DEPARTMENT OF -~ CITY OF SACRAMENTO

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT CALIFORNIA 1230 1 STREET

A . SACRAMENTO. CA
August 11, 1992
ADMINISTRATION
. _ ‘ ROOM 300, 938 14-2987
C|ty Counc“ . (910) 26:4-5571
Sacramento, California : . © FAX (916) 264-7185
. I BUILDING INSPECTIONS
ROOM 200, Y3814-2998

Honorable Members in Session;: ' (916) 264-5716
) FAX (916} 264-7046
SUBJECT:  ORDINANCE AMENDING THE DISTRICTS ESTABLISHED  ROON A0, et OTMENT
BY THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE ' C 016 647225
NO. 2550, FOURTH SERIES, AS AMENDED, * ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
'BY REMOVING PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE 2nd RQOM 301, 95814-3952

) (916) 264-703
PROPERTY EAST OF NORTHEAST CORNER OF GREENHAVEN PL.»\).-\‘N[)'.\'-'G '

DRIVE AND CORPORATE WAY FROM 1.27+ ACRES OB(PUD, ~ ROOM 200. 9581299
AND PLACING THE SAME IN THE C-2(PUD) ZONE(S) (P92-00¢) - 7'® 035!
SUMMARY ~ i

This item is presented at '[hlS tlme for approval of publication of title pursuant to Clty Charter, Section
32.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION ‘,

Prior to publication of an item in a local paper to meet legal advertising requiremeﬁts, the City Council
must first pass the item for publication. The City Clerk then transmits the title of the item to the paper
for publication and for advertlsmg the meeting date. ;
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the item be passed for publication of title and continued to August 25, 1992.

Respectfully submitte .

STONEHOUSE
Planning Director

FOR CITY COUNCIL INFORMATION: ‘ ‘
WALTER J. SLIPE ~ APPROVED: '
CITY MANAGER é
: Ll :
IANNE GUZMANY AICP
Director, Planning & Development’
i

Contact Person:
Will Weitman, Pnnc:pal Planner
{916) 264-5604 ) District No. 7
August 18,1992
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OFFICE OF THE : " CITY OF SACRAMENTO CITY HALL

CITY CLERK : ROOM 304
CALIFORNIA O

VALERIE A. BURROWES, CMC/AAE “ : SAGRAMENTO, CA

CITY CLERK - 5814-2671

OPERATIONAL SERVICES _ ‘ ‘ PH 916-264-5426

FAX 916-264-7672
November 13, 1992

Niiya/Calpo/Hom/Dong Inc
2150 Capitol Avenue, Suite 200 '
Sacramento, CA. 95816

On November 10, 1992, the City Coﬁhcil took the following action(s) for property located ‘;‘at 2nd property east
of northeast comer of Greenhaven I[)rnve and Corporate Way: (P92-009)

Adopted Resolutiohs No. 92-845, No. 92-846, and Ordinance No. 92-068

o ratifying negative 'declaration, Pocket Community Plan amendment to
redesignate  1.274 acres from  Business/Professional  Offices to
Commercial/Shopping; Rezone 1.27+ vacant acres' from Office Building
{(OB[PUD]) to General Comumercial (C-’[PUD]) zone; Greenhaven Executive
Park Planned Unit Development Schematic Plan amendment to redesignate
Office and Commercial Square footages for. three parcels; and Withdrew
Mitigation Monitoring Plan.

Enclosed for your records, are full ykcertiﬁed copies of the above referenced documents.

Sincerely,

ZﬁLup%ﬁLwMM»f . | )

Valerie Burrowes

City Clerk

ds/10.2

Enclosure .

ce! Pldnnm;= Dlvmon Ty

Roger Swanson, l’)l Ardcn Way, Sacramento, CA. 95825
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" b. Ifan application for a building permit or other construction permit: 1s filed for said parcel

which is not in conformity with the proposed development plans and representations
submitted by the applicant and as approved by the Planning Commission on June 25,
1992, on file in the office of the Planning Division, or any provision or modification
thereof as subsequently reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission, no such
-permit shall be issued, and the Planning Division shall report the matter to the Planmng
Commission as prov1ded for in Ordmance No. 3201 Fourth Senes

SE_CLIlQ_I\T_Z

| “The City Clerk of the City of Sacramento is hercby directed to amend the maps which are a part

of said Ordinance No. 2550 Fourth Senes, to conform to the provisions of this Ordinance.

SECTION 3

Rezoning of the property descnbed in the attached eXhlblt(S) by the adoption of this Ordmance
shall be deemed to be in ‘compliance with the procedures for the rezoning of property prescribed
in Ordinance No. 2550, Fourth Series, as said procedures have been affected by recent court
decisions. . _

- PASSED FOR PUBLICATION:  august 18, 1992 oo

PASSED: :Novalﬂaer 10, 1992 .

EFFECTIVE: December ‘10, 1992

P92-009

ATTEST: o o R
VALERIE CUndhwes ‘
CITY CLERK _ |
P92-009
FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY v 0 092 1 g 3
,, _ : | ORDlNANCE NO__42-0683
A SR oA

DATE ADOPTED:



DEPARTMENT OF . CITY OF SACRAMENTO . APFROVED BY CITY

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ‘ CALIFORNIA i QQWCIL N/ Ak A
' POSAURAMENTOL CA
August 25, 1992 : S © ADMINISTRATION
©OROOM 300, 938 14-2087
(9167 204-3571
FAX (9100 2047 155
N BUILDING INSPECTIONS

City Council
Sacramento, California

| ROOM 200, 938142008
(9101 2043716

FAN (9160 204-7046
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
ROOM 300, Y38 14-2087
{19167 264-7223

| ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: 1. ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION | ROOM 301, 9315742
o : ©PLANNING
2. MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN T, Sl 29
(WITHDRAWN BY STAFF) . ‘
3.  POCKET COMMUNITY PLAN AMENDMENT TO REDESIGNATE -
1.27+ ACRES FROM BUSINESS/PROFESSIONAL OFFICES TO
COMMERCIAL/SHOPPING

4. REZONE 1.27+ VACANT ACRES FROM OFFICE BUILDING
(OB[PUD]) TO GENERAL COMMERCIAL (C-2[PUD]) ZONE

5. GREENHAVEN EXECUTIVE PARK PLANNED UNIT.
DEVELOPMENT SCHEMATIC PLAN AMENDMENT TO
REDESIGNATE OFFICE AND COMMERCIAL SQUARE FOOTAGES
FOR THREE PARCELS (PQZ 009) ’ ;

LOCATION: 2nd Property east of northeast corner of Greenhaven Dnve and Corporate
‘ ' Way - DISTRICT NO. 7

OWNER: Roger Swanson, 2121 Arden Way, Sacramento, CA; 95825
APPLICANT: Niiya/Calpo/Hom/Dong Inc., 2150 Capitol Avenue, Suite 200,

__Sacramento, CA 95816 :

SUMMARY

This is a request for a Pocket Community Plan Amendment of 1.27 £ vacant acres from
Business/Professional Offices to Commercial/Shopping, a rezone from Office Building (#UD)

mos - .Q(}?‘Zlgé : L
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to General Commercial (PUD), and a Greenhaven Executive Park Schematic Plan Amendment
to redesignate office and commercial square footages for three parcels within the PUD. The
applicant proposes to develop a 11,850 square foot retail building. ‘The Planning Commission
and Planning Staff have reviewed the project and recommend approval of: the request.

[

VOTE OF THE PLANNIN 0 I

On June 25, 1992, the Planmng Commission voted seven ayes and two abscnt to recommend
approval of the request.

STAFF REQONIMENDATIQN

The Planning Commission and Planning Staff recommend the following action by the City
Council: ‘ .

1. Ratify the Ncgative Declaration;

2. Withdraw the Mitigation Monitoring Plan;

3. Adopt the attached Resolution approving the Pocket Commuﬁity Plan Amendment
o redesignate 1.27+ acres from Business/Professional Offices to
Commercial/Shopping; ' ' ‘ ; ‘

4. Adopt the attached Ordinance to Rezone 1.27+ vacant acres from Office Building
(OB[PUD]) to General Commercial (C-2[PUD]) zone; and

5. Adopt the attached Resolution approving thé Greenhaven Executive Park Planned
‘Unit Development Schematic Plan Amendment to redes1gnate office and
commercial square footages for three parcels. ‘

BA RO ”

The subject site is located at the second property east of the northeast comer of Greenhaven
Drive and Corporate Way. : The site is currently zoned Office Building (OB[PUD]). The site
is designated Regional Commercial and Offices by the General Plan and Business/Professional
Offices by the Pocket Community Plan. The site is also within the Greenhaven Executive Park
Planned Unit Dcvelopmcnt The proposed development includes a 11 850 square foot retail
center. The retail center is proposed to consist of 9,350 square feet of retall including a d_ry
cleaners and a 2,500 square foot, 81 seat, restaurant.

The request includes a Pocket Commumty Plan Amendment, a Rezone, and PUD Schematic Plan
Amendment to rede31gnatc the property from office to commercial develc)pment in order to

0% - | . 002195
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construct a 11 850 square foot retail building. The developmcnt also reqmred a special permit

for building w1th1n a Planned Unit Developmént. The Special Permit was approved by the
Planning Commission subject to conditions. The condifions elate to the design of the SIUCTUTE,
FWWWMUMUM A preliminary proposal for fownhouse
development has been submirrextforthe property adjacent to the proposed retail center. The
Planning Commission required the retail developer to work with the townhouse developer in
order to combine dnveways and provide pedestrian access. The Planning Commnssmn as well
as the neighborhood, expressed concerns regarding alcohol sales at the retaﬂ center. A condition
has been placed on the development restricting the sale of alcohol for off-sne consumption.

A commumty meetmg was held on May 6, 1992, to dlscuss all the projects within the
Greenhaven Executive Park Planned Unit Development. The nexghborhood expressed concern
over the creation of a strip | mall They were also concerned with a convenience market selling
alcohol in the area. ; Staff does not find this commercial center to be a typlcal strip center. It
is a center designed to serve the surrounding office and residential development. It is also not
an increase in the allowable commercial square footage for the PUD. Staff also has addressed
the alcohol concerns by restricting the sale of alcohol for off-site consumption. The Planning
Commlsswn and Planning staff support the project.

The Environmental Sewlces Manager has determined that the project, as proposed will not have
a significant impact to the env1ronment therefore, a Negative Declaration has been prepared.

In compliance with Section ;15070(B)1 of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines,

the applicant has. incorporated mandatory mitigation measures into the project plans to avoid
identified effects of to mitigate such effects to a point where clearly no significant effects will
occur. There were no mmgatmn measures, therefore, a mitigation momtonng plan was not
developed :

FINANCIAL DATA = | ' . U
None.

LICY CON ” NS . | :
| i
The project is consistent w1th the General Plan, and is consistent with the Pocket Commumty
Plan as amended.

= o 002198



MBE/WBE EFFORTS

None.

| ,: |
FOR CITY COUNCIL INFORMATION
WALTER J. SLIPE
CITY MANAGER '

CONTACT PERSON:

Will Weitman, Principal Planner -

Cindy Gnos, Associate Planner
(916) 264-5604

DG:WW:cg:vr
P92-050.CC.
Attachments

Respectfully Submitted“,

@1 (Shutborse
GARY L. STONEHOUSE

Planning Director

' APPROVED BY:

leaier Simar

DIANNE GUZMAN, AICP
Director of Planning & Development

August 25, 1992
District No. 7 .

002137



b | . CERTIFIED A RY) COPY OF
. -  Ordinance Nol th Series
i " DATE;,

O'fi'DlN‘AN'C‘E'NO‘ 92068 GE%V 581 2

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY c:our\muc‘ty Olork. Clty p Sammento

onpatEoF WOV 11992

' ‘[ i
ORDINANCE AMENDING THE DISTRICTS ESTABLISHED
BY THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE NO. 2550,
FOURTH SERIES, AS AMENDED, BY REMOVING -
PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE 2nd PROPERTY EAST OF
NORTHEAST CORNER OF GREENHAVEN DRIVE AND
'CORPORATE WAY FROM 1.27+ ACRES OB(PUD) AND

| ,PLACING THE SAME IN THE C-2(PUD) ZONE(S) . .

(P92 009) (APN 031- 0053 019 031 0054- 001 & 003)

v
o

BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMEN'l‘Oi

SECTION 1 e o T

I . "
‘The terntory described in the attached exhlblt(s) which is in the OB(PUD) zone(s) established - '
- by Ordinance No. 2550, Fourt_h Senes as amended, is hereby removed from sald zone and
placed in the C 2(PUD) zone , - {

‘This action rezoning the property described in the attached exhlblt(s) is adopted subject to the
following cond1t10ns and st1pulauons s : _ oo
a. A material . con51derat1on in the decision of the Plannmg Commlssmn to

' recommend and the City Council to approve rezoning of the applicant’s property
is the development plans and representations submitted by the applicant in support

- .of this request. It is believed said plans and representations are an integral part
~of such proposal and’ should contmue to be the development program for the

property.

i FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY IR

ORDINANCE p% 92z

DATE ADOPTED

PO2-009- _ L



b. If an application for'a building permit or other construction permit is filed for said parcel
which is not in conformity with the proposed development plans and representations
submitted by the applicant and as approved by the Planning Commission on June 25,
1992, on file in the office of the Planning Division, or any provision or modification
thereof as subsequently reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission, no such
permit shall be issued, and the Planning Division shall report the matter to the Planning
Commission as provided for in Ordinance No. 3201, Fourth Series.

SECTION 2

The City Clerk of the City of Sacramento is hereby directed to amend the maps which are a part
of said Ordinanqe No. 2550, Fourth Series, to conform to the provisions of this Ordinance.

SECTION3

Lo _—
Rezoning of the property described in the attached exhibit(s) by the adoption of this Ordinance
shall be deemed to be in compliance with the procedures for the rezoning of property prescribed
in Ordinance No. 2550, Fourth Series, as said procedures have been affected by recent court
decisions.

PASSED FOR PUBLICATION:

PASSED:
EFFECTIVE: ;
MAYOR
- ATTEST: “ |
CITY CLERK f,j
P92-009 :
FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY @@2’19@
7‘; ORDINANCE NO.: __
DATE ADOPTED:

P92-009



LEGAL DESCRIPTION

(
{

THAT REAL PROPERTY. SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO, COUNTY OF
SACRAMENTO, STATE OF. CALIFORNIA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: |

i

PARCEL 3 AS SHOWN ON THE PARCEL MAP ENTITLED "PARCEL ’'C* CERTIFICATE OF
COMPLIANCE BOOK 830214, PAGE 790 OFFICIAL RECORDS", FILED IN THE OFFICE OF
THE RECORDER OF SACRAMENTO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA ON AUGUST 30 1990 IN BOOK
- 120 OF PARCEL MAPS, MAP NO. 22.

i ' ‘ ' o GGQBQi
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RESOLUT[ON NO. ¥2-515

L LERTIFII:.IJ AS TR
of Resolutlon No. . 5

EN NOV 1 8 1992

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITy COUNCiL A g '
» , NOV 1 01992 | CITVCIRK CITY OF SACH AMENTo

RESOLUTION

ONDATEOF ____ T

&

AMENDING THE POCKET COMMUNITY PLAN TO

U

" REDESIGNATE 1. 27+ ACRES FROM BUSINESSIPROFESSIONALOFFICES -
"TO COMMERCIAL/ SHOPPING ’ :

(P92 009) (APN

|§

031‘0053 019; 031- 0054 001&003) Ty
1}\‘ '

HOV 0 19°°

v WI-‘IEREAS‘ the City: Council condubted a public heanng on concerning the
above plan amendment and based on documentary and oral ev1dence submltted at the public
heanng, the Councﬂ hereby finds: - - :

1 _ “The proposed plan amendment is compatxble w1th the surroundmg uses;

2. The subject site 1s su1tab1e for commerc1al development; and -~ - ;;

3. The proposal is eon31stent with the p011c1es of the City’s General Plan

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the C1ty of Sacramento that
the area described on the attached Exhibits is hereby designated on the Pocket Community Plan
for Commerc1a1/Shopp1ng use(s) . :

[
#

PR |

o © o ANHE RUDIN,

ATTEST:

3 o
VALERIE BURROWES

o © MAYOR |

P92-009

" CITY CLERK .

. . 1
“r
; ;

o 002201
FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY ‘

;-» S : S AL b45
i - . o RESQLUTKO‘N NO.; _
. T L NOY 10 1992

! o L ~ DATE ADOPTED: _.
g S T
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Meeting Date

June 25, 1992

Item Number

8B
Permit Number

P92-009

DoOooOoon

SACRAMENTO CITYFPLANNING COMMISSION
VOTING RECORD

: ENTITLEMENTS
I
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT [0 tentaTIVE MaP
COMMUNITY PLAN AMENDMENT L[] SUBDIVISION MODIFICATION
REZONING O ror niNe apJusTMENT
SPECIAL PERMIT
u [[] ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
VARIANCE -
ﬂ Il orHER Mitidation Monitoring Plan

Staff Recommendation

O Correspondence
O petition

] Favorable [J Unfavorable j

LOCATION:,

2nd property east of northeast corner

of Greenhaven Dr. & Corporate Way

ADDRESS
P
R
0
P
O .
N []
E
N
T
S
NAME ADDRESS

0 !
P
P
Q
N
E
N
T ;
S
MOTION # ! MOTION

Yes No  Motion Second ' ,

7 ’ d .
N PYW D o agprove O Toxasameend, epracyad:§
CHINN Vv ' O 7o Deny 0 Tlolb;é%conérgergionc?ppgoval
. d ; ' , - for arg to City Council

DONAHUE To approve subject to

/ ‘/ O c%n?. % %ased % gxnd. , .
HOLLICK _ o act 1in sta report [ To fatlfz negative

’/ ‘ * declaratlon
MYERS i . . T b d

i A O og §§RE¥OX?/?32¥ inase To contj
REYNA it ~ staft report ' 0 {ﬁ?% 04
WALKER v v ' [0 Intent to ap Sove/deny ! - =
sub;gct to p(ﬁ . g meeting

EMMER ’/ 832 on find. of fact

/ N Other__ To withdraws
OTESTINE

5-8-92:3g




SACRAMENTO CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

Meeting Date

June 25,
Ttem Number

1992

8c
Permit Number

P92-009

ogomd

GENERAL

taf?huscommendatlon
Favorable [[] Unfavorable

O Correspondence
O petition

ﬁ

|
]

REZONI?G
|

SPECIAL PERMIT
|

VARIANCE

i
b

i

VOTING RECORD

SUBDIVISION MODIFICATION

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

ENTITLEMENTS
PLAN AMENDMENT ] TENTATIVE MAP
| ) . I
COMMUNITY PLAN AMENDMENT L]
O ror vine ADJUSTMENT
[[J oTHER

LOCATION::

of Greenhaven Dr.

2nd property east of northeast corner

& Corporate Way

5892sg

. , M

NAME ﬁ ADDRESS’ g
P |
R ;
0 ]
P /
0 !
R li
N
T
S :

NAME | ADDRESS ;
8 : i
P ] ‘
0 }
N |
E J‘{
N f
T |
5 ‘11’
MOTION # , - MOTION

pym ) i I i | E’/Eora%%%m@sn&% SN,
BECERRA |
CHINN / ! O 1o peny Dﬂ Tgb recon%rgend élpproval
DONAHUE y/ ¥ © for to Clty Council
d O Ton ap%r%ve 5 'é'e 1: dto
HOLLICK v rd ﬂ o2 gact TR°Sta? repoft O Te ESE;E onegatlve
MYERS v ﬁ
i O gkggrov?/gggg lbased . To continue to
REYNA dﬂlfbt réport al -
WALKER v IZ P O é{}gzgg to acﬁgovg/deny | meetlng 002205
- ‘ fln of fact

HEMMER v | .| 5 en
: ‘ Other,
NOTESTINE { ¢ _ O




Meeting Date

June 25, 1992
Item Number

8D
Permit Number

P92-009

OO0 s OO0

SACRAMENTO CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
< VOTING RECORD

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT

COMMUNiTY PLAN AMENDMENT

REZONING

SPECIAL PERMIT

VARIANCE

taff,Recommendation

Favérable [] Unfavorable

a Correspondence
O petition

ENTITLEMENTS

OO0 OO0

OTHER

.TENTATIVE MAP

SUBDIVISION MODIFICATICN

LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

LOCATION:

2ndApropeftv east of northeast corner

of Greenhaven Dr.

& Corporate Wav

5-8-92.5g

ADDRESS

P
R
0
P
O
N
E
N
T
5
' NAME “ ADDRESS
0
P
b
0
N
E
N
T
S
MOTION # “ MOTION

Yes No Motion Second A '

To A d d 1
S PPy —] D 7o peerove B o esaresnd, peESYRk
CHINN v . To Deny D‘ To Léecconénéeré%ngpproval
DONAHU V/ : ' r%arg to City Council
NAHUE ‘ To prprove su g tdto
. " n ilna.
HOLLICK U’/ y/ _ o2 gact Thostaf report [ 2 f%%é{ negatlve
MYERS M ! 0O To grov%/?en¥ .based f \
; o ;% To continue to
REYNA _ M ota report _ D*‘
WALKER v’ / j O I“tigg 5% ggﬁéovg/deny " meeting
WEMMER v ; g on fi of fact : .
- “ Other___ “ﬁ')gmﬁ

NOTESTINE ' D: . '
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SACRAMENTO CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

~VOTING RECORD

3
1, :
ﬂf ENTITLEMENTS .
Meeting Date I '
. D GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT D TENTATIVE MAP
June 25, 1992 '
tItem Number D COMMUNITY PLAN AMENDMENT D SUBDIVISION MODIFICATION
i
8E 1 rezonine .
Permit Nohor [ ror rine ADJUSTMENT
B spEcIAL PERMIT '
P92-009 D ENVIRONMENTAL DF:TERMINATION
[J variance :
! [[] orHER
taff Recommendation r
Favorable [] Unfavorable LOCATION: 2nd property east of northeast corner
w/conds. |
0 Correspondence of Greenhaven Dr, &’Corporate Way
OO petition ¢
NAME _ADDRESS )
P ’ “ 15
R | - 74 : 2/
0 i ) '
b ._lifiaa%y_ljk{;egn : . 820
0 ' 2
N 3
E - i
N : :
T R
S §
NAME i o ADDRESS
0 !
P :
P i :
N 1
E !
N : .
S -
i
T
E
MOTION # .. MOTION _
Yes No _ Motion _Second O ' ;
; To Approve El recommend, approval
HECERRA Ekélkﬁﬁi: s » ?orward to Cit Councxi
v ! O To pen i To recommend roval
= : k Y = g? ar 11:28 Clt ggzunCLI
DONAHUE v ) @10 approve t to b4
HOLLICK e el o2 fac Lasgta g réggf i To ratify negative
. Df, eclaration
MYERS v L To rove/den based .
] O g%gg %/% g " To continue to
REYNA a I sta report O :
I I t nt to a o] den ol ] i
IWALKER v Efi : 0 3 ggct to c%ﬁé VE/ Y . meeting
U EMMER pa 3 § on fi of fact !
; [J Other npont 7
OTESTINE | o7 : . o
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f\;" ¢ SACRAMENTO CITY PLANNING COMMISSION : N -
’ o 4 VOTING RECORD s

| : ) !
i ' ENTITLEMENTS
Meeting Date : it :
[ GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT [0 tenTaTIVE MAP
June 25, 1992 , . .

Item Number O COMMUN%TY PLAN AMENDMENT [] SUBDIVISION MODIFICATION

8a [] rezonine '

Pormit Number i [J ror Line abjusTMENT

: [] sPEcIAL PERMIT ‘ |
P92-009 i B ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
[0 variance o
g [[] oteER

]

Staff Recommendation
LOCATION:

2nd property east of northeast corner

[l Favorable [[J Unfavorable)

of Greenhaven Dr. &;Corporate Way

O Correspondence
O petition

ADDRESS
MDE ‘)__‘_ « G .V/‘.AH' S -
E ‘4;,,0. - XS
B 200 ,Lacls 9521 b
0 |
N I
E
N ;‘k ,
T ‘
S 4( -
I
B
NAME _ I ADDRESS
0 I
P L
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0
N
E T
N ,
T ,
S i
1
i
i
. [
MOTION # a MOTION
! y .
Yes No Motion Second , 1‘
- To A d ‘ 1
N— ) @; D 7o approve O fo,rasampend; 2prasualit
B O mobp ST commend roval
. 0o 0 BRI
i . : i unci
DONAHUE v O Io ap%r%‘;%egub et to ‘ . Y
HOLLICK Vv v SP"¢ack 1a°SEa? report Ei?’égcf2§%§ egative
i '
MYERS [V & 0O To aggrov%/%eng ,based .
| on % . O act in To continue to
REYNA alxuirtt L staft report O
ALKER v W ﬂ“ : 0 Ingent to ap 5ove/deny ‘ :
m Sggggc%ntoficmﬁ "of fact ~ meeting
WEMMER / - Ras ‘ " other (Y30ONE
[N i _il_qmvar______.
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Meeting Date

June 25,
Item Number

1992

8F
Permit Number

P22-009

OooOooo

P

SACRAMENTO CITY PLANNING. COMMISSION

taffﬁﬁgcommendation

Favorable [l Unfavorable

O Correspondence
O petition

W VOTING RECORD

i " ENTITLEMENTS

It
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT [l TENTATIVE MAP

I _
COMMUNTI'Y PLAN AMENDMENT O sueprvision MODIFICATION

[li :
'REZONIwG’ ] ror LINE ADJUSTMENT
SPECIAL PERMIT

i [0 ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
VARIANCE

f [ ]

OTHER_Amend PUD Schematic P

lan

LOCATION:

2nd property east of northeast corner

of Greenhaven Dr.

& Corporate Way

ADDRESS
p L ALLAAO AI.J. ,-I_,‘ .-.‘ ) .4‘ - 955
R D Fonk data) (., LJachh 95851
g 5 & ‘I." Al 4 AIIA ./‘" Z a / kel D - —: -
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T E
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T
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I
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. {f ’ .
Yes No Motion Second , E}”/
- To A ove o recommend approval
EECERRA Md: | = © SPprov . %orward to Cit pCochiT
i O 7o pen . To, recommend roval
CHINN s = ' v 0 gubject to cond POV
b v Iy ) . forward to City Council
ONAHLE O BT Red Bt
(M . -
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| REPORT AMENDED BY CPC 6-15-97 |
| CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
1231 "1 STREET, SUITE 200, SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

APPL'CANT hiiva .--uu lcn. 0 Tal A " .. S
OWNER _Bmwmmwmm 95825

PLANSBY Niiva alna/Haom .o-l 0 () anitnl Aven 0 . ~
FILING DATE .lanuary.15_1992 ‘ ENVIR DFT Negative Declaration BEPORT RY Cindy Gnns
ASSESSOR'S PCL. NO. 031-0053-019_031-0054-001 and 003 '

APPLICATION: A. Negative»‘l:?eclaration;
I
B. Mitigation Monitoring Plan (Withdrawn);

C. Pocket (;f:ommunity Plan Amendment of 1.27+ wvacant - acres from

Business/l?rofessional Offices to CommerciaI/Shoppin‘g:
I)

D. Rezone of 1.27+ vacant acres from Office Bulldnng (OB{PUD}) to General
Commercial (C-2{PUD}); ~ :

, | |

E. Specral Permit to develop a 11,850 square foot retail center on 1.27+ vacant
acres in the proposed General Commercial - Greenhaven Executive Park Planned
Unit Development (C-2{PUD}) zone; and : ,

F. Greenhaven Executive Park Planned Unit Development Schematlc Plan_
' Amendment to redesignate office and commercral square footages for three
parcels. }' : : )

LOCATION: 2nd Property East of the Northeast Corner of Greenhaven:Drive and Corporate Way
(Council Dlstnot 7 o ;
PROPOSAL: The applicant i% requesting the necessary entitlements in orderto construct an 11 ,850
‘ square foot retail center. -
, I
PROJECT INFORMATION: |

General P|an Desugnanon P : Regional Commercial & Offices
Pocket Community Plan Desrgnatron Business/Professional Offices
Existing Zoning of Site: ; - 0OB(PUD} y
Existing Land Use of Site: i . Vacant -
! ' :
Surroundmg Land Use and Zoning: L -~ Setbacks: Required = Provided
H ; .
North:  Vacant; OB(PUD) ; Front: 50 97’
South: Apartments; R-3- R Side(East): o’ f 20"
East: 'Vacant & Day Care, OB & C-2(PUD) Side(West): o ! 46’
West: Bank; OB(PUD) IL Rear: U 13’
APPLC.NO._P92-009 . | MEETING DATE_June 25, 1992 ; memno._§
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Property Dimensions: 196’ x 302’ +

Property Area: " 1.27 4+ acres

Parking Required: i 64 spaces
Parking Provided: q 64 spaces

Total Square Footage of Building: - 11,850 square feet
Square Footage of Retail: ! 9,350 square feet

Square Footage of Restaurant: ; 2,500 square feet

Number of Seats in Restaurant: 81 seats :
Height of Building: b 26 feet, one story {
Topography: : Flat !
Street Improvements: , : : Existing |
Utilities: ! Existing

Exterior Building Materials: : Cement Plaster with Tile Wamscot
Roof Materials: 3 Asphalt Shingles

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: On January 25, 1983, the Sacramento City Council approved the
necessary entitlements (P82- 039) to estabhsh the Greenhaven Executive Park Planned Unit
Development (PUD). The approved project consisted of two phases. The approved square footage for
Phases | and Il consist of the followmg v

APPROVED BUILDING SOUM‘ARE FOOTAGE: 839,360 Squarq Feet
Office-Business: 630,360
Commercial: - ; 16,000

Motor Lodge: L 185,000

Restaurant: ﬂ 8,000

The subject site under cons:deratlgn is in Phase | of the PUD. The applicant proposes to revise Phase
| of the Greenhaven Executive Park Schematic Plan by trading the allowable square footage for office
and commercial development. THere are currently four projects within the PUD that modify the
approved square footage within the PUD. There are also two preliminary reviews for development
within the PUD, and one proposal adjacent to the PUD. One of the projects (P92 134), is proposing
to eliminate the motor lodge and urestaurant sites along with 160,000 square feet of office square
footage in order to develop a re5|dent|al subdivision. The second project (P92-031), is the development
of a 15,500 square foot office bunldlng This is an increase in the approved square footage, however,
the applicant is requesting a Schematlc Plan Amendment to exchange the square footage from another
site within the PUD. A third proposal (P91-2486) is a request to develop a 32 484 square foot office
building. This is also an increase |n ‘the office square footage within the PUD. The applicant, however,
is not requesting an exchange of amy square footage within the PUD. The proposed project (P22-009),
in conjunction with all the other submitted applications includes an 175,000 square foot reduction to
the approved office square footage All formal applications submitted within the PUD, if approved,
would result in the following uses ' S '

i =‘

APPLC.NO._P92-009 MEETING DATE_June 25, 1992 ITEM NO. J
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PROPOSED PUD DEVELOPMENT:

Total Square Footage: 488,194 square feet
Office-Business: 460,344 square feet
Commercial: 27,850 square feet
Residential Development: 16+ acres

The preliminary reviews of projects located within the PUD include another exchange of office square
footage, and the elimination of 88,000 square feet of office space for the development of townhomes.
The application {(P91-340) directly adjacent to the PUD, is a rezone from Standard Single Family (R-1)
to allow the construction of 11,610 square feet of office. ‘

PROJECT EVALUATION: Staff has the following comments:

A. Land Use and Zoning

The subject site consists of 1.27 + vacant acres in the Office Building (OB{PUD}) zone. The site
is located within the Greenhaven Executive Park Planned Unit Development. The General Plan
designates the site Regional Commercial and Offices. The Pocket Community Plan designates
the site Business/Professional Offices. The surrounding land use and zoning includes vacant
land, zoned OB(PUD], to the north; apartments, zoned R-3-R, to the south; vacant land and a
day care center, zoned OB(E’UD) and C-2(PUD), to the east; and a bank, zoned OB(PUD), to the
west.

B. Applicant’s Proposal
The applicant is requesting the necessary entitlements to construct a 11,850 square foot retail

center. The center will consist of 9,350 square feet of retail, mcludlng a dry cleaners, and a
2,500 square foot, 81 seat restaurant (Floor Plan - Exhibit D).

C. Policy Considerations

The General Plan designate-ﬁ's the site Regional Commercial & Offices. The Pocket Community
Plan designates the site Business/Professional Offices. The applicant has requested an
amendment of the Pocket Community Plan to redesignate the site for Commercial/Shopping land
uses. The applicant is also requesting a rezone (Exhibit A) of the site from Office Building
{OB{PUD}) to General Commercial (C-2{PUD}). In order to allow the retail development, an
amendment of the Greenhaven Executive Park Planned Unit Development Schematic Plan
(Exhibit B). Staff has no objection to the redesignation of the site to commercial. There
currently is an application undergoing environmental review which redesignates the commercial
area in the PUD for residential purposes. The nature of the proposed retail will serve the
adjacent residential develodment under construction, as well as the office development within
the Greenhaven Executive Park.

APPLC.NO._P92-009 MEETING DATE_June 25, 1992 ‘. ITEM NO. Y
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The project is consistent with the following Generai Plan policies:

Section 2-16, Policy 3. Establish guidelines for mixed use projects and allow these uses in
urbanized areas of the City where development is planned.

Section 4-16, Goal B: Promote development of mixed use regional commercial and office
projects. ;
Section 4-16, Policy 7: Strongly encourage new regional commercial and office centers to
incorporate accessory uses!,.

Section 4-16, Goal A: Ensure that all areas are adequately served by neighborhood/community
shopping districts.

Section 4-18, Goal B: Promote mixed use development of nelghborhood/communrty commercial
districts.

The uses allowed within the Greenhaven Executive .Park PUD Guidelines for the commercial
zones include, but are not limited to the following:

Office support uses, such as blueprinting, printing, copying shops, stationery;
Restaurants (excluding drive-in and/or fast food);

Private club-social center, except in Phase Il - Airport Influence Zone;
Banks/savings and loan; and '

Hotel/motel/motor lodge.

Staff, and the neighbors, have additional concerns which are not addressed by the above list.
Planning staff recommend that there be a condition placed upon the site which further limits the
zoning to prohibit the sale of alcoholic beverages for off-site consumption. This would eliminate
a market selling alcohol, but not eliminate a small market which could serve the surrounding
offices. :
]
D. Site Plan Design

The submitted site plan (Exhibit C), locates the proposed retail building to the rear of the
property with the parking in front. The plans indicate a 30 foot wide landscape setback along
Greenhaven Drive as required by the PUD Guidelines. This 30 foot landscape setback shall be
a clear 30 feet. No parking stall overhangs should be within the 30 foot landscape setback.
There is also landscaping provided along the east and west property lines. The applicant should
submit a detailed landscape and irrigation plan for review and approval of the Planning Director
prior to the issuance of Building Permits. The landscaping along Greenhaven Drive should be
consistent with the other parcels in the PUD. It should consist of three to four foot undulating
berms with evergreen trees, shrubs, and groundcover. The parking area shall also meet the 50
percent shading requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. ,

APPLC.NO._P92-009 MEETING DATE_June 25, 1992 , ITEM NO. !

002213




-5-

The required parking for the 81 seat restaurant and 9,350 square feet of retail is 64 spaces.
The submitted site plan indicates 64 spaces provided. There is a single compact parking stall,
however, located between the access to the bank and the west driveway which should be
eliminated. The maneuverlng area for this space is too near the main driveway entrance. The
provision of an additional space may be accomplished by increasing the amount of compact
spaces to the maximum 40 percent or reducing the width of the standard stalls to the minimum
eight feet. The submitted plans indicate the parking stalls to be nine feet wide. The site plan
also indicates an outdoor seating area. Although staff encourages the outdoor seating, the total
number of seats for the restaurant, indoor and outdoor, can not exceed 81 due to the number
of parking spaces provided..

There is a 26 foot wide reciprocal access and drainage easement to the rear of the property.
The applicant is proposing to use these access easement to enter the express parkway for the
proposed dry cleaners on the western end of the building. This allows a visitor to enter using
the proposed eastern driveway, circle behind the building, drive through the express parkway,
and exit through the existing western driveway..

The trash enclosure is located in the northwest corner of the subject site. It shall meet the
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance including the recycling provisions and solid metal gates.

E. Building Design

The proposed building materials (Exhibit E) consist of cement plaster with a ceramic tile
wainscot. This is inconsistent with the existing brick materials within the PUD. Staff suggests
the applicant submit revised elevations for review and approval of the Planning Director prior to
the issuance of Building Permits. The revised elevations should include brick on the exterior
columns, parapet wall, and the east and north elevations. The north elevation also needs
additional embellishments to benefit the adjacent parcel to the north.” The elevations should
maintain the ceramic tile, however, it should be as accents rather than as a wainscot. The
fascia should be cement plaster or precast concrete with reveals. The fascia decoration should
be continued around the entire building. The submitted plans indicate asphalt shingles as the
colonnade roof material. The applicant should use an alternate roof material which is more
appropriate with a brick exterior. The applicant should also submit a roof plan. The aluminum
store front windows submltted on the plans should be factory finished color {(baked enamel}, not
anodized.

F. Signage

The applicant has not submitted a sign program for the development, however, two monument
signs are indicated on the site plan. The Greenhaven Executive Park PUD Guidelines limit the
detached signs to one per parcel with a maximum of 48 square feet. The detached and
attached signage should meet the size and location requirements of the PUD Guidelines. The
applicant shall submit a sign program for review and approval of the Planning Director prior to
the issuance of Building Pe”rmits.

APPLC.NO._P92-009 MEETING DATE_June 25, 1992 ITEM NO. /
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G. Agency Comments

The proposed project was reviewed by Traffic Engineering, Engineering Development Services,
Building Inspections, and the Fire Department. The following comments were received:

Traffic Engineering

1. Driveways shall be a minimum 150 feet off-set from, or shall be aligned with, existing
and/or proposed driveways on the south side of Greenhaven Drive.

2. Eliminate the single compact parking space between the access to the bank and the west
driveway. ‘
3. It is recommended that the site be served by only one driveway. The single driveway

should be located near the center of the project site (with exact location subject to the
approval of the Traffic Engineer) and access easements to the west should be granted.

Engineering Development Services

1. Provide reciprocal ingress, egress and maneuvering easements.
2, Provide a reciprocal drainage easement within the common driveways.
]\
3. On-site grading, pavmg and drainage shall be approved by Public Works prior to issuance

of a Building Permit.’

4. Notice: Property to be developed in accordance with this special permit may be subject
to flooding. Interested parties should ascertain whether and to what extent such flooding
may occur. The applicable base flood elevations for the property should be reviewed.
Base flood elevations are contained in the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Flood Insurance
Study Wording Map for the Sacramento Community, dated January 1989, available for
review at the City of Sacramento’s Public Works Department, Development Services
Division, Room 100, 927 10th Street.

5. Note: Fair share of the traffic signal was paid with P90-159.

H. Neighborhood Comments

A community meeting was held on May 6, 1992, to discuss all the projects within the
Greenhaven Executive Park Planned Unit Development. The neighborhood expressed concern
over the creation of a strip mall They were also concerned with a convenience market selling
alcohol in the area.

Staff does not find this commercial center to be a typical strip center. It is a center designed

APPLC.NO._P92-009 MEETING DATE_June 25, 1992 ITEM NO. y

002215




i
-7-
- ' 1
to serve the surrounding office and residential development. It is also not an increase in the
allowable commercia!l square footage for the PUD. Staff also has addressed the alcohol
concerns by restricting the sale of alcohol for off-site consumption. N

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: The Environmental Services Manager has determined that the
project, as proposed, will not have a significant impact to the environment; therefore, a Negative
Declaration has been prepared. There were no mitigation measures, therefore, there is no Mitigation
Monitoring Plan. ‘{i“‘

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the Planning Commission take the followmg actions:

dl
A. Ratify the Negative Declaratlon;

B. Wlthdraw the Mltlgatlon Momtorlng Plan; - ;

C. Recommend approval of the Pocket Commumty Pian Amendment of 1.27 + vacant acres from
Busmess/Professmnal OffICBS to Commercial/Shopping and forward to-City Council;

D. Recommend approval of the“rRezone of 1.27 + vacant acres from Offlce Bunldlng (OB{PUD}) to
General Commercial {C- 2{PUD}) and forward to City Council; :

E. Approve the Special Permit ‘Eto develop a 11,850 square foot retail cenﬁer subject to conditions
and based upon findings of‘fact which follow; and

F. Recommend approval of thg‘ Greenhaven Executive Park Planned Unit Development Schematic
Plan Amendment to redesignate office and commercial square footages for three parcels and
forward to City Council. f

)
'

Conditions ‘1
i *?
1. There shall be no sal"‘e of alcoholic beverages for off-site consumption on the site.
2. The appllcant shall sﬂ':'bmnt a detailed landscape and irrigation planfor review and approval

of the Planning Director prior to the issuance of Building Permits. The landscaping along
Greenhaven Drive sﬂall consist of three to four foot undulating berms with evergreen
trees, shrubs, and groundcover The landscape area shall be a clear 30 feet, with no
parking stall overhang. The parking area shall also meet the 50 percent shading

requirements of the Zonmg Ordinance.

3. The single compact parkmg stall located between the access to the bank and the west
driveway shall be ehmmated An additional space shall be mcluded someplace else on
the site. '

4, The total number of geats for the restaurant(s), indoor and outdd‘or, shall not exceed 81.

APPLC.NO._P92-009 MEETING DATE_June 25, 1992 "~ memnNo._ Y
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11.

12.

13.
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The trash enclosure shall comply with the requirements of the Zomng Ordinance including
the recycling requirements and solid metal gates.

The applicant‘shall submit revised elevations for review and approval of the Planning
Director prior to the issuance of Building Permits. The revised elevations shalt may
include the following: '

a. brick on the exterior columns, parapet wall, and the east and north elevations;
b. additional embelllshments on the north elevation to beneflt the adjacent parcel to
- the north; i

c. the-clevations-shall-maintair-the ceramic tile, hewever—ot—shﬁl—be used as accents
rather than as:a wainscot on the elevations; (CPC amended)

d. %he—#asaa—sha#—be cement plaster or precast concrete fascra with reveals; (CPC
amended)

€. the-fascia-decoration-shall-be-eantinued continue the fascra decoration around the
entire bu1ld|ng,‘ (CPC amended)

f. an alternate colonnade roof material which is more appropnate with a brick
exterior; \

g- the applicant shall submit a roof plan; and

h.  The aluminum store front windows shalt-be with a factory finished color (baked
enamel), ret rather than anodized. (CPC amended) !

The applicant shall submit a sign program for review and approval of the Planning
Director prior to the issuance of Building Permits. The detached and attached signage
shall meet the size and location requirements of the PUD Guidelines.

The development sjhall comply with the Greenhaven Executive Park Planned Unit
Development Guideliﬁnes. :

Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, the site shall be inspected by the
Planning Division to ensure compliance with the conditions.

The applicant shall .provide reciprocal ingress, egress and maneuvering easements.
Driveways shall be provided to the satisfaction of the City Traffic Engineer. (CPC
amended) ‘ "

The applicant shall provide areciprocal drainage easement within the common driveways.

On-site grading, paving and drainage shall be approved by Public: Works prior to issuance
of a Building Permit.

The applicant shall work with staff to include "pedestrian frfendly " features on the
revised site plan, such as brick pavers or a different textured walkway from the retail use

APPLC.NO._P92-009 MEETING DATE_June 25, 1992 - ITEM NO. 8
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to the property to the north and east of the subject site and Greenhaven Drive to the
south. (CPC added)

Findings of Fact - Special Permit

1. The project, as conditioned, is based upon sound principles of land use in that the
proposed retail development is compatible with the surrounding area which includes
commercial and office uses.

2. The project, as conditioned, will not be detrimental to the public welfare nor result in the
creation of a public nuisance in that adequate parking, cwculatlon and landscaping has
been provided.

| :

3. The project is consistent with the General Plan which designates the site Regional
Commercial and Offices, and the Pocket Community Plan which is being amended to
designate the site Commercial/Shopping.

APPLC.NO._P92-009 MEETING DATE_June 25, 1992 | ITEM NO._ ¥

002217



-t

7
M

v

RT3 1)

=
Sy =

Q
¢
9
A,
T
b
2, 'Q -]
¢
A}
A

VICINITY MAP

P92-009

June 25, 1992




22300

]

0

e
Fpuial

o e ~—EXISTING 28'-0° WIDE RECIPROCAL ACCESS &
l PRIVATE DRAINAGE EASEMENT

SITE TABULATION,

Clty of Sacramento

o a™

EXISTING BANK .
o Propose 11,850 st = Total
-+ oo 2 C-Retall-Center o= oo -

Parcel Size: 1.27 Acresx

Present Zoning: OB(PUD)

Propose Zoning: C-2(PUD)
Community Plan Amendment
Schematic Plan Amendment
Speclal Permit

Propose Use: Total 11,850 sf+ Retall
Center Including 2,500 sfx
Restaurant

A S
W
;

A

— -

I3 :
s e

X LS

Propose Parking: 84 Total Spaces

37 Spaces for 9,350 sfx Retall

27 Spaces for 2,500 sfx Restaurént
) : —_— 1 2 Reguired Parking: 64 Total Spaces
Exlw 7 - / )

e il

SITE PLAN.creewsavensmmon =1 €3

NCHD NIYAICALPOHOM DONG
aer )

VWGJ 5. 2,-92
PT2. 00

~ - :APN:031:0053-019 - — ~— - - - -

O INAWHOVLIN



Ao ctments

&)

A

—

LAND USE & ZONING MAP

1

L
P92-009

June 25, 1992

Item No. f



bOO-2bd

--.oslbun)'f

- e et i

= e
o
N E
w =l
3 il
" >
PRO;POSED%REZON‘E FROM
- OB (PUD) TO C- 2 (PUD)“—_
_ ?{% i . | —
o REZONE EXHIBIT GREENHAVEN STA'I'ION ' . DA
* | e /SCALE: 1" =:100.0" - | NCHD _ NWAICALPO HOMIDONG
. { ‘ ARCHITECTS * e
| % - 2150 CAPTOL AVEME SUTE 200 P 92 0 O 9

SACRAMENTO, CA 95816




2bbl'sZ Bunf OO0~ 2bd

W

4

EXISTING: Commercial
185,000 s.f. (+/-)
3 Stories

PROPOSED: Conmercial
172,000 s.£. (+/-)
3 stories

Office
80,000 5,£. {+/-}
4 Storiea

Comereial
2,000 5.8, (/-] \
\ 1 story

PROPOSED:

PROJECT SITE
EXISTING: Qffice

15,000 s.£. (+/-}
1 Story

Commercial
13,000 s.£. {(+/-)
1 story

SCHEMATIC PLAN '!CREENHAVEN EXECUTIVE OFFICE PARK)

Qurnercial
8,000 8., {+/=)
1 story

: Office

Office
80,000 s.f. (+/-)
4 Stories

93,000 s.f. (+/=)
4 Stories .

Office
8,000 s.f. (+/-}
1 "Story

- = <5 I" g
4
KEY MAP \
No acaLs
AN )

SCALE: 3" = 100-0" @

—_—
NCIiD NIYAICALPOTHOM DONG

AveHITECTE

5130 CAMIOL AV 51T 2D
TRMWEID. A Soate

o LI9I0X

XH




¢
0
2

XISTING 26™-0° WIDE REGIPROCAL ACCESS &
PRIVATE DRAINAGE EASEMENT

l
|
L]
|
|
|
|
|
|

LX NS Y
X U=
R et

Propose 11,850 sf + Total
Retail Center

PROPOSED

h 8 RESTAURANT
] ¥ . SPACE

e

| ]
ST AN

INva

(7

A A .
ALV CP

A
_
|
l
1
I
|
AV 4 . .
bl

rgm

AT
FR g

el
B

S
554
:'
§; !
o
I
’ﬁ
A
Ry
!
I
i
L
N
9,
s
HoB Yy
-

EXISTING

MONUMENT SiGN
DRIVEWAY

" NIYAIC ALPOTHOAIDONG

NCHD

Eohitaery

G130 Cafi WOAE 208 E
Armeria Crowie

SITE TABULATION,

City of Sacramento

APN: 031-0053-019 )

Parcel Size: 1.27 Acres:

Present Zoning: OB(PUD)

Propose Zoning: C-2(PUD)
Community Plan Amendment
Schematic Plan Amendment
Special Permit )

Propose Use: Total 11,850 st Retail
Center including 2,500 sfx
Restaurant '

Propose Parking: 64 Total Spaces

37 Spaces for 9,350 sf+ Retail

27 Spaces for 2,500 sfx Restaurint
Required Parking: .64 Total Spaces

P— e R NP

h

i
i

- ITaHXA

e’



BOG-2bd

bl ‘62 PN

PROPOSED RETAIL

Qr

PROPOSED RETAIL

PROPOSED RETAIL

PROPOSED RETALL

PROPOSED RETAIL

PROPOSED RETAIL

_ PROPOSED RESTAURANT

gt

Golol

|
oo
N L
\\ r
\ 3 o
\\\[‘ I}\‘T :}_ N ‘ . I i :
o - - ¥ =4 = <=
" R A R
p—— SN —— S R —_—— e CRES it sk
. M\ ”lv. N I— OVERHANG ABOVE, TYP w
;;;.,H!_';- 85- oA

————

- IIaHXdE



GEMENT PLASTER (@ PARAPET WALLS, TYP
OPENING

+-——ASPHALT SHINGLES, TYP

- oA

n

CEMENT PLASTER, TYP
ALUMINUM STOREFRONT SYSTEM W/ CLR GLASS, TYP
CERAMIC TILE WAINSCOT, TYP

W. ELEVATION, .

2bbl '62 2ung

m«ﬁ"

624 16
e——————————
“clln NIYAICALPOIHOM DONG

awcmiiicry

£ GREENHAVEN STATION
g faom s
~ -




) - FORM
_‘gm\%‘éﬁg s LT o
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U E urumzcx AND ENVIRONMENTAL Quzs'r:omnz U i P
Eo 1N ' (conmm?. FIVE COPIZS)

r——

’I'h:.s document w111 ass:.st the Plann.mq Division in evaluat:.nq‘ the proposed
project and its potaential environmental mpacts. C:mplete and accurata
information is required for envirommental raeview and will minimize future
requests for additional information.--Please contact Environmental Services
Division, 1231 I strect. ‘Room .300, Sacramento, CA 95814 (916) 449-2037 if
there are any questions concarning environmental issues. Contact the Current
Plannmq Section, Room 200, at the address listed ahove, (916) 449=-56804 for
zoning intarpratations. .-l ' ) :

SUBDIVISION NAME OR PROPOSED COMHON’ NAME FOR PROJECT:

PROPERTY OWNER'S N’AHE ROGER SWZ-\NSON

- Mailing Address: ""2121Wm. T ' - 1p Code T8
- Telaphonae: Business (l6) 3Y22-88ls Home ( ) ___ -————— —
APPLICANT'S/AGENT'S NAME:: Nllza/CalpO/HCm/DOng Inc. -

Mailing Address: _2150 Capitol Ave., oSte. &UV ST AT O Z1p Code 95810
Telephone: Business (916) 446-7/41 Home ( ) ~——————- -
Contact Person's Name: Rudy Calpo Phone ( )

PROJECT SITE INFORMATION RGA] '
Proparty Address or Location an Property East O

Property Assessor Parcel Number(s) 834m0053= _n1a O3 —o0osd —0O0L 003 Corporate Way

Property Dimensions: 302.63 (+/-) _ X206 56 (4/=)

Property Area: Square Footage (gGross)oo,005 (+/~) - (net) 55,365 (+/-)
- Acreage (gross) 1.271 (+/-) (net) 31,271 (+/-)

Land Use: Undevalcped/Vacant x Developed (give bldg.sg.ft.)

Existinq Zoning of Proj'edt Site: OB(PUD) Proposad Zcminq' C~2 (PUD)

DESCRIBE A.DJACENT ZONING 'AND EXIS'I.'IV’G LAND USE W'ITHIN 300 FEET OF PRCQJECT
SITE:

W (1 e., residential, ccmerclal, industrial)
North CB(PUD} ' /

South _cp(pim) _QFFICE = ‘
fast o (pIp) 0% DAVCARE. Y Sy "
West  _rm(prm) (" QFFICE gVACAN'r) \ I\

——y

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

B No;: P 92 ( ﬂ'gbata Rec"d': ) /4/5’7;1— -' By: (/ég&

General Plan Design: ‘ , Rezone "
- Amend To: , Tent. Map ,
Com. Plan Area: ) ' . .Spec. Permit i
Existing Design: ‘ . - Variance -
Amend To: ' - - Sub. Mod. -
Qther Plan Design: - ' . LIA FAt
Amend To: . ‘ Other fCD Py —

Environmental Determination: Exempf: - _: Neg.
L . By: A , Date _ (7]
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A;PI.ICANT'S srm oF IRTE:M' - This is a J-parc statement to bt provided,
+im’ tne spac.s bclaw ‘a‘.nijshall conta.in thc .’.ol}.&:ml':f.ng'-'~‘1"-é“l''--“3"'@'ﬁ‘"'r’f*eﬂ""""'r
a. 'A dcscriptian of what it is you proposc to do._.'!hisducription should

. ._.._._xncludo the entitlements” btinq r-quasted (i.c., rezonc, tantat:.ve map,

spccial pornit, etc.) _ e

s e A e > AT - = R e e i

e e A At
f=a

R atd

B.- .*“In:!omticn ptrcincnt te thc applicatian, such wthmmmbc: of units

————%ize of buildings, number of cff-street parking spaces, height of :enca

1—--4—.—-.—--—\ D e

“and. any other pcr:incnt information not. shownion the submitted plans.

- Infomtion and roason.inq justi:ying your: nquost. G
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It 'chis projoct is pc::tot x largar projoc't: tor wh.ich a Noqativo Doclarat:.an
or Environmental Impact Report has been preparad, rafersnce tha document
balow (includo date and project number it apﬁvlica.ble) A

| e o A .10 o B, W .

T pm;rEcr IS PART OF THE GREENHAVEN EXECUTIVE CFF Ll LT I

—— L A——

e e -

e e e YTt

gt st T e e L et e e———— 4 e e r—

nn PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS e - T ".'__i.'f',“

. b £ o - o+

Is tm.s project part of a larger project for which no anv:.ronnental rav' aw

has been prapared? PROJECT PART CF GREENKAVEN ycs ne
... EXECUTIVE CFFICE PARK " - - RS

e e sSITE mmmmcs e

‘Are thers any Trm/Shmbs on the Pra;cct, s.i.t::’ NO N

Are m to bo removed? _ . PR S LT L

Are any ta bc  transplanted? . - - If s, state ldation'bt_'frahsﬁiant
sita. : '

Ploton Sita Plan by “Size and 'rype all traas to bn removed and/or
tra.nspla.ntad. - v - ettt -

. S R et
s s e T r—

Is the site part of an Airport Overlay Zone? Expla.ur N T

Will the proposad use involve agy toxic or hazardous matarials or wasta?

O

DEMOLITION O’ smmus

Are there any structures on tnc prcjec:t sita? NO
Presaent Use of Existing Structure(s):
Proposad Use of Existing Structura(s):
Are any StructurasOccupied: _
Describe the type of occupancy (number of residents, type of use)

N . 002230



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

21.

Wi’

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

disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A short-term impact on
on the environment is one which occurs in a relatively brief, definitive

YES/MAYBE/NO
Public Services. Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in need for
new or altered governmental services in any of the following areas:
a. Fire protection? w2 A
b. SP(c;ll‘icel g'rotection? W
c.. 0ols? nr
d. Parks or other recreational facilities? Nz
e. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? N
f. Other governmental services? N
Energy. Will the proposal result in:
a. Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy? ng”
b. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy or require
the development of new sources of energy? U
Utilities. Will the Froposal result in a need for a new system, or substantial
alterations to the following utilities: ‘
a. Power or natural gas? Ya~
b. Communications systems? =
c. Water? : -
d. gewer or septic tanks; ‘ A
e. torm water drainage? ne
f. Solid waste and disposal? i~
. Will the proposal result in;
a, Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard (excluding
mental heaith)? ya
b. Exposure of people to potential health hazards? Y~
. i
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 open to public view? ' ne
‘ Recreation. Will the proposal result in an impact upon the quality or quantity
of existing recreational opportunities? Y
a. Will the proposal result in the alteration or destruction of a prehistoric
or historic archaeological site? 2
b. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or aesthetic effects toa
prehistoric or historic building, structure or object? U
c. Does the proposal have the potential to cause a physical change which
would affect unique ethnic cultural values? .
d. Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the
potential impact area? ‘ na” ,
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-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples
of the major periods of California history or prehistory? 1)

period of time while long-term impacts will endure well into the future.) 002 o/ _

FM6(6/91)



|

A SPECIAL PERMIT TO DEVELOP A 13,000 S.F. (+/-) RETAIL CENTER WITH 10,500 S.F.

(+/-) OF RETAIL AND 2,500 S.F. (+/-) OF RESTAURANT ON A 1.27 ACRE (+/ ) SITE
(APN: 031-0053-019) IN THE GREENHAVEN EXECUTIVE OFFICE PARK. A REZONE FROM THE
EXISTING OB (PUD) ZONE TO C-2 (PUD) ZONE IS ALSO REQUIRED AS WELL AS A POCKET
COMMUNITY PLAN AMENDMENT AND A GREENHAVEN EXECUTIVE PARK SCHEMATIC PLAN AMENDMENT

TO REDESIGNATE THE SITE FROH 15,000 S.F. (+/-) OF OFFICE TO 13,000 S.F. (+/-) OF
COMMERCIAL. ‘ |

TO FACILITATE THE REZONE IT IS NECESSARY TO OBTAIN 13, 000 S.F. (#/-) O
COMMERCIAL PROPERTY FROM A SITE ZONED C-2 IN THE SAME PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT
IN ESSENCE IT WOULD BE A“TRADE Of 13,000 S.F. (+/-) OF OFFICE FROM THE PROJECT
SITE FOR 13,000 S.F. (+/-) OF COMMERCIAL FROM A SEPARATE SITE (SEE EXHIBIT 1).

00222+
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. ;’: )
ot aﬁxu@mmur
Structuresto be mﬁxmwma‘“:

' -/Structures tabeMoved:

' Describe age, condition, size, and a:cmtaccu:al st 1- ot a.u .xistingl -
e sitc st:mctur-s (inclndc ;:hotos; g Y on

'd

T D v

A

TR A LT

Typ-atUs-(s) ;nmmaza&J&gﬂﬂLﬂESﬂmﬂmﬂ” : .
Oriantad to: R.qlona.l X : c:.ty - Nelghborhoed
‘Hours ofOperations -~~~ 8- 9 PM~ ' '4
Total Occupancy/Capacity of Buz.ldmg(s; 287 RETATTY 3] RESTADRANT
Total Number of Fixed Seats: - : ~
Squa:t Poctage of: ..U .o Wa:ehousca:u

‘office Area: S Doadinq Area: —

""Sales Area:. ]Q 500 (+/-) RETATL Storaqo Area: fq VT T

2,500 (+/-)RE‘STAURANI‘ S
- Total Nmnbcrctmploytos - 207 (/=) e

Ant:.c:.patnd N'unbor of Employees Pat Slutt. U VF/ / ~

'rctal N’tmhor ot visn.tars/Custom.rs gui;g at any one tm 60- (+/=)
'Oth..r Occupants (spocxty) :

2ESTD e

e e - e mam— 1 - e L

Total Lots: -~ - Total Dﬁcll‘ini; Units: -~~~ .
Total Acreage: _________ Net Density/Acre: _______ Gross Density/Acre:

.";.'.: o L R, "3:’1_' '

""""“sinq‘ln ' Two Family _Multi-Pamily Multi-Pamily
Family wlm:x {Apaztments) - f(Condominiums)

Number of Units
Acraage :
Square Feet per Unit
For Sale or Rent
Price Range - -
Type of Unit: :
Studic .- - T :
1 Badroom . - e
2 Bedraoom ”
3 Bedroom
4+ Bedroom

Are any of .thm' um.ts préposé& '~€;rb‘ ‘susidised? """”‘"f'"""""
If yes, describe the type and source of the subsidy.

. e et
e A a1 e a1 e

OO2237<



‘ . . A ) ) .,“;:;’; e w;.; : .‘{-;
mmm BUILDING(8) CHARMACTERISTICS ¢ o
_YOR ENTIRE m'“%:,%:«,;

1o Tyt u.._.-. fo o P g

-;,Sif-- °f New Stmcm-(sx crauildinq Additicn(s)- 13.4109 L+/,~>.ﬂ .‘»Gms sty

"“3‘1-’-14539’ E‘igbt (Hoasurqd from Ground £o Hiqngst pgj_nt) ST e
S 35..:0____ Pt. No. of Floors
-0

NN 3, NN e o g 54
.nx— \.-,,Mw e Y‘-n«- WaERA T “'h& Hﬂﬂp

Height of: othcr Appnztmncos (Exclnd.inq Bnildj.nqsi ‘Measured from Ground to
Highest -Peint (e€.g.;TAntennas, Hicrmvc !quimt SGIar znozqy Bquzpmant
Light Pola Standards, ctc.) g T e B .

o~

I e T e ' .23 T
Project Site Coverage: Puilding Cmraga. A'»B 000" q PELa y
et e e » mlandscap.d Area: *::‘._'- sq. ‘n._-,».:_f- R %
S T - -Paved Surfaced "%ﬂ— Sq.: PE. 3% %
LT . ‘_'ratal‘ ‘-"—"":‘ff“._."" _____ __.33"3'65_" 8q. Pt - - 100 %

(= - NN'”,_,.- e
- ——

Exterior aundinq Hater:.a.lsﬂEM‘NI‘ PEAS‘IER” m Roof uatonals-ASPHALT SHINGLES

E:xtarmr&u:.ldz.ngtolors. RUST. LIG.HI' RUST, FLESH

Describe the need .and demand for child carc sozvicos qcncnted hy the -
_proposad prajcct .and _indicatas any plans far providing such services in
conjunct:.on with the pro]ect

x_‘ -

__CHITDCARE FACILITY AT SITE 10 THE EAST (ao: 031-0053—007)

'rctal Number af Off-Street Parkinq Spaces. : :
: Oon-Site Requirad 62  oOn-Site Propased 69

Total Number of Propesad Qff-Sita E'arlung' 0
(Includc a Signed Laase Agreement or Latter of Agency)

Tctal Number of Bicycle Lockar ?acilx.tus Prcpos.d. : - 4 Requ:.red.

Describe the TYpe af F.‘xta:z.or mghtan Prcpcsed for the Project (Ea:.gn:,
Intansity) : Building: _ WA Parlunq. N/A

-,

Estimata 'rctal CQnstzuct;.on C.'ost tor Project $ N[/A ,

Ccnstructlon Sta::tz.ng Data: N/A R Estmatad cﬁmpletmn Da.ta:N/A
noes this Proposal mcl.ud. s:.gnage’ YES - Iﬂ yes, explam t:nc tallow:.ng.
He:.qnt. VARTES Illummatmn.NEON BA(KLI .
Dimensions: VARIES : - Colors/mtorzals mTCH BUIID%
Locations LOn/Of.:-Sx.ta).. "ON-STIE S | o -
002?3



. NOTE: ‘IP THE ancm SITE 18 ON OR NEAR A HISTORICAL sm, mmzomczm
R  SITE, LANDFILL SITE, RIVER, FLOODPLAIN,. FREEWAY, RATILROAD, OR
AIRPORT, THEN SPECIFIC TECHNICAL -STUDIES MAY BE .REQUIRED.
APPLICANTS ARE ENCOURAGED TO CONTACT THE ENVIRONMENTAL SECTION AT
THE BARLIEST OPPORTUNITY TO DETERMINE THE POSSIBLE NEED AND SCOPE
OF SUCH STUDIES.

ﬂ

%orm PERMITS OR APPROVALS

List any and all other publ;c appruvals required for this project Specify

type of permit or approval, aqencyydepaztmcnt, address, person to contact,
and their talaphone number. "

Permit or Approwval Assnsx: Address Contact Person  Ehone Number
 APPROVAL OF GREENHAVEN y
" EXECUTIVE CEFICE PARK n
T ARCHITECTERAL DESIGN j
COMMITEE, R

AS THE APPLICANT/AGENT FOR THIS PROPOSAL, I HEREBY STATE TEAT TC THE BEST OF
MY KNOWLEDGE, THE ABOVE 1‘ ANSWERS AND STATEMENTS ARE TRUE AND COMPLETE. I
CERTIFY THAT THE PROPOSAL DESCRIBED IN THIS APPLICATION IS NOT A PART OF A
LARGER PROJECT OR A PHASE OF A LARGER PROJECT.

AL& : | | - I‘l'e@' i o

Applzcant/hdhht ' - Date
“

. l : |
ROHTTECT & (916) 446-7741

—BLILY _CALPO, AR A «
Print Name and Title of Applicant/Agent Phone
. ] . .

|

BECAUSE THE TIMB EBQUH!D POR ENVIRONMENTAL OR STAFP REVIEW MAY VARY
ACCORDING TO THEB COEPI-BZI'!! OPF THE PROJECT, THE PLANNING DIVISION WILL NOTIZY
YO0U QF THE SCHEDULED mxm DATE ON YOUR PROJECT ONCE IT HAS BEEN RELEASED
FROM m ENVIRONMENTAL smczs DIVISION.

h
%

|
03/90:deh’ , 4“

| EE 02234



- ~~ FORMB

i ) - ' . . [
 LETTER OF AGENCY L
} ) k

¢

Date:  JANUARY -8, 1992 :

City of Sacramento \ ‘
Department of Planning and Development
1231 I Street, Suite 200

Sacramento, CA 95814 |

Gentlemen:

I, the undersigned'leqe% owner of record, hereby grant permission to:

Applicant: _NITVA/CATPO/HOM/DONG INC. Phone: _(916) 446-7741

to apply for the following entitlement(s):
Plan Amendment

Rezoning

PUD Designation

Tentative Map !

Lot Line Ad]ustment

Subdivision Hodlflcatlcn

Special Permit ﬁ

Planning Dzrectorws Special Permit
Variance

Planning Director’ s Variance

- "R" Review (Develcpment Plan Review)

SECOND PROPERTY EAST OF NE CORNER OF
GREENHAVEN DR. & CORPORATE WAY

Il_ |_ I

The subject property is @ocated at

Assessor's Parcel Number (3]1-0053-019

Signatupé /of owrler of record (must be original)

!

ROGER SON ‘
Name of owner of record -

2121 ARDEN WAY, SACRAMENTO .95825 4 (916) 922-8815
Address of owner of recoFd ‘ Phone

sz @GQ

‘Application,Number

0 I 002233



DEPARTMENT OF ~ CITY OF SACRAMENTO 1231 1 STREET

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT CALIFOR‘JIA ROOM 200 -

SACRAMENTO. CA
- 95814-2998

3 ; " . BUILDING INSPECTIONS
NEGATIVE DECLARATION L 9164495716
. ) “/ gl
' PLANNING
916449 5604

The Environmental Services Manager of the City. of Sacramemo Caltfom:a a municipal corporation,
does prepare, make, declare, and publish this Negative Declaration for the following described
project:

t

The City of Sacramento, Department of Planning and Development, Environmental Services Division
has reviewed the proposed project and has determined that the project as proposed will not have
a significant effect on the envuronment. Th:s conclusion is based on information contained in the
attached Initial Study.

An Envu'onmental impact Report is not requnred pursuant to the Environmental Qualuty Act of 1970
(Dmszon 13 of the Public Resources Code of the State of Cahforma)

This environmental review process and Negahve Declaration filing is pursuant to Title 14, Dmsuon 6,
Chapter 3, Article 6, Section 15070 of the California Administrative Code and pursuant to the
Sacramento Local Environmental Regulations (Resolution 78-171) adopted by the City of Sacramento
and pursuant to Sacramento cny Code, Chapter 63.

A copy of this document may be reviewedlobtamod at the City of Sacramemo, Department of
Planning and Development, Envirmmnta! Services Division, 1231 | Street, 3rd Floor, Sacramento,

California 95814. -
‘Environmental Services Manéger of the
. City of Sacramento, California, -
'~amunidpalcorporat|on -

S o zﬁr/mﬂ&\

rev. 1190 L 00223



B - CITY OF SACRAMENTO

| INITIAL STUDY

“This Initial Study has been requrred and prepared by the Department of Plannin g and Development,
) 449-2037, pursuant

Environmental Services Division, 1231 I Street, Room 301 Sacramento, CA 95814, (91
to CEQA Gurdehnes, Section 15063 (August 1 1983).

File No. and/or Project Name; é u)ébn&m Q%f Z - 004’)

Pro;ect Location:
Applicant - Name:
Address

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

, ! - - YES/IMAYBE/NQ
1. Eﬂﬂh Will the proposal result in: - ;
Unstable earth conditions or in changes in geologic substructures?
Disruptions, dlsplacements compaction or overcovering of the soil? ‘
Change in topography or ground surface relief features
The destruction, covering or modification of any unique geologic or.
physical features? | | e
Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils, either on or off the
site? : e
f. Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes in siltation
deposition or erosion which may modify the channel of a river, stream,

ap o

o

inlet or lake? e
Exposure of people or property to geologic hazards such as wthquakes,
ground failure, or similar hazards? Yot
2. Alr. Will the proposal result u“
"a Substantial air emissions or detenomnon of ambient air quality? na
b The creation of objectionable odors? : [
c Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature, or any change in
climate, either lomlly or regronally" ‘ ey
3. ﬂm Will the proposal mzlt in:
Changes in currents, or the course of direction movements, in either
marine or fresh watcrs? i
b. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount
of surface runo: , : g
c. Alterations to the course of flow of flood waters? Y -
d. Change in the amount of surface water in any water body? L
e. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water '
quah , including butl not limited to temperature, dissolved oxygen!
4 rdrty? o’
f. Alterauon of the du'octron or rate of flow of ground waters? ‘ e

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

excavations? | AT
h.  Substantial reduction i m the amount of water otherwise available for |
public water supplies? A ner
i : Exposure of people or property to water related hazards such as flooding? _ ..
| 002237 7=
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10.

11.

12.

13.

mLthe Wlll the proposal result in:
Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants"
b. Reductlgn of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered specnes 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:

YES/MAYBE/NQ

a. Change in the diversity of species, of number of any species of animals? L
b. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species of
animals? ey’
c. Introduction of new specnes of animals into an area, or result in a
barrier to the migration or movement of animals? -
d. Deterioration of existing fish or wildlife habitat?
Noise. Will the proposal result in:
a. Increases in existing noise levels? A’
b, Exposure of people to severe noise levels? s
Light and Glare. Will the proposal produoe new light or glare" U
. Will the proposal result in a subs ,,9?1 teration of the present ‘
or planned land use of an area? (474 ‘yw, %&
Natural Resources. Will the proposal result in:
a. Increase in the rate of use of any natural resources: Py
b. Substantml depletion of any nonrenewable natural resource? Qi
_ . Does the proposal involve:
‘a. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances (including
but not limited to, oil, pesticides, chemicals or rad:auon) in the
event of an accident or upset conditions? U
b. Possible interference with an emergency response plan or an emergency
evacuation plan? vy
Population. Will the proprosal alter the location, distribution, density,
or growth rate of the human population of an area? _ Mg
. Will the groposal affect exikting housing, or create a demand for
additional housing . : :
. ! . ) —
. Will the proposal result in:
a, Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement? N
b. Effects on existing parking fac:hnes, or demand for new parking? pa)
c. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems? N
d. Alterations to present patterns of cuculatmn or movement of . people ,
and/or goods? : —ng
e. Alterations to waterborne, rail or air traffic? ‘ ' Nng
f. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehncles, blcychsts or pedesmans? A4
i ,
0 (2238.

FM6(6/91)



i
I
|

- | ~ YESIMAYBENO
c. Does the project have “1mpacts Wthh 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 envxronment 1s

significant.) : e
d. Does the project have ‘environment effects which will cause substannal '
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? T
- ‘“ |
MITIGATION MEASURES =~ |

The applicant has agreed to revise the project to incorporate Lhe mmgauon measures contained in
Attachment A, Discussion of Innal Study. _ b

A discussion of the project’s 1mpacts is contamed in Attachment A Dnscussxon of Inmal Study. No
Mitigation is requlred for this project.

REFERENCES | ’i

X__ City of Sacramento General Plan Update EIR, 1988 ~(s

City of Sacramento Zoning Ordinance - 1

_____ North Natomas Commumty Plan EIR : : o

—___ South Natomas Community Plan EIR & SEIR : .

Airport-Meadowview Community Plan EIR

North Sacramento Community Plan EIR

South Sacramento Community Plan EIR - ; .

Pocket Community Plan Update , Co

Downtown Redevelopment Plan Update and EIR, 1985 :

Central City Community Plan'EIR

ITE Trip Generation Manual, Fifth Edition

South Coast Air Quality Maintenance District "Air Quality Handbook for Preparmg EIR’s"

%J.argcel Use l;lanmng Pollcy Wxt.hm the 100 Yw Flood Plam in the Clty and County of Sacramento EIR
mis -

Emfac 7 PC - ;; :

CALINE 4
Traffic Study f ' 1'
Noise Study ' : |
Preliminary Site Ammmt . - i
“x__ Other: _Gyeenlng ctudnie Ball. FLlinned ([ ndt [z iog ,_- P
3 . L (
DETERMINATION q, Sehenuticd a &

Illlllllll

Z! I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
_____ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will
T not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described in this Initial Study
have been added to the project: A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WITH MITlGATION MEASURES
WILL BE PREPARED.
1 find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL l'MPACI‘ REPORT is required. . | '

DATE: dzy@ﬁ [ "{ (4472 ; SIGNATURE:

D02 FMBEOD



: ATTACHMENT A
- DISCUSSION OF INITIAL STUDY.

PROJECT
(P92-009)

Entitlement Requested

An application has been made by Nnya/Calpo/Hom/Dong Inc. to the City of Sacramento for the
 following entitlements: .

1.

Pocket Co'rnmuinigy Plan Amendment of 1.27+ vacant acres from
Business/Professional Offices to Commercial/Shopping.

Rezone of 1. 27+ vacant acres from Office Buxldmg (OB(PUD)) to General

Commercial (C- 2(PUD))

Spgial Permit td develop an 11,850 square foot retail center on 1.27+ vacant
acres in the proposed General Commercial-Greenhaven Executlve Park Planned
Unit Development (C-2(PUD)) zone. :

Greenhaven Executxve Park PUD Schematic Plan Amendment to redeSIgnate
office and commercml square footages for three parcels

Project Description

The project. site is the 2nd property east of the Northeast corner of Greenhaven Drive and
Corporate Way (APN #031-0054-001, 003) in the Greenhaven Executive Park PUD located
within the Pocket Community Plan area (see Attachment B, Locator Map). The 1986-2006
Sacramento General Plan Update land use designation is Regional Commercial and Offices and
the 1988 Pocket Community Plan designation is Business Professional Office. - Presently, the lot
is undeveloped. The applicant is requesting to construct an 11,850 square foot retail center (see
Attachmerit C, Site Plan). The proposed project is surrounded by vacant land to the north and
west, daycare to the east, and an office building is located to the south.

662‘, 41



Environmental Effects

Use of the site based on the intensity and type proposed has been evaluated under the City of
Sacramento’s 1986-2006 General Plan Environmental Impact Report. This apphcatlon does not
propose to change the use of development previously evaluated.

The proposed project will result in compaction and overcovering of soil to provide proper
drainage, building foundation, parking and vehicular maneuvering area. The subject site is
designated for urban uses in the General Plan. No unique geologic features are known to exist
on the site. Development within the SGPU area is subject to potential damage from earthquake
groundshaking at a maximum 1nten51ty of VIII of the Modified Mercali Scale (SGPU EIR, pg.T-
16). Currently, the Clty requires that all new structures be designed to withstand this intensity
level, since the City is within Zone 3 of the UBC’s Seismic Risk Map of the United States
(SGPU EIR, T-20).

2. Air

The SGPU EIR states that trafﬁc ongmatmg in the Pocket Area produces 5 7 percent of the
City-generated traffic emissions. The Pocket Area comprises 7.8 percent of the SGPU acreage
(SGPU EIR, Z-17). Roadways in the Pocket Area are projected to be lightly congested There
are not any locations in the Pocket area that are predicted to violate the state or federal 8-hour
or 1 hour standards The highest predicted worst case 1-hour and 8- hour average CO
concentration under SGPU buildout are anticipated to occur in the vicinity of the interchange of
1-5 and Florin Road (SGPU EIR, Z-69). The development of the site will lead to additional
pollutants emitted into the atmosphere. The City of Sacramento Transportation Division has
determined that the additional building square footage will not create a significant number of
additional trips (see Section 13, Transportation and Circulation), thus air quality will not be
adversely effected. However, any significant adverse air quality impacts have been overridden
with the implementation of the Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations For
the Adoption of the Sacramento General Plan Update. The proposed project is anticipated to
have a less than signficant 1mpact upon air quality. t

Particulate matter is another element of air quahty The Sacramento City Code (SCC Section
9.3810) states that any person who has been issued a building permit shall take responsible
precautions to prevent and control movement of dust created by construction activities. If a
project is in violation of this article, the Building Department Director may order the work to
be stopped (SCC, Section 9.382). Enforcement of these sections under the SCC regarding
proper maintenance of a job site will ensure that there is a less-than-significant impact upon air
quality due to particulate matter. The proposed project is not anticipated to result in a
significant impact to air quality. |

i
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3. Water

The proposed project is located' in an area of the City determined to have less than 100-year
flood protectlon Implementatton of the project will therefore expose people and/or property to
the risk of injury and damage :in the event of a 100-year or lesser flood. These risks are
considered significant adverse impacts under CEQA. The City Council has evaluated these
impacts in the Environmental Impact Report(EIR) prepared in connection with the Land Use
Planning Policy Within the 100 Year Floodplain (M89-054) adopted by the City Council on
February 6, 1990. The EIR is available through the Department of Planning and Development,
1231 I Street, Room 300, Sacramento, California. This document serves as a Program EIR
addressing the flood-related risks to people and property created by new development in the 100-
year floodplain in the City. The flood-related risks created by the proposed project fall within
the scope of the Program EIR. Accordmgly, the findings adopted by the Council in connection
with its certification of the Program EIR and its adoption of the Policy are applicable to the

proposed prOJect These ﬁndrngs are set forth in the 1nd1ngs of FacQStatement of Qvemdmg
fi

Sacramento. This document is appended to the Program EIR avarlable through the Department
of Planning and Development

4/5. Plant/ Animal Life T

The subject site is located w1th1n the "Old Field Habitat" which is associated with abandoned
fields previously used for dry or irrigated farming, or which have been disturbed by other uses.
The vegetation that is present consrsts mainly of introduced weedy species. Native species are
rarely present. Common weedy species encountered in old fields include groundsel, yellow-star
thistle, bindweed, wild mustard, horseweed, milk thistle, bermuda grass, and curly dock (SGPU
EIR, U-12). Wildlife specres‘ include red-tailed hawks, black-shouldered Kites, American
Kestrels American robins, Brewer’s blackbirds, yellow-billed magpies, and American crows
(SGPU EIR, U-12). The old ﬁeld habitats do provide some wildlife habitat, but loss of this
habitat in the SGPU area is conmdered less-than-significant (SGPU EIR, U- 28) No trees exist
on the project site (site visit, 10/8/91)

A field survey of the project 31te on January 17 and 18,.1991 by Terry Schulz (Field Survey of
Project Site at Greenhaven and' Corporate Way, Terry Schulz, 1/18/91) revealed the presence
of burrowing owls. These owls were permanently relocated to another area of the City. A site
visit on April 13, 1992 revealed that the project site was not inhabited by burrowmg owls.
- Thus, the impact to ammal 11fe is determined to be less-than- sngmﬁcant

|
I
H

[

6. Noise
The subject site is located in dn area where noise. levels will exceed 60 dB Ldn in 2016 as
identified in the 1986-2016 General Plan (SGPU EIR, pg. AA-47). Noise sources and levels
including the following: I-5 Ldn of 77 dB at build out (SGPU EIR, 1:2 AA-8) and Greenhaven
Drive Ldn of 66 dB at build out (SGPU EIR, pg. AA- 23). The site is approx1mate1y 1200 feet

¥
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from the centerline of the freeway Using SGPU EIR Technical Appendlx 9, a noise level of
of under 65 dB can be attained. In addition, the proposed building is approximately 100 feet
from the center of Greenhaver[l Road, thereby reducing the noise level to 64 dB (SGPU EIR
Technical Appendlx 9). Noise levels below 65 dB are considered normally acceptable for
commercial use in the City Noise Element (SGPU EIR, pg. AA-27). Therefore, a less-than-

significant impact on noise is expected

7. Light and Glare

The site is located within a Planned Unit Development. Lighting for the proposed project will
be consistent with City standards and those set forth in the Planned Unit Development Lighting
is not expected to impact surrounding land uses, nor will it impact cars using local arterials.
Therefore, a less-than-significant impact on light and glare is expected.

8.  Land Use . E jg

The proposed project is cons1stent with the City of Sacramento General Plan However, the
project is inconsistent with the Pocket Commumty Plan and with the Greenhaven Executive Park
PUD Schematic Plan. The applicant is proposmg to build a 11,850 sq. ft. retall center. The
proposed project is not expected to result in a substantial alteration of the present or proposed
land use in the area (See also Section 13, Transportation and Circulation).
n '

There are currently 4 projects 1ocated within the Greenhaven Executive Park PUD which are in
the planning process (Project numbers, P91-246, P91-340, P92-031, IR92-029). Each of these
projects has been evaluated by various City agencies and it has been detérmined that these
projects will not create significant impacts. Cumulative impacts of these projects are not greater
than those evaluated in the SGPU EIR.

The proposed project is located within an area of the 100-year floodplain designated as Zone A-
99 on the Sacramento Commumty s Official Flood Insurance Rate Map dated November 15,
1989. Under applicable provisions of the Sacramento City Code new development is permitted
on the project site provided building permit applicants, 'by agreement with the City, assume the
risk of all flood-related damage to any permitted new construction and agree to notlfy subsequent
purchasers of the flood risk. '

4
l

9. Natural Resources

“‘Future development at the sitei will result in the loss of those natural resources associated with

the construction of the project. Development of the site is not anticipated to significantly
accelerate the use of natural resources or deplete non-renewable resources. |
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- 10.  Risk of Upset j
i : :
Should toxic or flammable materials be used or stored on the site, a disclosure statement must
be filed with the Fire Department which includes a list of these materials, the maximum amounts
anticipated, how and where these materials are stored and used. The Fire Department prepares
an emergency plan which contains this information. The potential risk of upset is determmed
to be less-than- s1gmﬁcant

11/12. Population/Housing

The proposed project conforms "to the General Plan and is not anticipated to alter the location,
distribution, density or, growth rate of the human population or generate any additional demand
for housing, and therefore, w1ll" have a less-than-significant impact.

~J}

13.  Transportation and Ci'rci&lation

The traffic for this proposed . ptOJect is anticipated to use several different roadways. These
roadways and their respective. Level of Service (LOS) at SGPU buildout are as follows:
Greenhaven Drive, LOS B; I- 5 LOS B; and Florin Road, LOS E-F (SGPU EIR pg. Y-83).

The definitions of Level of Serylce are as follows:

LOS A With signalization, uncongested operations at intersections, all queues
~ clear in a single-signal cycle. The reserve capacity of this condition is
400 or more vehicles. Without sxgnahzanon the traffic ﬂow would have
little or no delay.
‘\
LOS B With 51gnallzat10n uncongested operation at intersections, all queues clear
in a single signal cycle. The reserve capacity of this condition is 300 to
399 vehicles. Without signalization, the traffic flow would operate with
short trafﬁc delays.

LOS C With s1gnahzatlon, light congestion, occasional backups on critical
- approaches The reserve capacity of this condition would be 200 to 299
vehicles. : Without signalization, the traffic flow would operate with
average trafﬁc delays. '

LOS D With s1gna11zat10n, 31gn1ﬁcant congestion of cntlcal approaches but
intersections are functional. Vehicles required to wait through more than
one cycle during short peaks. The reserve capacity of this condition
would be 100 to 199 vehicles. Without signalization; the traffic flow
would operate with long traffic delays.
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LOS E Severe congesuon at intersections with some long standing queues on
' critical approaches. Blockage of intersection may occur if traffic signal

does not provide for protected turning movements. Trafﬁc queue may

block nearby intersections upstream of critical approaches The reserve

capacity .of this condition would be 0 to 99 vehicles. Without .

signalization, very long traffic delays and extreme congestlon would

occur. ‘ o : ;.

LOS F Total breakdown at intersections, stop-and-go operation. The reserve
capacity of this condition is less than one vehicle. Without signalization,

the intersection would be blocked by external causes. |
N | .

i

The City of Sacramento has adopted a Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding
Considerations for the Adoption of the Sacramento General Plan Update which states that the

mitigation measures available for Florin Road include widening this roadway. to 6 lanes. This
mitigation measure is. mfea31ble at this time due to a lack of funding. " :

)
i}
d
I

There are currently 4 other pI‘O_)eCtS located w1th1n the vicinity of the Greenhaven Executive Park
PUD which are in the planning process (Project numbers, P91-246, P91*340 P92-031, IR92-
- 029). Each of these projects has been evaluated by the City’s Transportation If;)ms:on and it has
been determined that these prOJects will not create a significant cumulative impact since the trip
generation from these projects is within the levels evaluated in the 1982 Greenhaven Executive
Park PUD EIR (See also Sectlon 8). ' : |‘ N

The project is consistent with the land use designation upon which the analysis for the SGPU
was based. The City’s Transportation Division has reviewed the project and'determined that a
traffic study is not warranted.! Thus, the proposed project will have a less than significant
impact on transportation/ c1rcu1at10n

M
]

J
4 - |
14-16. Public Services/Energy/Utilities |
The proposed project is consistent with land use designations in the SGPU and the Pocket Area
Community Plan upon which projections for public services, energy, and utilities are made. The
proposed prOJect will have a less—than -significant impact on public services. }i
|
Section 34 addresses recyclmg and solid waste disposal requ1rements for | new and existing
developments. All non-residential and residential (Multifamily of 5 or more units) development
subject to planning entitlements are required to submit a recycling program with the planning
application. The recycling program will be required to include a flow chart deplctmg the routing
of recycled materials, a site plan specifying the location and design’ components and storage
locations associated with recycling efforts, a construction plan to specify the recyclable materials
being used in the construction of the proposed structures, a demolition plan specifying the
proposed recycling of reusable or recyclable bu1ldm g materials in the demolltlon of any existing '

00“ @a
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structures, and an educational program pertaining to recychng Because the pro;ect is subject
to Section 34 of the Zoning Ordmance the proposed project is not ant1c1pated to result in a
significant impact to solid waste disposal.

17.  Human Health R | o

The proposed project is not 'expfected to result in the creation of health hazardé, potential health
hazards or expose people to potential health hazards. Therefore, "the pruposed prOJect is
considered to have a less-than- mgmﬁcant impact on human health. .

‘)
18. Aesthetics 1)

The project will comply with all helght area and setback requirements of the City’s Zomng
Ordinance. Obstruction of a scenic view and creation of an aesthetically offenswe site is not
anticipated to occur. Therefore the proposed pI'O_] ect is not antrc1pated to result in a significant
aesthetic 1mpact J

19.  Recreation o S L

Non-residential prOJects are not antrcrpated to result in impacts to recreational facilities. The
proposed project is antrmpated to have a less than significant impact upon the quahty or quantity
of recreatlonal facilities.
20.  Cultural Resources

The subject site is not located 1n= a Primary Impact Area as defined by the SGPU (EIR pg. V-5).
The proposed project is expected to result in less than-significant 1mpacts on cultural TESources.

»
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FINDINGS REGARDING FLOOD-RELATED IMPACTS

The project, P92-009 (the "Project”), is located in the area of the City determined to
have less than 100-year ‘flood protection. Implementation of the Project will therefore
expose people and property to the risk of injury and damage in the event of a 100-year
or lesser flood. These nsks are con51dered significant adverse 1mpacts under CEQA.

The City Council has evaluated these impacts in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
prepared in connection’ with the Land Use Planning Policy Within the 100-Year
Floodplain (M89-054) adopted by the Council on February 6, 1990. The EIR is
available through the Department of Planning and Development, 1231 I Street, Room
300, Sacramento, California. This document serves as a program EIR addressing the
flood-related risks to people and property created by new development in the 100-year
floodplain in the City.

[ .
The flood-related risks clreated by the PI'Q]CCt fall within the scope of the program EIR.
Accordingly, the findings adopted by the Council in connection with its certification of
the program EIR and its’adoption of the Policy are applicable to and are hereby adopted .
in connection with the Project. These findings are set forth in the Findings of
Fact/Statement of Overndmg Considerations for the Land Use Planmng Policy Within

the 100-Year Floodplmn in_the City of Sacramento ("Findings"). This document is
appended to the program EIR available through the Department of Planning and

Development.
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL)
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO ).

The below signed verily stétes:

That | am an employee ofu the Sacramento City Planning Division and that | am a
citizen of the United States and a resident of the County aforementioned; that 1 am
over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within entitled proceedings; that
my business address is 1231 | Street, Room 200, Sacramento, CA 95814.

On G(M’ll // . 1992 | served the applicant and the property owners whose
nameé appear on the attached list(s) at the addresses shown , public notices in said
proceedings by placing a true copy thereof with postage fully prepaid in the United
States Post Office mail at Sacramiento, California.

| CERTIFY OF DECLARE UNDER THE PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE FOREGOING
IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Pl o)
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DECLARATION OF POSTING NOTICE -

COUNTY OF SACHAMENTO )
' ) ss.
ST E OF CALlFORNlA

m the undersigned, states: I am a resndent

of the Unlted States over 18 y Sars of age, a resident of Sacramento County,
and not a part of this action. My business.addressis 1231 | Street Room 200,
Sacraprgnto, California. :

. | certify and declar

#92-009

under the ‘penalty of petjury that the foregomg is true and correct.

_'/7//?799\

Executed in Sacramento, California, o

002250




CITY OF SACRAMENTO
NOTICE OF HEARING

T

" PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby grven that the following hearmg will be held on date of

| August 25, 1992 at the hour of 7:30 p. m. in the Council Chambers of Clty Hall,

915 | Street, Sacramento Callforma

- P92-009 Varlous requests for property Iocated at 2nd property east of northeast
. corner.of Greenhaven Drive and Corporate Way (D7) (APN 031 -0053-
-019 031-0054-001. & 003) .

A

B.

"»Negatrvfe Declar.atlon

. Mitigation Moni’toribnfg Pl'arr

Amend Pocket Commumty Plan for 1'2-7'+ “acres from
Busmess/Professmnai Offices to Commermal/Shoppmg

Rezone 1.27+ acres ,OB'(-PUD.) 0. C-Z(PUD) e

Amend Greenhaven Executlve Park.. PUD Schemat|c Plan 10
-redesignate offlce and commercial footages for 3 parcels .

Loge
J
7.
Y

L
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

|
- DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
1231 1" Street Sacramento, Ca. 95814

1231 I ¥TREET
SACRAMENTO), CA

ADMINISTRATION

ROOM 3¢}, 958 14-2987

(916) 264-5571
FAX (9106) 2064-7 183

BUILDING INSPECTIONS

ROOM 200, 9381 4- 2998

(916) 264-5716

FAX (916) 264-7046
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
ROOM 300, 93814-2087
(916) 264-7223
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
ROOM 301, 95814-39%2

(916} 264-7037

PLANNING
PUBLIC NOTICE ROOM 200, Y381 4-2998
(916 264-3381
Date:
te June 5, 1992 812 TENTH STREET
: SACRAMENTO. CA 958142694
Dear Property Owner: NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES

(916) 264-59-i8

The Planning Division is notifying all owners of property within™ 300%" oF
the proposed project (described below) that the Sacramento City Planning
Commission will consider this proposal at a public hearing scheduled to
begln at«+5:30 P.M. in room 102, first floor, 1231 I Street, Sacramento,
Callfornla ‘on June 25, 1992. . L o P

The proposed project is:

P9z-oo9 Mitigation Monitoring Plan.. Amend Pocket Communi Plan for
1.27+ vacant acres from Business/Professional Offices to
Commerc1al/shopp1ng. " Rezone 1.27+ vacant acres from Office
Building (Planned Unit Development) (0B{PUD}) to General
Commercial (Planned Unit Development) (C-2{PUD}). Special Permit
to develop a 11,850 square foot retail center on 1.27+ vacant
acres in the proposed C-2(PUD) zone. Amend Greenhaven Executive
Park PUD Schematic Plan to redesignate office and commercial
square footages for three parcels. Loc: 2nd property E of NE
corner of Greenhaven Dr. & Corporate APN: 031-0053-019,
031-0054-001, 031-0054-003 :

The City Environmental Coordinator has determined that the proposed project
will not have a 51gn1f1cant adverse impact on the environment and has
prepared a negative declaration. A copy of the negative declaration may be
reviewed or obtained at the Planning Division, 1231 I Street, room 301,
Sacramenté, Califernia. Any appeal of the decision to prepare the negative
declaration must be filed with the Sacramento City Planning Division before
5:00 P.M. ‘on June 25, 1992.

If you challenge the above requested entitlements in court, you may be
limited to raising only those issues you or someone else ralsed at the
public hearing described, in this notice or in written correspondence
delivered to the Planning’ Comm1551on at or prior to the publlc hearing.

If you have any concerns, questlons or objections, or need further
information, please contact Cindy Gnos at the City Plannlng Division, 264-
5604, and please refer to the above ’PB’ or ’M’ number.
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Planning & Development
U5, POSTAGE &

1231 | Street, 2nd Floor oo
Sacramento, CA 958 o 3/%"? .
. . 333 N9l
A1l LA o o 2., U483
Rl /A b — oy O SACRAMENFAER 420607 %
oM. 2N 031-0053:018 ! UNING DIviSIon
! * PSLC Limited Partnershi ’ '
. °3950 Industrial Blvd.#igoé " JUN.J 7 1990
) West Sacramento, ca 95691 | @
————  REAEy s
, Nl TIVEL)
PUBLIC NOTICE
: |
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APN:

031-0053-019

. Kzren Dedman Trustee
3325 Sierra Oaks Dr.
Sacramento, CA 95864

10,

APN:

031-0053-015

Wells Fargo Bank N A
7375 Greenhaven Dr.

Sacramento, CA 94104

. APN:

031-0800-012

Port Sacramento Land Co.

7311

Greenhaven Dr. #268

Sacramento, CA 95831

APN:

031-0800-014

Griffin Thamas M:Susie
7311 Greenhaven Dr.
Sacramento, CA 9583;

APN:

031-0053-016

Wells Fargo Bank N A
111 Sutter St.
San Francisco, CA 94104

APN:
PSLC

3950
West

APN:
PSIC
3950
West

APN:
PSLC
3950
West

APN:
PSIC
3950
West

APN:

031-0053-017
Limited Partnership I
Industrial Blvd.#100C
Sacramento, CA 95691

(31-0053-003

Limited Partnership I
Greenhaven Blvd.#100C
Sacramento, CA 95691

031-0054-001 .
Limited Partnership I
Greenhaven Blvd.#100C
Sacramento, CA 95691

031-0053-006 -

Limited Partnership I
Greenhaven Blvd.#100C
Sacramento, CA 95691 '

031-0053-007

Powell~Greenhaven C W

* 573 Park Point Dr.

Golden, CO 80401

APN: 031-0051~-018 -
Tsakopoulos 2angelo

K: Five Star Investment
8401 Jackson Rd.

Sacramento, CA 95826

APN: 031-0052-005

' David FongjJane W

967 Sunwood Way
Sacramento, CA 95831

APN: 031-0620-025

Lincoln Sacramento One -

Associates Limited
4675 Macarthur Ct. #350

_ Newport Beach, CA 92660

APN: 031-0053-018

PSIC Limited Partnership I
3950 Industrial Blvd.#100C
West Sacramento, CA 95691

Niiya/ Calpo/ Hom & Dong
2150 Capitol Avenue, # 200

Sacarmento, CA 95816



John and Barbara Schultz
974 Sunwood Way
Sacramento, California 95831

Barry Cowan |
5 Vierra Court )
Sacramento, California 95831

Derrell Kelch
39 Los Gatos Circle
Sacramento, California 95831

Peter O’Brien
281 Cross Road
Danville, CA 94526

Arden and Pém Taube
58 Rambleoak Circle
Sacramento, California 95831

Phyllis Westrup
8044 Pocket Road, #379
Sacramento, California 95831

Jarrod Short -
Buzz Oates Enterprises
8615 Elder Creek Road
Sacramento, CA 95828

i
E

gDavid, Fong )
%7354 L'Ardore Way
'Sacramento, California 95831

I
!
"t
i

!;Harold and Joanne Simington ‘
;1219 Alder Tree Way

'Sacramento, California 95831
i

‘5 i
'Jan Bringham

17652 Bridgeview Drive
‘Sacramento, California 95831

i

"John and Virginia Hadley
‘966 Sunwind Way
i Sacramento, California 95831

-

. Don and Linda Masuda
- 1008 Rio Cidade Way
: Sacramento, California 95831

b

!
-

i

|

| Alan Hom

| 7506 Salton Sea Way

ii Sacramento, California 95831
i . i

i
i

H . ‘l . .
Toarn Hromacde

i1 Fortacdo Cocele
?Ommwfo'cfsgsi |

i

t

Sl

q - - . e

1

Malinclia Petersen
7542 South Land Park Drive
Sacraimento, California 95831

A
Randolph Lum
50 Park Vista Circle

~ Sacramento, California 95831

Jose McNeill
5024 Silverado Drive
Fairfiéld, CA94533

Larry D. Erlewine
7350 Windbridge Drive
Sacramento, California 95831

" George and Margie Oda

63 Rambleoak Circle
Sacramento, California 95831

Tim Skillman

Wells| Fargo Bank

7375: Greenhaven Drive
Sacramento, CA 95831
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‘ CITY OF SACRAMENTO DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

: (243) Consultant Expense ;
(243) Prolect Management Fee e

' Development Agreements .
. General Plan Amendment :

;# of parcels -~

|PUD: Establlshment
PUD—Guudellne Amendmen
PUD Schematlc_Plan Amen

x$10

N FARIEAVE

e

: Community Plan Amendment

LQ!,‘;E.,‘? _'Adjustnlentherge, :
Post:Subdivision-Modification

, Special Permn - CPC
";;.._','33.925 . Special Permit- —Condo Conversion.
".. $4,330 | ‘Special Permit-Infill Development
= . '$695 [ . 25% reduction of planning fees <$
.- ' $1965+ | Special Permit-Major Project

SO . Special Permit-PUD

- $1,865 | -SP.Modification (PD) . -
* $1,795 | -SP Modification (CPC)
' $1,595°*SP;Time Extension (PD)
1;505-|~SP:Time-Extension-(CPC)

$2,200

$1,650
$3,930

4

$1,525
$195
$576
$195 |-

.. $195 {. SP Time: Extension (CC) -
.- $575 { Street/Alley Abandonment
" $4020+ | Street Name Change
| Subdivision Modification

~$575f
$850
$940
$940
$160

(255) Tentative Map
: (252) All Other Entltlements

(231) Ordlnance Interprelatlon A
- | (241) DR/PB_-. : '

(231) Slaﬂ Revuew
(231) .-

(231) SUBTOTAL OF ENTlTLEMENTS $
(243) Special Project Deposit -

Tentative Map-FT (CPC) $1500+
#of parcels - x$10 S
Tentative Map-FT (CC) - .- : $1940+
> #ofparcelsyz - x$10 - $ L
Tentative Map (CPC &CC) . . $257G+
# of parcels . x$10 &+ - $___ - |
“TM Time Extenision (CPC) -~ = * .7 .. $5675 1
T™M Time Extensron (CC) e **'$850
- Varianice (PD) 77 - - E $305
—Variance- (CPC‘“ b S $810-
Variance Time Extensuon (PD) - e $195
'Variance Time Extension (C PC) $575
65402 Review $940

$ .

(236) g y .
(236) Planning Commission by Applicant
(253) Environmental Coordinator by Applicant

$625

(254) DR/PB Board by Applicant

xtstmg vrolat:on of the Zonj

ppltcatton is greater than ‘the: mtnttmtm

. processmg charges may be rwtred aﬁer the* requested entitlements are approved.

Ordrémce ,,hAl‘so on some applications additional

'(signature) _
. White- ' L
- Yellow-Frolect File '~ S -
 PinkfApplicant . FILE# FLL- 009

* - 'Revi'6/91 -©

Subtotal Section |

Subtotal Section 1

Subtotal Section Ill
Subtotal Section IV
Subtotal Section V
Total Amount Paid-
Prepared By!Déte
CHECK #

» Not Valid
e Unless Slamped

.. (Circle Fees) -

*
O
7




