CITY OF SACRAMENTO "g

CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT H‘fty Van Duyn
"6 T OTAEET BACRAMENTO, CALIF. S814 - b T
CITY WALL - ROOM 308 TELEPHONE @18 4490004

SITY MANAGER'S OFFICE! ebruary 28, 1980

‘)

City Council
Sacramento, California:

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: Appeal of City Planning Commission's denial of South
: Natomas Community Plan Amendment from Residential to
Business and Professional; and Rezoning from R-2A to

OB zone (P-8669)

LOCATION: 536 West E1 Camino Avenue

SUMMARY

This is a request for entitlements necessary to develop an 8,122 square
foot office building on a site that fronts on West El1 Camino Avenue.
The Planning Commission, in concurrence with staff's recommendation,
denied the requests and the applicant subsequently appealed the Com-
mission's decision.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The subject site contains 18,7u44 square feet and fronts on West El
Camino Avenue. The staff and Planning Commission do not want to encourage
any additional office/commercial uses along West El Camino Avenue which

is a major street. West El Camino Avenue is primarily developed with
residential uses. There are some vacant parcels and a few non-conforming
commercial uses.

This p051t10n is based on the recently adopted p011c1es of the South
Natomas Plan which dlscourages strip commercial and encourages development
of commercial and offices in concentrated areas. The plan also attempts
to reduce the amount of strip commercial along Northgate Boulevard which
is only 100+ feet west of the subject site. .

In addition, theggﬁggggg Shopping Center is in the process of expand-
ing their site e addition e and commercial buildings,
and there are % me &% t sites g @Q% thgate that are zoned to permit
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City Council -2~ February 28, 1980

VOTE OF COMMISSION

On November 8, 1980, the Planning Commission by a vote of seven ayes,
two absent,denied the requests.

RECOMMENDATION

The staff and Planning Commission recommend that the appeal be denied.
If the City Council intends to approve the appeal, the proper action
would be to grant the appeal subject to Findings af Fact to be due at a
subsequent meeting.

Respectfully submitted,

éérty Van D‘ézkfﬂ_‘-—_‘—‘

Planning Director

FOR TRANSMITTAL TO CITY COUNCIL:

A5 Qlpe

Walter J. S{ipe, City Manager

MVD:HY:bw ‘ ’ March 4, 1980
‘ District No. 1
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February 19, 1980

- Ms. Lorraine Magana, City Clerk
‘City of Sacramento a
915 I Street, Room 203 é;
Sacramento, CA 95814 Li.

'z e o4 :"‘EF". ‘_ i oy k,,

REZ: APPLICATIONMNO ;g 669 a~REZONE FRlM R 2A
to 0§'8£;Real ngpenty locaFed at\\%West E1l Camino
Avenue, Sacrament’LJCallfornla

Dear Ms, ?agana ;r;;” e /. ,
Please be gﬁv1sed that{ggkcizénts Mr. %/Lnﬁ Murphy,
with reference to the\appllcatlon for rez@ﬁang to the

las relleved me as counsel

%

|

above entitled property,
of recordl

&‘2

P .;»z

Therefore | yoﬁr are édyigéditbjéend aﬁg and all future
correspondencel\to: Mrl &iMrsby RdbertﬁMurg@y 42501
Northgate {Bouleéyvard, HSacramgnto* CA 95833% _

o fhox shur chdbelbld T T b

Thank] you {for yeur '? rat; E
‘ | R

in thlS matter

Singérely
s B

& ) ST
B Wﬁ%wm S

TICOR L A e N

VLW/1ls

| \ - 1120 A 2qth Stieet @ Sacramento, &[&fotnia 95816 » 916/ 446-02;4-
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January 24, 1980

Lorraine Magana,.City Clerk
City of Sacramento

915 I Street, Room-203
Sacramento, CA 85814

RE: P - 8669 - Hearing %%heduled January 29, 1980

Dear Ms. Magana:

This Letégi/w1ll conflrm?thatgat the‘redﬁzst of
the &pplﬁgant - Appe&lang%;he‘hearlng\scheduled
for January 29, l980“has -b

€ eenwcontlnued o to
March 4. (1980 at 74304

A conference with thegC jy?Plannlng Commi%siOn
staff 1nd1c?tes no Qb]ectlon on said conbﬁnuance.

)

Thank youﬁfo; your co

n:{in thls matter.

/

Sincerely),

ﬂw

AN 297

n2o A 2gth Stweet @ Sacramento, Caﬁ'{otnie 95816 @ [916] g46-0214 : )
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Ms. Lorraine Magana
Office of the Qity Clerk SR N
915 T Street ‘ ' .
City Hall Room 203

Sacramento, CA 95814

APLIGATHONTNO: 669 “SREZONESEROM R-2A to OB

a

61 Weist E1 Camino

St : mversation

i %1nformed ou that I
mong othérs S the
rproperty, Jamdithat I will
Clty Couticill on an

fow by, the City

owners @f the above%&ntﬂ;
be representlng themgneﬁ
appealf friom the denila
Plannlng %OliSSlOH.

s
E‘f

Further

VICTOR L. WAID

“‘\’ i

VLW/1ls L
leﬁ"ﬂg f;
Gffice of the ¢

ce: Robert Murphyd, ; , .74_0
/
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rrzo H 2455 Street ® éacmmznto, Ca[t.[o'lnta. 05816 @ /Qfé/ 446 oz21g . . )
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

LORRAINE MAGANA

CATY CLERK
sl STHEET SACRAMENTO, CALIFCANIA 95814 HUBERT F. ROGERS
CITY HALL ROOM 203 TELEPHONE (810) 445-3428 CHIEF DEPUTY CITY CLERK

November 29, 1979

Robert Murphy, et al
2501 Neorthgate Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95833

Dear Mr. Murphy:

Notice is hereby given that a hearing date of December 26, 1979 has been set
in the matter of APPEAL of Planning Commission's denial of Amendment to Com-
munity Plan from Residential to Business/Professional Offices; and REZONE from
R-2A to OB, Location: 536 West El Camino Avenue. (P-8669)

The hearing will be held at 7:30 p.m., Council Chamber, second floor, 915 I
Street, Sacramento, CA,.

Pursuant to Council Rules of Procedure 4.5, continuance of the above matter
may be obtained only if a written request is delivered to this office no
later than 12:00 MNoon the Monday before the meeting when the hearing is
scheduled. If written request is not delivered to this office as specified
herein, you may cbtain continuance only by appearing before the City Council
at the time the hearing is scheduled and requesting the continuance.

Sincerely,

Lorraine Magana

City Clerk (i)

LM :HO!'

cc: Planning Department
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

: LORRAINE MAGANA
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK CITY CLERK
$18 | STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 96814
CITY HALL ROOM 203 TELEPHONE (918) 4458426

December 13, 1979

Robert Murphy, et al
2501 Horthgate Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95833

Dear Mr. Murphy:

The hearing scheduled for December 26, 1979 regarding APPEAL of Planning
Commission's denial of Amendment to Community Plan from Residential to
Business/Professional Offices, and REZONE from R-2A to OB for property
located at 536 West El Camino Avenue has been continued to January 29,
1980. (Proponent's regquest.) (P-8669)

The hearing will be held at 7:30 p.m., Council Chamber, second floor, 915
I Street, Sacramento, CA.

Pursuant to Council Rules of Procedure 4.5, further continuances may be
obtained only by personally appearing at the Council meeting at the time
the hearing i$§ scheduled and by satisfying the Council that extraordinary
circumstances exist which would justify such a continuance.

Sincerely,

raine Magana
ty Clerk

IM:HO!

' .
cc: Victor uese WO
Planning Department



EXHIBIT A

The applicant seeks to change the zoning froﬁ R-2A to

OB-R on the ground the South Natomas Community Plan improperly
classifies the use of said property. To require the appli-
cant to place multi-residential dwellings on said property
would not be the highest and best use of said property in
light of the prevailing environmental conditions of the

area immediately surrounding the subject property. A health
and safety hazard is presented for future residents and
children that would live in said housing due to high traffic
volume at the intersection of West El Caminc Avenue and
Northgate Boulevard; said volume is in excess of 24,000 cars
per day and said high traffic volume creates a noise level
that exceeds 85 decibels.

The average rate of speed per vehicle is between 30 mph and

40 mph and the volume of traffic will probably increase by
another 507 in the nekf two years as it has in the last two
years due to the fact that West EL Caﬁino Avenue 1is a

major traffic artery connecting Interstate Highway 80 and
Interstate Highway 5.

Further, said property is located adjacent to commercial
property and across the street from property with extensive
commercial use negating the benefit of multi-residential use
of said property. |

The staff report, as’ developed by the City Planning Commission
fails to address these problems but concentrates on the intent
of the Natomas Community Plan as it applies to Northgate

Bouelvard.
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November 27, 1979 . ey : %f_f_'fifgéé?

MEMORANDUM aer ) e/ u?
0. Lorraine Magana éaf&f&S?Qgﬁ*s
TAr, OV D
FROM: Jan Mirrione L) y ,
SUBJECT: Reguest to Set Public Hearing 9QHL,

At its regular meeting of November 8, 1979, the City Planning Comris-
sion adopted Findings of Fact approving the following rroject. £~
appeal of the Commission's decision has been received. Please set
this matter for public hearing.

F-£222 Arveal of Flanning Commission's approval of Special Fermit tc
evelop a two-story clubhouse & accessory snack bar and fro
shop in the A(PC) zone and Campus Commons FUD: Varlance to allow
development in the ARF-F zone; Variance to prermit exransion of
non-conforming golf course use in ARP-F and ARP- F(w) zone.
Loc: #2 Cadillac Drive. (D3}

£t its regular meeting of November 8, 1979, the City Flanning Commis-
sion considered and denied the following items. Appeals of the
Flanning Commission's decision have been received. Flease set these
mg_‘ers for public hearing.

Appeal of Planning Commission's denial of Amendment to

. Community Plan from Residential to Business/Frofessional
Offices; and Rezone from R-2A to OB. loc: 536 West El
Camino Avenue. (D1)

F-8732 Appeal of Flanning Commission's denial of Variance to waive
rejqulired paving and landscaping to expand trailer ssles
facility in M-1 zone. Loc: Northeast corner of Arden vay
and Lexington Street. (D1)

A1l support material is attached.
Q&LM
f

Attachments




