface
vezier runoff? L it st i e i et n e o
zltzr surface water quality (e.g. tempera-
turs, dissolvec oxygen or turbidity)? .....

fcre with an aquifer by changing the
on, rate, or flow of groundwater? .,

~5-
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I1f yes, discus:
deagres

of effec
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~ill the Prcject: (contad.) - . If yes ;grvcu¢
: ‘ ' -IYE T

ctivities whigh rezult in the

—reourazZe a o
irerezsad ccns;ﬂptl n cf viater cr use of ' o St
wzier in a wasteful mz nv"r’ e X '
Tontribute emissiong that may violate

=xisting or projscted ambient air quality

STENG2YAS? it s e e nceres e conns X

Zxg0ose sensitiva receéptors (cbildren, .

ziderly, schocls, hogpitals) to &ir

or noiss pollutants” C et crecs et X

e

.crease the existing noise levels (traf-
Zlc or mechanical) or adversely impact
zijzcent areas with HOISET. . v ivnnnwenen X
Sznerzte additional vehiculaer traffic
zzyond the existing street capacity thus
creating a trafiic hazerd or congestion
cn the immedizte street system, or alter
cresent circulztion patterns? ....eeee.o. X
Ircrease trafrfic hazards to motor vehicles,
Zicvelists or oeocstrlanQ?.............. X

",
Ao

tg |-0’

t existinzg parklng fac111tles or gen-
demand fcr additional parxing?.... X

ot m .
Mmh 0

v ""J

th

. - . Minimal: 3 of 4
existing housing or generate a de- houses to be re-

(@)

1

IR
ey

i I Y

[}
.

jo 7R 1)}

t

for addltanal hou,nngV............ X moved are vacant

nauce substantial growth or alter the
tion distribution, density or growth

f the huwnan population of an area?

W
o0 W
} W

O

':_O

"y
0
n
<
fort

t in the dislocation .of people?....

21t in a substantial alteration of the
znt or planned land use of an area?,

M v
[

'y N
'3 b

)

se demand for municipal services : .
c, fire, solid waste disposal, _ -
s, parks, recreation, libraries, :

!

VOO0

O b 13

O 1= (D
1—40 '\)

IMENEIIS]

ooty
<t

[$)}

r, mass transit, communications, etc.

ire the exiension or modification of
r, storm drainage or sewer line/plant :
Clty to serve the project at adequate X

"l

(o

('i)&a

JAM]

',‘ ct Q)

[

(

n

PVICE JEVECIET it eeocvocecantccsonosssne

Zreoduce significant amounts of solid waste X

e T T v S A Y

WaLe udﬁptca natlonal state, or local




33.

3L,

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Ko,

degree of eff:

" Involve the usec, storage or disposal

of potentially hazardous material such

as toxic, flammable, or explosive sub-
stances, pect1c1des, chemicals or radio-
active materials? .........i...coiieenn X

Encourage activitles which result in the
use of large amounts of fuel or energy,.
use fuel or energy in a wasteful manner,
or substantially increase consumption
(of electricity, oil, natural gas)?..... X

Increase the demand upon existing energy
distribution network (SMUD, PG&E)? ..... X

Obstruct a scenic view open to the public
or create an aesthetically offensive site
open to public View? .....c.civecrnnecns

Have substantially, demonstrable negative
aeSthEtic effect? ’.l..'l‘......‘.'l..'.‘

Disrupt or diQide the physical arrangement
of an established communNity? ceeeeeeenen

Have any significant impact upoh the existing
character of the immediate arca(i.e. scale,
patterns, impair integrity of neighborhoods, X

etC. ® & 2 06 0 06 0 90 00000 0P e S se e et s

Have any detrimental effect on adjoinihg
areas or neighboring communities during

an/or after construction? .....ceeeeeane

Generate dust, ash, smoke fumes, or create:
objectionable odors in the project's
Vicinity? OI....O'..'QD....0.‘....'.’..._‘.

Produce glare or direct light where it is’

not intended?‘co-o...oon'oothooo’oQOQ0.0Q

Expose people to or create any health
hazard or . potential health hazard (ex-'

cluding mental health)? ...:ic.viviven.. X

Affect the usec of or access .to existing
or proposed recreational area or navigable
stream? ....... P s e et sees et se st ns X

Conflict with recorded public eas:ments
for access through or use of property with
in this project? ...ttt eireiensveens X

Result in an impact upon the guality or
guanity of existing recreational opport-
unities? .......... C et e e et et . X

Conflict with established recrcational,
educational, religious or scientific .
uses of the arca? .............. ceeee co X
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"4, - Will thas Project:  (Contd) I L IE yev;‘01Jci

No Yes deg gree of &o:

Jenerate public controversy? ..oeeeeeeess X

-:n;l-»t with adopted plans and envir-
onmental goals of the City (i.e. general,
SOSClIlC, comﬁani ty plans or elements? .,

Eave the potential to degrade thé quality SR .
of the environment (i.e. land, air, water, . T
plants’ animals)? ® ot 00ve0esers s o0 . x » : Tel

Achievs short-term environmzntal goals to

ne disadvantage of lcng-term snvironmzntal
zoals (e.g. lsao-frog development or urban
oY

a‘ﬁl)? ©s0ec 0 er e e creens 0000 e

wn U"l et e

Fave a cumulative impact on the environ-
‘mznt when related to existing or future
Projects? soeiiocetecnecsecocosoonoensns

Have envircnmental effects which will
causc-adverse eifects on human beings,
sither diresctly or 1nd1rcctly e sesssmae

B. List any and all mlblgatwon measures proposad to reduce cnv1ronmenLaJ
~impacts (as identified in the above questions) for the project.

Minimal envnronmental |mpact,'|ncrcased tree and plant density for neighborhood."

C. -List proposed measures to limit or reduce consumption of energy.

Solar bronzé glazing - overhanging 2nd floor to shade windows at lower floor;

added natural light thru use of skylights, shade trees (deciduous)

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

A smaller project would not SIinflcantly reduce physical impacts on’ the nelgh—
. UnaLLTdLLIJ
borhood . _Elimination of praject results in DfO]OﬂﬂPd existence of DIODLitlcﬁ-

NOTE .

¥OT=: Yes or no answers do not nocessarlly 1moly that an EIR will bv
reguired for this projcct. .

I hereby thd above ansuers

s
and statements a:

tate that, to the best of my knowledge
re true and complete.

Auaust 22, 1980

_SIGNATU




OWNERS OF RECORD

08-162-04 Antonet Domich; 4019 Dover Street, Sacramento, Ca 95819
08-162-05 John Dandretta, 5030 'J'" Street, Sacramento, Ca 95819 .- -

08-162-06 FEmanuel Dandretta, Deceased/John Dandretta, Trustee, 5025 .Dover
Street, Sacramento, Ca 95819 :

08-162-07 John Dandretta, 5050 'J' Street, Sacramento, Ca 95819
08-162-21 John Dandretta, Jr., 5006 'J'"" Street, Sacramento, Ca 95819

08-162-22 John Dandretta, 5030 "J" . Street, Sacramento, Ca 95819




NOTICE OF APPEAL
OF THE

. EXHIBIT E
"DECISION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL CCORDINATOR

TO THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL:

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

Filing a Negative Declaration
[J Requirement of an Environmental Impact Report
[0 Other
For (P-9lk) ) *PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT* ,
 PROJECT PROPOSAL: SPECAAL PETZM\T_'-TC UTLIZE 3 ARE Lom FEOR
RS (To BE pemeoved) 19 B-) 2008 Fep A PARKING LET 1)
OLIOTIOL) W TH (OVSTRVCTICW OF 0S50 SR FexT OFFICE  BiD6,.

ey

PROJECT ADDRESS: $QUTH WEST (ORLER OF 5 e T oan

Assessor's Parcel No. 008 -l —0Y ©5,06 07, 21,22
ownNER: J. DANDRETTA s030 J St *, A Domie Yeq Dever ST

phone
Mailing Address:
. City (zip code)
APPLICANT/AGENT: _(CALTER ROHRER ’ -
' phone
Mailing Address: 1515 RWER PARK DRIVE 9515
City (2ip code)

GROUNDS FOR APPEAL: (Explain in Detail and use a separate sheet if necessary)
SEE ATTAHED T '

APPELLANT: EAST A SALEA METD IHPREVEMET ASE( .

. phone .
Mailing Address:__ |O4Y 3¢ T Shao G 4(‘581(,; ;
\ City zip code
APPELLANT SIGNATURE: uﬁ{zﬁg{ P MF((/LMMM(A/ Uio- Prospate:__925]90
FILING FEE: ¢3%.-90 & f{eceipt No.S4{D Date Received C(/ZS/S'O By T W\
[ 1
RECEIVED BY CITY CLERK (DAY/TIME STAMP) Rev. 4/79
| | CFY 1L e T
Ve s D e

RiECEIVED



EAST SACRAMENTO IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION '/a
P.O. BOX 19147 - ' : ' :
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95819

- 9)a5|80
APPEAL OF RELATIVE DECLARATION
B2 QUESTIONNAIRE (P aik)

OFFICE BLDE AT 513 T

The £ast Sarawento Im Pmoemﬂen‘f‘ ASSOClﬁ"ﬁh?ﬁ
appeats the negate declaration ot the EIR
‘Questionnaire becavse We beleve the ehavacter
otthe .h@‘ﬁh.bork@od will be sertously adversely
atbected dythe memoval ot H hemes and ther
replacement with a parling lot. Ln addifion the
increased Frathe noise, and parleing problems also
representimportant adverse attects T the nelshbo,«_
nood, Thig 16 sopported by +he fP(I\dlﬂﬁS of the .

Commission statt report., |

‘We beleve there are signchicant errors and
vynderstatements” ot the “adverse wnpact of Fhis
project as usell as significont errors reﬁardmf)'
the progect's pote ntial benefds, .$P€Q+LC“”_‘) .

[. Section MUY & ~Communily Benetiots

md\sagr—e_a thet v um(i-f@dé.d aesthetws
Wil resolT and +here s no foondation In
foct regarding the need 4@\ “addtiongl

medwcal oHice space"

2. We disegree with the necetie declarations
1o the tollotang guestions i Section XA,

13, £mSsions - ' ‘
20. hose '

21. tratfc |

22 trotfic bazdrds
1. Paf‘)cm_‘j

24. 'h'ousm'g ‘

25. dislocation ot P\’:/'OP’Q



EAST SACRAMENTO IMIPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION ;2/
P.0. BOX 1917 ol
SACRAMENTO, CALlFOH'\HA 95819

27, vlter planned vse ot the area

2. aesthetic et ect

37  dwsropt Php\acaﬂ arrange menTt of com m_Ol'\ﬂi,
28 thange character of 1mmedicte area



EXHIBIT [

ot SACRALENTO I PROVELIENT AGEOCIATION

EAST BACRAREIS S gy / 2
S ACRAMENTO, CALIFOHMIA SE8TY

| SepT 19,1990

<ACRAMELTO CiTY PLARAING

LCMMSN O

s T STReET

SACRAME LT, CHrLLE.

DEAR Mk, Lum -,
THE EAST SACRAMEQTO TMPRONEMEWT ASSOLIATICAY
CTROVEY OPPOSES THeE PROPCSED MEOICAC BLDG

AT 51 AGD T SIREET. OVR REASORS ARG ¢

|, A SPEUAL PERMIT FOR PARICA & ON R-] LOTS S
PRACTUALLY THE SAHE AS A (-] ZORNNG

IT HAS BEWL COR EXPERIENCE THAT THESE PERM (TS
ARE WNRUER REJOKED AMD THE ResSiDEouTiINCLoTS
ARE WOST FolzeJeR. [ FRCT (bBAT 0FTEN OLeuRs (S
P SURSEGUTRT EXPARNSIONL AL D REQGUEST TO RZE20LT
TO €-1 LSRG THe REASOL TWAT " 1TSS & PARIULG :;m;
RSVIORY, 00 CLE WL BRI A HOUSE THERE" |

CDoEs A PARUKGE LOT EQUAL FOLR doMes ¢

0N OF THE IKEA L TRALEDIES O THIS DEVELCPMERWT
1S THAT THE CHARALTER OF THE NEtLHRO0R HEOD
il BE PERMANTIITLY ALTESRED BY THE REMOUHC
pF U HCHES AQD REPWCED BY P PARICIWG LoTt THLS
15 0T ACEPTHBLE,



v
EAST SACHRARERTD (VIPROVELEMTY ASSOCIATION 1/2~
[ ’-) L‘(\\/ F0 :.},"/
L SUA T

SACRAMENTO, CALIFOMHNIA 85819

gepT 19, 1180
3, J SIREET CoRrEDOE
| THE - BOSRESS DISTRICT 60 THE T ST (0 Dz,
1S {BTEIWDDED FUZ SMALL IBUSIREGSES , THET J ST -
COIZRADGI BTUOY THPLEHEOTED A GepnsnAt Douuy)
ZORR G FeR AL PROPERTY T0 ENHANCE THE
WHLTY 0F LIFG . WE VIEW T ST AS pue
COWLTL Q0 AW — . -
K PL/‘I THOS THERE SHooWw BT PoamZove
N w . - :
ROT M UP" 200006 . THIS DEVELEPMEL - re |
L_l%m-é)c? ‘i)%:o’:[,ml: (O TEM De N 00 ‘\\‘ (0 TOO
) ENDeDd "PURPoses.

Y. TE;A?F(C

Tt‘fe_. Ai?DlTLO’UF)L TRAFEC ARD PRIREIIS G Prp:
CELERATED BY TihsS DedeLoPMe T LU(LLL'; 0
DETRHMHEUTAL YO THE NEloHROR vooD e

> =
SLENS

5. PREVIOVS Commséion, PELSI0K)

THE COH (55100 Pizeui

SPELRL PERMIT EOR ARG G, op TS Shive

PROPERTY wite THE Sopi=
YME 2O ERS
SHOULD DO 50 Bepi), €S, Noy

THAL NOU

YZ,\(/\L }\\:[\{ \\) \{Q[(U/V\ ' \)l(‘g PIZES( NEUT
SIST SHRAMEITE TP AssorhTioe
o4y 3¢H g ~
SNCTO OL G58UL o

v




CITY OF SACRAMENTO ¢/, [z,

“./

Cit .';.LE""QD 0 ‘I"L‘ :
ot SALRAME
CITY PLAING COMMISSON g, 5 MEKTo
L P 4w Py
0CT 11380 ui.
CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
725 *J" STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIF. 95814R E C E ﬂ V E MARTY VAN DUYN
TELEPHONE (916) 449-5604 PLANNING DIRECTOR
September 25, 1980
,(9c JO-T# 50
MEMORANDUM . F/’ /% /{) 2,
TO: Lorraine Magana
FROM: Jan Mirrio

SUBJECT: Request to Set Public Hearing

Please schedule the following item for public hearing on October 14,
1980. All necessary support material is attached.

P-9161 Appeal of Environmental Coordinator's decision to
file a Negative Declaration on a Special Permit to
utilize 0.3+ acre with four existing residences
(to be removed) in the R-1 Zone for a parking lot
in conjunction with a proposed 6,850+ square foot
medical office building. -

Location: Southwest corner of S5lst and J Streets
APN: 008-162-04, 05, 06, 07, 21, 22

jm

Attachments




SACRAMENTO ClTY PLANN\NG DEPARTMENT

Application Information Application taken. by/date:SD
- Project Location__Southwest corner of 51st & J Streets PNO ~ 9161
Assessor Parcel No. 008-162-21,22,04-07 '
Owners John Dandretta & Antonet Domich Phone No.
Address 5050 J Street & 4019 Dover Street
Applicant Walter W. Rohrer, Carissimi Associates Phone No. 352-3171
Address 1515 River Park Drive, Sacramento 95815
Signature ' C.P.C. Mtg. Date 9-25-80
REQUESTED ENTITLEMENTS . : ACTION ON ENTITLEMENTS Filing
' Commission date Council date Fees
&J Environ. Determination $ A0.00
[J General Plan Amend . $
. . ' Res_
O Community Plan Amend ‘ $
( L
Res. '
O Rezone $
: Ord
&) Tentative Mop to combine 6 gx]stmg lots into $ 205.00
- 1 _parcel
- Res.
Kl Speciol Permit to utilize .3+ ac. with 4 residences $ 2%0.00
& accessory str‘ucst_gres (to be removed) in R-1 zone¥ .
; Py n a- ;
bldg. in C-2 zone %as a parking lot
[ Variances : : 4
[ Plon Review $
O PUD ‘ . : $
K1 Other__posting & notification . , : $ _36.00
4 FEE ToTAL $ (2[00
Sent to Applicant:_ - By: 5 RECEIPT NO. § ) T
(] Sec. to Planning Commission .
Key to Entitlement Actions | By/dote 15 /B0
R - Ratified D - Denied : |AF - Intent to Approve based on Findings of Fact
Cd - Continued RD - Recommend Denial AFF- Approved based on Findings of Fact
A - Approved RA - Recommend Approval RPC- Return to Planning Commission
AC - Approved W/conditions RAC-Recommend Approval W/conditions CSR~- Condition Indicoted on attoched Staff Report

AA- Approved W/amended conditions RMC-Recommend Approval W/amended conditions

©

NOTE: There is a thirty {30) consecutive day appeal period from dote of approval.Action authorized by this document shall not be
conducted in such 0 monner as to consitute a public nuisance.Violation of any of the foreqolng conditions will consitute grounds for revocation

of this permit.Building permits are required in the event any building construction is ptanned.The County Assessor is notified of actions

taken on rezonings,special permits and variances. . P 0 9 1 61

Gold- opplicont receipt White-applicant permit  Green-expirotion book  Yellow-department file Pink- permit book
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ENTO IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION
EAST SACRAMENT G BOX 19147 /s
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95819

SEPT 14,1980

SACRAMEUTO MY PLALNING
COMMISSION
NS J STeeeT

SHACRAHEWTD, CALLE.
DEAR HIR. LuM

THE CGAST SACRAMENTO TMPRONEMEWT ASSCLIATG
STROVELY OPPOSES THe PROPOSED MEOI(AL BLD G
AT 51T AUD J STREET. OUR REASORS AkEe :

|, A SPECIAL PERM (T FOR PARKIN G ON R-) LOTS tS
PRACILCALLY THE SAHE AS A (-] 200G

IT HAS BEN COR EXPERIENCE THAT THESE PERM T
ARE NRUER REJOKED AMD THE ReSIDEUTIAC LOT <

ARE (OST FEREVER. [ FACT WHAT O0FTEW 6LCURS (S
B SUBSEQUT T EXPARSIOL ABD REQUEST To RE>CLE
TO (-1 LSIB6 THE REASOO THAT “ TS & PARIUNG (DT
RIYIORY, 90 OLE WILL B A HOUSE THeRe"

2. DEs A PARKUAGE LoT EQUAL FOVNR denes ?

60T oF THE REAL TRACDITS 0F TrHIS DEVELLPMENT
VS THAT THE (HARACTER OF THE NEILHHIOOR HOOD
Wi BE PERMANEITLY ALTERED BY THE REMOJUAC
oF Y4 HOMES. AND REPACED BY P PARICIVG LoT: THLS

19 OT ACEPTABLE, ‘

/4L



EAST SACRAMENTPO 5mgg)?¥ge1|)£7eur ASSOCIATION 'l/L
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95819

| gepT 19, 17%0
3. J STREET CORRIDOR

THE BOSIPESS DISTRICT 6 THE T SIT ORIZIOOR.
1S IUTELDED FO2 SMALL BUSINESSES, TiE” J ST,
ORIADOR. STUDY IHPLEHETED A CENERAL Dowg
ZOLIN G FCR ALL PROPEDRTY TO ENHANCE THE
QUAULTY oF LUEFE. WE VIEW T ST AS Od&

(OLTI VI AVD THE SAMHE PRINUPLES SHoVLD
PPRLY . THUS THERE SHOUWD BE Dowd o6
ROT “UP" 20106 . THIS DEVELOPMNERNT (§ TOO
LARLE OFOIT THE (VTEMDED "PURPDSES.

Y. TRAFRC

. e—— - THE ADDITIOLAL TRAFFLC AND P

! , { RRUNG P, 3

i e OEWIERATED BN THHS DedeLOPMEIUT w‘lLLBEMBLm)
DETROHEUTAC YO THE NEILHEROR oot

-

5. PREVIOS COMMSSIOL DELLSION

THE COHUM(55100) PReEVIBUSLY DERLIED A
SPELIAL PERMIT FOR PARKIGEG of THIS SAME

PROPERTY WiTHr THE SAME oWwe
SHOULD D0 50 AomtL), 1o

- !

THAOL NOU

RULC 1A \{Ql(kw\ Ve WeesDenT

S st SHRRMETE Tp. ASSoUATon
gy 3¢ & -

SACTO CRL 4586






SR . NOTICE OF APPEAL

e OF THE -

. DECISION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR'
TO THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL:

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

K Filing a Negative Declaration
[0 Requirement of an Environmental TImpact Report
[J Other
For (P-9lk! ) *PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT*
PROJECT PROPOSAL: SPECIAL PERMIT _TD UT!U%E A MRE Wimd FeopR
. EswenieEs (To BE pemoved) i) R-) 2008 For, A FARKIO G LOT 1)
ELIVCTICL) W TH (OVSTRYTICY OF 085D SR FOT OFFICE BLDG.
PROJECT ADDRESS: SOUTH WEST (orper oF S5\ < 7" sr
Assessor's Parcel No. 0638 -lb2 - oY 05,06 07, 21,22
OWNER:_J ."DAUDFZET'[AM sb3ad g St 2 A DomicHd Helq DeveRr ST

phone
Mailing Address: .
. City (zip code)
 APPLICANT/AGENT: WRALTER. ROHRER :
‘ ‘ , , phone
Mailing Address:___ 1515 RWER PARK DRIE 95%15
4 City (2ip code)

GROUNDS FOR APPEAL: (Explain in Detail and use a separate sheet if necessary
SEE ATTAGHHED T

APPELLANT: _EAST SACRAMENTD IMPROJEMENT ASHC

phone

Mailing Address:__ 1O4Y 3¢H - Shao O QS:gl(/)

City (zip code)
APPELLANT SIGNATURE‘ uﬁ/;(‘)(}{ /2 / 4F )ka([M(/L/ UL{Q,FJSDate. 925120
FILING FEE: $3$. 00 & R{ecelpt No. S 4{D Date Received Q[iSjSO By T ™M

RECEIVED BY CITY CLERK (DAY/TIME STAMP) Rev. L/79

R e
AT Favrhogh

O ey L
(ST R I VIR

RECEIVED



“

S EAST SACRAMENTO IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION l/l
RTINS P.O. Boxwwg
L SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95819

| o 9las5]80
APPEAL OF REGATIIE DECLARATION
EiR QUESTIONRNAIRE (P a1k))

OEFICE BLDG AT 513 T

The €ast Saramento Jﬁhpmoemen‘i‘ Asseuation
appeals the negate declaration ot the EIR
Questionnaire becavse we believe the character
orthe nagh borhood will be serossly aduerselgl
alfected bythe mremoval of 4 hemes and ther
rcplacew\én‘t‘ it a Par\lung lot. Tn addition the
ncreased trathe noise, and parking problems also

represent importont adverse aHects T the neighbor.
nood, This 15 Sopported by the findings of the

Commission sttt report,

\

We belwewe there wre signchcant errors and

nynderstatements” ot the “adverse impact ot this
project as wsell as-signiticant errors regarding
+he progect’s potential benetits: Speq_-hwl\j:

{. Sec._hon Ny (‘2 —-C,OW\W\U(“ Bene+\+$

wp,\d\sagt‘-_?_e. :{l\fﬁ\t— "‘mprooefboaes‘*ke"f‘ws
wll res an efre 13 po toondation In
fact regarding the need Yor “add tiongl
meduwal ottice space ~

Q. We disagree writh the necctie declaratiens
T the followaing guestions in Section XA.

13. ilY\-tSSlonS
20, hmsc
21. tratfe |
22. tratfic hazards
13. parkng
24. h'ouSIr)'ﬁ :
© .25, d-tSlocq“hon of people.
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EASTSACRAMENTOIMPROVEMENTASSOCIATION | 'f,?/'
P.O. BOX 191:+9 -l
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95819

2. a\fcr plannecl vse otthe area
2. aesthetic efHect

37 dsropt physical arrange ment of commonity
38 thange character of immedicte area
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

LORRAINE MAGANA

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK CITY CLERK
918 | STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
CITY HALL ROOM 203 TELEPHONE (916) 4498428

October 15, 1980

East Sacramento Improvement Association
George R. McWilliam, Vice President
1044 - 38th Street

Sacramento, CA 95816

Dear Mr. McWilliém:

On October 14, 1980, the City Council heard your appeal from

the Environmental Coordinator's decision to file a Negative
Declaration on a Special Permit to utilize 0.4+ acre in R-1

zone with four existing residences for a parking lot in con-
junction with porposed 6,860 square foot medical office building
in the General Commerical C-2 Zone, vicinity of Southwest Corner
of 51st Street and J Street.

The Council adopted by motion its intent to deny the appeal
based on Findings of Fact which are attached.

Sincerely,

N

nne Mason
Deputy City Clerk

AM/mm/27
cc: Planning Department
Encl.




