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City Planning Commission ‘ Item # 1
Sacramento, California ' _ March 2, 1995
Members in Session: - ' Page 1

Subject: Jacinto créek Plannihg Area =~ Report backeon Planning
Commission Suggested Land Use Plan Alternatives (P93-142)

. : .
Background '

on February 16, 1995, Plannlng staff presented 1nformatlon on the
rational behlnd the land use recommendations and the consensus
process for the Jacinto Creek Planning Area (JCPA). At that
meeting Planning Commissioners suggested several land use changes
and requested that ‘staff return in two weeks with additional’
information on how these changes would be viewed by the Working
Group and City Staff and if the changes would trigger addltlonall
traffic studies or EIR analysis.

JCPA Land Use Plan Alternatives

Three maps are. attached for reference and Plannlng Commission
consideration. Attachments 1 and 2 show the two Land Use Plan
Alternatives that were discussed at the February 16th Planning
Commission. Attachment 1 includes all the changes suggested by
Commissioner Harvey. Attachment 2 shows the two changes that were
recommended by several Commission members. -Attachment 3  is the
Consensus Land Use Plan that was presented at previous Planning

Commission meetings. |
ok

Staff Evaluation

Prior to the March 2, 1995 Commission meeting; the Working Group
will meet to discuss the two land use alternatives. City Staff
will also review the alternatives and prepare’' preliminary
determinations for additional: work that would be needed to proceed
with the new alternatlves. .

i
Respectfully Submitted,

%mm:?“

BarbaravL. Wendt, Senlor Planner



~ ATTACHMENT 1 -
- PLANNING COMMISSION ALTERNATIVE
LAND PLAN FOR THE JACINTO CREEK PLANNING AREA
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. - ATTACHMENT 2 o
PLANNING COMMISSION ALTERNATIVE LAND USE
PLAN FOR THE JACINTO CREEK PLANNING AREA
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ATTACHMENT 3

~ CONSENSUS LAND PLAN FOR THE
JACINT(P GREEK PLANNING AREA
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ATTACHMENT 1
PLANNING COMMISSION ALTERNATIVE
LAND PLAN FOR THE JACINTO CREEK PLANNING AREA
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T  ATTACHMENT 2 .
PLANNING COMMISSION ALTERNATIVE LAND USE:
_ PLAN FOR THE JACINTO CREEK PLANNING AREA
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ATTACHMENT 3

'CONSENSUS LAND PLAN FOR THE
JACINTO CREEK PLANNING AREA

WORKING GROUP LEGEND
ACAES LAND USE

219 |LD ‘owcear
53 {M/LD e

‘81 MD MECHIM CENSITY

33 P M peaxs aecagancs
205 wocsNsricz

39 |CIN S
3 C+ 0 =umercai sesmcs

10 | PIQP 2255 ac

418 TOTAL ACAES

~— - ~BRUCEVILLE Al

CITY OF SACRAME\ITO '
DE=AHTME\IT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
oecemseq 1994 -

S




VLTS T PV I L2 ’ ]

WORKING GROUP RESPONSE TO ATTACHMENT |
' JACINTO CREEK PLANNING AREA

WORKING GROUP LEGEND
iCREs LAND USE

219 LD owomer
53 |MLD. SR

81 |MD ‘eoumcrsr

33 | P sams recaeancs
208 woowmBa

o : | P p———
‘ 3 [Ce0 mmmemional

10 | PIOP 385 e

418 TOTAL ACRES |

.................

o

||

;._ITI' m|l|lllllllllllllllllllllllll
Y K w .o | e . =
. ; - ’ : o
e  CITY OF SACRAMENTO

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
7 - DECEMBER 1994 -~




. i
Members of the Doard:
Susan L. Aronson
Jeanette J. Beach:
Prisclila §. Cox '
Edward Harls, Jr.
Gregory N, Jones -
William H, Lugg, Jr.
Brian D. Myers -

Constantine 1. Baranoft
Director
Facilities and Planning

(916) 686-7711

9510 Elk Grove-Florin Road. Elk Grove, CA 95624

R |
March 1, 1995

' i
Ms. Barbara L. Wendt, Senior Planner
City of Sacramento |
Department of Planning and Development
1231 I Street, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95814-2998 "

Subject: ~ Jacinto Creck School Site

Dear Ms. Wendt: ,
The purpose of this letter i to 'resp”ond to a FAX sent on February 27 with two -propoSed revisions to the
Land Use Plan for the Jacinto Creck Planning Area,

1

Enclosed please find a copy of the; Elk Grove Unified School D:stnct Minimum Site Criteria previously
given to your office.

Under Access/Streets, the statement is made that “a new elementary school is not acceptable along
existing...major streets.' Thus a school fronting on Jacinto is not acceptable.

Under Environmental Constraintslﬂaznrds the statement is made that the "site should not be within
1/4 mile of any facility that might reasonably be anticipated 10 emit hazardous air emissions.” The site
only 500" from Highway 99 is not acceptable due to noise and air pollution from the freeway.

Under Land Use Plans, the statement is made that “site should have a minimum of existing structures to
be destroyed or removed and households to be relocated.” Attachment 2 has the site dlrectly on top of
existing homes. That is not acceptable. :

The park needs to be adjacent, not across a street, in order to be fully utlhied w1th minimal safety
considerations. ‘

Of the three alternatives the site ld«';ation on Attachment 3 is preferable.

Smcerely

Sue Pendleton, Planning Manager
Facilities and Planning

o ) ) . €
Enclown

cc: C. Barano[t/ik
" K. Moore

FAX: (916) 686-7754



» MAR- 1-85 WED 1545 E.G.U.S. D.FACIL PLANNING ~ FAX NO. 9166867754 P02

Elk Grove Uniﬁed School District Minimum Site Criteria

SIZE/SHAPE

Minimum net usable acres:

Grade Level | Acreage Required *
- K6 10 acres
i 7-8 22.5 acres

9-12 - 40 acres
Contmuatlon 8 acres

*4 larger net acreage may be requested if a 1arger than normai student enrollment is planned for.

Slte should be bas:cally level and rectangular in shape (recommended not more than 3 to 5 width to,
length ratio).

BAILROAD TRACKS

4 -
Site shail be a sufficient distance’ from a railroad wack easement, as ascertained by an analysis of the
cargo, speed, grade, curves, and/or type of track (mainline or spur) to determine that it poses no personal
injury or property damage risk on the school site in the event of a derailment or other c;isaster.

POWERLINES
Site is located at least 100 feet from easement for existing or planned 50-133 kV powerlines, 150 feet

from easement for existing or planned 220-230 kV powerlines, 350 feet from easement for existing or
planned 500-550 kV powerlmes l :

NOISE

Site is not located within an existing or proposed noise contour line of CNEL/LAN 65 or greater. All
portions of the site must be mitigatable to 60 LdN.

AIRPORTS
Site is not located w1thin any au'craft accident exposure or airport safety areas, nor conflicts with any

ALUC, FAA, AICUZ, or California Division of Aeronautics policies or regulations, (If the site is within

‘2 milesof an mrport runway or heliport, it must receive Catifornia Division of Aeronautics review.)
i

FLOODING

Site is not located within the 100:year flood plain as indicated on the most recent FEMA Flood Insurance
Rate Maps or within flood aveas as indicated on local flood maps.

ACCESS/STREETS

Site is safely and easﬂy accessxble to residential neighborhoods by pedestnan,g bus, and private
automobile traffic on publicly ‘maintained roadways or walkways. Sites adjacent to streets with
relatively high traffic volumes are typieally not considered acceprable unless other safe access is

~ available for the neighborhood. A new elementary school is not acceptable along existing or proposed
major streets. Street accessnbnl:ty on only two adjacent sides of the school is preferred.
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t
i
|
f
|
|

Site, and adjacent lands affecting the use of the site, are free of any significant environmental constraints,
including but not limited to protected habitats or species, watercourses, wetlands or vernal pools,
potentially toxic and hazardous substances, and geologic, seismic, topographic, or soil restrictions.
Application of agricultural chemxcals on farmiaads adjacent to the proposed 4chool site may be
congidered a constraint.

Site is not significantly aﬁ'ected by any nuisance factors such as odors associated with farms operatxons,
landfills, or sewage weatment plants. o
Site is not traversed by or 1mmedxately adjacent to major fuel, natyral gas, or ha.zardous materials/waste
pipelines or storage tanks: _ ‘
X |
Site is not a current or previous hazardous or sohd waste disposal site, or a hazardous substance release
site.
1\

1

Site should not be within 1/4 mile of any facility that might reasonably be anticipated to emit hazardous
or acutely hazardous air emissions. :

LAND USE PLANS

Site is adjacent to compatible existing uses, general plan designations and zones. Industrial and
commercial uses are typically not congidered compatible adjacent uses for elementary schools, Site is
not on fand under a Williamson Act Contract. In addition, the site shoiuld be designated on the generai
plan and community plan land use mops as a proposed and eventually 43 an existing school site.

Site should have 2 minimum of emstmg structures to be destroyed or removed and households to be
relocated.

UTILITIES

‘ | .
Site has or will have on a timely basis access to ail utilities and services, including sewer, water, gas,
elecmc, and drainage. Utility easements on the site should be avolded

OTHER CRITERIA

In addition, the site must meet alt Cahfomm Department of Educanon[s:te review requ:rements

The District also requests that if the school site is located in or is proposed to be in a Commumty
Facilities District (CFD), that the site be exempt from these taxes. If the CFD docs not exempt public

schools from taxes, the site should be zoned to allow the lowest tax rate posmble for the site before the
district acquires or utilizes the site. ; :

sitwanidon ) ‘ '
am (12/6/54) : : : | . £
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Re:  Sheldon Farms Parcel: JCPA Planning Area; |

Agenda Item No. 1, Planning Commission Meeting -
- of March 2,1995
Dear Ms Wendt'

Please be adeed that my clients, Sheldon Farms, have no ob]ectlons to
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C QIS 1unN

the alternative land use proposals set forth in Attachments 1 and 2 to the Staff
- Repait to the Planning: Commission ‘which relocate. the proposed school site

Fart

The alternatives i)roposed appear to meet the objections bf my clients
and address the concerns expressed by members of the P_lanning Commission.

If there is any change in the proposals please let me. know

Very truly yours,

z@w,..djl

oseph E. Coomes, Jr.

i
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1

Ormt Corporanon ,\

. . JE R R

TURLOCK, CA 95481

Comrrucﬁon & Devclopmem 0. BOX 2763
‘ / TFL: 909.667.7025

Via JFacsimile # 916-264-8329
C/0 Don Lockhart / Planning Dept.
City Planning Commission
Sacramento, California |

Date: March 1, 1995 "

Attention: lunda Mcyeng, Planning Commission Chair_pérson
Subject: d&;into Creek Planning Area

_ 3
Dear Ms. Linda Mcyers

| 1 am writing; to you on behaIf of Shasta Joint Venture which owns four
parcels of land on Jacinto Road, APN # 117-0204-012, 13, 14, and 15
I was informed this afternoon around 5:00 P.M. by Mr. Don Lockhart of the
city of Sacramento Planning Department that you will be holding a public - -
- hearmg about some Land Use Plan Altematweq that wiil aﬂect Shastd Jomt
Vcnturc 5 propc.rty land use.

It 1s my understandmg that under the proposed alternatives. Public/Quasi
Public land use is quggcsted for Shasta Joint Venturc’s propcities’is a site for
future school site. »

1 hereby register my opposition to the proposed fand use on Shasta Joint
Venture properties. 1 fail to understand this sudden change in land use on our

~ propertics. We have been one of the active sponsors ol annexation process of
this-arca. l'or years we have supported and sponsored the annexation process..
Up to about a year ago we have actively participated in the planhing process
for this aréa. We bchcvc that the planning staff had come up wﬂh a viable
plan and land use program ‘

| fail to sce the logic of thls last mmutc change. 1 havc been nouﬁcd of thc
‘proposcd plan changes’ only 24 hour beforc the Planning Commission
meeting. Duc to the circumstances beyond my control, 1 will not be able to



From : - S ‘ ‘ | Mar.@2.1985 {2:21 AM  P@3

gt

" To: Linda Meyerq I’lanmng Comrmssmn Chznrpcreon
Subjcct: Jacinto Creek Planning Axea
Date: March 1,1995 ~ ‘

Ddl‘llupdtf. in thc pubhc hearing to explain in person my objections to this last
minute plan change.,

1 hereby request the Planning Commission not to impose this proposed land
use on Shasta Joint Venture properties. We have gone through extensive.
financial burden to 1cqu1re and to carry the property for many vears with the
hope that we can start development plans as soon as the Master Plans is
approved and adopted by the City of Sacramento. Imposing Public/Quasi
Public/School land uses on the property will render it undevelopable. The
land use will also 1 |mpair the potential of sale of the property as no other
developer will be wﬂlmg to buy the: property w1th no potential for future
 devclopment. .

Once agamn 1 retterate my objection of the Planning Commission to consider
the potential devastatmg financial burden on us and to re lect the proposed
changes !

Very tn:]y yours,

John Ekhtiar, President
Ormi Corporation
Managing Partner,
Shasta Joint Venture




DEPARTMENT OF NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES
INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM

DATE: = March 1, 1995

TO: . Barbara Wenc_lt, éenior Planner
. -' i f

FROM: Gary L. Little, Area Manageryf

SUBJECT:  Jacinto Creek Planning Area

. Thank you for the opportunity to review the three alternatives for the Jacmto Creek Planning Area
that are being forwarded to the City Planning Commission. The decision by the Planning
Commission on this issue will deternune the extent to which the land in this Planning Area will be
suitable for various récreational uses In particular, the decision will determine whether any of the
property can potentially be used for a community center or similar facility. :

At the request of several residents in the Valley. Hi and North Laguna neighborhoods, the
Neighborhood Services Department has been working with the community, Council Offices and
other Departments to identify possible sites for a community center. One consideration is whether
a site has the potential for joint use. Can the property support the construction of a community
center and a library, police station, fire station or other public facility? We seek to.maximize the use
of future community center property, keep operation and construction costs down and increase the
ability of various departments/afenmes to jointly participate in youth development programs.

From information you presented to us, it appears under Attachment 1, the parc‘els designated for
Parks, Recreation & Open Space“ or Public/Quasi Public use are individually too small for joint use

consideration. In fact, the propertles may be too small for any potential community center

development. We are looking for approximately nine acres for joint use. Although we don't have
the exact parcel size mformatlon on Attachment 1, it appears on sight, the acreage is something less
than nine acres. i :

It also appears the P/OP and the P, R & OS locations north of Shasta Ave. could be more than 9
acres when considered together.;However, I am concerned the property would not lend itself to joint
use. From preliminary discussions held with the Fire Department and Library staff, I recall the fire
department's preference was for a location that is on the corner of an intersection. The library staff
is also looking for a site dlrectly on a major street. While it is possible the two parcels considered
together could house a commumty center, it's our understanding the property would not meet the
needs of those we are working with for possﬂ)le joint use.

We are satisfied that Attachments 2 and 3 will allow us to present the sites north of Shasta Ave. to

[P



Jacinto Creek Planning Area
Page 2

the Valley.Hi and North Laguna residents for community center site consideration. Based on an
initial review, the site. meets several requirements of the departments for possible joint use.

If you have any questions, pleas'contact me at ext. 8220.



Sacramento
Public
Library

M-213  4/84

Memo

Date: March 1, 1995 ; (‘)
. ‘ ‘ !
T Barbara Wendt, Senior Planner )

!

] ‘ ’ . A j
From: Richard M. Killian, Library Dlrector ( Qﬁ{ b-/{ %i AT

if
Suoject:  JACINTO CREEK PLANNING AREA

& : "
J

Thank you for sharing various attachments offering different options for the ..
JacintoACreek Planning Area: Item #1 March 2, 1995 City Planning Agenda.

Attachment 3, "Consensus Land Plan For the Jacinto Creek Planning Area"
indicates a S|te for future civic use, labelled, "P/QP", on the corner of Shasta
Avenue and Bruceville Road.

AttachmenfiZ, “Planning Commission Alternative Land Use Plan...." indicates the
same usage. co '

The P/PQ designation at Bruceville/Shasta is acceptable as.a possible
future Ilbrary site.

Attachment 1, "Plannlng Commlss:on Alternative Land Use. Plan .. indicates
P/PQ usage adjacent to a school site in the center of the plannrng area - not on
the corner of Shasta and Bruceville. This site is not acceptable as a future
library location.

‘City staff from the Fire Department, the Neighborhood Serwces .Department and
the Library have offered consideration of ;omt siting for multiple cuwc uses.

In Attachmé'ntsZ and 3, the P/QP designation might work well for a future fire
station, community center and public library complex. Funding for these
projects has not been identified, as yet. :

A 12,000 sq. ft. library, occupying ébout 3+/- areas of land is called for in the City
Council - approved Sacramento Public Library Master Plan of 1930 for the Valley
Hi community. The 1990 Library Master Plan also states the following:

Library branch sites are:
- Where people voluntarily converge in an area that |s frequently
.. visited by all segments of the population during daily activities.

- Where facnmes are clearly visible and |dent|ﬁable to resndents as they
' go about their usual activmes

- . On a primary street on or near a major intersection or arterial
" transportation routes that provide easy access in and out of parking
" lots and safety-for pedestrians.‘
- In or near a shoppmg area, drawing on the mﬂuence of adjacent
- activities.

. Situated with adequate and convenient parking and ‘public
) 5 transportation, preferably on or near library site.



March 1, 1995
Barbara Wendt
Page2

L of adequate area and appropriate conﬁguratron to. al!ow for the
programmed building and parkmg

Public Ilbrary sites do not work well when located adjacent to public schoois or
parklands when the above. cr:terla are |gnored .

In addltiom, the Bruceville Road frontage is very important for North/South. -
vehicular Library access for all of the Valley Hi Community.

+
i

RMK:mrl "
953-3. memo

cc. Gary Little, Manager, Neighborhood Serwces Area 2
Dawd Martinez, Deputy City Manager
Denms Smith, Fire Department.
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wood fence. The original 1iapproval also allowed a detached 35 foot high pole sign to be
constructed on the site. Planning staff has discussed this with the applicant and the applicant has
agreed to submit plans for a two pole sign that will be consistent in materials and design with the
existing shopping ‘center. .

D. Tentative Map :
The tentative map subdlvndes 9.0+ vacant acres into seven separate parcels A prevuous
application for a plan review (P92-167) of a 109,800+ square foot shopping center has been
approved for this site. A s'ubdlvusuon is any division of land for the purpose of sale, lease, or
finance and is governed by the Map Act. Since the proposed shopping center will be financed and
several of the parcels will be[ sold or be entered into long term leases, a tentative map is required.
The tentative map which is hbemg requested will create a separate parcel for the two proposed
pads, the grocery store and 1‘the other four parcels will consist of muiltiple retail shops. Staff has

no objections to the proposed tentative map to subdivide the existing parcel into seven parcels.

E. Parking Anaiysis :

In reviewing the applicant’s [request to subdivide the existing parcel into seven parcels, Planning
staff determined that as prdposed each parcel would require parking based upon the proposed
uses that would occupy the retail spaces. To allow for greater flexibility and mixes in the types
of tenants that will occupy“ the retail spaces a parking variance to allow reciprocal parking is
necessary. The Zoning Ordinance allows for reciprocal parking and maneuvering but does not
allow for reciprocal parking between adjacent parcels. As proposed the entire 3.0+ acre shopping
center would be consndered in determining the parking requirements.

A 109,800 square foot retail building requires 439 parking spaces and the submitted site plan
indicates that there will be 464 parking spaces constructed on the subject site. As the parking
requirements for restaurants, medical offices, karate studios, and health clubs require more parking
than a retail business, the ‘Papphcant should be aware that adequate parking will need to be
provided for each business ih order to locate within the proposed retail center. The applicant has
indicated on the submitted plans that 8,800+ square feet of the retail space will be devoted to
restaurant users with a total Vof 180 seats. Based upon the proposed 101,000 square feet of retail
and 8,800 square feet (180u seats) of restaurant space 464 parking spaces would be required. In
order to obtain tenant wnprovements the Planning Division wiill require that a list of tenants, their
square footage, and for restaurants, the number of seats will be required to be provided in order
to insure that adequate parking is maintained for the entire retail shopping center.

D. A Commen ki

The proposed project was reviewed by various City Departments and other agencies. The
comments regarding the tentative map are listed as conditions. No comments were received on
the parking variance. The proposal was also sent to the neighborhood group (G.R.I.N.) However,
no comments were recelved

ENVIRONMENTAL QEIEBI\_AINAI!QN: The Environmental Services Manager has determined that the

project, as proposed, will not haire a significant impact to the environment; therefore, the previousiy
approved Negative Declaration has been reissued. The applicant shall be required to meet the
provisions of the mitigation monitoring plan. |

i A
APPLICATION NO. P93-047 | MEETING DATE: May 13,1993 = ITEM NO. 7_
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- RECOMMENDATIQON: Staff recommends that the City Planning Commission take the following action:
A. Ratify the Negative 'Declaration:
B. Approve the Mitigation Monitoring Plan by adopting the attached Resolution;

C. Adopt the attached Resolution approving the Tentative Map to subdivide 9.0+ vacant acres
into seven parcels.

+ D. Approve the variance to allow the required parking to be located off-site on adjacent parcels
(reciprocal parking) for proposed 109,800+ square foot retail/commercial shopping center on
saven parcels subject to conditions and based upon findings of fact which follow.

ri iti

1. Providea copy of the recorded reciprocal ingress, egress, access and maneuvering easements
between the seven parcels to the Planning Director prior to any certificate of occupancy
permits being issued for the retail buildings;

2. The proposed detached pole sign as previously approved by the Planning Commission shall
- be designed as a double pole sign; ‘

3. The applicant shail construct a minimum of an eight foot high solid fence that will screen any
area of the main shopping center truck loading area and future building areas (not pads) from
the street until completion of the entire "L" shaped shopping center has commenced. The
applicant shall submit a detailed fence plan (including an agreement to have a mural or other
art work painted on the fence), to the Planning Director for review and approval prior to
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy for any businesses that will be located on Parcels 3,
4 5,6o0r7; and

4. The applicant shall comply with all of the conditions of approval as. approved by the Planning
- Commission on August 28, 1992 for P92-167.

Findin

1. Granting the variance does not constitute a special privilege in that other property owners

facing similar circumstances would be granted a variance.

2. Granting the variance does not constitute a use variance in that retail/commercial busmesses
are allowed in the Shopping Center (SC) zone.

3. The project will not be injurious to public saidty‘in that adequate landscaping, parking,
maneuvering and walkways have been provided.

4. The project is consistent with the General Plan which designates the site
Community/Neighborhood Commercial and Offices and the 1984 North Sacramento
- Community Plan which designates the site Retail/General Commercial. Retail/Commercial
buildings and parking lots are an allowed use in commercial zones. :

APPLICATION NO. P93-047  MEETING DATE: May 13, 1993 - ITEM NO. 7 _
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN
This Mitigation Monitoring Plan has been required and prepared by the Department of Planning and
Development, Environmental Services Division, 1231 I Street, Suite 301, Sacramento, CA 95814, (916)
264-7037, pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 21081.

SECTION 1: PROJECT IDENTIFICATION

Project Name / File Number: Norwood Center/ 7 (P92-167

Owner/Developer- Name: Murray Smith & Associates ATTN: Bar Munow:tch
Address: _ 3110 Gold Canal Drive STE A

Ranch rdova, CA 9567
Project Location / Legal Description of Property (if recorded):
Lot 4 and the East 660.00 feet of Lot 3, as shown on the "Plat of Rio Linda Subdivision No. 8",
recorded in the office of the County Recorder of Sacramento County, June 16, 1924, m Book 18 of
Maps, Map No. 2.

Excepting therefrom all that portion of said Lot 3 lying within "Glenwor 1 Park No. 1" the official plat
of which was recorded in Book 63 of Maps, Map No. 17, records of the County.

SECTION 2: GENERAL INFORMATION
“The project as approved includes mitigation measures for noise and cultural resource impacts. The intent
of the Plan is to prescribe and enforce a means for properly and successfully implementing the mitigation

measures as identified within the Negative Declaration. Unless otherwise noted, the cost of implementing
the mitigation measures as prescribed by this Plan shail be funded by the applicant/developer/owner.

SECTION 3: PLAN CONTENTS

Noise

If these building pads are designed with windows or doors facing Norwood Avenue, the following
mitigation measures will be placed on the project to reduce noise levels to a less than significant level;

L. For all building walls directly facing or with a view of Norwood Avenue (east side of main
structure directly adjacent to or facing Norwood Avenue, and east, north and south sides of pad
buildings).

A All joints in exterior walls shall be grouted or caulked airtight.

'B. Window or through-the-wall ventilation and air conditioning units shall not be permitted.

# 7



C. All penetrations of exterior walls shall include a 1/2 inch airspace. This space shall be
filled loosely with fiberglass insulation. The space shall then be sealed airtight on both
sides of the wall with a resilient, non hardening caulking or mastic.

D. Windows must have a minimum STC rating of 29 or better Windows shall have an air’
infiltration rate of less than or equal to 0.20 CFM/lin. ft. when tested with a 25 mile an
hour wind per -ASTM standards.

E. Exterior entrance doors should have a minimum STC rating of 30 They must include
complete penmeter door seals. :

The applicant has agreed to the following mitigation measures to reduce noise impacts from the
proposed developmenﬁ upon the existing adjacent residential land uses:

A, Construct an eight (8) foot high solid masonry wall along the west and north property
lines which aput the residential areas (see Attachment C).

B. Construct an Eight (8) foot high masonry wall around both supermarket loading dock
areas including the ramp area (see Attachment D). The wall shall be long enough to
screen the entire length of trucks parked at the loading dock.

b

C. Alternative methods and materials may be substituted for the identified mmganon
measures where it is determined to the satisfaction of the Envnronmental Services
Dnvmon that adequate noise attenuation is provided.

D. The masonry walls required by noise mitigation measures 2.(A) and 2.(B) will be shown
on all plans submitted for building permits.

Department of Planning and Development, City of Sacramento

MONITORING PROGRAM ' :

Prior to issuance of Building Permits the Building Division shall require that the final building
plans incorporate the applicable noise attenuation measures. The Building Division shall also
require that site inspections are included on the Special Conditions Attachment. Prior to finaling
the permit, Certificate of Compliance or Certificate of Occupancy, the Building Division shall

require full eomphancg and completion of the specified noise attenuation measures.

cnlmmmnm

fa% . naAN

A.  If buried archaeological material, such as flakes, tools, grindstone, or human bone are
encountered during the course of construction, work in the immediate vicinity shall be
temporarily halted until a qualified archaeologist is consulted.

i
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P , .
Department of Planning and Deveiopment, City of Sacramento

MONITORI .
Both the public improvement plans and building plans shall be noted to state that work shall be

stopped and an archaeologist shall be consulted in the event that any archaeological materials are
found. ' .

If subsurface archaeological or historical remains (including unusual amounts of bones, stones,
or shells) are discovered during excavation or construction of the site, work shall stop
immediately and a qualified archaeologist and a representative of the Native American Heritage
Commission shall be consulted to develop, if necessary, further mitigation measures to reduce
any archaeological impact to a less-than-significant level before construction continues.

Site inspections by the Building Division shall watch for any potential archaeological resources
during site visits. A City contact person shall be notified (in Permit Services) in case of an
archeological discovery. The Building Division shall attach this requirement to the approved
permit plans and include this measure as an inspection item on the Special Conditions
Attachment. '



MITIGATION AGREEMENT

PROJECT NAME / FILE NUMBER:  Norwood Center (P93-047)

OWNER/DEVELOPER: ¢/o: Murray Smith & Associates
' Attn: Barry Munowitch

ADDRESS: v 3110 Gold Canal Drive STE A
‘ . Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

I, Barry Munowitch (owner, authonzed representative), agree to amend the
project application P93-047 to incorporate the attached mitigation measures in the Initial Study
dated March 29, 1993. I understand that by agreeing to these mitigation measures, all identified
potentially significant environmental impacts should be reduced to below a level of significance,
thereby enabling the Environmental Coordinator to prepare a Negative Declaration of
environmental impact for the above referenced project.

I also understand that the City of Sacramento will adopt a Mitigation Monitoring Plan for this
project. This Monitoring Plan will be prepared by the Department of Planning and Development
pursuant to .the California Envxronmental Quality Act Guidelines Section #21081 and pursuant
to Article III of the City’s Local Administrative Procedures for the Preparatxon of Environmental
Documents.

I acknowledge that this project, Norwood Center, would be subject to this plan at the time the
plan is adopted. This plan will establish responsibilities for the monitoring of my project by
various City Departments and by other public agencies under the terms of the agreed upon
mitigation measures. I understand that the mitigation measures adopted for my project may
require the expenditure of owner/developer funds where necessary to comply with the provisions
of said m1t1ganon measures. ;

/6/// 4//&%/4&

,S@tuy(dwnerlpevelopermp hcafnt)
I

Planning Manager
Title

April 1, 1993
Date

O 2 nAM ' | A\ O ~ | Troem, 7



RESOLUTION NO.

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY PLANNING COMMiSSION
ON DATE OF:

MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN FOR P93-047 FOR A
TENTATIVE MAP TO SUBDIVIDE 9.0+ NET ACRES INTO
SEVEN PARCELS IN THE SHOPPING CENTER (SC) ZONE
AND A VARIANCE TO ALLOW RECIPROCAL PARKING
FOR A PROPOSED SHOPPING CENTER THAT WILL BE
LOCATED ON SEVEN PARCELS IN THE NORTH
SACRAMENTO COMMUNITY PLAN AREA. (APN: #237-
0100-022) | »

(P93-047/P92-167)

WHEREAS, the Environmental Coordinator has prepared Aa Negative Declaration for the
above identified project; held a public hearing to review the above described project; .

WHEREAS, the proposed Negative Declaration finds that the proposed project will not
have a significant effect on the environment provided that mitigation measures are added to the
above identified project;

WHEREAS, the Environmental Coordinator has prepared a Mitigation Monitoring Plan
for ensuring compliance and implementation of the mitigation measures as prescribed in the
TInitial Study for the above identified project; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources
Code, the City of Sacramento requires that a Mitigation Monitoring Plan be developed for
implementing mitigation measures as identified in the Initial Study for the project;

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY

RESOLUTION NO..:

DATE ADOPTED:

'P‘)Z.-n,d-ﬂ | . | | ﬁ‘."a az , - | TRoww =




NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO
PLANNING COMMISSION THAT: .

1. The Mitigation“ Monitoring Plan for the Norwood Center Project, (P93-047)
project be approved and adopted as shown in the attached Mitigation Monitoring Plan dated
March 29, 1993, ‘

CHAIRPERSON
ATTEST: :

SECRETARY TO PLANNING COMMISSION

P93-047/P92-167

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
RESOLUTION NO..

DATE ADOPTED:

LYY R . % .00 Tem 7






