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Sacramento, California

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: 1. Rezoning from R-1A to OB; and from OB to R-1A"

2. Tentative Map (P-8862) ey -
- BUREES
LOCATICN: East side of Howe Avenue at Swarthmore Drévg

e T
CiITY Cuerty

o

SUMMARY

This is a request for entitlements necessary to develop a 33+ acre
site into 139 dwelling units and two two-story office buildings within
the East Ranch PUD. The Planning Commission recommended approval of
the requests subject to conditions. The Planning Commission also
approved a Special Permit for the project.

BACKGROUND

The subject site is the last remaining large site within the Campus
Commons area. The site 1is surrounded on three sides by existing
residential development. There are townhouse condominiums to the
west, apartments to the north, and single family subdivision to the
east. A vacant parcel is situated to the south.

The project was designed with the two two-story office buildings

located in the center of the site, the condominiums on the north and
south, a parking area to the west and a tier of single family dwellings

on the east adjacent to University Avenue. Access along Howe Avenue

is intended for the office buildings and a limited amount of condo-
miniums, and the access along University is intended for the sincle

family and major portion of the condominiums. The project was designed

in this fashion in order to be compatible with adjacent single family
dwellings to the east and to accommodate the concerns of the neighborhood.



City Council -2- February 7, 1929

The staff has no objections to the overall site design nor to the
request for rezoning and tentative map. The project is compatitble
with surrounding land uses and is consistent with the East Ranch
PUD.

VOTE OF COMMISSION

On January 10, 1980, the Planning Commission, by a vote of seven ayes,

one abstention, one absent, recommended approval of the tentative 5eg
and rezoning subject to conditions.

RECOMMENDATION

The staff and Planning Commission recommend that the City Council
approve the rezoning and tentative map subject to conditions and adopt
the attached Rezoning Ordinance and Tentative Map Resolution.

Regpectfully submitted,

Marty Van Duy

Planning Diyedtor
FOR TRANSMITTAL TO CITY COUNCTL:
—t {o.
//“élter J. Slipe, City Manager
MVD:HY:Jm February 12, 1882
Attachments District HMo. 3
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cITy PLANR K B MIssION

915 “I” STREET - SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814

APPLICANT__Morton & Pitalo, Inc.,1767-J Tribute Road, Sacto., CA 95815
owNer_Enlow Ose and Assoc., 2399 American River Dr.,Sacto., CA

PLANS BY _Guzzardo & Assoc.,Kado & Assoc.,Thompson Architectural Group

FILING DATE__11-9-79 ____ 50 DAY CPC ACTION DATE_ _ _ : REPORT BY:RL:bwi
NEGATIVE DEC... EIR . —___ASSESSOR'S PCL. N0.295-040-22
APPLICATION: 1. Negative Declaration

2. Rezone 0.7+ acres from R-1A (Townhouse) to OB
(Office Building) and 0.7+ acres from OB to R-1A,
or more restrictive zoning

3. Tentative Map dividing 33+ vacant acres into 139
condominium lots, one common lot of 18+ acres,
one 11+ acres lot for 2 office buildings and one
2+ acre lot for future park site.

4. Special Permit for 139 single family (attached and
detached) units and 100,000 sg. feet of office space
in two 2-story office buildings within the existing
East Ranch PUD.

LOCATION: East side of Howe Avenue between American River and
640+ feet north of Swarthmore Drive

PROJECT INFORMATION:

General Plan Designation: Residential; offices and commercial
East Ranch PUD Schematic

Plan Designation: Light Density Multiple Family; offices
Existing Zoning of Site: OB and R-1A
Existing Land Use of Site: Vacant

Surrounding Land Use and Zoning
North: Apartments; R-3

South: University Avenue, Vacant and American River
Parkway; R-1A(PC) and ARP-F
East: University Avenue, single family; R-1
West: Howe Avenue, condominiums; R-1A-~R
Parking: Offices - required: 400; proposed: 537
Residential - required: 1 per unit; proposed: 2+ per unit
Residential Density: 7.72
Office Bldg. Size: 100,000 sq. feet
Office Bldg. Floor Area
Ratio: 0.176
Office Exterior Material
Color: Wood siding and brick veneer/earth tones;

solar bronze glass; wood shake roof
Residential Exterior Material
Color: Brick and Wood/Gray tones; wood shake roof

APPLC. NO. ___P-8862 MEETING DATE _January 10, 1980_ CPC ITEM NO.__23
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Significant Site Features: Power transmission lines on a
300+ ft. wide easement along
Howe Avenue

Utilities: Available to site

School District: San Juan Unified

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The subject property is part of the area considered
previously as a General Plan and PUD Schematic Plan amendment application,
P-8312, heard by the Commission on December 14, 1978. The site amendments
were approved on an appeal to the City Council giving the applicant PUD
Schematic Plan approval for development of 163 dwelling units and 100,000
sqg. feet of office development on two parcels totalling 37.5+ acres.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: - The Special Permit is for 100,000 square feet of
office space as previously approved by the Commission and Council as well as
139 dwelling units on the larger of the two parcels oricinally considered

by the Commission. Development of the smaller parcel (5+ acres) abutting
the American River Parkway, will be considered with some future applicatior
and will comprise the 24 remaining dwelling units of the total 163-unit
allocation approved for the total project PUD.

The two identical office buildings (total 100,000 sg. ft.) will be centrally
located on the parcel.

The 91 condominium residences will be located to the north and south of
the office complex.

The 48 single family detached units will be strung in a band along University
Avenue, with only single story units actually abutting the frontage. Aall
buildings and fencing will be set back a minimum of 25 feet. Private
recreation facilities are concentrated to the extreme north end of the site.
Residential access will be oriented to a single unit section on University
and office access to a single intersection on Howe as previously proposed.

SUBDIVISION REVIEW COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: On November 28, 1979, the
Committee, by a vote of 8 ayes and 1 abstention, recommended approval of
the tentative map subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant shall provide standard subdivision improvements along
Howe Avenue pursuant to Section 40.811 of the Subdivision Ordinance.

2. The applicant shall provide street lights pursuant to Section 40.811
of the Subdivision Ordinance.

3. The applicant shall prepare a sewer and drainage study subject to
the review and approval of the City Engineer.

4. The applicant shall pay off any existing assessments.
The applicant shall dedicate the park site to the City.
The applicant shall provide a second access to University Avenue,
preferably along the southern half of the parcel.

P-8862 January 10, 1980 Item No. 23
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The applicant shall widen the proposed street to 30 feet in width.
The applicant may decrease the width of the remaining private streets
to 22 feet.

The applicant shall provide one fire access easement along University
Avenue and one easement between the residential and southern portion
of the parking lot.

The applicant shall provide a bus turnout at the northwest corner of
the intersection of Howe Avenue and Swarthmore Drive.

The applicant shall provide signalization at the intersection of
Howe Avenue and Swarthmore Drive.

The applicant shall construct a left turn lane with added stacking
distance for southbound Howe Avenue at Swarthmore Drive. The applicant
shall construct a right turn lane for northbound Howe Avenue at
Swarthmore Drive.

The applicant shall provide a 25-foot setback along University Avenue,
to be shown on final map.

The applicant shall provide two bus stops along University Avenue, south
of the proposed "A" Street and near the park site.

The applicant shall provide two bus shelters at the intersection of
Howe Avenue and Swarthmore Drive; one in the northeast corner and one
located off site in the southwest corner.

STAFF EVALUATION: Staff has the following comments and concerns:

1.

Even though Fire and Traffic, at Subdivision REview Committee, recom-
mended a second access on University Avenue, staff feels that it

would not be warranted, nor was it required as part of the original
approval. Therefore, staff recommends deletion of that condition from
the Subdivision Review Committee requirements. Staff recommends instead
the provision of fire access lanes. A more reinforced turf blocking
would accommodate fire fighting equipment.

The circulation pattern has been revised to cause cross site traffic
to be routed through the north half of the site. The south leg of
the private drive will be continuous only by an emergency access lane
limited to emergency vehicles only.

Fire access on University at both the north and south ends of the site
are proposed. Both Traffic Engineering and Fire Department prefer
fully improved drives.

A turf block concept will be utilized. Fire Department has had
problems of turf blocking sinking. But Planning staff considers

limited access as appropriate in lieu of more street intersections
along University and greater accessibility of non-residents passing
through the East Ranch neighborhood as would result with full driveways.

The sequence of development for offices and residential units will
affect the degree of noise and dust impact on office workers and/or
residents. A phasing program is in order. The office development
should proceed prior to residential development.

P-8862 January 10, 1980 Item No. 23
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2. The stubbed private drives will be open to view from University Avenue. ~
Visual screening with berms and landscaping should be provided as well
as a small section of three-foot high decorative wall extending the
width of the drive itself to be located at the end of the driveway.

3. Although Traffic and Fire originally had no problems with the 24-foot
wide private drive system, they now require 30 feet. The project pro-
ponents have agreed to this increase. Planning staff notes that this
change has resulted in some residential structures beina located as
little as four feet from these roadways and is therefore concerned
with public safety.

4. The non-central location of private recreation may encourage on-site
use of vehicles by residents.

5. Regional Transit is requiring bus shelters on both sides of Howe Avenue
at Swarthmore. The project proponent intends to provide special
designed shelters in lieu of the standard RT model. Regional Transit
has indicated precise dimensional requirements and will not accept
maintenance responsibility if the units require maintenance beyond
their standard.

Two bus stops will be required at locations along University to be
determined by Regional Transit.

6. The main driveways on University and on Howe have to be redesigned to
satisfy the Traffic Engineering Division major design concerns.
Traffic still has some refinement it would like accomplished, includinc
provision for handicapped ramps. These details will be resolved
between the project proponents, Traffic and Planning prior to issuance
of any building permits.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the following action:

Ratification of the Negative Declaration;
Approval of the rezonings from OB to R-1lA, and R-1A to OB;

3. Approval of the Tentative Map subject to the recommendations of the

Subdivision Review Committee except condition #6.(CPC revised ST cond. £7

d " 4’" ro osed treet tn lieu of 30' widt}
4. %%gggva fb é) ge01a permgt or I39 dwelling units and two 2-story

office bu1ld1ngs of 100,000 square feet total, as demonstrated on
attached exhibits, subject to the following conditions and based on the
findings of fact that follow:

Conditions

l. Revise plans to include the following changes:

a. Provide visual buffering between University Avenue and
private drive stubs in the form of berming, landscaping
and three-foot decorative wall;

b. Provide additional landscaping at the north side of the
office complex to more adequately buffer the offices from
the residences;

c. Reorient entrances of residences away from the office
complex;

d. Reposition as necessary residential units to be no_ploser
than 10 feet from the private 30-foot drive;(delected by CPC)

P-8862 January 10, 1980 Item No. 23
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e. Refine project entrance drives, per requirements of the
Traffic Engineering and Planning Department, and submit
revisions for review and approval by the Planning Director.

Submit revised plans for the review and approval of the Planning
Director prior to filing for building permits.

work with the Fire Department in providing an adequate turf block
system for the fire access lanes. Submit plans for the review and
approval of the Planning Director.

Submit for the review and approval of Planning staff a program for
project phasing prior to filing of the final map.

The project phases shall at a minimum reflect initial construction

of the office buildings and full through street improvements including

the 30-foot roadway prior to or concurrent with a first phase of
residential units.

Submit detailed landscape and ir rigation plans for the review and
approval of the City landscape architect and Planning staff prior to
issuance of building plans. (Three copies in addition to any
provided with the building plans.) Landscaping shall be installed
prior to issuance of occupancy permits.

In accordance with the zoning ordinance, no occupancy may occur without

the inspection of the project by the Planning Director to assure that

all conditions of the special permit are satisfied.

Findings of Fact

1. The proposed project is based on sound principles of land use in
that:

a. the single story detached unit to be located along University

Avenue will buffer the existing single family neighborhood
from the attached housing and office development on the
subject site; and

b. the land under the power lines will be fully utilized, for
a public park and as parking for the office complex.

2. The proposed project will not be detrimental to the public health

safety and general welfare in that:

a. the office complex will have primary access from Howe Avenue;

and

b. the limited points of access will discourage cross access by
non-residents of the area.

3. The proposed project is in conformance with the General Plan and
the East Ranch PUD Schematic Plan in that the proposed uses are
either permitted or specified for the site and at the densities
proposed.

The proposed project is in general conformance with the City
Council approved schematic plan dated February 13, 1979 and the
adopted conditional Negative Declaration.

P-8862 January 10, 1980 Item No.
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5. ORDINANCE NO. » FOURTH SERIES

ORDINANCE AMENDING THE DISTRICTS ESTABLISHED BY THE COMPREHENSIVE
ZONING ORDINANCE NO. 2550, FOURTH SERIES, AS AMENDED, BY REMOVING
PROPERTY LOCATED AT E si. Howe Ave., between American River § Swarthmore Dr.
FROM THE R-1A-R Townhouse Review & OB Office Building ZONE s

AND PLACING SAME IN THE 0B Office Building & R-1A-R Townhouse Review
ZONEs (FILE P- 8862 ) (APN: 295-040-22)

BE If ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:
SECTION 1. '

The territory described in the attached exhibit(s) which is in the

R-1A-R Townhouse Review & OB Office Building ) zone, established by

Ordinance No. 2550, Fourth Series, as amended, is hereby removed from
said zone and placed in the 0B Office Building & R-1A-R Townhouse Review

zone. This action rezoning the
property described. in the attached exhibit(s) is adopted subject to
the following conditions and stipulations:

a. A material consideration in the decision of the Planning Commission

to recommend and the City Council to approve the rezoning of the applicant's

property is the development plans and representations submitted by the
applicant in support of his request. It is believed said plans and
representations are an integral part of such proposal and should continue
to be the development program for the property.

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 January 10, 1980 /City Council February 12,
1980 » on file in the office of the Planning Department, or any pro-
vision or modifications thereof as subsequently reviewed and approved by
the Planning Commission, no such permit shall be issued, and the Planning
Director shall report the matter to the Planning Commission for site plan
review in accordance with Section 13 of the Zoning Ordinance, No. 2550,
Fourth Series, as amended.

SECTION 2.

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

SECTION 3.

Rezening 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

P-8862

0. |
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MORTON & PITALO, INC.

Gt E.'\g"(:«:.-,—,g Do
January 22, 1980 1 S e e Caien
790043 ) QLG L

UNIVERSITY PARK
ZONING DESCRIPTION
(O.E. Zone)

Al]l that centain real property situate in the City of Sacramento, Countu
of Sacramento, State of California, described as follows:

211 that porti&n of that certain Amended Record of Survey filed in Book
21 of Surveys, FPage 4, Official Records of Sacramento County, described as
follows:

BEGINKING at a poi in the Easterly right-of-way line of Howe Avenue,
from which point the intexsection of the centerlines of Swarthmore Drive
anéd Howe Avenuc, as shown the Plat of Campus Commons Unit Ne. €-%, filed
in Book éO? of Maps, Map No.\23, Official Records of Sacramento Countv, bears
Northk 88 10'30" West 64.30 fe distant; thence, from seaid point of becinnincg,
elong said Easterly line, Nogth 00 28'53"” East 381.51 feet; thence,‘legving
said Etasterly linc, South 89 31'0R" East 267.00 feet; thence, South 00 268'53"
Wth 1958.00 feet,; thence, South 8931'07" Egst 133.00 feet; thence, North
o0 28'53; East 16.00 feet; thence, uth 8¢ 31'07"oEast 104.00 feet; thence,
South 00 28'53" gest 128.00 feet; therxe, South 89 31'07" gast 69.00 feet;
thence, South 15 28'328 West 143.50 fee%,; thence, South 0F 24’32; East 207.88
feet; thence, North 89 31’07; west 156.00\ feet; thence, South 00 28'53; wWest
16.00 feet; thence, North 89 31’07; West 145.00 feet; thence, South 00 28'53"
West 428.49 feet; thence, North 89 31'07" West 287.00 feet to a point in the
aforementioned Easterlgoright—of-way line of Howe Avenue; thence, along said
Easterly line, North 00 28'53" East 716.98 feet to the point of beginning.

Refer this description to your title company
before incorporating it into any document.

RVB/rc
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MORITON & PITALO. INC.

' Cin iy gsgr mrs Baeme oo s
January 22, 1980 DR TEE S s
. Tt sinnre i, Seurre e T

730043

UNIVERSITY PARK
ZORING DESCRI#TI ON
(R-1%4 Zone - Includgé Park Site)

/
y

211 that certain real property situate in the City of Sacramento, County
of Szcramento, State of California, desc}ibed as follows:

{
]

A1] that portion of that certain Aménded Record of Survey filed in Book:
21 of Surveys, FPage 4, Official Recordsbbf Sacramento County, described as
follows: " :

't

BEGINKING at & point in the Westerly richt-of-way line of University
Avenue, from which point the interse:tjbn of the centerlines of University
Avenue and Santa Merie Wav, as shown on the Plat of Sierra Oaks Unit No. 1€,
filed in Book g3 of Maps, Kap No. 26, Official Records of Sacramento County,
bears South 75 51'30" East 27.00 feet distant; thence, from said point of
beginning, aéong saicd Westerly line, the following four (4) courses:
(1) South 14 08'30" Iest 318.4°¢ feet;f(2) along the arc of a tangent curve
to the right, concave Northwesterly, having a radius of 573.00 feet,
sugtended by a chord bearing South 44338'37"OWest 5681.67 feet; (3) South
75 08'45" west 157.42 feet; and (4) South 78 38'17" West 164.30 feet to
a point in theOEasterly line of Howefﬂvenue; thence, along said Easterly
line, North 00 26'53" East 335.44 feet; thence, leaving gaid Easterly
line, South 89 31'07" East 28;.00 fe?t; thence, North 00 28'53" East
428.49 feet; thence, South 89 31'07"!East 145.00 feet; thence, North
00028'53" East 18.00 feet; thence, South 89031'07” East 158.00 feet;
thence, North 08 24'32" West 507.88 feet; thence, North 15 28'32" East
143.50 feet; thence, North 89 31'07" wWest 69.00 feet; thence, North
00028'53" East 138.00 feet; thence,QNorth 89031’07" west 504.00 feet;
thence, South 00 28'53" West 56.00 geet; thence, North 82 31'07" West
133.00 feet; thence, North 00 28'53f East 19§.00 feet; thence, North
89 31'07" West 287.00 feet to a point in the aforementioned Easterly
right-of-way line of Howe Avenue; Qhence, along saéd Easterly line,
North 00°28753" East 375.00 feet; thence, South 89°31'07" East 894.04
feet; thence, South 53050'57" East| 200.00 feet to a point in the
aforementioned Westerly right-of-way line of University Avenue;
thence, along said Westerly line,fthe following two (2) courses:
(1) from a tangent that bears North 36 09'03" East, along the arc
of a tangent curve to the left, concave Southeasterly, having a
radius of 627.00 feet, subtended bg a chord bearing South 25 08'46"
west 239.37 feet; and (2) South 14 08'30" West 692.23 feet to the
point of beginning. :

Refer this description to your title company
before incorporating it into any document.

RvB/rc
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Ol il OF TR
CITY CLERK

, |
RESOLUTION No.OW 0¢

Adopted by The Sacramento City Council on date of
FEBRUARY 12, 1980

ADOPTING FINDINGS OF FACT, APPROVING A REQUEST
FOR TENTATIVE MAP FOR UNIVERSITY PARK (P-8862)
(APN: 295-040-22)

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has submitted to the City Council its
report and recommendations concerning the request for a tentative map
for University Park, located on the east side of Howe Avenue at
Swarthmore Drive

(hereinafter referred to as the proposed subdivision).

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Sacramento, based on testimony
submitted at a public hearing conducted on February 12, 1980, hereby
finds and determines as follows:

A. The proposed subdivision, together with the provisions for its
design and improvement, is consistent with the City General Plan
and the East Ranch PUD Schematic Plan in that both plans designate the
subject site for residential/office uses. Also, anvy required
improvements are to be designed and constructed within the provisions
of the Subdivision Regulations which, by Section 40.102 of said
regulations, is designated as a Specific Plan of the City of
Sacramento.

B. The site is physically suitable for the type and proposed density
of development in that the subject site is fiat with no significant
erosional, soil expansion or other similar problems.

C. The design of the subdivision or proposed improvements are not
likely to cause substantial environmental damage, and will not
substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their
habitat. The proposed project has been reviewed and assessed
by the Environmental Coordinator, who has filed a Negative Declaration
with the City Clerk. By virtue of the Negative Declaration, the
proposed project will not cause individual or cumulative adverse
effects on the natural and social-physical environment nor substan-
tially and avoidably injure fish, wildlife or their habitat.

D. The design of the subdivision or the type of improvements are not
likely to cause serious public health problems in that community
water and sewer systems exist at the site. The site is not within
an established floodplain or over a known seismic fault.

E. The design of the subdivision or the type of improvements will not
conflict with easements acquired by the public for access through,
or use of, the property within the proposed subdivision, in that
there are no access easements for use by the public at large on
the subject site.

F. The discharge of waste from the proposed subdivision into the
community sewer system servicing the proposed subdivision will
not result in or add to a violation of the waste discharge require-
ments applicable to said sewer system which were prescribed by the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley
Region, in that the existing City of Sacramento treatment plants
have a design capacity of 75 mgd and that actual treated discharge
averages 56 mgd. The discharge from the proposed project will not
create a condition exceeding the design capacity.




G. The

-2-

design of the proposed subdivision provides, to the extent

feasible, for future passive or natural heating or cooling oppor-
tunities in the proposed subdivision, taking into consideration the
local climate, the contour and configuration of the parcel to be
divided, and such other design and improvement requirements applicable
to the proposed subdivision.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Sacramento
as follows:

A. The Negative Declaration be ratified;

B. The Tentative Map be approved subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant shall provide standard subdivision improvements
along Howe Avenue pursuant to Section 40.811 of the Subdivision
Ordinance. :

2. The applicant shall provide street lights pursuant to Section
40.811 of the Subdivision Ordinance.

3. The applicant shall prepare a sewer and drainage study subject
to the review and approval of the City Engineer.

L. The applicant shall pay off any existing assessments.

5. The applicant shall dedicate the park site to the City.

6. The applicant shall widen the proposed street to 24 feet in
width. The applicant may decrease the width of the remaining
private streets to 22 feet.

7. The applicant shall provide one fire access easement along
University Avenue and one easement between the residential
and southern portion of the parking lots.

8. The applicant shall provide a bus turnout at the northwest
corner of the intersection of Howe Avenue and Swarthmore Drive.

9. The applicant shall provide signalization at the intersection
of Howe Avenue and Swarthmore Drive.

10. The applicant shall construct a left turn lane with added
stacking distance for southbound Howe Avenue at Swarthmore
Drive.

11. The applicant shall provide a 25-foot setback along University
Avenue, to be shown on final map.

12. The applicant shall provide two bus stops along University
Avenue, south of the proposed "A" Street-and near the park site.

13. The applicant shall provide two bus shelters at the intersection
of Howe Avenue and Swarthmore Drive; one in the northeast corner
and one located off-site in the southwest corner.

MAYOR
ATTEST:
CITY CLERK

P-8862




CITY OF SACRAMENTO N

LORRAINE MAGANA

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK ary cLeax
018 | STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 98814
CITY HALL ROOM 203 TELEPHONE (916) 4498426

February 13, 1980

University Park
425 University Avenue, Suite 208
Sacramento, CA 95825

Gentlemen:

On February 12, 1980, the City Council approved the following relating to property
located on the east side of Howe Avenue between American River and 640+ feet
north of Swarthmore Drive (P-8862).

1. Ordinance No. 4309 rezoning property from R-1A-R Townhouse Review
and OB Office Building to OB Office Building and R-1A-R Townhouse
Review.

2. Resolution No. 80-083 adopting Findings of Fact and approving the
tentative map to divide 33+ acres into 139 condominium lots,
1 common lot, 1 office building, and 1 park site.

Sincerely,

Lorraine Magana
City Clerk

IM:1
Encl.

cc: Morton & Pitalo, Inc.
William Holliman
Planning Department
Enlow Ose & Associates
27




