July 20, 1983

Feature Homes, Inc.
1129 College Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

Dear Gentlemen:

On July 19, 1983, the Sacramento City Council heard your appeal
from City Planning Commission action regarding Negative
Declaration on Center Parkway Apartments.

The Council adopted the enclosed copy of the Findings of Fact
denying the appeal; referred the to City Planning Commission to
hear July 28, 1983,

Sincerely,

Lorraine Magana
City Clerk

LM/km/35

cc: Planning Department
KASL Consulting Engineers, Inc.
4200 N. Freeway Boulevard, #1B
Sacramento, CA 95834
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July 14, 1983

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: Appeal of Environmental Coordinator's decision to prepare a Negative
Declaration on Center Parkway Apartments (P83-143)

LOCATION: Southwest corner of Mack Road and Center Parkway
SUMMARY

The proposed Center Parkway Apartments project requires amending the General Plan,
amending the Community Plan, rezoning the subject site from Single Family to Garden
Apartment, and plan review. The Environmental Coordinator prepared an Initial
Study and determined that the proposed project would not have significant adverse
environmental impacts in which a Negative Declaration was filed with the City
Clerk. Prior to the City Planning Commission action on the proposed project, an
appeal of the Negative Declaration was filed because the appellant believes that
the project will have quite a negative effect on schools, and police protection.

Staff recommends the appeal be denied and the project returned to the Planning
Commission for action.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

On May 5, 1983 an application was submitted to construct a 332 unit apartment
complex on 15 vacant acres. The request required: amending the General Plan from
Hospital to Residential land uses; amending the Valley Hi Community Plan from
Hospital to Medium Density Residential land uses; rezoning from Single Family (R-1)
to Garden Apartment-Review (R-2B-R); and Plan Review for a 332 unit apartment

complex.
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The Planning Department prepared an Initial Study, as required by CEQA, to identify
and evaluate the project's potential impacts on the environment. The Initial Study
stated that the proposed project would not create any significant adverse
environmental impacts on the land, air, water, plants, animals, substantial change
in land uses (the site is designated for urbanization), as well as substantially
increasing traffic. On June 13, 1983 the Environmental Coordinator filed a
Negative Declaration (a statement finding that there will not be a significant
environmental effect) on the proposed project with the City Clerk. An appeal was
filed on June 23, 1983 opposing the Environmental Coordinator's Negative
Declaration determination. The appellant's grounds for the appeal are that there
is significant feeling in the community that this project will have quite a
negative effect on resources; e.g., school, protection (police), etc.

The following discussion is provided in response to the appeal:

1. Urbanization of the Site: The subject site is currently designated and zoned
for residential development in which 106 dwelling units could be developed.
The proposed land use was not considered to be a significant alteration
because the subject site is designated for urbanization in the City's General
and Community Plans for a hospital and rezone for residential.

2. Traffic: A 1980 traffic counts for Center Parkway and Mack Road near this
location was 6,200 vehicles per day (VPD) and 8,200 VPD, respectively. The
intersection, therefore, accommodates 14,400 VPD which is less than its
capacity of approximately 40,000 VPD. The traffic generation for the subject
site for R-1 land use is 1,060 VPD compared to the proposed project of 1,992
VPD. The additional 932 VPD would not be a significant increase to the
existing roadway system.

3. Schools: The difference between the student generation for R-1 and the
proposed project is estimated to be 4 additional students from the subject
site which should not significantly affect the school system.

4. Municipal Services: The subject site is already being serviced by police,
fire, waste removal, water, sewer and drainage. The increase between the R-1
and proposed project, a difference of 226 dwelling units, is not considered
significant.

The proposed project will have temporary or short-term construction impacts such as
construction dust and equipment emissions, noise and truck traffic; however, these
are not considered to be significant adverse environmental impacts. The project
will have some minor incremental cumulative impacts such as increase in traffic,
schools, and municipal services; however, these additions do not exceed their
capacity and therefore are not considered significant adverse environmental
impacts.

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

Plan (Exhibit A), Location Map (Exhibit B), Proposed Site Plan (Exhibit C), the
Appeal (Exhibit D) and the Negative Declaration (Exhibit E).
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REC UMMENDATION

The staff recommends the City Council deny, the appeal, adopt the attached Findings
of Fact, and return the project to the Plahning Commission for consideration on
July 28, 1983.

pectfully submitted,

arty Van Duyn
Planning Directo

RECUMMENDATION APPROVED:

) Alipe

Walter J. Slipe, City' Manager

MVD:CC:cp/wpiq ngy !9, 1983
Attachments District No. 7
P83-143
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In the matter of an appeal by Laurie Jones of ) NOTICE OF DECISION
the Environmental Coordinator's decision to )
file a Negative Declaration on General and ) AND
Community Plan amendments, rezoning and plan )

)

3

review for property located at the northeast FINDINGS OF FACT

corner of Mack Road and Center Parkway (P83-143)

The City Council, having held a public hearing on July 19, 1983, and having
reviewed and considered the oral and written evidence presented and received at
said hearing, the Initial Study, and the report from the Planning Department,

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 CEQA Guidelines, and
Sacramento City Environmental procedures.

2. The Initial Study did not identify any significant adverse environmental
affects on the land use, street system, school and municipal services.

3. The proposed project is consistent with the overall infill and urbanization
policies, goals, and objectives of the 1974 General Plan, 1968 Valley Hi
Community Plan, and the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance of the City of
Sacramento.

MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

U SO A
BY THICTv Clu .

JUL 19 i

P83-143 s OFFICE uF THE
7q : CITY CLERK
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DECISION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL COORDIN R 5’5

TO THE -SACRAMENTO CITY CdUNCIL:

T do hereby make application to appeal the decision of the Environmental

Coordinator of:
JZI Filing a Negative Declaration
[[J Requirement of an Environmental Impact Report

[] oOther

¥PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT*

- progECT rROPOSAL: PRS- /U D

prOJECT ADDRESS:_ W Cbrnov Mol ?\DOA/‘JQM@/Y ‘%/rb)llxox
Assessor's Parcel No.

owner:_ g hupve ‘%vms lV\Q FonS
‘Mailing Address: ?Ei (LC)(LQQQ ?QH)Q/WJJL' Si]f\ Ebﬁkl_(;4

(zip code)

APPLICAm‘/AGENi‘: m )’7@(“ (\)S 1< Stene.

phone

S —
Mailing Address: OO0y I 1230 4Ax X F< L>“’ _
) City zip code

GROUNDS FOR AFPEAL: (Explaln in Detail and use a separate sheet. if necessary)

TMW 13 erahﬁ Ql/\/dt ol P W
/W\C&{“ s 'DYD\@OT w,ﬁj J/\oupe audd o }

_iyeet on vwowees 0.6, Schodl sq rofedhiom (polyce

APPELLANT. [ AN \vaog, n
one

Mailing Address: - (DD %GY&FD{ W Qﬁ%g

N City (zip code)

APPELLANT (&'52;@4 gﬂz>(f7\03 )_( LP\U @1t JONSS -
FILING FEE: °I@RE Dak&"relel ‘E’ed_.é/ZJ.,&BYﬁQ.

] by Applicant  $625.00 - -
| P - Rev. 5/82

. /fii\by Third Party: 40.00

RECEIPT NO. _7( 6 (4 COPIES REQUIRED) : MVD-
HY

P- 45443 - Wy
Mnm—@ww
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO RECEIVED
CUIYY CLERKS DFFICE
CVV(OFSACRAMEH!O-N~

NEGATIVE DECLARATION Jon 13 1149 iH'93

The Environmental Coordinator of the City of Sacramento, California,
a municipal corporation, does prepare, make, declare, and publish this
Negative Declaration for the following described project:

?83-143 Amend 1974 General Plan from Hospital to Residential for 15+ vac. ac.
Amend 1968 Valley Hi Community Plan from Hospital to Medium Density Residential
for 15¢ vac. ac. Rezone 6% vac. ac. from Single Family (R-1) zone to Garden
Apartment-Review (R-2B-R) zone Plan Review for a 332 unit apartment complex
located on 15+ vac. ac. in the Garden Apartment-Review (R-2B-R) zone.
Loc: SW cor. of Mack Road & Center Parkway APN: 117-011-24

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

An Environmental Impact Report is not required pursuant to the
Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (Division 13 of the Public 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 California Administrative Code and pursuant 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, 927 10th Street, Sacramento, CA 95814.

Marty Van Duyn

Environmental Coordinator of the
City of Sacramento, California,
a municipal corporation

By : {/44(;/ ./Z\om

Rev. 1/81

82143 a_
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INITIAL STUDY

1. NameJof Proponent /ﬁé&l. C}xoulltnq

CITY OF SACRAMENTO

Planning Oepartment

927 10th Strect, Ste.

Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 449-5604

514#%4&45 é&(

2. AddrfSS and Phone Number of Proponent

Yoep A/ ﬁl(aw

Sie.

3. Date”of Checklxst Submxtted

£

Agendy Requiring Checklist

$. Nameiof Proposal, if applicable
) ALz

g(:'”/é
S- 25 43
Sacramento City Plan. Dept.
Hlen, e

ENVIRONHﬁN‘I‘AL IMPACTS
(Explanat1ons of all "yes" and "maybe'" are

1. Earfh;

Instable earth conditions or in
s in geologic substructures?

Will the proposal result in:

'isruptxons. displacements, com-
paction or overcovering of the soil?

¢. iChange in topography or ground
sur& ce relief features?

d. :fThe destruction, covering or
modxﬂxcatxon of any unique geologic
or physxcal features?

e. y increase in wind or water
erosibn of soils, either on or off
thelsxte’

f. Changes in deposition or erosion
of beach sands, or changes in
sxltntxon, 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. Exposure of people or property to

geologzc hazards such as earthquakes,

landslides, mudslides, ground failure,
or similar hazards?

2. Air. Will the proposal result in:
a. Substantial air emissions or
deterioration of ambient air quality?

b. The creaticen of objectionable
odors?

<. CAlteration af ailr rovemnent,
moisture or temperature, Or any
change in climate, cither locally
or regiona!ly,”

n/1

provided)
YES MAYBE NO

\

\,

NI

N

NN RANEEN

oo

-
v,

Will

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

\.ater. the proposal result in: R

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

¢. 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?

c. 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
result in:

a. 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)?

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

Rev. 8-79
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10.

11.

12.

13.

n/e

<
(3]
v

1
¢: 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“uildlife habitat?
Noise. Will the proposal result in:

a.! Increases in existing noise
levels?

b. Exposure of people to severe
noise levels?

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

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

I .
Natural Resources.
proposal result in:

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

b, Substantial depletion of any
nonrenewable natural resource?

wWill the

Risk.of Upset. Does the proposal
involve a risk of an explosion or
tha 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 population? _

Housing. Will the proposal affect
existing housing, or create a
demand for additional housing?

Traﬁsportation/Circulation.
the proposal result 1in:

will

a. | Generation of substantial addi-
tional vehicular movement?

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

¢. Substantial impact upon exist-
ing transportation systems?

d. Alterations to present patterns
of circulation or movement of
people and/or goods?

MAYBE

NO
P
P
4.
L
_
L,
7
15.
7
7
16.
_{,
e
e
___// 17.
r

L

e. Alterations to waterborne, rail
or air traffic?

f. Increase in traffic hazards 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
facflities?

e. Haintenance of public facili-

ties, including roads?

f. Other governmental services?

Energy. Will the proposal result in:

a. Use of substantial amounts of
fuel or energy?

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

Utilities. Will the proposal result in
a need for new systems, or

substantial alterations to the
following utilities:

a. Power or natural gas?
b. Communications systems?
c. Water? '

d. Sewer or septic tanks?
e. Storm water drainage?

f. Solid waste and disposal?

Human Health.
result in:
a. Creation of any health hazard or

potential health hazard (excluding
mental health)?

Will the proposal

b. Exposure of people to potential
health hazards?

Rev. 8-79
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) YES
Aesthetics. Will the proposal result
in the obstruction of any scenic
vista or view open to the pubdblic,

or will the proposal result in the
creation of an aesthetically offensive
site open-to pudblic view?

Recreation. Will the proposal

result injan impact upon the

quality opf quantity of exist-

ing recregtional opportunities?
Archaeological/Historical. Will

the proposal result in an alteration
of a significant archaeological or
historical site, structure, object

or building?

Mandatory. 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 periods of California
historyrqr prehistory?

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

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

c. 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 those impacts on the environment
{s significant.)

d. Does the project have environ-
mental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on

human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

MAYBE

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

The applicant's Environmental Questionnaire is att s
supplemental information. atrached as

N

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

Date

1 find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant

effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wil

be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project coul
significant effect on the environmznt{ thereuwgl?a;:tabe
a significant effect in this case because the mitigation
measures described on an attached sheet have been added t.
the project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED.

1 find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect

on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required.

S~ 28543

; (SigRaturey o
Rev. 8-79
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

Planning Department
927-10th Street, Suite 300

Sacramento,CA 95814
ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONNAIRE Tel. 916 - 4hg-560h

This document is part of an Initial Study that will facilitate environ-
mental assescment by identifying potentially adverse environmental
impacts and analyzing proposed mitigation measures that may reduce sig-
nificant environmental impacts. More definitive and factual information
will assist the Planning Department in evaluating the project's impacts.
Additional information mey be required to complete en Initiel Study.

a
|

P 83143 ~ FOR OFFICE USE ONLY Y
RCEC No.___ - Rec'd. byfbusn on__S 78 Jcre Hearing Date (9@5
[ |

8 O Gen. Plan (Exist) [0 Special Permit
(] Amend to: [J Variance
B O Comm. Plan (Exist) 0 Subdivision Modification il
i Amend to: ' ] Tentative Ma |
§ [ Rezone 4 Other — e, e > ]
T L L L L T L N T T T I T Y Y Y 1" Y v 7 7 = o a aell
* PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE * O 3D 59 25

PROJECT PROPOSAL: e /7/411 o, ,75/ 04#/40/71/011/ 0[2{

. 2 228
PROJECT ADDRESS: Spr A evest (otper Hack’ B € (Cuior B ey
4 : d

Asseséof's Parcel No. (L7 -0/ -z &L

OWNER: __fog Avr o fomws Lo ' 707 545 5356
. 4 _ Telephone
Mailing-Address: /27 Lofbnr How. %7/4_ oca Py
N Odern ﬂﬂ}/}/ﬂd A Arek Foe City (2ip Code)
.APPLICAN@ AASL Lopsa/fong Erprmmeers Loc. 929 -5/22
. _ /7 7 Telephone
Mailing Address: £200 M Swriny Bl *18  Sacss 25 & T4
) City (Zip Code)

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

I. Existing Conditions: : .
A. Project Land Area (sq. ft. or acres) /5.2 2 Aeres
B. Project Parcel: Present Zoning Pz g R Proposed Pz g £
C. Project Site Land Use: Undeveloped (vacant) s Developed
If developed, briefly describe extent (type use of structures:

photograph acceptable) 4/«

D. Existing surrounding land uses & zoning within 300 feet (type,
intensity, height, setback)

Land Use Zoning
North oy, fpends £-3
South 57,0/ Afam /oy ' L=/
Bast_ /4 it mnents’ 7 ohccd -3
West 7 prca PIE/JQ,/
-10-




ITI.

III.

VI.

A. Slope of Property:*{JFlat or- Sloping O Rolling D e
Hilly (O Steep
*Submit contour map, or show contours on site plan.

B. Are there any natural or man-made drainage channels through or
adjacent to the property: 2? . If yes, show on site plan
and explain: AJQQ

C. Describe changes in site contours resulting from site grading
plans: __ feglio A/

D. Type and amouK{»of soil to be moved Monor zamﬁ 2 on Z:ﬁé 4
Location moved to or from: ;7

A. Number, 1ocat10n and type of existing trees on project parcel (show
on site Plan)_ #ora e

B. Number, size, type, and location of trees being removed (show on
site pla.n) NWon s

A. Number and type of structures to be remaved as a result of the

project:** A/, ~

Are any structures occupied? 42& ‘. If yes, how many

C. 'If residential units are being removed, indicate number of
dwelling units included: /4
*¥* Show all structures on site plan by. type, and whether occupied.
Also indlcate those to be removed.

w

A. Will the project require the extension of or new municipal
services: 1i.e.,

Water No ¢ Yes City/County Health No « Yes
Sewer No ¢ Yes Police ' No .~ Yes
Drainage No . Yes Fire No ¢ Yes
Parks No ¢~ Yes School : No ¢ Yes

‘ Waste Removal No ¢ Yes

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

_Progect Characteristics
A. “Building size (in sq. ft.)_Greaud Covepige L300 SF.
7 .

B. Building height 3/
C. Building site plan: (1) building coverage 2 O %
2) landscaped area el 54 %
3) surfaced area Z26
5 Total....oeeevennnn 100%
D. Exterior Building colors carfL 7/oﬂ€

E. Exterior Building materials—z/,a/(am/.';,/,a,( ; ex erior meson,te 5}0/7

1If waiver form is 31gned clearance(s) from agency/department is not

necessary for "no" answers at this time.
2Must also be shown on submitted plans.

-11-
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F. 1. Proposed construction starting date /«,. /T7E 3
_ estimated completion date ég[7§ /95
2. Construction phasing (if the project a gZomponent of an

overall larger project, describe the future phases or

extension.. Show all phases on -site plan).
g

7
G. Total number of parking spaces required 73 & Provided S oo

H. What type of exterior lighting is proposed for the project
(height, intensity): Building area: 4/ S siwm aier. &°

Parking area: < ot O
I. Estimate the total construction cost for the project izZ‘Z' ,
VII. Residential Project - QNLY! Total Dwelling Units 33 Z

Total Lots /

A. Number of dwelling units:
/VA% Two Family /4///4-

Single family

Multiple family F 3 2 Condominium P
B. Number of dwelling units with: '
One bedroom 5O Two bedrooms 2s &
Three. bedbrooms O Four or More Bedrooms o
C. Approximate price range of units: §$ AZéf to $ /7
D. Number of units for Sale Non e Rent 2/

-VIII. Commercial, Industrial, Instltutional, or other project (if project
Is only res:.dentlal 3o not answer this section).

A. Type of use(s)’ . :
. Oriented to: Regional , City / Nelghborhood

B. Hours of operation ]’ [ /

A .
* C. If fixed seats invol how/ man
D. If assembly area w ut fAxed fe ts, state designed capac1ty
_ Sq. Ft. of s

Describe 1oad1ng f ciIities
E. Total number of emplo

F. Anticipated number of employees per shift
G. Community benefits derived from the project

IX. A. Why is the project Justified now rather than reserving the option
for other alfernatives in the future? (e.g. economic condition,
community demand) '

TBore 15 @ cipreaZs oeotgad /'/ a#//fé" /ﬁu/gé
//ﬂ//fﬁ Da/A(‘a/ // [{/LZI “ o yf H/;YIJI /

B. Objectives of proposed project
Za _crea e qger Aﬁ e Zal //z;uorf e

Jatyn/ %;4 Aj/ A‘é /. 01177“ _2 z/nc arefa, -

-12-



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).

<

¥

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 No.

YN
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10.
11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

in regard to the following questions:

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; drailnage canal, slough
or ditch; existing or planned parks, lakes,
- B o oo o 213 I

Directly or indirectly disrupt or alter an
archaeological site over 200 years old; an

historic site, building, object or struc-
turev -.o'ncococoaoooo-ooocoooo.o.o-.-otoo'

Displace, compact, or cover sOoils?.....q...

Be developed upon fiil or unstable soils?.

‘Reduce "prime" agricultursl acreage?......

Affect dnique,'rare or endrangered specles

of animal or plant?,. .. eereiiaencencnncas

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

® 8 s 000000000

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

Modify or destory any unique natural features
(e.g. mature trees, riparian habitat)? ....

Expose people or structures to geologic

“hezards (e.g. ‘earthquakes, ground failures

or similar hazards)? .e.eveeeecersoaccncene s

Alter air movement, moisture, temperature,
or change elimate either locally or re-
gionally? .-.on.-...o-ooo-.-aoo.-oo.‘-u.atn.

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

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? .......... ceeseesestrsasan . oo

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?

-14-

‘. To the best of the applicant's knowledge, evaluate the project's impacts :335

If yes, discuss

No Yes degree of. effect
v
2
v 5/3/@« r Parkieg
v
V
|
v
7
e
V
e
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Ne No

17. .

T wisr wie rL1ugecce. (Lconea. )

Encourage activities which result in the
increased consumption of water or use of

. water in a wasteful manner? ,...... ceene

18.

19.

20.

21.

Contribute emissions that may violate
existing or projected ambient air quality

standards? ...cccccee ceocesses cseecsene

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

Increase the existing noise levels (traf-
fic or mechanical) or adversely impact
adjacent areas with noise?......c0ceceee

Generate additional vehicular traffic
beyond the existing street capacity thus
creating a traffic hazard or congestion
on the immediate street system, or alter

"present ctirculation patterns? ..........

22.
23.
ol
25.

26.
27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

Increase trafric hazards to motor vehicles,
bicyclists or pedestrians?...ieeeceveecece

Affect existing parking facilities or gen-
erate dgmand for additional parking?....

Affect existing housing or generate a de-

Induce substantial growth or alter the
location distribution, density or growth

rate of the human populatioqﬂof'gqsareaz .

= 0 3

Result in the dislocation of péople?....

Result in a substantial alteration of the
present  or planned land use of an area?.

Increase demand for municipdl 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? .....iiiiiiiiinnnns ceeee

Produce significant amounts of solid waste
or litter? .....ciiiiiieennn.. Ceeerssenana

Violate adopted national, state, or local

standards relating to solid waste or litter

(a0 ¢ 8 v of o 2 I cessene

P
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If yes, discuss

No Yes degree of effect
{bx:”nymébx o¢/
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X.

32.

33.

34,

35.

36,
37.

38.

“O.

4.

u2,
43.
s,
bs.

L6.
24

A. Will the Project: (Contd). If yes, cliscuss::-;f5
S _ No Yes degree of effect

Involve the use, storage or disposal
of potentially -hazardous material such
as toxic, flammable, or explosive sub-
stances, pecticides, chemicals or radio- o
active materials? ........ teseessasasene

Encourage activities which result in the
use of large amounts of fuel or energy,

use fuel or energy in a wasteful manner,
or substantially increase consumption L
(of electricity, oil, natural gas)?.....

Increase the demand upon existing energy - : .
distribution network (SMUD, PG&E)? ..... v S sona.t 2 Pl
Obstruct a scenic view open to the public '

or create an aesthetically offensive site e
open to public view? .............0.00n,

Have substantially, demonstrable negative o
aesthetic effect? ......... ceresscavesse

Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement
of &n established Community? e & 00 0 00 00 o

Have any significant impact upon the existing
character of the immediate area(i.e. scale,
patterns, impalir integrity of neighborhoods, ¢~

etc' €0 0000000606000 c0es0eseeovacss00teO s O,

Have any detrimental effect on adjoining . 7o
areas or neighboring communities during Som € srcrre3Od Foss
an/or after construction? ......eceeecee ‘/ /eue/é’ﬂ’}””{""/ 0/"/7
: . . B O ) s oee. L m . a - i am creea C”"ﬁ“ (7‘(/4"’
Generate dust, ash, smoke fumes, or create -
‘objectionable odors in the project's , Aw»o/aﬂu%UP-SVAML
ViClnity? oo.oc-c.i.o.aoonooouoouooono.oo / &/lﬂ? ’/ﬂ./l"?

Produce glare or direct light where it is
not intended? ® ®© ¢ & 6 O 0 0 00 00 OO e e 8OO e e ‘/

Expose people to or create any health
hazard or potential health hazard (ex- s
cluding mental health)? ..ccieeeeeeceese

Affect the use of or access to existing
or proposed recreational area or navigable
Stream? .......... ® & & 0 & 0 08 0 09 0 0 00 00 0 s 0o

Conflict with recorded public easzments
"for access through or use of property with
in this project? ...ceeeeceeee cecone cese

Result in an impact upon the quality or
quanity of existing recreational opport- L
‘lr‘)ities'J ® & o 8 0 o0 l...'.I...OOI..’......I’.

Conflict with established recreationsal, A
educational, religious or sclentific v
uses Of the Area? ...eeeeeeeesseos S L 2

—_—



— e

35

X. A. Will the Project: (Contd) If yes, dis.'cuss.' .
) . : No Yes degree of effect

47. Generate public controversy? R ERRRE coe 7 ,' ' A 477463786f%a{

u8. conflict wiﬂh adopted plané and envir-
onmental goals of the City (l.e. general,
specific, community plans or elements?

1

L4Lg, Have the potential to degrade the quality
of the environment (i.e. land, air, water, L
plants, animals)? .....ciecerecvcccnonse

50. Achleve short-term environmental goals to
the disadvantage of long-term environmental
goals (e.g. leap-frog development or urban ;-
SPrawl)? ... iieteeieacancaanas cesesceas

51. Have a cumulative impact on the environ-
ment when related to existing or future v
Projects? .eieeereecens cesatsersessasane

52. Have environmental effects which will
cause adverse effects on human beings, v
either directly or indirectly? ..eeeeeee

B. List any and all mitigation measures proposed to reduce environmental
impacts (as-identified in the above questions) for the project.

A axrpi 20 Sands AR v=r NI pinuide mé124

AZL__;Z%}___ZCQFiLC5AZ§fLJﬁiﬁée?&" 5 7 .
Con '//t'/ %/IH}AAWLA&HI /”/)‘//JALIZO

Aorma f Mf'é// A;u/f

C. List proposed measures to limlt or reduce consumption of energy.

J{op{ ' f%& Loz %ﬂ/r S

B R

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

770 pko/'f’(fé
> —4- -

NOTE: Yes or no ahswers do not necessarily imply that an EIR will be
required for this project.

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

Sy - F3 /(ZM/V%Z‘;

DATE SIGNATURE 4, 2.,/ Scome
-17-




(6,7)

SPEAKER:
(11)

SPEAKER:
(12)

SPEAKER:

F5

OUTLINE OF APPEAL OF DECISION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
OF FILING A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ON THE SITE REVIEW PLAN
OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

P83-143 - Rezone Application by KASL Consulting Engineers, Inc.
Feature Homes
Pacific Scene

from R-1 : (24 -homes) to R-2B-R for 100.units of Center Parkway Apartments
a 332-unit complex located at intersection
of Mack Road and Center Parkway, SW corner

ORAL APPEAL TO BE MADE BY COMMUNITY MEMBERS AND HOMEOWNERS AT JUNE 19, 1983
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
SUPPORTED BY COUNCIL MEMBER TERRY KASTANIS

PRESENT HOMEOWNERS HAVE BEEN IN THE AREA A MINIMUM OF THREE YEARS.

WE CHECKED THAT ZONING OF ADJACENT PROPERTY WAS R-1 AT THE TIME OF HOME PURCHASE.
ZONING ORDINANCE PRIMARY REGULATION ENCOURAGES MOST APPROPRIATE USE OF LAND.
ZOMING ORDINANCE REGULATION #4 CONTROLS DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION.

IT IS - AN INTENT OF THE ZONING ORDINANCES TO HAVE BUFFERS BETWEEN "MORE INTENSE
LAND USES AND SINGLE FAMILY HOMES."

APPEALS SPECIFIC TO NEGATIVE DECLARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT:

1. REZONE WOULD SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE NOISE LEVELS, LIGHT GLARE, TRAFFIC
FROM THOSE LEVELS GENERATED BY CURRENT R-1 ZONING.
Eric Forsberg
2, REZONE WOULD SIGNIFICANTLY ALTER THE DENSITY OF THE HUMAN POPULATION.
CURRENT R-1 ZONE CALLS FOR 24 SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES; REZONE SITE PLAN CALLS
FOR 100 APARTMENT UNITS IN THIS SAME SPACE - AN INCREASE OF 300%.
Bill Butler
3. STRONGEST ARGUMENT: REZONE WOULD SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT THE EXISTING HOUSING,
ESPECIALLY THOSE HOUSES ON BAMFORD BORDERING THE PROPOSED PROJECT. REZONE
WOULD DESTROY THE INTEGRITY OF THE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME NEIGHBORHOOD BY
REDUCING PRIVACY AND INTRODUCING THE ANNOYANCES ATTENDANT IN HEAVIER
DENSITY AREAS. WE DIDN'T BUY INTO THE IDEA OF ADJACENT APARTMENTS WHEN
WE PURCHASED OUR HOMES.
Laurie Jones
WE DO FEEL APARTMENTS ARE A NECESSARY AND DESIRABLE COMPONENT OF THE AREA.
ALL FOUR CORNERS OF THE MACK/CENTER PARKWAY INTERSECTION WILL HAVE APARTMENTS.
WE FEEL THAT THIS IS ENOUGH AND THAT IS NO NEED TO PUT THEM RIGHT NEXT TO OUR
HOUSES, BASED ON SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT.

WE ASK" THE CONSIDERATION AND PROTECTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL.7' 1% %0l ™% ~
RUTCUIL RITIT

THIS IS BASICAQLY A "QUALITATIVE" APPEAL TO PRESERVE THE AESTHETICS OF OUR
QUALITY OF LIFE.
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SECTION 1: TITLE AND PURPOSE OF THE ORDINANCE

A,

COMPREHENSIVE ZONING PLAN: This Ordinance and its accompaning maps
shall be known as '"The Comprehensive Zoning Plan of the City of Sacramento''.
It is adopted as a further refinement of the Land Use Plan for Sacramento under
the provisions of the "Conservation and Flanning Law of the State of California'.

THE PURPOSE OF THESE REGULATIONS IS TO DO THE FOLLOWING:

1. Regulate the use of land, buildings, or other structures for residences,
commerce, industry, and other uses required by the community.

2. Regulate the location, height, and size of buildings or structures, yards,
courts, and other open spaces, the amount of building coverage permitted
in each zone, and population density, among other things.

3. Divide the City of Sacramento into zones of such ghape, size, and number
best suited to carry out these regulations, and to provide for their enforcement.

4. Ensure the provision of adequate open space for aesthetic and environmental
amenities.

THESE REGULATIONS ARE NECESSARY IN ORDER TO:

[ N

S
[ .)gl Encourage the most appropriate use of land.

XA

Conserve and stahlize the value of property.

Provide adequate open space for aesthetic and environmental amenities.
. C&@_{gﬂl_ihe»g]_i‘stribution of population.

Fromote health, sa‘fet'y and the general welfare.

(AR VI oV}

THIS ORDINANCE THEREFORE ESTABLISHES THE FOLLOWING ZONES: The
boundaries of which are shown upon the maps made a part of this Ordinance and
which are designated as the '"Official Zoning Maps''.

Single Family Zone: This is the most selective of residential zones, composed
chiefly of homes, and may have recreational, religious, and educational
facilities as the basic elements of a balanced neighborhood. Such areas
should be clearly defined and without encroachment by uses not performing

~ a neighborhood function. (33 Tfé'm,m{m I AR

R-1A Townﬁouse Zone: This is a zone intended to permit the establishment of

planned residential developments of the townhouse, row house, cluster
housing or common greenstrip concept in those areas of the City where low
density condominium type projects would be appropriate.

Two-Family Zone: This is a duplex zone providing most of the desirable
residential characteristics attributed to single family districts. [t is

intended to provide a low density residential buffer between more intense
land uses and single family homes.

-1-
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. garden apartments, courts, and group housing regulated so as to cover a

= ‘Garden Apartmght Zone:

primarily single family areas.

Garden Apartment Zone: This zone is designated to provide for low density

minimum of ground area and provide a maximum of open space comparable with
surroundlng neighborhoods.

This is a zone in which the principal use of the
land is for garden apartments. The 2zone is designed to offer a broader
range of land densities by providing an intermediate density between the
R-2A Garden Apartment Zone and the R-3 Light Den81ty Multiple Family Zone

densities.

Light Density Multiple Family Zone: This is a light density multiple family
zone generally located outside the central core of the City, adjacent to

The zone may also serve as a buffer along
major streets and shopping centers.

Light Density Mulfiple Family Zone: This is a light density multiple family
zone generally located inside the "01ld City" and in certain areas adjacent
thereto. This zone is established to provide development regulations that

are consistent with goals for various residential areas in the "0ld City."

In addition to residential uses, this zone may include public, semi-public, and
institutional uses after special review. (Ord. No. u4366-Fourth Series,
effective July 4, 1980) :

Medium Density Multiple Family Zone: This is a medium density multiple
family zone generally located adjacent to the R-5 high density multiple
family zone. Due to the tranc®tional character of these areas, semi-public,
institutional, and other uses may be permitted only after special review.

Medium Density Multiple Family Zone: The R-4A zone is a medium density
multiple family zone generally located inside the "0ld City" and in certain
areas adjacent thereto. The zone is established to provide additional
environmental amenities in developments within said area.

Heavy Density Multiple Family Zone: This is a high density multiple family
zone bordering the Central Business District. This is not entirely a resi-
dential zone, and may include public, semi-public, institutional, office,
and other transitional uses after special review.

Residential-Office Zone: This is a medium density multiple family zone,
generally located inside the "0ld City" and in certain areas adjacent
thereto and is established to provide additional environmental amenities in
developments within said area. The zone- permits development of office
buildings subject to the granting of a Special Permit by the Planning
Commission.

Office Building Zone: This is a zone designed to permit development of
business office centers, and institutional or professional buildings,
wherein the normal development of mixed commercial uses would not be
appropriate.

Shopping Center Zone: This is a general shopping center zone which provides
a wide range of goods and services to the community. This zone, however,
prohibits general commercial uses which are not compatible with a retail

shopping center.

Highway Commercial Zone: This is a zone in which the principal use of land
is for establishments offering accommodations or services to motorists, and
for certain other specialized non-merchandising activities. This zone will
ordinarily be located in appropriate areas along Federal and State Freeway
Routes or other highways or major streets of local jurisdiction.

-
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‘ P-¥3143
CITY OF SACRAMENTO RECZIVED 25

CY CLERwvs OFFICE
Ciiy oF S&CRAMENTO

Juv 27 2 oo PH *93

CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT MARTY VAN DUYN
927 TENTH STREET SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 PLANNING DIRECTOR
SUITE 300 TELEPHONE (916) 449-5604

June 27, 1983

MEMORANDUM D’p

TO: Lorraine Magana, City Clerk
FROM: Connie Petersen

SUBJECT: Request to Set Public Hearing

Please schedule the following item for thg founcil meeting:

P83-143 )Appeal of the Environmental Coordinator's decision to prepare a
. Negative Declaration for a 332 unit apartment complex known as
Center Parkway Apartments located at the .southwest corner of Mack
Road and Center Parkway. (D7)(APN: 117-011-24)
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SACRAMENTO CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Application Information Application taken by/date: 5/5/83
Project Location__SW cor. Mack Road & Center Parkway P 53-‘ /443
Assessor Parcel No. 117-011-24
Owners Feature Homes, Inc. Phone No.
Address 1129 College Ave., Santa Rosa, CA 95404
Applicant  KASL Consulting Engineers, Inc. Phone No. 929-8127
Address 4200 N. Freeway, Bl. #1B, Sacramento, CA 95834
Signature C.P.C. Mtg. Date 6/23/83
| REQUESTED ENTITLEMENTS ACTION ON ENTITLEMENTS Filing
) Commission date Council date Fees
Environ. Determination Neg Dec $
[J General Plon Amend _from Hospital to Residential $
for 15+ ac.
Res.
Community Plan Amend (Valley Hi) from Hospital $
( )1to Medium Density Residential for 15+ ac.
Res.
GJ Rezone __ 6+ ac. from R-1 to R-2B-R $
Ord
O Tentative Map $
“ Res
; 0O Special Permit $
(O variances 4
J Plan Review _for 332 unit apartment complex on $
15+ ac. in R-2B-R zone.
O PUD $

K1 Other_Appeal of Env. Coord. decision to pxepare $
Negative Declaration. (Appeal by Laurie Jones

FEE TOTAL $

Sent to Applicant: By: RECEIPT NO.

Date Sec. 1o Planning Commission By/date PB 83
Key to Entitlement Actions -
R - Ratified D - Denied IAF - 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/condition RAC-Recommend Approval W/conditions CSR- Condition Indicated on attached Staff Report

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

NOTE: There is a thirty {30) consecutive day appeal period from date of approval.Action authorized by this document shall not be
conducted in such a manner as to consitute a public nuisance.Viclation of any of the foregoing conditions will consitute grounds for revocation
of this permit.Building permits are required in the event any building construction is planned.The County Assessor is notified of actions

token on rezonings,special permits and varionces. P 5/3 ’/ ; /3

Gold - applicant receipt White- applicant permit  Green-expiration book  Yellow-department file Pink- permit book

_—

—_—
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TO THE SACIAMENTO CITY COUNCIL:
] do hereby make opplication Lo appeal the decision of the Environmental

Coordinator of':
JZi Filing a Negative Declaration
(] Requirement of an Environmental Impact Report

[] other

¥PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT*

prROJECT PROPOSAL: PRD 14D

PROJECT ADDRESS: O \W CbY nov- ,MO((“JL RDO&L\l CQ/\CGZM P@T h)ﬂ/d

Assessor's Parcel No.

ownEr:_ €0 fuave m lV\Q o
‘Mailing Address: ?Ei <;C) bQQQ ?QK)Q/YLUQ' E;]I\ jZIECk_(?%

/)5 (zip code)
APPLICAN'I‘/AG“‘NT' W ac &AV 1<
phone
: yara + :
Mailing Address:-ggzéégiiiii4éllzb“ R v>“/
i City zip code

GROUNDS FOR AFPEAL: (EXplaln in Detail and use a separate sheet if necessary)

Thore 13 szo\hﬁ ot @live m h Qo\xwva
Dot this ‘DYD\@QT o |Y ﬁ
_&eot on CPowmees 0.6 sahoéﬁl N prot 2o (police

APPELLANT. [,ga AAN D ij\QSL
phone

Mailing Address: K%S %Q‘»’Qﬂb’( W S%Zj-\

City (zip code)

' J
APPELLANT _( &'52 ; Q;«'g})(ﬂ@g ) ( LP\U @’& JONS )
FILING FEE: °IG@RE DaRENR MR Yed_ ¢ /23 By £r.

by Applicant 625.00 - -
Ij —3625.0 Rev. 5/82

- F by Third Party: 40.00

RECEIPT NO. 7L & ' (4 COPIES REQUIRED) : MVD

HY
P-£5i4 7> B T

cP),
MF~(Onig ina




CITY OF SACRAMENTO

LORRAINE MAGANA

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK CITY CLERK
915 | STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
CITY HALL ROOM 203 TELEPHONE (916) 448-5426

Feature Homes, Inc. July 7, 1983

1129 College Avenue

Santa Rosa, CA 95404

On June 27, 1983, the following matter was filed with my office to set a hearing
date before the City Council:

Appeal of the Envirommental Coordinator's decision to prepare a
Negative Declaration for a 332 unit apartment complex known as
Center Parkway Apartments located at the southwest corner of Mack
Road and Center Parkway. (D7) (APN: 117-011-24) (P-83143).

This hearing has been set for July 19, 1983, 7:30 p.m., Council Chamber, Second
Floor, City Hall, 915 "I" Street, Sacramento, California. Interested parties are
invited to appear and speak at the hearing.

Pursuant to Council Rules of Procedure 4.5, continuance of the above matter may be
obtained only by the property owner of the above property, applicant, or appellant,
or their designee, by submitting a written request delivered to this office no
later than 12:00 Noon the day prior to the scheduled hearing date. If written
request is not delivered to this office as specified herein, a continuance may only
be obtained by appearing before the City Council at the time of the hearing and
submitting a verbal request to the Council.

Any questions regarding this hearing should be directed to the City Planning
Department, 927 Tenth Street, Sacramento, California, phone 449-5604.

Sincerely,

/’//' - / 4
FTALR e Ll

Lorraine Magana éijf

ty Clerk

LM/sml
cc: (67) (P-83143)
KASL Consulting Engineers, Inc.



