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SUBJECT: Resolution Determining the Reasonable Costs and Findings of Fact
for Sidewalk Repairs

SUMMARY :

Attached is a resolution determining the reasonable costs and findings of fact

for sidewalk repairs located at the described properties. 2Approval of the resolution
is recommended.

BACKGROUND :

On October 26, 1982 the City Council, by resolution, set a public hearing for
November 9, 1982 to hear and consider protests and affirm or reject the placing of
costs of sidewalk repairs upon the property involved, as a lien.

FINANCIAL:

There are no fiscal inplications in assessing cost of a lien.

RECOMMENDATION :

It is reconmended that the cost of repairs be made a lien upon the described
property by passage of the attached resolution. ‘

Respectfully submitted,

5 e

Recommendation Approved: J. F. VAROZZA

Wl NG T

Walter J, SlJW City Marntager

November 9, 1982
Various Districts
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RESOLUTION NO. §&— 777

ADCPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL ON DATE CF

November 9, 1982

RESOLUTION DETERMINING THE REASONABLE COSTS AMND
FINDINGS OF FACT FCR SIDEWALK REPAIRS LOCATED AT:

3555 3rd Avenue

Vacant Lot 5/W Corner of 2nd
Avernue and 36th Street

3985 McKinley Boulevard

4631 D Street

4641 D Street

1701 P Street

TN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTICON 38 OF THE SACRAMENTO
CITY CODE AND PLACING A LIEN ON THE PROPERIY BY
BY THE CITY FOR THE COSTS THEREQF

WHEREAS, heretofore the City Council, by Resolution, set a public hearing for
November 9, 1982, in the City Council Chamber to hear and consider all protests,
if there by any, and then affirm or reject the placing of the costs of sidewalk
repairs upon the hereinafter described real property as a lien, and

WHEREAS, notice of the time and place of said hearing was given in the manner
provided by law, and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a hearing thereon and it was established by competent
evidence that in each case the work had been performed by private contract.

WHERERS, the City Council has fourd the total cost for each such work o be a
reasonable cost, and any protests made were overruled;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRNM%PPROVED
| BY THE CITY COUNCIL
1. That the reasonable costs for sidewalk repair was and is the sum set forth

opposite the description of each parcel below: C NOV =~ 91989
OF OFFICE OF THE
LIEN DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY CITY CLERI

$ 461.30 3555 3rd Avenue - Lots 9 & 10, Oak Park and South
Sacramento, (010-381-19

311.00 Vacant Lot S/MW Corner 2nd Avernue and 36th Street -
Iot 8, Oak Park ard South Sacramento, 010-381-08

174.50 3985 McKinley Boulevard - Lot 56, Wright & Kimbrough,
| Tract No. 39, 004-112-15



/b

AMOUNT OF
LIEN 7 7 DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
$  96.35 4631 D Street — Lot 16, Wright & Kimbrough,
Tract No. 33, 004-136-12
571.05 4641 D Street — Lot 17, Wright & Kimbrough,
Tract No. 33, 004-136-11
1,042.00 ' 1701 P Street - The South 80 feet of the West

40 feet of Lot 8 in the block bourded by 17th,
18th, O & P Streets as shown on the cfficial
plat or map of Sacramento, 006-236-17

2, That, as provided in Chapter 38 of the Sacramento City Code, the City of Sacramento
is entitled to and hereby attaches a lien upon the above-described real property and
such lien, in the amount of the total costs of sidewalk repairs listed in the
preceeding paragraph, shall be added to the next succeeding tax bill against the
respective property, and shall be collected at the time and in the same manner as
general municipal taxes are collected, and shall be subjected to the same penalties

and procedure in the case of delincuency.

3. That the owner of the property described herein may pay said lien at the office of
the City Engineer, Room 207, City Hall, Sacramento, California, at any time prior to
August 15, 1983 and that, in the event of such payment, the lien described in
paragraph 2 thereof shall be satisfied and shall not be added to the next succeeding
tax bill against the property.

4. That the City Clerk shall transmit a certified copy of this resolution to the
Revenues and Collections Officer, the City Engineer, County Auditor and the Director
of Finance.

MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK



CITY OF SACRAMENTO

LORRAINE MAGANA

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

January 18, 1983

County Auditor
700 "H" Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

y

Dear Sir:

The Sacramento City Council adopted the attached resolutions

relative to determining the reasonable costs and Findings of Fact
for sidewalk repairs and demolitions for the addresses shown on
the attached certified copies of said resolutions.

If we can be of any further assistance to you, please feel free to
call on us.

Sihcerely,

/
Lorraine Magana
‘City Clerk
LM/ emm
Enclosures: Resolutions # 82-666
82-777
82-896
82-897
82-898
cc: Revenue Division
City Engineer
Finance

Building Inspections



RESOLUTION NO. 5<-55%
Adopted by The Sacramento City Council on date of
SEP 211982

RESOLUTION DETERMINING THE REASONABLE COSTS
AND FINDINGS OF FACT FOR THE SECURING OF
THE BUILDINGS AT

631 Eleanor Avenue

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CITY BUILDING CODE
. AND PLACING A LIEN ON THE PROPERTY BY THE
» CITY FOR THE COSTS THEREOF

WHEREAS, heretofore -the City Council has set a public hearing

to determine the costs of securing of the buildings on said premises

described below, pursuant to the provisions of the Building Code;
and ‘

WHEREAS, a public notice of the time and place cf said hearing

was given and published for the time and in the mannexr provided by
law; and .

WHEREAS, the City Council held a hearing thereon and it was
established by competent evidence that in each case the securing
work had been performed by private contract awarded to the lowest
responsible bidder; and that the total cost for each securing was
determined to be the sum of the following: the amount of the
private contract; an engineering fee of 12% of the amount of the
private contract to defray administrative costs incurred by the
City in securing the building; a title search fee of § -0- H

and where necessary, other charges which  reflect any actual addltlonal
costs or portion thereof incurred by the City in securing a building;

and

'WHEREAS, the City Council has found the total cost for each
securing to be a reasonable cost, and any protests made were
overruled;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO

1. That the reasonable costs of securing of said buildings was
and is the sum set forth below:



ADDRESSES OF BUILDINGS: '

631 Eleanor Avenue

OWNER:

Investment Group I

TOTAL COSTS:

$2,486.51

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO.:

263-141-44

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

All that certain real pfoperty situate, lying and being
in the County of Sacramento, State of California, more particularly
described as follows: -

Lots 33 and 34 of Altos Acres, according to the official plat thereof-
filed in the office of the Recorder of Sacramento County, California
on June 1, 1922 in book 16 of Maps, Map No. 55.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM the following: (a) The West 116.3 feet of said
Lots, the Bast line of said West 116.3 feet being parallel to the East
line of 6th Street, as said street is shown on said plat. (b) beginning
at the Southeast corner of said lot 34, thence from said point of
beginning, along the East lines of said lots 33 and 34, North 1° 46
30" West 165.0 feet; thence parallel to the South line of said lot

34 North 39° 37' 30" West 58.0 feet; thence parallel to the east lines
of said lots 33 and 34 South 1° 44' 30" East 165.9 feet"to a point on
the South line of said lot 34, thence along the South line of said lot
34, South 89° 27' 30" East 58.0 feet to the point of beginning.

Also known as 631 Eleanor Avenue, Sacramento, California.



2. That the City of Sacramento is entitled to and hereby
attaches a lien upon the above described real property and such
lien, in the amount of the Total Costs of Securing listed in the
preceding paragraph, shall be added to the next succeeding tax
bill against the property, and shall be collectible at the time
and in the same manner as general municipal taxes are collected,

and shall be subject to the same penalties and procedure in the
case of delinquency, all as provided in Chapter 9 of the
Sacramento City Code,

3. That the owner of the property described herein may pay
said lien at the office of the City Englneer, Room 207, City Hall
Sacramento, California, at any time prior to July 15, 1983, {and
that, in the event of such payment, the lien described in paragraph
2 hereof shall be satisfied and shall not be added to the next
succeeding tax bill against the property.

4, That the City Clerk shall transmit a certified copy of
this resolution to the Revenue and Collections Officer, the City
Engineer, the County Audltor, the City Controller and the property
owner, _

PHHJJPL“ISENBERG
MAYOR

ATTEST:
ANNE J. MASON \

d—i

>
=1

o1

i

RS ITY CLERK
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RESOLUTION NO. S&-77%

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTQ CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF

Novéuber 9, 1982

RESQLUTION DETERMINING THE REASONABLE CCSTS AMD
FINDINGS QF FACT FOR SIDEWALK REPATIRS LOCATED AT:

3555 3rd Averme

Vacant Lot S/W Corner of 2nd
Avenue ard 36th Street

3985 McKinley Boulevard

4631 D Street

4641 D Street

1701 P Street

IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 38 OF THE SACRAMENTO
CITY CODE AND PLACING A LIEN ON THE PROPERTY BY
BY THE CITY FCR THE COSTS THEREOF

WHEREAS, heretofore the City Council, by Resolution, set a public hearing for
Noverker 9, 1982, in the City Council Chamber to hear and consider all protests,
if there by any, and then affirm or reject the placing of the costs of sidewalk
repairs upon the hereinafter described real prorerty as a2 lien, ard

WHEREAS, motice of the time and place of said hearing was given in the manner
provided by law, ard

WHEREAS, the City Council held a hearing therecn ard it was established by competent
evidence that in each case the work had been performed by private contract.

WHEREAS, the City Council has fourd the total cost for each such wark to be a
reasonzble cost, ard any protests mede were overruled;

SW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESCLVED BY THE CCUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:

1. That the reasonable costs for sidewalk repair wes ard is the sum set forth
opposite the description of each parcel below:

AMOUNT QF
LIEN DESCRIPTICN OF PROPERTY
$ 461.30 3555 3rd Avenue - Iots 9 & 10, Cak Park ard South
Sacramento, 010-381-19
311.00 . Vacant Lot S/W Corner 2rd Avenue arnd 36th Street -
. Lot 8, Cak Park ard Scuth Sacramento, 010-381-08
174.50 3985 McXinlev Boulevard - Lot 56, Wright & Ximbrough,

Tract No. 39, 004-112-15



AMOUNT QF
LIEN DESCRIPTICN OF PROPERTY

$ 96.35 4631 D Street - Lot 16, Wright & Kirbrough,
’ Tract No. 33, 004-136-12

571.05 ' © 4641 D Street - Lot 17, Wright & Kimbrough,
Tract No. 33, 004-136-11

1,042.00 1701 P Street - The South 80 feet of the West
: 40 feet of Lot 8 in the block bourded by 17th,
18th, O & P Streets as shcwn on the official
plat or map of Sacramento, 006-236-17

2. That, as provided in Chapter 38 of the Sacramento City Ccde, the City of Sacramento
is entitled to and hereby attaches a lien upon the above—described real property and
such lien, in the amount of the total costs of sidewalk repairs listed in the
preceeding paragraph, shall be added to the next succeeding tax bill against the
respective oroperty, ard shall be collected at the time and in the same manrer as
general municipal taxes are collected, ard shall be subjected to the same penalties

ard procedure in the case of delinquency.

3. That the cwner of the prcperty described herein ray pay said lien at the office of
the City Engireer, Roam 207, City Hall, Sacrarmento, Czlifornia, at any time prior to
August 15, 1983 and that, in the event of such pavment, the lien described in
paragraph 2 thereof shall be satisfied ard shall not be added to the next succeeding
tax bill against the proverty.

4. Trat the City Clerk shall transmit a certified copv of this resolution to the

Revenues arnd Collections Officer, the City Engineer, County Auditor ard the Director
of Finance.

LYNN RCBIE

MAYCR

ATTEST:

IORRAINE MAGANA

CITY CLERK
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RESOLUTION NO. 82-8%6

Adopted by The Sacramento C;Z Council on date of
DECEMBER 21, 198

" RESOLUTION DETERMINING THE REASONABLE
COSTS AND FINDINGS OF FACT FOR TEE
DEMOLITION OF THE BUILDINGS AT:

(1) 1180 & 1184 Opal Lane -.(4) 1041 Opal Lane
{(2) 411 Senator Avenue (5) 4144 1l2th Avenue
(3) 916 Claire Avenue © (6) 3814 15th Avenue

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CITY HOUSING
CODE AND PLACING A LIEN ON THE
PROPERTY BY THE CITY FOR THE COSTS THEREQF

WHEREAS, heretofore the City Council has set a public hearing

to determine the costs of demolition of the dilapidated buildings

on said premises described below, pursuant to the provisions of the
Housing Code; and

WHEREAS, a public noticeé of the time and place of said hearing
was given and published for the time and in the manner provided by
law; and : ’

WHEREAS, the City Council held a hearing thereon and it was
established by competent evidence that in each case the demolition
work had been performed by private contract awarded to the lowest
responsible bidder; and that the total cost for each demolition was
determined to be the sum of the following: the amount of the
private contract; an engineering fee of 12% of the amount of the
private contract to defray administrative costs incurred by the
City in abating the dilapidated building; a title search fee of
$30.00 ; and where necessary, other charges which reflect any
actual additional costs or portion thereof incurred by the City in
abating a dilapidated building; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has found the total cost for each
demolition to be a reasonable cost, and any protests made were
overruled;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SACRAMENTO:



¢ .

1. That the reasonable costs of demolition of said buildings
was and is the sum set forth below: ' '

ADDRESSES OF BUILDINGS:

(1) 1180 & 1184 Opal Lane (4) 1041 Opal Lane

(2) 411 Senator Avenue - (5) 4144 12th Avenue

(3) 916 Claire Avenue {6) 3814 15th Avenue
: i

OWNER:

(1) James Lane ‘ (4) Founders Title Company

(2) Mr. & Mrs., Larry E. Odbert (5) Charles A, Brown

(3) Albert K. Willett (6) Mr, & Mrs, M. Chin and -
Mr. & lrs. B, Wang

TOTAL COSTS:

(1)§L1,121.92. | (4 $ 910.32
(2) & 948,40 : (5) 1,682.00
(3) 1,446.80 _ (6) 808.40

ASSESSCR'S PARCEL NO.: -

(1) 265-022-80 . (4) 265-021-40
(2) 262-071-03 | (5) 014-272-03
(3) 226-132-05 - (6) 020-063-24

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: o

(1) All that certain real property situate, lying and being in the

County of Sacramento, State of California,more particularly described as fol
All of Lot 30 and portion of Lot 29, plat of Linda Vista.

Subd. No. 1 filed in Book 14 of Maps, Map No. 51, described as

follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the West line of 12th Street with
the North line of Sonoma Avenue of said Linda Vista Subdivision No. 1;
thence North 0° 05' East along the said Wesi line of the 12th Street,
a distance of 445 feet, and thence North 89~ 55' West parallel with
the North line of Sonoma Avenue distance of 135 feet for the poént of
beginning; running thence from said point of beginning North 89
55' West parallel with the said north line of Sonoma Avenue a distance
of 135 feet; thence North 0° 05' East 67.52 feet to an, alley; thence
North 83° 04" Eagt along said alley 136.01 feet, more or less to a poi
located North 89~ 55' West 135 feet from the said West line of 12th
treet thence South 0~ 05' West 84.12 feet to the point of beginning.

Also known as 1180&1184 Cpal Lane, Sacramento, CA

_2_ ' *



LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

(2) All that certain real property situate, lying and being in the
County of Sacramento, State of California, more particularly-
described as follows:

Lot 10 of Amended Map of Gardena Park, No. 2, according tolthe
official plat thereof, filed in the office of the'County Recorder

of Sacramento County, Callfornla, on September 11, 1946 in Book
24 of Maps, Map No. 22, :

Also known as 411 Senator Avenue, Sacramento, CA.

(3) All that certain real property situate, lying and being in
the County of Sacramento, State of California, more particularly
described as follows:

The Westerly 90 feet of Lots 14, 15 and 16 of Block 12, as shown
on the plat of Robla Acres, filed in the office of the County
Recorder of Sacramento County, California, in Book 14 of Maps,
Map No. 25.

Also known as 916 Claire Ave., Sacramento, CA.

(4) -All that certain real property situate, lying and being in

the County of Sacramento, State of California, more particularly
described as follows:

The West 1/2 of Lot 5, Block 7, as shown on the "Plat of North
Sacramento Subdivision No. 3", recorded in Book 11, of Maps, Map

No. 34 and 35, records of said County. Said West 1/2 of said

Lot being measured along the North line and the South line of said
Lot. ‘
EXCEPTING THEREFROM the following described:

Beginning at the Northwest corner of said Lot 5, thence along the
Northerly line thereof, on the arc of a curve to the left having a
radius of 435.29 feet, the chord of which bears North 70° 36' East
63.64 feet; thence South 0° 05' West 124.43 feet on a line parallel
to the West line of said Lot 5; thence South 88° 45' 32" West
60.01 feet to a point in the West line of said Lot 5 and thence
North 0° 05' East 104.59 feet along said West line to the point

of beginning.

Also known as 1041 Opal Lane, Sacramento, CA.
(5) All that certain real property situate, lying and being in

the County of Sacramento, State of California, more particularly
described as follows:

The West two-thirds (2/3) of Lot 1327, as shown on the Plat of Park
Terrace filed in the office of the County Recorder of Sacramento
County, California, in Book 5 of Maps, Map no. 43.

Also known as 4144-12th Avenue, Sacramento, CA.

-3-




(6) All that certain real property situate, lying and being in
the Cgunty of Sacramenti State of California, more particularly
described as follows:

Lots'zg and 30 as shqwn on the Plat of Sacramento Avenue Heights,
according to the official plat thereof, filed in the office of the

goungy Rigorder of Sacramento County, California, in Book 10 of Maps,
ap No. 40.

Also known as 15th Avenue, Sacramento, CA. (no number shown).

2. That the City of Sacramento is entitled to and hereby
attaches a lien upon the above described real property and such
lien, in the amount of the Total Costs of Demolition listed in
the preceding paragraph, shall be added to the next succeeding
tax bill against the property, and shall be collectible at the
time and in the same manner as general municipal taxes are collected,
and shall be subject to the same penalties and procedure in the case
of delinguency, all as provided in Chapter 45 of the Sacramento City

Code.

3. That the owner of the property described herein may pay
said lien at the office of the City Engineer, Room 207, City Hall |
Sacramento, California, at any time prior to 'July 15, 1983, and
that, in the event of such payment, the lien described in paragraph
2 hereof shall be satisfied and shall not be added to the next
succeeding tax bill against the property.

4. That the City Clerk shall transmit a certified copy of
this resolution to the Revenue and Collections OCfficer, the City
Engineer, the County Auditor, the City Controller and the property

owner, v

R. Burnett Miller

MAYOR

AEEm AN A A
CRRAINE \=,'\GANA

CITY CLERK

. et
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RESOLUTION NO. Y<-8%7
Adopied by The Sacramento City Council on date of

. DECEMBEZR 21, 1982
RESOLUTION DETERMINING THE REASONABLE

COSTS AND FINDINGS QOF FACT FOR THE
DEMOLITION OF THE BUILDINGS AT:

(1) 3624 20th Avenue

(2) 3703 23rd Avenue

(3) 4505 C Dry Creek RAd.
(4) 7918 Amador Avenue

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CITY HOUSING
CODE AND PLACING A LIEN ON THE
PROPERTY BY THE CITY FOR THE COSTS THEREOF

WHEREAS, heretofore the City Council has set a public hearing
to determine the costs of demolition of the dilapidated buildings’
on said premises described below, pursuant to the provisions of the
Housing Code; and

WHEREAS, a public notice of the time and place of said hearing
was given and published for the time and in the manner provided by
law; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a hearing thereon and it was
established by competent evidence that in each case the demolition
work had been performed by private contract awarded to the lowest
responsible bidder; and that the total cost for each demolition was
determined to be the sum of the following: the amount of the
private contract; an engineering fee of 12% of the amount of the
private contract to defray administrative costs incurred by the
City in abating the dilapidated building; a title search fee of
$ 30.00 ; and where necessary, other charges which reflect any
actual additional costs or portion thereof incurred by the City in
abating a dilapidated building; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has found the total cost for each
demolition to be a reasonable cost, and any protests made were
overruled;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SACRAMENTO:
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1. That the reasonable costs of demolition of said buildings
was and is the sum set forth below:

ADDRESSES OF BUILDINGS:

(1) 3624 20th Avenue

(2) 3703 23rd Avenue

(3) 4505 C Dry Creek Rd.
(4) 7918 Amador Avenue

OWNER:

(1) Elenore H. & Clifton Ashe

(2) Henry B. & Ethel P. Johnson
(3) Mr. & Mrs. Rafael C. Placencia
(4) Victor C. Harveny, et al.

TOTAL COSTS:

(1) $1,088.40
(2) $ 815.88
(3) $ 890.16
(4) $ 799.44

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO.:

(1) 020-214-07
(2) 022-023-10
(3) 237-081-17
(4) 061-052-04

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

(1) All that certain realAproperty situate, lying and being in the
County of Sacramanto, State of Califiornia, more particularly described
as ;ollows - .

Lot 8, and the East 15 feet of Lot 7, Block N, as .shown on the
Plat of Gould or Brooke Realty Co's Subdivision No. 112, filed in
the office of the County Recorder of Sacramento County, California, on
April 4, 1908 in Book 8 of Maps, Map No. 46.

Also known as 3624 20th Avenue, Sacramento, Ca.

-2-



(2) All that certain real property situate, lying and being in the
County of Sacramento, State of California, more particularly
described as follows:

The East 1/3 of Lot 16 as shown on the official 'plat of City
Farms, NO. 2, filed in the office of the County Recorder of
Sacramento County, California, on March 9, 1925, in Book 18 of
Maps, Map No. 28, '

Also known aé 3703 23rd Avenue, Sacramento, California

(3) All that certain real property situate, lying and being in
th e County of Sacramento, State of California, more particularly
described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the East line of Section 11 of Rancho
Del Paso according to the official plat thereof, filed in the office
of the County Recorder of Sacramento County, on March 4, 1911 in
Book A of Surveys, Survey No. 94, and on the center line of Dry Creek
Street, a public road 60 feet in width as shown on the plat of
Subdivison of Section No. 11 of Rancho Del Paso, according to the -
official plat thereof filed in the office of the Recorder of Sacramento
County, Calif. on April 18, 1913 in Book 14 of Maps, Map No. 5, from
which the Northeast corner of Lot 32 of said subdivision bears south
1° 46 1/2' East 40.00 feet thence from said point of beginning along
the East line of said Section 11 and along the center line of said Dry
Creek Street North 1° 46 1/2' West 125.00 feet; thence parallel to the
North line of said Section 11, South 89° 02 1/2' West 435,00 feet;
thence parallelto the East line of said Section 11, South 1° 46 1/2°
East 125.00 feet to a point on the North line of a tract of land
conveyed to Pacific Gas and Electric Company,of record in Book 56 of
Official Records, page 420, thence North 89° 02 1/2*' East 435.00 feet
to the point of beginning._ The aforegoing described property is also
known and described as the North 125.00 feet of the South 165.00
feet of the East 435.00 feet of a Tract of land shown as Lot 17 on
the above mentiocned plat of subdivision of Section 11 of Rancho Del
Paso, said East 534.00 feet being measured to the center line of
said Dry Creek Street, '

Also known as 4505 Dry Creek Road.
(4) All that certain real property situate, lying and being in
the County of Sacramento, State of Califronia, more particularly

described as follows:

Lot 10531, as shown on the official élat of Brighton Park or
H.J. Goethe Company Subdivison No. 105, recorded January 14, 1907,

in Book 7 of Maps, Map No. 47, records of said County, SAVING AND

EXCEPTING and reserving tnerefrom an undivided 51% interest in all
minerals, mineral deposit, oil, gas and other hydrocarbon substances
of every kind and character contalned in or upon said premises, as
reserved by Curren Ins. by Deed recorded June 3, 1959 in Book 3795

of Official Records, at Page 360.

Also known as 7918 Amador Avenue, Sacramento, Calif.



2. That the City of Sacramento is entitled to and hereby
attaches a lien upon the above described real property and such
lien, in the amount of the Total Costs of Demolition listed in
the preceding paragraph, shall be added to the next succeeding
tax bill against the property, and shall be collectible at the
time 2nd in the same manner as general municipal taxes are collected,
and shall be subject to the same penalties and procedure in the case
of dellnquency, 2ll as provided in 'Chapter 4% of the Sacramento City .
Code. ’

3. That the owner of the property described herein may pay
said lien at the office of the City Engineer, Room 207, City Hall
Sacramento, California, at any time prior to July 15, 1983," and ~
that, in the event of ‘such payment, the lien described in paragranh
2 hereof shall be satisfied and shall not be added to the next
succeeding tax ‘Pbill against the property.

4, That the City Clerk shall transmit a certified copy of
this resoclution to the Revenue and Collections Officer, the City
Engineer, the County Auditor, the Clty Controller and the property
owner. _ :

R. Burnett Miller

 MAYOR
ATTEST :

LORRAINE MAGANA

CITY CLERK
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RESOLUTION NO. ©“«—=¢
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTQ CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF
DECEMBER 21, 1982 ’

RESOLUTION DETERMINING THE COSTS AND
FINDINGS OF FACT FOR ABATEMENT OF
PUBLIC NUISANCES LOCATED AT:

4431 Broadway

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE NUISANCE CODE,
AND PLACING A LIEN ON THE PROPEPRTIES
BY THE CITY FOR THE COSTS THEREOQOF

WHEREAS, heretofore the City Council has set a public hearing
to determine the correctness of the costs for the abatement of
public nuisances on the properties- described below, pursuant to
Chapter 61 cf the Sacramento City Code (Nuisance Code); and

"WHEREAS, a public notice of the time and place of said hearing
was given and published for the time and in the manner provided by
law; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a hearing thereon and it was
established by competent evidence that in each case the work of
abatement had been performed by private contract awarded to the
lowest responsible bidder; and that the total cost for such work
was determined to be the sum of the following: the amount of the
private contract; an engineering fee of 12% of the amount of the
private contract to defray administrative costs incurred by the
City in the abatement of the public nuisances; a title search fee of
$30.00 ; and where necessary, other charges which reflect any actual

"additional costs or portion thereof incurred by the City in abating

a public nuisance; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has found the total cost for each such
work of abatement to be correct, and any protests made were overruled.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:

1. That the correct costs for the abatement of the public

‘nuisances were and are the sums set forth below:

ADDRESS:
4431 Broadwav

OWNERS:

Minnie P. Taluto, Marlene F. Mazzuchi & Madeline 2. Garcia
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TOTAL COST:

$356.41
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER:

014-163-17

LEGAT,. DESCRIPTION:

All that certain real nroperty situate, lving and being in the
County of Sacramento, State of California, more particularly
described as follows: -

Lot 4527 as shown on the "Amended Plat of H.J. Goethe .Comnany's
Addition "K" to Sacramento,"” recorded in the office gf the Countv
Pecorder of Sacramento County, Sentember 23, 1905 in Book 6 of

Maps, Map No. 27, commonly referred to as 4431 Broadwav, Sacramento,
California.

R. Burnett Miller

MAYOR

ATTEST:

LORRAINE MAGANA
CITY CLERK




CITY OF SACRAMENTO

! Mhe

CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT MARTY VAN DUYN
927 TENTH STREET - SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 ELANNING DIRECTOR
SUITE 300 TELEPHONE {816) 449-5604

October 7, 1982

EXECUTIVE ATRPORT OVERLAY ZONING ORDINANCE

Public Information Update-Oct. 7, 1982

The'fo110wing two public hearings have been scheduled on this matter:

Wed., Oct. 13, 3:00 p.m. - Planning & Community Development Committee
of the City Council

Tues., Oct. 26, 7:30 p.m.- City Councitl

Both meetings will be held in the City Council Chambers, Second Floor, City
Hall, 915 "I" Street, Sacramento.

PLEASE NOTE: THIS PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE ANY EFFECT ON EXISTING SINGLE-FAMILY
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT.

Minor revisions were made to the.ordinance as a result of the Planning Commission

public hearing. Copies of the revised ordinance will be available at the public
hearings, or may be picked up at the City Planning Department.

AP:cp

MEMORANDUM
On October 8, 1982, I was ad91sed that this letter

was sent to the M- 697 Ma111ng List (351 persons)
by Anne Parke.

Mike: Miller
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PREFACE

In past years, operation of the Sacramento Executive Airport has generated
environmental impacts on the areas surrounding it. Some of those impacts,
such as noise and safety hazards, have been quite significant. Increasing
concern over those impacts on their community has been raised by citizens
living in the vicintty of the airport. In response to those concerns, the
County of Sacramento {operator of the airport) adopted a Master Plan for
Executive Airport in April, 1979. This Master Plan has resulted in many
operational changes at the airport including limitations on hours of oper-
ations, touch-and-go's, and midfield takeoffs.

While the Master Plan decreased scme of the impacts associated with air-
port operations, many continued. The particularly difficult problem of
noise remained a serious issue. In response, the City and County of
Sacrdmento adopted nojse ordinances in September, 1980, which will reduce
noise impacts related to airport operations to an acceptable level.

Even with the implementation of the noise ordinances, however, airport
operation will continue to have significant impacts on the community. As
with any airport, there will be a continued exposure of people living and
working in the vicinity of Executive Airport to some degree of risk from
potential aircraft accidents. Based on documentable evidence (see Appendix
7 of the CLUP), it is clear that varying degrees of risk exist_around the
airport. In response to those identified risks and State law,!" the Executive
Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) was developed. The CLUP is
expected to reduce the safety-related impacts of airport operations by
reducing the number of people Tiving, working, shopping, learning, and
playing in the area. The fewer people exposed to airport-related safety
hazards, the less impact that airport operations will have on the community.

It is the position of the preparers of this EIR that the implementation of
the CLUP will function primerily as a partial mitigation of the impacts of
airport operations. However, the CLUP does not fully mitigate the adverse
impacts associated with the operation of Executive Airport. Even with

full implementation of the CLUP, adverse environmental impacts will exist
as a result of the continuing operation of the airport. For this reason,
this EIR discusses, in some detail, alternatives to the CLUP which may pro-
vide greater or lesser mitigation of operation-related impacts. At Jeast
one of those alternatives fully mitigates the significant adverse impacts.
The alternatives indicate the type and extent of actions necessary to
achieve greater, lesser, or complete mitigation of airport-related impacts.
The apparent benefits and detriments of each are also discussed.

bublic Utilities Code, Sec. 2167C et seq.

iy



Finally, the reader should remain acutely aware of the subtle distinction
between impacts resulting from adoption of the CLUP, and those which already
exist from continuing operation of Executive Airport. It is the actual
operation of the airport that generates the bulk of the significant envi-
ronmental impacts on the community. The CLUP serves to partially mitigate
those impacts (there will be, as a result of that mitigation effort, some
secondary environmental impacts). The full implementation, however, will
not eliminate all significant env1ronmenta1 impacts from the mere existence
of the Executive Airport. .
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SUMMARY

This document is a Final Environmental Impact Report.on the potential
implications of adoption and implementation of a Comprehensive Land Use
Plan {CLUP) for Sacramento Executive Airport by the Sacramento Airport
Land Use Commission. ‘The CLUP has been prepared under the provisions of
state law regarding Airport Land Use Commission. The overall objective
of the CLUP is to provide a guide for land use decisions for new develop-
ment in the vicinity of Executive Airport, which will protect the public
health and safety to the optimum extent.

The EIR indicates that the CLUP contains policies which are more re-
strictive than current city plans, but not as restrictive as the ALUC
Policy Plan or some other alternatives. The following major developmental
and operational policies are contained in the CLUP:

e Designation and enforcement of height restriction areas;

¢ . Implementation of noise controls;

e Restrictions of land use intensity in designated ciear,
approach, and overflight zones;

® Provisions for non-conforming uses and land use implemen-
tation.

The impacts which will result from the enactment and implementation
of the CLUP are summarized on Table 1, as are those m1t1gat1on measures
which have been incorporated into the plan.

Those environmental effects not found tc have been significant or
adverse include any impacts invelving biology, geology, soils, hydrology,
water quality, archaeology and historical resources, fire protection;
policy services, utilities, ecological relationships, noise, and aesthetics.

Alternatives which were considered include no project, application
of the ALUC Policy Plan, modified safety area designations, amortization
or purchase of inconsistent uses, and adoption of less restrictive policies.

This plan does not enhance short-term choices to the detriment of
long-term environmental productively, nor are there any unavoidable/adverse
impacts or growth including 1mpacts.
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[NTRODUCTICN

A.

PROJECT "LOCATION

Sacramento Executive Airport is Tocated five miles south of the Cen-
tral Business District of the City of Sacramento, within the city 1im-
its. [t is bordered by Freeport Boulevard on the west, 24th Street on
the east, 34th Avenue on the north, and the Bing Maloney Golf Course
on the south. See Figure 1, Locédtion Map.

The Airport Aréa-of-Influénce map (Figure 2) depicts the Tocation and
geographical extent of the height, noise, and safety zones around the
airport. The Planning Area, where.land use controls will apply under
the CLUP, is also included on. Figure 2, and is shown in substantially
more detail on Figure 3 (Saféty Zones). Note that virtually all of the
Planning Area is within the Sacramento City Timits.

PROJECT PROPONENT

The agency proposing to adopt the Sacramento Executive Airport Compre-
hensive Land Use Plan is the Airport Land Use Commission for Sacramento,
Yolo, Yuba and Sutter Counties. -Responsibility for implementation of

the Plan rests primarily with the City of Sacramento and Sacramento
County, in accordance with Public Utilities Code, Section 21676.

. "BACKGROUND

The Sacramento Area Council of Governments {SACOG) has been designated

as the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for the Counties of Sacramento,
Sutter, Yolo and Yuba, under the provisions of the California Public
Utilities Code, Sec. 21670 et seq. The Code mandates the establishment
of ALUCs and details theirvarious duties. The ALUC is required to
establish planning boundaries around each public and military airport
within its jurisdiction, and to formulate a Comprehensive Land Use Plan
(CLUP) for each, in order to provide for the sensible growth of the
airport environs. The Public Utilities Code also requires the prepa-
ration of a Master Plan for each airport under ALUC jurisdiction.

The Executive Airport Master Pian and Companion EIR weré prepared by
the Sacramento County Department of Airports, and were adopted in 1979.
Some of the information contained in this EIR and in the CLUP was ex-
tracted in summary form from those documents. See the original docu-
ments for more detailed data and analysis.

The Executive Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) was begun in
December, 1979. The ALUC staff was assisted in the preparation of both
the Draft CLUP and the Draft EIR by the Executive CLUP Advisory Committee.
The committee was appointed jointly by Sacramento City, Sacramento County
County and the ALUC.



EXISTING AIRPORT FACILITIES AND ACTIVITY

Sacramento Executive Airport is the primary general aviation airport
serving the Sacramento Valley. The airport encompasses approximately
740 acres owned by the-City of Sacramento, which is leased and operated
by the Sacramento County Department of Airports. Pilots.can find
Sacramento Executive, identified as "SAC", approximately five miles
north-northeast of the Sacramento. VORTAC.

There are currently three runways at Executive: Runway 2-20, Runway
12-30, and Runway 16-34, ~

Runway 2-20 is used as the calm wind runway (primarily Runway 20) and
is also the designated instrument runway. Its approach and departure
paths pass over the golf course, as well as residential and commercial
areas to the north and south.

Runways 12-30 and 16-34 are secondary runways used primarily for VFR
(Visual Flight Rules) operations. Runway 12-30 is also identified as
the instrument departure runway during IFR (Instrument F1ight Rules)
operations. Runway 12-30 was recently reconstructed, including a new
asphalt overlay and relocated thresholds. Arrival and departure paths
for these two runways pass over residential and commerical developments.

Sacramento Tower is located atop the airport terminal building, and
provides control of all air traffic within Executive's Airport Traffic
Area. Sacramento Ground Control, also located in the Tower, directs
traffic on the airport surface.

The Department of Airports operates a Line Service Office located ad-
jacent to the terminal building, providing aircraft fueling and
related ajrport/aviation services. Attendants also act as Crash/Fire/
Rescue and Security Officers. -

The County presently has available 151 T-hangar spaces and 325 tie-
down spaces for aircraft owners and Fixed Base Operators (FBOs) to
lease on a monthly basis.

The sophistication, type and number of aircraft based at the airport
increased significantly during ‘the 20-year period, 1958-1979. An
inventory of based aircraft indicates the following mix of aircraft
during calendar year 1979: i

Single Engine 400
Multi-engine 63

Turboprop 3
Turbojet 3
Helicopter 1

TOTAL 470

{Source: County of Sacramento, Department of Airhorts)

For further detail, refer to the Executive Airport Master Plan.



FIGURE 1

Location Of
Sacramento Executive Airport
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Executive Airport Area Of influence

1 -
ey ot =

-—
bl S

' / Horizonta) Sarface :
{ELIZ1.O) B5dB CNEL
- — Contour
20:] )

Conical Surface:

HEIGHT RESTRICTION ONLY
HEIGHT RESTRICTION and SAFETY AREAS
HEIGHT RESTRICTION. SAFETY AREAS and AIRFOHT NOISE

Isometric View

AN




. EXISTING ADOPTED PLANS

The Executive Airport Master Plan was adopted by the Board of Super-

visors of Sacramento County on April 3, 1979, following similar adop-
tive action by the City of Sacramento. The Master Plan details phy-
sical and operational development policies which provide for "managed"
growth in both based aircraft and aircraft operations, as well as a
reduction of noise impacts. Under the Plan, annual operations (take-
offs and landings) will ultimately increase to 275,000 and based air-
craft will have reached capacity due to the constraints imposed by
surrounding urban development. A decrease in local operations is ex-
pected as a result of future implementation of the Master Plan policy
regarding development of additional reliever facilities to accommodate
training and other general aviation activities.

For further detail regarding physical development plans and operational
policies, see the text of the Executive Airport Master Plan.

The ALUC Policy Plan (1975) establishes general project review criteria

for aviation facilities throughgut the ALUC's area of jurisdiction.
This document includes height restrictions, safety, and noise poli-
¢ies. All land use portions of the Plan have been applied to Executive
Airport on an advisory basis since the Plan's adoption. Height re-
striction and noise policies have been applied on a mandatory basis

since April 1979, when they were adopted by the City and the County

as part of the Executive Airport Master Plan,

The City General Plan (1974) establishes a wide range of land uses
within the Executive Airport Planning Area, including residential,
commercial/office, industrial, and major recreation/cpen space areas.
The airport, itself, is referred to by name and is depicted as a major
pubiic/quasi-public transportation facility. It is also included in
the text of the Circulation and Noise Elements.

Seven City Community Plans, adopted between 1965 and 1976, provide
greater detail with respect to land use allocation within the CLUP
Planning Area than the City General Plan. The airport is included
within the Airport Community Plan. Other community plans which encom-
pass portions of the CLUP Planning Area are: Fruitridge, Meadowview,

North Pocket, South Pocket, Southgate, and Suttervillie Heights.

The Sacramento County General Plan establishes the land uses for that
portion of the CLUP Planning Area which is unincorporated (east of the
Western Pacific Railroad, and south of 36th Avenue). See Figure 4 for
further detail.

MAJOR PLANNING ISSUES

The major issues the Advisory Committee addressed were: appropriate
designation of safety areas and compatible land uses within those areas;
definition of a workable concentrations-of-pecple factor; clarification



and definition of airport-related hazards; and resolution of the
inconsistent land use problem. The Committee reviewed the great -
variety of approaches, techniques, and policies used by ALUCs through-
out the State. The Committee and staff also reviewed numerous reports
and studies regarding airport safety issues.

. PLAN DESCRIPTION

The Sacramento Executive Airport CLUP ". . . establishes a specific
planning boundary map and comprehensive land use plan that provides
for the orderly growth, maintenance, and/or redevelopment of the

area surrounding Sacramento Executive Airport."2- The Plan seeks to
protect the public from the adverse effects of aircraft noise, to re-
duce the number of people exposed to airport-related hazards, and to
ensure that no structures affect navigable airspace. All policies
and recommendations contained in the CLUP are designed to mitigate
the environmental effects of the continued operation of the airports
to the extent feasible through land use control.

The CLUP contains nineteen policies pertaining to height restrictidns,
noise mitigation, and safety. It alsc includes eight implementation
measures under those same three topics. See Table 2: Police/Program

Analysis.
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE

As noted on Table 2, all but four policies were-in existence within

an adopted plan or other document at the time that the CLUP was formu-
lated. For environmental documentation on those extant p011c1es,
refer to the adopting agencies.

0f the eight implementing measures, two were included in prior environ-
mental documentation and are ongoing activities, two are ministerial
actions within the definition of the State EIR Guidelines, Section
15032, and two are future projects of unknown scope and detail. These
latter activities (zone changes and variances) will have to be evalu-
ated for environmental effects on a case-by-case basis. The remaining
two measures are evaluated in this EIR, See Table 3, Impact Analysis
‘Matrix, for a summary evaiuation of the nature and severity of impact
of each policy or implementation measure covered in this EIR.

CLUP, p. 1
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TMPACT
CATEGORY

TABLE 1

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

TMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

LAND USE

PARKS &
RECREATION

Existing inconsistent uses (other than single-family
residential and commercial anchor tenents) will be
subject to constraints on continuation 1n certaln
circumstances, or expansion.

New uses will be subject to new land use restructions
(height, Tlot coverage, concentrations-of-people cri-
terion, prohibition of certain uses/act1v1t1es, a
residential density threshold). :

There will be a potential lessening in the number of
potential infill residence.

Noise insulation for 13-15 houses at 47th Avenue and
Romack Circle will make them more amenable and less
likely to be replace with .other uses.

Some new, people-intensive uses will be prohibited.

Existing inconsistent uses will be subject to regula-

tions restricting continuation in certain circumstances,

or expansion.

There will be a decrease in daytime user populations
at some impacted sites and an increase at other, near-
by non-impacted sites.

Some potential users will have to travel to new sites,
possibly resutling in a 511ght decrease in the overall
number of users.

Creative architectural design, site
layout, and subdivision design is

. encouraged.

The variance procedure may be used.

The four-fifths override procedure
may be used.

The FAA has been requested to abandon

the IRS backcourse for Runway 20, there
by moving the Approach Zones slightly
with respect to Mangan Park.

The City has discontinued structured
sports at Margan Park, and removed
the tot-lot/adventure area. -

.- The Airporrt Little League activities

at 2 baseball diamonds inside AZ-1
and AZ-2 are being relocated.



IMPACT

CATEGORY

TABLE 1 {page 2}

IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

SCHOOLS

TRANSPORTAT 10N

ENERGY

AIR QUALITY

SAFETY

No new public or'private schools may be built in -
the Overflight Zone.

Existing schools are subject to CLUP policies
regulating continuation in certain circumstances,
or expansion.

Some children may have to find schools elsewhere
in the near-term, particularly private school
students at facilities where expansion is limited.

There will be a slight increase in auto and bus
traffic to transport students and recreational
facility users to new sites.

There will be a very small modification due to

near-term allocation changes in population densities.

A slight increase in energy consumption is expected -

from additional auto trips resulting from facility
relocation.

There will be minimal impacts from siight changes
in surface transportation.

. While the number of existing residences is not

expected to decrease, the number of residents is
due to existing residentail trends. Thus, while
aviation-related hazards are not expected to de-
crease, fewer people will be exposed to them.

No significant near-term decrease in occupancy of
commercial developments is expected.

1. The ALUC may permit, at its descretion,
expansion of public schools beyond that
permitted by the policies.

2.. The Variance procedure may be used.

3. The override procedure may be used.

None

None

None

Mone



01

TABLE 2 (page 3)

IMPACT
CATEGORY IMPACTS MITIGATION MEASURES
CONSISTENCY The number of residential units is not expected to None

WITH EXISTING
PLANS

CONSISTENCY
WITH ZONING

decrease, but the total population exposure in
existing development due to continuing demographic
factors.

There will be a slight increase in overall population
due to infill.

The ALUC Policy Plan, the Executive Airport Master
Plan, the Sacramento City General Plan, Sacramento
County General Plan, and the City's Community Plan
have one or more inconsistent policies and/or land
use designations which should be brought into con-
formity with the CLUP. '

There are several scattered sites which do not con- 1.
form with the CLUP's Land Use Guidelines.

Rezoning is recommended for inconsistant
sites. :



TABLE 2
POLICY/PROGRAM ANALYSIS

/ POLICY ORIGIN

/ ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE /

I.

R

IT.

AIRPORT WEIGHT RESTRICTION AREA

Policies:
1.

The Airport Land Use Commission designates airport height restriction
areas (per FAR Part 77) at Sacramento Executive Airport as defined in
the section following titled "Implementation" (CLUP, Page 20).

2. The ALUC shall review all applicable development proposals and
restrict the erection or growth of objects which penetrate the estab-
lished airport height restriction areas.

Implementation

1. Update city and county ordinances to reflect FAR Part 77 clearances,

based on current thresholds and glide slopes.

AIRPORT NOISE

Policies
1.

The CNEL method of rating noise impact near airports is adopted for
general guidance. The noise area boundary for Executive Airport shall
be the 65 dB CHNEL contour as defined on Figure 2 (CLUP, page 5). .

The following operational procedures will be enforced at Executive
Airport:

a) Use of airport is restricted to aircraft with take-off noise level
lTevels of 80 EPNdB or less.

b) Turbojet aircraft will utilize Runway 02/20 unless otherwise
directed by air traffic control.

c) Mu1t1—enginé and constant speed propeller-driven aircraft will not
make mid-field take-offs.




TABLE 2 {page 2)

POLICY/PROGRAM ANALYSIS

/ POLICY ORIGHQ/ENVIRONME- ICOMPLIANCE

Al

Noise Policies (Continued):

d) Formation landings and departures are prohibited.

e} No touch-and-go operations on weekends and between 6:00 p.m. and
7:00 a.m. on weekdays. Helicopter touch-and-go operations are
prohibited at_a11 times.

f) HNo practice instrument approaches on weekends and between 6:00p.m|
and 7:00 a.m. on weekdays. Full-stop instrument approaches
acceptable at all times. o

g) Traffic pattern altitude 1,000 feet; 1,500 feet for turbine-
powered or large aircraft.

h) A1l departing aircraft shall climb on runway heading to an alti-
tude of 600 feet before turning, unless otherwise instructed by
the tower or required for flight safety.

3. The ALUC recommends appropriate action be taken (e.g., interior sound
insulation} for those homes east of Executive Airport which may fall
within the 65 dB CHEL contour after 1/1/86. '

Implementation

The Director of Airports for the County of Sacramento shall see that oper-}

ational procedures and city-county ordinances designed to reduce noise at
Executive Airport are carried out. The City and County of Sacramento will
work together and with the Federal Aviation Administration to alleviate
the noise impact to residences Tocated within the 65 dB CNEL contour. Any
change in the noise ordinances which result in in¢reased restrictions on
noise emissions are consistent with ALUC policy and will not require ALUC
approval or action,




TABLE 2 (page 3)

POLICY/PROGRAM ANALYSIS

1
/ POLICY ORIGIN

/ENVIRONMENT‘AL COMPLIANCE

1T,

€1

AIRPORT SAFETY

Policies:
L.

2.

3.

4.

The Airport Land Use Commission establishes Approach Zones (AZs) at .

both ends of all runways and an Overflight Zone under the traffic pat-

tern area. Referring to CLUP Figure 2, AZ-1 is the area immediately
off the end of the runway identified in Federal Height Regulations as
the “"clear zone". AZ-2 and AZ-3 comprise the approach and climbout
zones. The division between AZ-2 and AZ-3 for Runways 02 and 20 is at
100" height restriction line. There arenoAZ-3 areas designated on
the other four runways. The Overflight Zone (0Z-4), is lqcated under
the general traffic pattern area and is one mile from the ‘end of the
runways. The designation of larger approach zones for Runways 02 and
20 is based upon the degree of use and instrumentation for poor
“weather operations.” ' ) ' ) o

Designated Approach Zones (AZs) and the Overflight Zone (0Z) indicate
areas in which land use, lot area, and population density are
restricted to conditions specified in the Land Use Compatibility
Guidelines (CLUP, pp. 18-18), The Guide 1lists potential uses and
designates compatibility/non-compatibility for each of the AZs and the
0Z. A'"yes" designates a compatible land use, a "no" indicates incom-
patibility and a number refers to a footnote following the Guide.

The ALUC recommends that operations of aircraft weighing more than

12,500 1bs. be discouraged from using Sacramento Executive Airport and|

instead be directed to Sacramento Metropolitan Airport.

No land outside of airport property and within the airport area of in-|

fluence shall be used for the erection of or operation of any object
that could reflect the 1ight of the sun toward an aircraft engaged in
an initial straight climb following take-off, or toward an aircraft
engaged in a straight final approach toward a landing at Executive
A7 art. i
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/’POLICYI ORIGIN/ENVIRONMENT‘AL t“ncé—/_' o

T

Airport Safety Policies (Continued):

5’

No land outside of airport property and within the airport area of
influence shall be used for the erection or operation of an object
which directs a steady light or a flashing 1ight of white, red, green
or amber color toward an aircraft engaged in an-initial straight
ctimb following take-off or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight
final approach toward a landing at Executive Airport, other than an
FAA approved navigational signal light or a visual approach slope
indicator (VASI). :

No land outside of airport property and within the airport area of
influence shall be used in a way which would generate a substantial
volume of smoke, attract large concentrations of birds, generage
electrical interference, or which would otherwise affect safe air
navigation in the vicinity of Executive Airport. '

No 1and outside of airport property and within one mile of the air-
port shall be used for the erection or operation of hazardous in-

stallations such as above-ground oil, gas or chemical storage
facilities. :

Implementation

1.

The ALUC §ha11 review [and use changes and new construction within
the Planning Area, subject to a four-fifths override vote of the
governing body of the applicable public agency.

It is recommended that zoning changes be made by the City to imple-
ment the Sacramento Executive Airport CLUP and that the City
General Plan also be consistent with the CLUP.

Inconsistent uses/structures may not be expanded, re-established
after an abandonment of one year or more, nor rebuilt if damaged or
destroyed by more than 50% of the value of the structure.

X X
X X

X X
X X
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Yrl

Single-family residences are not subject to regulations governing
inconsistent uses. '

Single-family homes may be built on existing vacant lots which con-
form to the standards of the City Zoning Ordinance.

Existing public schools in the Overflight Zone may make minor
changes, such.as moving portable classrooms or construction of new
rooms that would increase the capacity of the school by less than
one-third without ALUC approva]




_In accordance with the State EIR Guidelines, this EIR will focus primarily

upon those environmental impacts which are, to-any extent, negative, Due

. to the controversiality of some minimal or slight negative impacts, all -

negative environmental impacts will be covered. Safety impacts, even though

. beneficial, will also be considered due to the controversiality of the sub-

ject. Refer to Table 3, Impact Analysis Matrix for more detail. Note that
only safety and environmental impacts will be' considered in this EIR, not
socig] or economic impacts.

A. LAND USE

1. Background/Setting

The pimary area where land use is a concern is within the airport
safety areas. These are subdivided into four basic zones (see
Figure 4): Approach Zone 1 (the "clear zone"), Approach Zones 2
and 3 (the "approach and climbout areas"), and the Overflight Zone
(the traffic pattern area).

Approach Zone 1 (AZ-2) is the area immediately beyond the end of the
runway. The size of AZ-1 varies according to runway classification
and type of approach and is generally'synonymous with the FAR Part

773 designation for the Clear Zone. z

Approach Zones 2 and 3 (AZ-2 and AZ-3) are located beyond the end of
each runway and along the primary flight paths and are also synony-
mous with FAR Part 77 imaginery surfaces. The precise dimensions of
AZ-2 and AZ-3 vary according to the instrumentation and FAA rating of
the approach, but the division between AZ-2 and AZ-3 is determined

by the FAR Part--77 100-foot height designation.

The Overflight Zone generally coincides with the area overflown by
aircraft during normal traffic pattern procedures. This is depict-
ed on Figure 4 as an irregular oval, 5000 ft. from the end of each
runway (co-existant with the boundary 'of.the CLUP Planning Area).

The land use patterns within this area are highly diverse. Table 4
shows the land uses which exist in each approach zone, according to

a detailed land use survey of the off-airport portions of the approach
zones, conducted by the Sacramento City Planning Department in May,
1981. v '

3Federa'l Aviation Regulations, Part 77, "Objects Affecting Navigable Air-

space." 3
/.
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TABLE 3

IMPACT ANALYSIS MATRIX

91

NOISE POLICY #3:

The ALUC recommends appropriate action be taken (e.g., interior
sound insulation) for those homes east of Executive Airport which
may fall within the 65 CNEL contour after 1/1/86.

SAFETY POLICY #2:

Designated Approach Zones (AZs) and the Overflight Zone (0Z)
indicate areas in which land use, lot area, and population
density are restricted to conditions specified in the Land Use
Compatibility Guidelines {CLUP pp. 18-19). The Guide lists
potential uses and designates compatibility/non-compatibility

for each of the AZs and the 0Z. A "yes" designates a compatible
land use, a "no" indicates incompatibility and a number refers to
a footnote following the Guide. '

SAFETY POLICY #3:

The ALUC recommends that operations of aircraft weighing more

than 12,500 1bs. be prohibited from using Sacramento Executive
Airport and instead be directed to Sacramento Metropolitan Airport
or a yet-to-be-designated reliever airport.

SAFETY POLICY #7:

No land outside of airport property and within one mile of the
airport shall be used for the erection or operation of hazardous
installations such as above-ground oil, gas or chemical storage
facilities.

B-C

KEY:

+ Beneficial A Miqima1.impact ' C Moderate impact
0 No impact B $Slight impact 0 Substantial impact




TABLE 3 (page 2)

IMPACT ANALYSIS MATRIX

L1

SAFETY IMPLEMENTATION MEASURE #3:

Inconsistant uses/structures (except anchor commercial tenants)
may not be expanded, re-established after an abondonment of 1
year or more, nor rebuilt if damaged or destroyed by more than

50% of the value of the structure.

SAFETY IMPLEMENTATION MEASURE #6:

Existing public schools in the Overflight Zone may make minor
changes, such as moving portable classrooms or construction of
new rooms that would increase the capacity of the school by
less than one-third without ALUC approval.

B-C

A-B

A Hinimal C Moderate impact

KEY: + Beneficial
S1ight impact D Substantial impact

0 No impact B




2.

The Overflight Zone {0Z) is similarly comprised of very diverse
land uses, including Tow/moderate density residential, commercial,
industrial, public/quasi-public, and open space/recreation, accord-

~ing to another 1981 City Planning Land Use Study Also present are

13 schools, as follows:

Private - St. Roberts Elementary School (K-8, 315 students,
9 classrooms)
Willow Rancho Christian School. (K-6, 75 students,
7 classrooms) '
South Land Park Montessori (K-3, 26 students, 1 room)

Public* _ Alice Birney Elementary (K-6, 341 students, 16 class-
' rooms )

Argonaut Continuation School (9-12, 298 students,

15 classrooms)

Collis P. Huntington Elementary (K-6, 283 students, -

14 classrooms )

Harkness Elementary (K-6, 357 students, 18 c¢lassrooms)

Hollywood Park Elementary (K-6, 297 students,

14 classrooms)

John Bidwell Elementary {K-6, 251 students, 14 class-
rooms )

Maple Elementary {K-6, 185 students, 11 classrooms)

Pony Express Elementary (K-6, 290 students, 14 class-
rooms )

Sutterville Elementary {K-6, 358 students, 17 class-
rooms )

Woodbine Elementary {K-6, 201 students, 16 classrooms)

In addition, there are two former school sites which are currently
being used by the Sacramento Unified School District for non-teaching
activities:

Joaquin Miller - administrative offices
special resource libraries (for staff)
music program for the adjacent elementary school
special services (non-instructional)
2 community meeting facilities

John F. Morse - special education administrative offices

Impacts

Designation of the safety areas will subject land within those areas
to increased land use restrictions. A1l new construction will have
to comply with the Land Use Compatibility Guidelines (Table 5} and
Specific List of Uses in AZ-2 (Table 6). Existing development which
does not comply with the CLUP's land use policies will be permitted
to remain without penalty, but will be prohibited from expansion or

*Source: Sacramento City School District; Nov. 1987.
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or re-establishment (except for single-family houses) following aban-
donment for more than one year, or destruction to an extent greater
than 50% of its value. (The impact of these policies on public
facilities and recreation will be discussed as separate impacts and
are excluded from the following discussion).

Impacts specifically relating to non-residential land use include
imposition of height restrictions of 25 ft. on structures within
AZ-2, AZ-3, and certain uses in the Overflight Zone. This equates
to 2-story structures. Such a regulation will impact the density
at which new sites can be developed.

The limitation on the percentage of lot area which may be developed
(20% for non-residential uses) will have a similar impact regarding
on-site population.

The concentrations-of-people factor is another land use criterion
which will impact land use patterns on newly developing sites or
existing sites where a new use seeks to supplant on old one. This
factor was used to help create Table 6, the list of allowed, condi-
tionally allowed, and prohibited commercial uses which appears as
Appendix 4 in the CLUP. The factor will also be directly applied,
on a project-by-project basis, to evaluate proposed uses in AZ-2
which are "conditionally permitted," or other footnoted uses on
Table 5 (the Land Use Compatibility Guidelines) in the industrial/
manufacturing, transportation/communications/utilities, or outdoor
recreation categories.

The net effect of the application of these three land use policies
will be to effectively preclude the location of new people-intensive
uses in existing structures, or the development of high density new
buildings which would attract such people-intensive uses.

The degree of impact of these policies on land use patterns in the
CLUP Planning Area will be largely a function of three factors:

1) the number and size of available vacant parcels (or vacant
space available for leasing);

2) the amount of variety in permitted uses which could use
those sites;

3) the amount of demand for available sites within each general
land use category.

Currently there are six vacant sites in the safety zones for Runway
02 which have the potential for being impacted by these policies.
There is also a limited amount of acreage on partially-developed
lots on the north side of Fruitridge in the AZ-2/AZ-3 area of
Runway 20 which could be similarly impacted. However, the wide
range of uses which are allowed, or might be allowed (per the
"conditional" list) is so wide that the ability to develop a site
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TABLE 4
EXISTING LAND USE*

single-family houses
duplexes ,
Bing Maloney Golf Course

~Southern Pacific Railroad right<of-way (abandoned)

vacant parcel

single-family houses

duplexes

apartment complexes

medical office complex

commercial establishments (fabrics, bicycles, 2 drug
stores, 3 women's hair salons, 2 cleaners, barber shop,
photo store, 2 apparel stores, 2 banks, savings & toan,
2 realtors, credit union, title insurance, 5 eating/drink-
ing establishments, bakery, grocery store, liguor store,
2 service stations)

vacant commercial/office space

vacant residential subdivision lot

large vacant parcels '

Southern Pacific Railroad right-of-way (abandoned)

FAA navigation facility

public open space (unused)

Willow Ranch Little League baseball field

single-family houses

duplexes

day care center

public open space (drainage canal)
vacant residential subdivision lots
large vacant parcels

Mangan Park (swimming pool}
City Corperation Yard
public open space {drainage canal)

single-family houses

duplexes

apartment structure (3 units)
business offices

pre-school

church
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AZ-2
cont'd.

AZ-3

- RUNWAY 12

AZ-1

AZ-2

RUNWAY 30

AZ-1

29

246.

[u—y
OO b= NI b= et )

MY LD PO

165

13

1 ===

TABLE 4 CONT'D.

commercial establishments (massage, hairdresser, 2
realtors, TV sales/repair, appliance sales/repair, karate
studio, ceramics studio, billiards, dance studio, 4 eat-
ing/drinking establishments, 2 vacuum sales, coins,
trophies, pool maintenance supply, pottery, liquor store,
auto parts sales, auto painting, 2 service stations, 2
bakery sales, 2 building materials sales)

Mangan Park (baseball diamond and tot lot/adventure area)
public open space (drainage canal)

vacant parcel o

single-family houses

dupiexes

hocuse trailer

apartment compiex

churches

trade school (adult)

commercial establishments (barber/beauty shop, coin
laundry, market, equipment rental, auto body shop,
1 restaurant, 1 roofer's offices, wholesale trade)

contractor's storage yards

general manufacturing (pens and machines)

large vacant parcels

large partially vacant parcels (developable)

commercial establishment (retail plant nursery)
public open space (drainage canal)

single-family houses

branch 1ibrary i

City-owned pumping station

commercial establishments (jewelry, yarns, wigs, paper goods,
goods, driving school, grocery, liquor, reducing salon,
hair salon, 2 eating/drinking establishments, plant
nursery, insurance)

office building

property management office

public assembly facility/banquet hall

vacant commercial/office space (shopping center)

public open space (drainage canal)

Airport Little League baseball fields (3)
public open space
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. AZ-2 96

1
17

RUNWAY 16
AZ-1 .-
AZ-2 149
3
1

RUNVAY 34
AZ-1 -
AZ-2 3

TABLE 4 CONT'D.

single-family houses

duplexes

church

industrial facility (metal fabrication)
contractoer's storage yard

vacant residential subdivision lots

vacant industrial subdivision lot

partially vacant residential lots (developable)

airport property

single-family houses

duplexes

commercial establishment (groceries)
Mangan Park (open space)

City's tree nursery

public open space (drainage canal)

airport property

single-family houses

Bing Maloney Golf Course

Chorley Park (wading pool, baseball diamond, parking lot,
restroom) .
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FIGURE 3

Sacramento Executive Airport

Safety Zones
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TABLE 5

EXECUTIVE AIRPORT
LAND USE COMPATIBILITY GUIDELINES

LAND USE CATEGORY

COMPATIBILITY WITH
QVERFLIGHT ZONE

APPROACH ZONES

r" , i !
] 2 3 4

RESIDENTIAL
Single Family No Yesl Yes! Yes
Two Family No "Na No Yes
Muiti-Family dwelling No No Ho Yes
Group quarters No No No Yes
Mobile home parks or courts No Yesl Yes ~Yes
Custodial care facilities* No No No Yes2
Other residential No Yesl Yes! Yes
INDUSTRIAL /MANUFACTURING
Food and kindred product No Yesg Yes fes
Textile mill products No Yes3 Yes Yes
Apparel No Yes3 Yas Yes
Lumber and wood products No Yes3 Yes Yes
Furniture and fixtures No ‘!'es3 Yes fes
Paper and allied products No Ye53 Yas Yes
Printing, pubiishing No Yes Tes Yes
Chemicals and allied products No No Na Yes
Petroleum refining & related industries No . No - No o]
Rubber and miscellaneous plastic No No 3 No Ho
Stone, clay and glass products No Yes3 Yes Yes
-Primary metal industries No ‘res3 Yas Yes
rabricatad metal products No Yasa fes Yes
Miscellaneous manufacturing No ‘f.es3 Tes Yes

- Warehousing/storage No Yes Yes fes
TRANSPORTATION, COMMUNICATIONS AND UTILITIES
Railroad, rapid rail transit Yest Yes3 Yes Yes
Highway and street ROW Yes Yes Yes Yes
Auto parking lots Yast Yes Yes Yes
Communicatians Yes? Yes Yes Yes
Utilities Yes? Yess Yes Yes
Qther trans, comm, and util. test fes3 Yas Yes
COMMERCIAL /RETAIL TRADE

Wholesale trade No Yes§ Yesl Yes
8uilding materials-retail No Yes? Yesl fes
Genera] merchangisa-retail No ‘res5 Yes? Tes
Food-retail No Yesd Yes% Yes
Automotive service, sales or repair No Yes3 YESZ Tes
Apparel and accessories-retail Na Yesd Ye Yesz
Eating and drinking places No No8 No Yes
Furniture, home furnishing-retail No Yas2 Yesl 1es
Other retail trade . No Yesd Yes? YESZ
Residential hotels No No No Y352~
Transient lodging-hatels, motels No No No fes

—>

* Mgre than six persoms under care.
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TCOMPATIBILITY WITH

. APPROACH £5S OVE!
LAND USE CATEGORY — ROACH ZONES - ERFLIGHT zog%
1 2 3 4
PERSONAL AND BUSINESS SERVICES _
Finance, insurance and real estate No Yesg Yes%- Yes
Personal sarvices . Na Yesz YeSé Yas
Business services N Yesg Yes; Yes
Repair services No Yes5 Yesz- Yes
Contract construction services No Yas Yes® Yes2
Indgor recreation services No | No . Mo Yes
Other services No Yes® Yes2 . Yes
PUBLIC AND QUASI-PUBLIC SERVICES .
Hospital, custodial care, preschoo1* No No Mo Yes?l
Government sarvices No No Yes Yes2
Scheals No No No No
Cultural activities inel. churches, 1braries No No No Yes
Medical and other health clinics No No Yes? Yes?
Cemeteries Yes? Yes Yas Yes
Qther public and quasi-public services No No YesZ Yesé
QUTDOOR RECREATION
Neighborhood parks Mo - Yes? Yes fes
Commuhity and regional No - No Yes Yes
Nature exhibits Yesd Yesd Yes fes
Spectator sports, stadiums, arenas No Ne No No
Golf course, riding stables Yesd . YesS Yes Yes
Water based recreational areas No " No Yas Yes
Resart and group camps No No Yes fes
Auditoriums, concert halls No No Ho Na
Qutdoor amphitheaters, music shells No No No No
RESQURCE PRODUCTION, EXTRACTION,
AND OPEN SPACE
Agricultural Preduction Yes:’g Yesg Yes? Yesg
Permanent Cpen Space Yesg® YesE ?esg Yes?
Water areas ‘{es4 " . Yes Yas Yegd
Wholesale horticultural production Yes™*? ' fes Yes Yes

1/ Ho residential uses in excess of four (4) dwelling units per gross acre.
2/ Uses compatibie only 1 they do not result in structures aver 25 faet fn haight.

3/ Uses compatible only if they do not result in: a) concentrations of people greater than 50 persons per
acre at any time: b} storage of flammable or axpiosive matertal above the ground: or ¢) structures over
25 feet in height. {(See Appendix 5 for method of determining concentrations of people.)

4/ No building, structures, above-ground transmission lines, or storate of flammable or explosive material
apove ground, and no uses resulting in a gathering of more than 10 persons per acre at any time.

5/ Uses compatible anly if they do not result in: a) concentratiens of people greater than 50 persons per
acre at any time (The City of Sacramento maintains a 1ist of specific uses that are allowed without
additianal persons-per-acre calculations. An advisory list is; included as Appendix 4 to this plan.):
b} 1ot coverage greater than 203: c) storage of flammable or explosive material above the ground; or
d) strugtures gver 25 feet in height. ({5ee Appendix 5 for mathod of determining concentrations of
peaple. N

|an
—

Uses compatible only if they do not result fn a possibility that a water area may cause ground fog or
result in a bird hazard.

Iz

No high-fntensity use or facilitfes, such as structured playgrounds, balifields, restrgoms.

1L

Mogst eating and drinking places are prohfbited. A few specialty food service uses that do not provide
table service or serve meals are ailowed as indicated in Appendix 4,

* More than 6 persons under care,
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TABLE 6

EXECUTIVE AIRPORT CLUP

SPECIFIC LIST OF USES IN AZ-2

ALLOWABLE USES (Commercial, Retail, Personal and Business Services)

(if consistent with zoning). (In no case may the lot coverage be in
excess of 20%, may flammable or explosive materials be stored above
ground, or may the structure be greater than 25 feet in height.)

(Zone 2)

Aircraft Sales

Ambulance Service

Antique Store

Appliance Store

Art Gallery

Art Supplies - Store

Auto Dealer

Auto Parts House

Auto Repair Shop

Auto Rental Company

Auto Body and Fender Shop

Auto Car Wash -

Auto Upholstery

Bait Shop

Bakery (no table service or
serving of meals)

Bank

Barber Shop

Beauty Shop

Bicycie Shop

Blueprinter

Boat Sales

Book Store :

Broadcasting Studio Wout Tive audience)

Building Contractor

Building Suppliies

Cabinet Shop

Camera Store

Camper Sales

Candy Store

Canteen or Vending Service Center

Cigar Store

Cleaning-Laundry Agency

Clothing Store

Collection Agency

Contractor's Shap

Cookware Shop

Costume Shop

Credit Union Association

Curio or Novelty Shop

Delicatessen (no table service)
Dental Office

Department Store (under 3000 sq. ft.)
Oress Shop

Drug Store {under 300C sq. ft.)
Electrical Contractor
Electrical Goods Store-Retail
Employment Agency

Equipment Rental and Sales Yard
Fabric Store

Feed Store - Retail Only

‘Floor Covering

Florist )
Food Staore (Spec1a11zed) {under 6400 sg. ft.)
Furrier Shop '
Furniture Rer1n1sh1ng
General Contractor
Gift Card Shop
Gift Shop
Glazier Shop -
Grocery (under 6400 sq. ft.)
Gun Shop {limit on ammunition)
Hardware Store
Hat Shop
Hearing Aid Sales and Service
Heating & Sheet Metal Contractor
Hobby Supplies Store
Home Improvement Center-Retail {(under 6,400 sq.f
ice -Cream Parlor (no table service
or serving of meals)
Ice Vending Machine
Interior Decorator's Studio
Janitorial Service Company
Jewelry Store
Knit Shop
Lapidary Shop
Laundromat-Self Service
Laundry-Commercial
Lawnmower Sales & Service
Leather Gocds Store
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ALLOWABLE USES (Continued)

Liquor Store

Loan Office

Locksmith

Masseur

Millinery Shop

Meat Market

Medical Office

Messenger Service

Motorcycle & Power Scooter Sales
Music Store & Instrument Repair
Newsstand

Notions Store {under 6400 sq. ft.)
Nursery - Plants, etc,

Gffices - Business or Professional
Office Equipment Sales & Service
Qptician

Oriental Rugs

Orthopedic Supply

Paint Store

Pawn Shop

Pest Control Service

Pet Shop

Photo Engraving Shap
Photographic Studio

Plumbing Contractor

Pottery and Glass Store

Power Tool Sales

Prescription Pharmacy

Printing Plant

Pubiic Stenographic Service
Radio & T.V. Sales & Service
Real Estate Office

Recording Studio (without 1ive audience)
Records = Posters {under 6400 sq. ft)

Roofing or Building Contractor
Rug and Drapery Shop

Savings & Loan Company

Second Hand Store

Service Station

Sewing Machine Sales

Sheetrock or Plastering Contractor
Shoe Repair Shop

Shoe Store

Shoeshine Stand

Sign Shop

Spa; and Pool Sales

Sporting Goods Store

Stamps and Coins

Stationery Store

Tailor

Taxidermist

Tile Contractor

Tire Shop - ‘Including Recapp1ng
Tobacco Shop

Toy Shop (under 6400 sq. ft.).
Trailer Sales Yard

Travel Agency :

Trophy & Emblem Store
Upholstery Shop

Used Car Lot

Variety Store (under 6400 sq. ft.)
Veterinary Services

Voice Studio

Watch Repair Shop

Wholesale Stores & Distributors
Wig Sales

- 0Or any'combination of Allowabile Uses

CONDITIONAL'USES (Must meet requirements for allowable uses plus must be
approved by the City of Sacramento as not being expected to attract more

than 50 persons per acre.

Additicnally, these uses cannot include

prohibited uses {e.g., a restaurant in a departiment stare) as incidental

uses. )

Department Store (over 3000 sq. ft.)
Discount House - Retail Merchandise

(over 6400 sq. ft.)
Drug Store (over 3000 sq. ft.)
Food Store (over 6400 sq. ft.)

Home Improvement Center {over 6,400 sq. ft.)
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Grocery Store (over 6400 sq. ft.)
Medical/Dental Office Complex
Toy Shop (over 6400 sq. ft.)
Variety Store (over 6400 sq. ft.)



PROHIBITED USES (Designated by the plan as not being allowed as a new

or expanded use in Zone 2.)

Amusement Center {indoor)
Auction House (regular act1v1ty)
Bar/Cocktail Lounge

Billiard Parlor

Bowling Alley

Business College

Card Room/Bingo Parlor

Child Care Center (more than 6 under care)
Church

Clinic - Medical or Dental

Dance Hall

Dance Studioc

Drive-In Restaurant

.Funeral Home

Group Care Facilities {more than 6 under care)
Health and Fitness Center (activity center)
Hospital

~ Ice Cream Parlor (w1th table service or serving mea]s)

Laboratory - Medical, Dental
Library

Lunch Room - Coffee Shop

Nursery for Children
Qutdoor/Indoor Sports Facilities
Private School

Public Market (over 6400 sq. ft.) (individually leased sales stalls)

Restaurant

Skating Rink

Social Clubs

Theater

Weight Control Center
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in some manner of non-residential use remains intact. Thus, while

a limited number of specific people-intensive uses will not be per-
mitted to locate in the safety areas, the ability of the land to
develop in other non-residential uses will be only slightly impacted.

Due to the mildness of this impact, the likelihood that residential
uses will be selected, instead, by developers appears remote, espe-
cially when one considers the 1ocat10n of each site and the CLUP S .
residential development policies.

The speed with which currently-vacant non-residential property is
developed may, on a site-by-site basis, be slowed slightly by the
land use 1imitations, as may the leasing rate in existing structures.
Predicating the level of 1mpact based on.the demand for allowable
uses on the available site is beyond the scope of this Environmental
Impact Report.

The CLUP's Tand use policies will also have an identifiable, though
slight, impact upon existing uses or structures which are inconsis-
tent with those policies. As noted previously, the impact will be
limited to those instances when the owner/tenant seeks to expand

the inconsistent use or structure, it is abandoned for a period of

a year ormore, or it is destroyed by more than 50% of its value.
This, coupled with the relatively low number of existing, inconsis-
tent, non-residential uses (see Table 7), leads to the determination
that the ultimate impact level will be low.

It should be further noted that the CLUP's Tand use polices do not
affect the ability of the owner/operation of a inconsistant use or
structure to sell, lease, or otherwise transfer that property Nor
do the policies require that a new owner/tenant bring that inconsis-
tent use into conformity unless it has been abandoned or partially
destroyed.

In the instance of a shopping center, where space is leased in units,
each space would be considered for use conformity as a separate
entity. Thus, an inconsistant use in one spot could not relocate

to another spot previcusly inhabited by a consistent use. Nor could
it expand into an area previously occupied by a consistent use.

The CLUP also.contains a prohibition against the above-ground storage
of flammable or explosive material within the approach zones. This

is not expected to have more than a minimal impact on land use pat-
terns due to the lack of availability of sites which are appropriately
zoned and/or designated on the applicable Community Plan for these
types of uses. Sites currently having such storage would be subject
to the policies on inconsistent uses and be allowed to cont1nue un-
less expanded, abondoned, or partially destroyed.

The policy againsterection or operation of hazardous installations
e.g., above-ground o0il, gas, or chemical storage facilities) is
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TABLE 7

EXISTING NON-RESIDENTIAL INCONSISTENT USES
WITHIN THE EXECUTIVE AIRPORT PLANNING AREA*

Inconsistent

12 eating/drinking facilities (including 1 ice-cream parlor)
churches ‘
day care centers
public assembly/banquet facilities
dance studio ‘
- karate studic
- biltiard parlor
- reducing salon
- private airfield
- public recreation facilities (certain people-intensive facilities in
2 parks, 4 Little League baseball diamonds)
- trade school {adult)
3 private elementary schools
10 public schools
- branch library

[ % T e R =

Uses subject to evaluation for consistency under the concentrations-of-people
factor: '

1 medical/dental office complex

2 drug stores
3 grocery stores

*Inconsistent with land use reguiations; no reference is made to height
restriction regulations. (March 1981}
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also expected to have not more than a minimal affect on land use
patterns for the same reasons cited above. Other factors which
limit such installations, irrespective of the CLUP policy, are the
largely residential nature of the neighborhoods surrounding the area
and existing land use/environmental policles on the location of such
facilities.

Impacts specifically relating to residential land use are for the
most part, associated with a) new single-family subdivisions at a
density of greater than four dwelling units per gross acre or b)
duplexes, ha]Fp}exes, or apartments. These impacts are experIenced
exclusively in the approach zones, and include the following:

1) prohibition against development of at least seven multi-acre
parcels with townhouses, halfplexes, or apartments, or
dense single-family units where such development might other-
wise have been expected due to zoning or community plan
designation.

2) oprohibition of duplex development on twelve existing corner
subdivision 1ots where the owners might ctherwise have been
eligible for a duplex under existing R-1 (single-family)
zoning;

3) limitation on the nature and dens1ty of deveEOpment on 38
other totally vacant lots and 39 partially vacant Tots which
possibly could have been considered for duplex/halfplex
development with a zone change (within the scope of the
appiicable Community Plan), or deep-lot development with the
addition of single-family units under a special permit in
the R-1 or R-2 zones. '

The end effect of these policies will be a Tessening in potential
residential densities under existing zoning, primarily in the
approach zones for Runways 02, 20, and 30.

|
It should be noted that any existing, vacant R-1 (single-family}
subdivision lot, irrespective of its size, may be developed with
one single-family dwelling unit. This is true even if it would
result in a density factor greater than four dweiling units per
acre. The density factor only applies to the creation of new lots,
or the construction of more than one single-family dwelling on a
deep-lot. Thus, 57 new single-family residences could be constructed
on existing lots.

Existing duplexes and apartments will be impacted by the CLUP only
to the extent of any other inconsistent use. In other words, the
structures may not be expanded, and may not be re-established
after abandonment for one year or more, or destruction of more than
50%. This will affect 126 duplexes and six apartment complexes.
This is not expected to appreciably affect the number of available
residential units.
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Single-family residences on corner lots will, per the CLUP, no
longer have the potential of being converted into duplexes. This
will impact 72 existing units, located in the approach zones for
each runway except Runway 34. MNor may a single-family unit be con-
verted to an apartment, even if the zoning and applicable community
plan were to permit such a transition.

A1l existing single-family residences in AZ-1 (67 units) and resi-
dences in AZ-2 and AZ-3 which are developed at a density greater

than four dwellings per gross acre are, in the strictest sense, in-
consistent with the CLUP. However, -the CLUP specifically -exempts

existing single-family dwellings from any constraints associated
with other inconsistent uses. Thus, all existing single-family

houses, regardiess of location within the Planning Area may be
expanded -{sc long as they remain single-family units), rebuilt
after complete or part1a1 destruction, and re-established after
abandonment for any length of time,

The net effect of the CLUP's residential land use policies will be
to allow residential infill which will permit construction of -
approximately 105 single-family dwellings, but to prohibit the
development on existing residentially-zoned property of 140-245
duplex or second units, depending on site design, compliance with
zoning/subdivision regulations, and discretionary approval by the
City.

This estimate does not include removal of the seven large acreage
parcels from potential residential development at densities greater
than four units per gross acre. The reason for this exclusion is
that market factors and economic locaticnal theories may well have
removed them without any involvement of CLUP pelicies in the
decision-making. The parcels are all of such a size and location
that a range of other non-residential activities may well be con-
sidered to be higher and better uses. ‘

The net effect of the CLUP will be to make certain single-family
units are even more attractive to potential occupants. Houses in
the 47th Avenue/Romack Circle .area may, after January 1, 1986, need
to have noise insulation provided in order to comply with State
noise regulation. These houses are the ones which, as of that date
fall within the 65 CNEL contour. The Executive Airport Master Plan
projected a noise.contour for that date which would include 13-15
dwellings. The effect of ‘the insulation would be to not only de-
crease interior noise levels, but also to provide significant energy
conservation at no installation cost to the owners.

Transient secondary impacts of the noise insulation activities will
be associated with construction (roise, dust, temporary dislocation

within the structure, even possible temporary dislocation to another
structure). The severity and duration of these impacts will depend

upon the nature and extent of the insulating techniques used.
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These may include new methods which will be developed between the
date of the EIR and 1986; therefore, it is not possible to project
specific impacts until the time of initiation of the insulation
program.

The rate of change in land use patterns is expected to vary. Once
market factors determine that conversion of the large vacant acre-
ages into urban uses should occur, the CLUP is not expected to
appreciably lengthen that conversion time, due to the wide range of
uses which will be permitted. Similarly, the CLUP is not expected
to affect the rate of residential in-fill, since that alse is pri-
marily a function of the economy.

The attrition rate for inconsistent uses is expected to be quite
slow, based on recent {last 3-5 years) trends and observations re-
garding abandonments or destructions within the Executive Ajrport
Planning Area. The majority of phase-ocuts of inconsistent uses

- will occur because of the substitution of new, consistent uses.

3. Mitigation Measures

The principal mitigation measure for the 25 ft. height restriction
within the approach zones is the encouragement of creative approaches
in architectural design of new buildings. With appropriate design,
most structures which might exceed the height Timit by a few feet

can be made'to conform in an attractive manner,

The ultimate mitigation measures will be the use of the variance
procedure where a particular case benefits the public health, safety
and welfare in a manner that outweighs any inherent detriment from
the project. Where the ALUC disagrees with such a variance or other

- approval not determined to conform to the CLUP, the local agency
also may override ALUC and the CLUP, per the Public Utilities Code,
Section 21676, by a four-fifths vote of its governing body.

B. PARKS AND RECREATION

1. Background/Setting:

Situation within the CLUP Planning Area are seven City-owned parks
and recreational facilities, as follows:

- Bing Maloney Golf Course
- Chorley Park

- James Mangan Park

- Reichmuth Park

- Woodbine Park |
- Willow Rancho Little League (half d1amond)
- Airport Little League (four ball diamonds)
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A wide variety of recreational activities and ancillary facilities
are provided, including a swimming pool, wading pool, tot-lot/
adventure area, structured sports facilities (e.g., baseball,
soccer), parking lots, restrooms, snack bar, golf course fairways,
and non-structured open space. Use densities range from very Tow
in the unstructured areas, to very high during certain periods at
high-use facilities {e.g., Mangan Park Swimming Pool).

In addition, certain recreational activities occur on the grounds
of the 13 public and private schools in the Planning Area, and on
the grounds of the two former schools which are now being used as
administrative facilities.

Impacts

The CLUP policies will have three primary impacts on park and recre-
ation facilties:

a) several types of rew uses will be prohibited throughout the
Planning Area, including sports arenas, spectator sports, sta-

diums, auditoriums, concert halls, amphitheaters and music shells:

b) all people-intensive uses are prohibited in AZ-1, with the
concentrations-of-people factor applied to uses in AZ-2:

c} existing inconsistent uses will be subject to the same poli-
cies for continuance as other uses (no expansion and no re-
establishment after abandonment for more than one year or
destruction of more than 50% of the value of the facility)

Whether the prohibition against new uses will have any practical
effect is questionable, since there are no adopted development plans
indicating additional or more intensive uses. The one area where
future development is likely to be constrained to some degree is
that undeveloped portion of Chorley Park which is within AZ-2
(Runway 34).

The secondary impact of these policies takes the form of mitigation
measures which were adopted by the City as a result of its review

of the Draft CLUP and Draft EIR (see below). The effects associated
with the proposed relocation of the Mangan Park tot-lot/structured
recreation and the three Airport Little League diamonds will be to:
1) decrease daytime populations at the old sites and increase them
by a similar amount in alternative sites (outside the approach
zones), and 2) require potential users to travel to different loca-
tions. The potential relocation sites for the 1ittle league are
within a half-mile of the old site, readily reached by walking or
bicycle. Potential users of the tot-lot may have to drive to other
tot-lots, or resort to use of the non-structured play areas. Dis-
placed users of the structured play area at Mangan may also have to
drive to other facilities at nearby schools or parks, or may contin-

34



ue to use other portions of Mangan (not within AZ-2).. The site
will probably continue to be used for 'pickup' games. It is
estimated that 300-500 users per week may be affected by these
actions during the peak season.

Mitigation Measures

Several mitigation measures have been adopted by the City and the
County as a result of the review of the. Draft CLUP and Draft EIR.
These include making a request to 'FAA to abandon the Instrument
Landing System backcourse for Runway 20. This would have the
effect of shortening AZ-1 slightly, removing more of the Mangan
Pool from that approach. zone (although it would remain in AZ-2,
still as an inconsistent. use).

The City has also discontinued the scheduling of structured sports
events {e.g., baseball, softball, soceer) in that portion of Mangan
Park which is within AZ-2. The City has also commenced action to
remove .the Mangan tot-lot/adventurie area which lies within AZ-2.

In a separate but related action, the City Council has directed

its staff to pursue relocation sites at Harkness School and Wood-
bine School for two of the three Airport Little League ball diamonds
which are Jocated within AZ-1. The snack bar and restrooms would
also be removed. A third ball diamond would be reoriented on the
site in such a manner as to remgve it from the approach zone.

C. " SCHOOLS

1.

2.

Background/Setting

As indicated in the Background/Setting portion of Section A, Land
Use of this EIR, there are three private schools, ‘ten public schools,
and two school administrative centers within the Planning Area and,
more specifically, the Overflight Zone. The count does not include
Sunday Schools associated with the 4 churches, nor the two day
care/preschool facilities, located within the approach zones, nor
the other numerous - day care facilities located in the Overflight
Zone. These facilities are included under the discussion of in-
consitent uses in the Land Use section.

Ihgacts ' ;

Private schools will experience the heaviest impacts. No new
schools may be built. The three existing schools, with a total

of 416 students, will not be permitted to expand. Nor will they
be permitted to re-establish after abandonment for more than 1
year, ar destruction of more than 50% of their value. However,
they may add new, consistent auxilliary uses to their sites {a
specific concern at St. Roberts, which is considering construction
of a church, an allowable use in the Overflight Zone).
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Public schools will be impacted to a somewhat lesser degree by the

CLUP policies. Although these schools are, in a strict sense of
the term, inconsistent with the CLUP, they may be. expanded through
new construction or erection of portable classrooms, provided their
capacity is not increased by more than one-third of their current
levels. Other minor facility charges may also be made without
ALUC approval.

As with private schools, public schools which are closed for one
year or more, are converted to another use (e.g., Joaguin Miller

"and John B. Morse schools, which are now non-instructional facili-

ties), or are destroyed beyond 50% of their value will not be per-
mitted to be re-established as schools. Former school sites may
not be used for a new or different inconsistent use, although in-
consistent ancillary uses (e.g., auditoriums) may be continued for
non-school uses after the school has been closed. They may not,
however, be expanded. No new public schools may be added within
the planning Area. '

Secondary impacts from these policies include the potential in-
ability of the three private schools to accommodate addition space

- demands, resulting in children being turned away and having to

attend either public schools, or private schools in other areas.

Public schools are far less likely to ever have to turn away stu-
dents and/or assign them to other schools, especially inasmuch as
public schools may, under the CLUP, expand by a third over current
enrol Iments. -

The effect will be the patential need to transport, either through
public or private means, a few children to areas outside the Plan-

" ning Area at some future date. Without an economic study concern-

ing demand for private education in this area, it is not possible
to quantify the extent of this impact, but it is anticipated to be
slight. :

MITIGATION MEASURES

Mitigation measures are available to public schools through three
provisions: a) discretionary review by ALUC; b) the variance pro-
cedure built into the CLUP, and c) the-override procedure, exer-
cised by the School District Board in accordance with the Public
Utilities Code. :

The measures available to private schools are limited to the variance

procedure and the override procedure, which can be instituted by the

City {or the County if an unincorporated site were chosen for new.

development).
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D. TRANSPORTATION

1.

2.

Background/Setting

Executive Airport is surrounded by several arterial highways,
linking it with the principal demand centers in the area. The air-
port itself serves primarily the City and County of Sacramento with
some air taxi and goods movement activity to other parts of the
State. The airport and the surrounding area is served by the
Sacramento Regional Transit District with bus service.  Most bus
routes have their origin in ‘the downtown area, where connections
may be. made to other areas. Transit use is continuing to increase.

Impacts

As stated in the Land Use section, relatively little modification
of current population levels or distribution is expected to occur
as a result of adoption of the CLUP policies. Future changes in
land use, and therefore in both auto and bus traffic volume, are
expected to occur with or without the CLUP policies. If anything,
the CLUP will cause a diminution in the ultimate level of demand
created by new developments.

A very slight increase in auto and bus traffic may occur from a
diversion of some students from schools which are unable to expand
to accommodate them, to. ones outside the CLUP Planning Area.

Another slight auto traffic increase can be expected when the Mangan
Park and Airport Little League facility changes are made. However,
the majority of the children involved are expected to resort to
bicycles and walking.

The cumulative effects of these impacts is expected to be slight.

Mitigation Measures

None.

E. ENERGY

1.

Background/Setting

The United States has experienced a rapid rate of growth in total
energy consumption, with an overall growth rate of approximately
4 percent per year, or over 2% times the growth rate of the popula-
tion. Likely consequences of the continued demand for energy are
increases in the costs of transportation, domestic heating and air
conditioning, and lighting, as well as the permanent loss of non-
renevable energy resources. The obvious solution is energy con-
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servation, the wise use of existing energy resources and develop-
ment of new sources. There are significant opportunities for
conserying energy when energy conservation is integrated into the
early stages of project planning, including site design and spati-
cal allocation, and building design.

Impacts

As previously indicated, there will be some modification in poten-
tial population densities, due to contraints on future development,
but Tittle alteration to current levels or distribution. Thus,
modifications in energy demands needed to accommodate people in
new locations will be negligible in the near-term, and not ascer-
tainable in the long-term due to other economic factors which will
affect the final replacement Tocation chances.

A slight increase in vehicular energy consumption may be expected
from use of autos to transport recreation users to new sites. How-
ever, without an origin-destination study (outside the scope of this
project}, an exact quantification is not possible.

Neither is it possible to ascertain, with any degree of certainty,
the energy consumption required. to divert aircraft having a weight
in excess of 12,500 pounds away from Executive Airport. According
to the Executive Airport Manager's office, only approximately twelve

"such planes utilize Executive annuaily. Since the CLUP policy is

advisory and not mandatory, the extent of potentaa] compliance does
not lend itself to forecasting.

Also as mentioned previously, & certain amount of energy conserva-
tion can be expected, commencing in 1986, in those 13-15 houses
where noise insulation will be undertaken.

The cumulative effect of these impacts is expected to be minimal
to slight.

Mitigation Measures

None

F. AIR QUALITY

1.

Background/Setting

Air Quality in the Sacramento Area is subject to the policies of
the local Air Quality Maintenance Program, and is monitored on a
continued basis by the County Air Pollution Control District and
the California Air Resources Beard. The monitoring indicate that
the Sacramento Area exceeds federal standards for a zone and carbon
monoxide. The level of total suspended particulate (TSP) exceeds
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both the federal secondary standards and the state standard.

2. Impacts
Minimal impacts to air quality are expected to result from pre-
viously-identified slight modifications in surface transportation
{auto and bus). Similarly, a very small increase in pollutants
may result from diversion of up to twelve heavy aircraft from
Executive Airport to Metro Airport. Because of the extremely
small amount of expected modification in the number or length of
diverted trips involving either aircraft or surface transportation,
no specific air quality impact modeling was undertaken for this
project. _

3. Mitigation Measures
None

G. SAFETY
1. Background/Setting

The stated intent of the Executive Airport Land Use Plan is to
.protect the safety and general welfare of peop?e in the v1cl9
1ty of the airport and to assure the safety of air navigation.
The hazard potential attached to airport proximity is a valid con-
cern, and was the motivation behind State action establishing air-
port land use commissions and their duties. Listed in the Executive
Airport Land Use Plan, as findings regarding safety, are the conclu-
sions of a study undertaken by James.L. McElroy for the California
Assembly Committee on Natural Resources and Conservation in January
1973.5/ The study was of civil air accidents, nationwide. The
conclusions include:

o Almost half of the accidents involving civil aircraft occur
on airport property.

e' 15% of all aircraft accidents occur outside airport property
but within a one-mile radius of the airport.

® A subﬁtantial concentration of aircraft accidents occurs within
the initial climb out and the final approach sectors of airports.

¢ There is a difference between the flight performance and crash
hazards presented by Yight, 51ngle engine aircraft and larger,
heavier aircraft. While the number of light aircraft accidents
is greater (primarily due to the higher volume of flights}, the
crash impact of the heavier, faster aircraft is much more severe.

4/ CLUP, Page 1 ‘
5/ James L. McETroy, "Aircraft Accidents in the V1c1n1ty of Airports"
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e It is possible to reasonably predict the probability of aircraft
accidents in the vicinity of an airport, and the degree of risk
involved. :

According to the McElroy report (page 1), "a one-mile radius is a
reasonable measure of the safety region of influence between an
airport and its surrounding community... Most departing aircraft
have made their initial power reduction and have assumed normal
climb altitude within that distance. On instrument approaches,
the minimum descent altitude is usually reached within that area.
Also, in this region the aircraft is at a critical transition be-
tween ground and flight, with both the aircraft and pilot under
significant stress. On take off, the aircraft is at maximum gross
weight and fuel load with the engine(s) producing maximum power.
This increases the 1ikelihood of a power failure, while at the
same time decreasing the chances of a successful emergency landing.
On landing approach, the pilot is under great stress, particularly
under instrument.conditions, thus increasing the probability of
pilot error".

There is also a basic difference between propeller-driven aircraft
and jet-propelled aircraft.®/ This difference, in basic terms, is
related to the manueverability of the aircraft in the even of a loss
of engine power. However, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
has effectively preempted any local operational controls which single
out jets as a separate, controlled category.

The destructive capability of an aircraft varies with its weight,
speed, and fuel load. The "impact energy" is the total kinetic
energy of the aircraft at maximum gross weight and fuel Toad at
minimun flying speed. If on the presumption that the pilot will
be exerting every effort and skill to either avoid the imminent
impact or minimize its effect.Z/ McElroy relates a graphic com-
parison as the various examples of impact energy:

"In each case it would be helpful to mentally picture the
resultant damage on impact with a one-family frome home,

a brick apartment building, and a modern shopping center.
In the case of the light personal aircraft, a direct com-
parison would be the damage caused by a Volkswagon sedan
traveling at 54 miles per hour. The energy equivalent

of an aircraft in the executive/air taxi class (Beech King
Air) would be a loaded 10-ton truck traveling at 61 miles
per hour. To obtain the energy equivalent of a Boeing 727,
one has to postulate a diesel locomotive with three loaded
boxcars plus one tank car full of aviation jet fuel travel-
ing at a speed of 60 miles per hour."

The examination by McElroy of aircraft accidents within a one-mile
radius of civil airports, and the total operations associated with

6/ Maurfée A Garbell, “A Study on Airport Safety for Santa Clara County".
7/ McElroy, Page 3.
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those airports, resulted in a mean accident rate of 1.38 accidents
per million operations. Using this mean rate, it is possible to
estimate the probability of an accident within the Area-of-Influence
of Executive Airport. Using 230,000 as the total operations for
Executive for 1979, the probability of no near-airport accidents
during one year at that activity level is .70. The probability

of one near-airport accident is .22. Using the projected level of
annual operations for 1985 and beyond, the probability of 'no near-
airport accidents decreases slightly, and for one near-airport
accident increases slightly.

Off-airport accident history of Executive between 1970 and 1980
shows 6 off-airport accidents within a one-mile radius, or an
average of .6 accidents.per .year. It would appear that the actual
occurrence of accidents at Executive is higher than the calculated
probability. . See Figure 4 for further detail.

Impacts

The implementation of the proposed safety policies should have a
beneficial impact on the surrounding community in terms of reduced
potential exposure to a victim-related risks.

As stated in the Land Use section, the existing number of residen-
tialunits in the approach zones (which have a higher risk level
than the Overflight Zone) is not expected to decrease. However,

if recent population trends continue, the average number of persons
per household will continue to decline slightly, so- that fewer
people may, over the long term, live in those dwelling units. Fur-
thermore, the CLUP will 1imit the number and density of new resi-
dential units, reversing the past trend towards increased residen-
tial in-fill development.

With respect to non-residential uses, the density of people (and
therefore the degree of risk exposure), is not expected to measur-
ably decrease within existing development during the normal plan-
ning timeframe (20 years). However, new development will not create
additional high-risk uses, due to application of the CLUP policies.

Thus, the net result of the CLUP in terms of risk exposure will be

a moderating effect in terms of development intensity, accompanying
a net.increase in people exposed to airport-related risks simply
through the process of in-fill (albeit constrained) on existing
vacant parcels.

Mitigation Measures

None required (beneficial effect).
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H. CONSISTENCY WITH EXISTING PLANS

1.

2.

Background/Setting

The Executive Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan directly impacts
four existing plans and one group of plans, as follows:

- ALUC Policy Plan {1975);

- Executive Airport Master Plan;

- Sacramento City General Plan {Land Use, Circulation Noise

' and Safety Elements);

- Sacramento County Draft General Plan; and

- Seven City of Sacramento Community Plans (Airport, Fruit-
ridge, Meadowview, North Pocket, South Pocket, Southgate,
and Sutterville Heights).

For the purposes of determining consistency/inconsistency between
the CLUP and each of these plans, given the widely varying degree
of specificity in them, the following criteria have been established
for inconsistency:

1} Where an equally specific plan (e.g., the ALUC Policy Plan)
contains a policy, regulation, or land use designation which
is substantially at variance with the CLUP;

2} Where a more generalized local plan designates a range of land
uses or densities, none of which are permitted by the CLUP; or

3} Where a more generalized local plan designates only one specific
use {e.g., a school}, which 1s not permitted by the CLUP,

Where a more generalized local plan contains a range of uses or
densities, some but not all of which are permitted by the CLUP, the
plan is not considered to be inconsistent. Such instances are not
only expected but are usual where the practice of plan tiering
exists (the adoption of two or more plans for the some area, each
having a greater level of specificity than the preceeding one).

The plan with the greatest level of specificity is the one which
prevails when detailed land use proposals are evaluated. Thus,
where the City's General Plan permits "residential", the appropriate
City Community Plan permits "Tight density residential®™, and the
CLUP permits Single-Family Residential (up to 4 units per gross
acre}, the CLUP would be considered to be consistent with the other
two plans.

Impacts

Table 8 should be reviewed in conjunction with the following text,
analyzing each local/regional plan against the CLUP. Table 8 takes
the analysis one step further, in that it analyzes each individual
policy and implementation program for cons1stency, rather than
eva]uat1ng the CLUP, as a whole.
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Airport Land Use Commissicn Policy Plan

This plan was adopted by the ALUC in June, 1975 as a basic
statement of Commission policy regarding noise, safety and
height restrictions around airports in the Region. The plan
also acts as a guide for preparation of Comprehensive Land
Use Plans (CLUP? for each of the airports in the Region.

The basic noise and height policies of the Executive Airport
CLUP are the same as those contained in the ALUC Policy Plan,
and are therefore consistent, as are the associated imp1emen—
tation measures and operational procedures. The CLUP's safety
policies are also, for the most part, consistent with the P011cy
Plan, with five notable exceptions:

1) With respect to Runway 02/20, the Policy Plan breaks the
approach zone into two parts, whereas the CLUP has 3 parts
in accordance with the belief that land which is more than
a mile from the end of the runway {(e.g., AZ-3) should be
subjected to less stringent land use regulations than land
which is closer to the end of the runway.

2) The CLUP contains specific land use guidelines and a numeri-
- calized definition of the "large concentrations of people"
¢riterion cited in the Policy Plan. The 1ist, together
with the application of the numerical criterion, permit a
wider range of development and greater residential densities

than the ALUC Policy Plan {e.g., a maximum residential den-
sity of 4 units per acre instead of 2, and at least limited
provisions for factories and shopping centers in the approach
zones, where none were previously allowed),

3) The CLUP exempts single-family residences from the reguia—
tions governing inconsistent uses, whereas the Policy Plan

~.makes no such distinction.

4) The CLUP also permits certain limited modifications to .
schools, which are not permissively included in the Policy
Plan.

5) Local agencies are granted a variance procedure for the
expansion, continuation, and/or reconstruction of inconsis-
tant uses, which is not included in the Policy Plan.

Executive Airport Master Plan

This plan was prepared by the Sacramento County Department of
Airports as partial fulfillment of the requirement in the Public
Utilities Code (Sec. 21670 et seq.) that there be a current,
long-ranged plan for future airport development for each public
general aviation airport. It contains not only an evaluation

of aviation demand, airport capacities, development alternatives,
and airport plans, but also sections on existing off-airport
land use and proposed land use restrictions.
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The City Council adopted the Master Plan, with the specific
exception of the section on off-airport land use restrictions,
in April 1979. The Council's rationale for not adopting the
land use section was based on the restrictiveness of the pro-
posal and the fact that the Executive Airport CLUP study was
about to commence. The County Board of Supervisors adopted
the Master Plan, in its entirety, shortly thereafter.

Since the land use policies in the Master Plan are based upon
the ALUC Policy Plan, each of the five previously-enumerated
inconsistencies exist with respect to the Executive Airport
Master Plan. The existing land use data also is at odds with
that compiled for the CLUP and the precise delineation of the
approach zones .needs some minor adjustment, due to slight
changes in some of the runway thresholds, as well as the aban-
donment of the ILS (instrument landing system) backcourse for
Runway 20.

A further inconsistency also exists with respect to that CLUP
implementation measure which allows single-family residences

to be built on existing, vacant lots which conform with stan-
dards of the City Zoning Ordinance. The Executive Airport
Master Plan calls for governmental acquisition of all residen-
tially-zoned vacant parcels within at least the clear zone
(AZ-1), as well as certain parcels located in the Master Plan's
equivalent of AZ-2.

Sacfamento City General Plan

There are five portions of the City's Gerneral Plan which have
some applicability to the policies and implementation programs
included in the CLUP. These are: the Land Use Element, Circu-
Jation Element, Public Facilities and Services Element, Safety
Element, and Noise Element, as well as the Land Use Plan/Public
Facilities and Services Plan. A1l of these documents except
the Noise Element were adopted in August, 1974; the Noise
Element was adopted in September, 1975.

Due to the generalized nature of the Land Use Element and the
tand Use Plan, there are no inconsistencies with the CLUP.

The Circulation Element includes a discussion of airport poli-
cies. There appears to be no inconsistency with the CLUP in
this section. In fact, one of the four airport policies (Jisted

on page 3-11 of the Circulation Element) establishes a positive

supportive 1ink between the General Plan and the Executive Air-
port CLUP:
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"4, Coordinate with the Sacramento Regional Airport

' Ltand Use Commission in the development of policies
which ensure a satisfactory relationship between
private land uses and the safe, efficient use of
airports inside the City and County."

The Public Facilities and Services Element and the accompanying
plan do, however, contain some inconsistencies, specifically

with regard to schools and libraries. The locational criterion
for schools call for sites “free from ...incompatible land use"-
However, all of the inconsistent public schools and one of the
private schools (St..Patrick's) are shown on the Public Facili-
ties and Services Plan. In addition, the John Morse and Joaquin
Miller sites, which are now school district administrative facili-
ties, are shown as existing schools. With respect to libraries,
the existing site in AZ-2 for Runway 12 is shown as being reloca-
ted, but the generalized relocation site is still within that same
AL-2. There is no apparent inconsistency with the Parks and
Recreation Section of the Element with respect to provision of
facilities which might cause a concentration of people, due to
the generalized nature of that part of the Element.

The Safety Element is silent with respect to aviation-generated
safety hazards. Therefore, no inconsistencies exist with the
CLUP,

The Noise Element contains both text and policies regarding
aviation noise. There are no inconsistencies with the CLUP.

Sacramento County Draft General Plan

There are no apparent inconsistencies between the CLUP and the
County's draft text and policies. However, there is one incon-
sistency with the General Plan Map. The County Plan shows a
node of medium density residential (13-30 dwelling units per
acre) on the north side of Florin Road, between South Land Park
Drive and Freeport Blvd., an area currently developed with com-
mercial uses. This residential density would be a violation

of the CLUP's Land Use Guidelines. However, since the area
involved is incorporated, the City's General Plan would prevail;
this inconsistency is therefore not significant.

It should be noted that many of the aviation-related policies
contained in the Draft Plan directly reflect the language and
intent of the CLUP policies and thus are specifically consistent
with it.

City of Sacramento Community Plans

The City has adopted seven Community Plans for the area included

46



3.

in the Executive Airport CLUP Planning Area. The plans in-
volved are: Airport, Fruitridge, Meadowview, North Pocket,
South Pocket, Southgate, and Sutterville He1ghts These
Plans contain land use designations that are compatible
with the City's General Plan, but somewhat more specific

in their density and use descriptions. For instances the
residential designation on the General Plan is broken down
to 1ight density and multiple family residential designa-
tions at the Community Plan level.

The inconsistencies which exist between the CLUP and the
Community Plans fall into two basic categories: designation
of schools, and depiction of muitiple family residential
use. A1l of the inconsistent public schools, as well as

~one of the inconsistent private ones {St. Robert's) are
shown on the appiicable Community Plan. The two school
district adninistrative facilities are also shown as active
schools. In addition, two of the plans (Airport and Sutter-
ville Heights) depict mu1t1p1e family residential uses, which
is inconsistent with the CLUP's Land Use Guidelines. The
Jocations for those sites are at Florin Road/Southland Park
Drive and 24th Street/28th Avenue.

Mitigation Measures

None are proposed in the CLUP. As these plans are revised, they
should be brought into conformity with the CLUP, in accordance with
PubTlic Utiiities Code, Sec. 21676.

I. CONSISTENCY WITH ZONING

1.

Background

Zoning is the primary implementation measure which is used by local
agencies to effectuate land use plans. Zoning is required by State
law to be consistent with Tocal plans. Frequently, more than one
zoning designation may be deemed compatible with & given land use
designation, (e.g., several different commercial zones coinciding
with the Shopping-Commercial designation on one of the City's Com-
munity Plans). OQOverlay zones can be added to other zones in order
to further 1imit or define the desired land uses.

Imgacfs

There are several scattered sites within the approach zones which

are designated for townhouse or multiple-family development. As
discussed previously, such uses are inconsistent with the CLUP's

Land Use Guidelines. Other zoning designations which exist within

the AZ's are: R-1 (Single-Family Residential), OBR (Office Building},
C-2 (General Commercial) and M-1 (Light Industrial). A1l of these

zones have uses in them which conform with the CLUP, and other uses
which are in consistent with the Land Use Guidelines and/or the -



concentrations-of-pecple criterion.

" The CLUP's land use limitations in the Overflight Zone are of a

relatively limited nature, and involve uses normally permitted «
only with a discretionary zoning permit (e.g., sports stadiums,
auditoriums), in any zone. Therefore, there is no inconsistency,
per se, with the existing zoning.

Mitigation Meaéures

None are included in the CLUP, beyond the recommendation that in-
consistent zoning be changed.
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TABLE 8

CONSISTENCY/INCONSISTENCY ANALYSIS
WITH EXISTIRG PLANS AND ZONING

COMMENTS

1. AIRPORT HEIGHT RESTRICTION AREA

Policies

1.

. ~The ALUC shall review all applicable development proposals and re-

The Airport Land Use Comnission designates airport'height:restric-‘
tion areas (per FAR Part 77) at Sacramento Airport as defined in
the section following, titled "Implementation" (see CLUP, pg. 12}.

strict the erection or growth of objects which penetrate the estab-

lished airport height restriction areas.
& Implementation :
1. tpdate City and County ordinances to reflect FAR Part 77 clearances

IT. AIRPORT NOISE

based on current thresholds and glideslopes.

Policies

1.

The CNEL method of rating noise impact near airports is adopted for
general guidance. The noise area boundary for Executive Airport

4

i+

7+

//+

Existing, on-going activity.

Both City and County ordi-
nances (not part of zoning
ordinances) are severely
out of date.

shall be the 65 CNEL contour as defined on Figure 2 (CLUP, pg.5)v/+//+
2. The following operational procedures will be enforced at Executive

Atrport: ' :

a) Use of airport is restricted to aircraft with take-off roise Existing City/County ordi-
tevels of 80 EPNdB or Tess. = V/+ nance.

b) Turbojet aircraft will utilize Runway 02/20 unless otherwise
directed by air traffic control. - ' = /+

LEGEND: ORIGIN : COMPATIBILITY

No impact

v/ Same as in CLUP
4% Slightly amended in CLUP
5 Substantially changed in CLUP

# 4+ | ©




TABLE 8

CONSISTENCY/INCONSISTENCY ANALYSIS
WITH EXISTING PLANS AND ZONING

COMMENTS

Policies Cont'd.

2. ¢} Multi-engine and constant speed propeller-driven aircraft W111
not make mid-field take-offs. : :

d) Formation landings and.departures are prohibited. = |//+fi =] 0o o] o
e) No touch-and-go operations on weekends and between 6:00 p.m. and .
7:00 a.m. on weekdays. Helicopter touch-and-go operations are
~ prohibited at all times. ' : = |//f+| =] o tojo
f) No practice instrument approaches on weekends and between ‘ '
6:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on weekdays.. Full-stop instrument :
approaches acceptable at all times. - = |//+| = | o | oul ©

g) Traffic pattern altitude 1,000 feet; 1,500 feet for turbine- ‘ i
powered or large aircraft, : ' = |//+| = oo | o i

S h) A1l departing aircraft shall climb on runway heading to an alti-
tude of 600 feet before turning, unless otherwise instructed by
the tower or required for flight safety. = W+l =|otjolo
3. The ALUC recommends appropriate action be taken {e.g., interior . : |
sound insulation) for those homes east of Executive Airport which ;
may fall within the 65 CNEL contour after 1/1/86. = |l=+|o0o|=1]0o :
Implementation i
The Director of Airports for the County of Sacramento shall see that
operational procedures and City/County ordinances designed to reduce
noise at Executive Airport are carried out. The City and County of
Sacramento will work together and with the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion to alleviate the noise impact to residences located within the 65
dB CNEL contour. Any change in the noise ordinances which results in
increased restrictions on noise emissions are consistent with ALUC ‘
policy and will not require ALUC approval or action, : = |=1=1=}=1]o
LEGEND: _ ORIGIN ’ COMPATIBILITY T
/ same as in L o
A Slightly amended in CLUP + Consistent

S Substantially changed in CLUP Assumed consistency {(where local plan/regulation is silent) - j



TABLE 8

CONSISTENCY/INCONSISTENCY ANALYSIS
WITH EXISTING PLANS AND ZONING

Zoning

COMMENTS

I

1S

IT1. AIRPORT SAFETY

Policies:

1.

The Airport Land Use Commission establishes Approach Zones (AZs)
at both ends of all runways and an Overflight Zone under the traf-
fic pattern area. Referring to CLUP Figure 2, AZ-1 is the area
immediately of f the end of the runway identified in Federal Height
Regulations as the "clear zone". AZ-2 and AZ-3 comprise the
approach and climbout zones. The division between AZ-2 and AZ-3
for Runways 02 and 20 is at the 100' height restriction line.
There are no AZ-3 areas designated on the other four runways. - The
Overflight Zone (0Z) 1is located under the general traffic pattern
area and is one mile from the end of the runways. The designation
of larger approach zones for Runways 02 and 20 is based upon the
degree of use and instrumentation for poor weather operations.

Designated Approach Zones (AZs) and the Overflight Zone (0Z)indi-
cate areas in which land use, lot area, and population density are
restricted to conditions specified in the Land Use Compatibility
Guidelines (CLUP, pp. 18-19). The Guide lists potential uses and
designates compatibility/non-compatibility for each of the AZs and

the 0Z. A "yes" designates a compatible land use, a "no" indicates

incompatibility and a number refers to a footnote following the
Guide. - '

S/—

S /—

s/—

s/—

AZ-2 and AZ-3 are shown as
one zone on both the ALUC
Policy Plan and the Execu-
tive Airport Master Plan.
Due to slight adjustments in
thresholds, and the abandon-
ment of the ILS backcourse
on R/W 20, the location of

altered slightly on the CLUP

fications in both the con-
tent of the Guidelines and
the concentrations-of-people
criterion when compared with
existing plans. Several
uses are prohibited in zones

— fwhere the city zoning ordi-

nance would permit them;
similar situations exist
with local plans.

i

i

the approach zones has been :

There are substantial modi- :

1
\

LEGEND:

ORIGIN COMPATIBILITY

Y/ Same as in CLUP ° ?gclgg?gzen*
A Slightly amended in CLUP- + Consistent

5 Substantially changed in CLUP

Assumed co. .tency (where local p]an/regh1ation is silent)



TABLE 8

CONSISTENCY/INCONSISTENCY ANALYSIS
WITH EXISTING PLANS AND ZONING

COMMENTS

Safety Policies Cont'd,

The ALUC recommends that operations of aircraft weighing more than
12,500 1bs, be prohibited from using Sacramento Executive Airport
and instead be directed to Sacramento Metropolitan Airport or a
yet-to-be-designated reliever airport.

No land outside of airport property and within the airport area of
influence shall be used for the erection of, or operation of, any
object that could reflect the Tight of the sun toward an aircraft

engaged in an initial straight climb following take-off, or toward

an aircraft engaged in a straight final approach toward a landing
at Executive Airport.

No Tand outside of airport property and within the airport area of
influence shall be used for the erection or operation of ‘an object
which directs a steady light or a flashing light of white, red,
green, or amber color toward an aircraft engaged in an initial
straight climb following take-off or toward an aircraft engaged in
a straight final approach toward a landing at Executive Airport,
other than an FAA approved navigational signal Tight or a visual
approach slope indicator (VASI}).

No land outside of airport property and within the airport area of
influence shall be used in a way which would generate a substantial
volume of smoke, attract large concentrations of birds, generage
electrical interference, or which would otherwise affect safe air
navigation in the vicinity of Executive Airport. , :

v/t

i+

i+

3.
a.
5.

B
6.
LEGEND:

ORIGIN _ ' : COMPATIBILITY

. \ No impact
Yy Same as in CLUP o e
A Slightly amended in CLUP- T chconsistent

S Substantially changed in CLUP

Assumed consistency (where local plan/vegulation is silent)



TABLE 8

CONSISTENCY/INCONSISTENCY ANALYSIS
WITH EXISTING PLANS AND ZONING

Loning

COMMENTS

Safety Policies Cont'd.

s/+

/4

v/ H

S/-1

v/+

S/t

The area of prohibition is
larger in the CLUP than it.
is in the ALUC Policy Plan.

7. No land outside of airport property and within one mile of the air-|
port shall be used for the erection or operation of hazardous in-
stallations such as above-ground 0il, gas or chemical storage
facilities.

Implementation

1. The ALUC shall review land use changes and new construction within
the Planning Area, subject to a four-fifths override vote of the
governing body of the applicable public agency.

@ 2. It is recommended that zoning changes be made by the City to imple-
ment the Sacramento Executive Airport CLUP and that the City
General Plan also be consistent with the CLUP.

3. Inconsistent uses/structures may not be expanded, re-established
after an abandonment of one year or more, nor rebuilt if damaged or
destroyed by more than 50% of the value of the structure.

4. Single-family residences are not subject to regulations governing
inconsistent uses.

5. Single-family homes may be built on existing vacant lots which con-
form to the standards of the City Zoning Ordinance.

6. Existing public schools in the Overflight Zone may make minor
changes, such as moving portable classrooms or construction of new
rooms that would increase the capacity of the school by less than
one-third without ALUC approval.

LEGEND: ORIGIN ' COMPATIBILITY
vy Same as in CLUP S. ?zcawgﬁgzen‘
% Slightly amended in CLUP" + Consistent \

5> Substantially changed in CLUP

Assumed: co.. tency (where local plan/regulation is silent)



1V,

ALTERNATIVES

Several alternatives to the CLUP were considered in the preparation and public
review of this document. These range from less restrictive policies to more
aggressive implementation activities. Many of the issues included in this
section were discussed at Tength by the Advisory Committee prior to prepara-
tion of their initial recommendations. The alternatives to be discussed
are: no project; application of ALUC Policy Plan; modified safety area
designations; amortization or purchase of all inconsistent uses; and adop-
tion of less restrictive policies.

The alternatives presented are intended to provide the reader with a full
range of possible approaches to minimize the adverse impacts of airport
operations. The No Project alternative represents a continuation of the
status_quo. That status quo is characterized by a moderate level of impact
mitigation through implementation of the Executive Airport Master Plan
policies, including airport modification. The CLUP proposes a further level
of mitigation, but not full mitigation. The remaining alternatives explore
add%tiona] alternatives in the range of mitigation choices from moderate to
full. ,

A. No Project

This alternative is simply a decision to not adopt a CLUP for Executive
Airport. It is likely under this alternative that the relationship
between the ALUC and the City of Sacramento would remain much the same
as it is today: ALUC staff would provide advisory comments on projects
in the area of Executive Airport, based upon the ALUC Policy Plan. The
provisions in the Public Utilities Code {Section 21676}, requiring a
four-fifths .vote of the Council in order to override on ALUC finding

of project inconsistency, would not apply.

The decision making process regarding Executive Airport would remain
much as it has for the last 5 years. The policy document influencing
land use decisions in the area would remain to be the City General Plan
and the Community Plans.

There are numerous benefits to this alternative. The City could proceed
to address land use decisions on a more traditional basis without the
addition of a more complex review factor. The additional review pro-
cedures engendered by the CLUP would not be needed.

Some of the detriments to this alternative are that there would continue
to be an element of uncertainty regarding the status of development
potential of the area. It is Tikely that greater numbers of people
would be exposed to potential airport hazards. Continuing avoidance

of off-airport land use issues may jeopardize continuing FAA funds for
Executive Airport, specifically, and the Sacramento County system as

a whole. It also appears that the Airport Land Use Commission may at
some point be in violation of state law requiring the preparation of
CLUPs.
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Application of the ALUC Policy P]én

_ The starting point for the preparation of this CLUP was the ALUC Policy
Plan, adopted in 1975. Application of its policies to Executive Airport
were considered and either accepted or modified. As noted in the earlier
discussion under consistency with existing plans, several significant
modifications of the Policy Plan were made in the CLUP. The modifica-
‘tions consisted primarily of: division of the approach zone for’' runways
02 and 20 into two parts; increasing the compatible residential density
standard in the approach zones from 2 to 4; revising the compatibiiity
standard for shopping centers from a blanket incompatibility to one of
intensity of use on a store-by-store basis; modification of the concen-
trations-of-persons standard. :

Some beneficial aspects of this alternative can be identified. Greater
protection to the general public would be provided, inasmuch as the
intensity of land uses and the resulting concentrations of people would
be lowered. This alternative would reinforce or validate the policies
relied upon by the ALUC for the Tast five years.

The negative aspects of this alternative (i.e., application of the plan's
palicies) are somewhat more numercus (though number does not necessarily
outweigh quality). The two dwelling units per acre standard found in

the Policy Plan is too restrictive when compared to typical residential
‘densities in the City. This standard was the result of compromise during
the formulation of the ALUC Policy Plan and is not necessarily based

on objective ¢riteria. The extensive coverage of the approach zones

for runways 02 and 20 may result in excessively restrictive land use
regulations in the areas most distant from the airport. The blanket
restrictions on shopping centers may result in unreasonably stringent
limitations on some commercial and office land uses. The ALUC Policy
Plan does .not provide any guide for dealing with inconsistent uses.

1t should be noted that the off-airport land use recommendations in the
Executive Airport Master Plan were based on this alternative. The County
of Sacramento adopted the Plan including those recommendations and, there-
fore, were on record as supporting this alternative. However, they have
more recently approved the CLUP, and indicated theirintention to modify
the Executive Airport Master Plan, to bring it into conformity with the
CLUP.

. Modified Safety Area Designations

Several different approaches to designating safety areas for airports

are used by ALUCs throughout the State. The Advisory Committee consid-
ered seven.alternatives which included some variations in specific land
.use policies. Appendix 1 includes the descriptions of those alternatives.
Most of the variations were based on specific airports throughout the
State. The alternative selected was thought to be the most reasonable

in light of the variety of issues. The issues included: consistency



with past practices; FAA-approved designations; areas actually impacted
by airport-related hazards; objective basis for des1gnat1ons, ease of
administration; and extent of acceptance or use in the State.

: i
Most of the alternative designations would result in a reduction in the
geographical areas affected by airport policies. Some would include
greater restrictions than the CLUP clgser to the airport and fewer or
no restrictions further out. Some ALUCs have 'severe person-per-acre
restrictions, while others have none.

Amortization of Purchase of Inconsistent Uses

Implementation of the CLUP raises the issue of the extent to which the
affected land uses must be in conformance with the Plan., As currently
formulated, the Plan requires conformance of all new uses. Further,

it requires (with the exception of single-family homes} conformance of

‘existing uses in the event of vacancy for a period of one year or more,

destruction of more than 50% of the structural value, or expansion,
except where an exception is made for an anchor tenant in a shopping
center. An alternative to such a policy is to enforce plan conformance
through amortization provisions and, if necessary, purchase of property.
Specifically, amortization provisions could require existing inconsistent
uses to become consistent within some period of time (e.g., five year),
after adoption of the CLUP.

The benefits of this alternative are primarily safety oriented. Most
of the land in the vic¢inity of the airport is already developed. ‘The
inconsistent uses would, for the most part, continue for some length of
time. Amortization of inconsistent uses would, in a short period of
time, convert incompatible, less safe land uses into acceptable uses.
The goal of the Plan would be reached relatively soon. In the case of
outright purchase, the City could then exercise absolute control over
the land uses -(assuming the land had been purchased by the City, and
not the County).

On the negative side, public agencies would be obligated to spend a sub-
stantial amount of money to purchase and remecve the structures. Further
financial implications to public agencies might arise if legal action
were taken over some of the amortization provisions. Some of the finan-
cial burden could be offset with FAA funding perhaps to the extent of
95% of the project cost. Particular problems are raised with the resi-
dential.areas in all of the approach zones which have densities of 5-8
units per acre. The difficulty of enforcing a 4-unit maximum through
amortization or purchase would be great.

Adoption of Less Restrictive Policies

The final alternative involves adoption of policies which are less re-
strictive than those currently contained in the CLUP. These §0u1d con-
ceivably include such possibilities as permitting greater residential
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densities, increasing or removing the concentrations-of-people criterion,
and/or permitting certain specific uses which are now prohibited.

The effect of this alternative would be to approach the ‘no project'
alternative, in terms of decreased impact on either prospective or
existing development. More existing uses would be deemed to be con-
sistent, and therefore not subject to potential phasing out. New develop-
ment could take place which would allow greater densities of people.

This would result in an incrementally larger number of persons being
exposed to aviation-related hazards, and the close the situation would

be to .that of status quo. This could be viewed as beneficial by those
desiring to lessen governmental participation in the development process.
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V. MANDATORY CEQA FINDINGS

A.

Short-Term VYersus Long-Term Environmental Productivity

The California Environmental Quality Act requires that each environmental
1mpact report consider the relationship between local short-term uses

of man's environment and the maintenance and enhancement of long-term
productivity.

The short-term effects of this Plan are that it may slow deve]opment
within the Planning Area by possibly prolonging the planning and permit
process, in the event that a. local approval of an inconsistent use
must be heard by the ALUC, and then potentially be reheard by the Tocal
agency's governing board on an override vote. Furthermore, an altera-
tion in proposed new development can be expected, as proponents attempt
to conform with the CLUP.

Over the Tong term, this Plan can be expected to limit the development
of high density residential, schools, hospitals, stadiums, and restaur-
ants in favor of business, industrial, and lower density residential
uses within the airport Planning Area.

Unavoidable and Irreversible Adverse Impacts

The California Environmental Quality Act requires that each environ-
mental impact report consider the significant irreversible or unavoid-
able environmental changes which would be involved in the proposed
action. - :

There are no such impacts related to the adoption of the CLUP.

Growth Inducing: Impact

The CLUP will have no growth inducing impact because its general effect
is to reduce residential growth and moderate developmental intensity.
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VI,

PUBLIC POLICIES,. LAWS AND REGULATIONS RELATED TO THE PROJECT

As stated in the CLUP, the Sacramentc Area Council of Governments (SACOG)
has been designated the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for the Counties
of Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba under provisions of Article 3.5 of
the California Public Utilities Code. This Article of the Code mandates
the establishment of ALUCs and details their various duties. The ALUC is
required to establish planning boundaries around each public and military
airport within its jurisdiction and to formulate a Comprehensive Land Use
Ptan {CLUP) to provide for the sensible growth of the airport and the air-
port environs.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 and the California

Environmental Quality Act {CEQA} of 1970 require appropriate agencies to
consider the environmental effects of their actions. Additional Federal
and State laws governing airports and their surrounding lands which must
be applied include:

e Clean Water Act

¢ Clean Air Act

e The Airport and Airway Development Act of 1970

¢ The Department of Transportation Act of 1966

¢ The Federal Aviation Administration Regulations, Part 36 (Noise)
and Part 77 {Height)

e Califorpia Department of Aeronautics Noise Standards

e California Administrative Code, Title 25, pertaining to ncise
insulation standards

Local noise ordinances applicable in the area include Sacramento City Code,
Chapter 4, and Sacramento County Code, Chapter 11.28.

Existing Tocal land use regulations pertaining to the area around Executive
Airport are contained in the Sacramento City Zoning Ordinance.
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VII,

ORGANIZATIONS AND PERSONS CONSULTED

STATE AGENCIES

0Office of Planning and Research - Steve Williamson

Air Resources Board - Sue Scott

CALTRANS, Division of Aeronautics - John West

Public Health Department/Office of Noise Contrel - William 0. Lyman

LOCAL AGENCIES

City of Sacramento - Marty Van Duyn, Planning Director
Anne A. Parke, Associate Planner

County of Sacramento - Lance Bailey, Planning Director
: Al Freitas, Environmental Coordinator

The draft Plan and EIR and/or notices of public hearings were sent to the
people and organizations on the following pages.

60



I1la Collin, Suocrﬁisor
Sacramente County

700 H St., Suite 2450 =

Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Carl Durling
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Sacramento, CA 95826

Lance Bailey, Director
Sacramento County Planning
827 - 7th Street, Rm. 327
Satramentn, CA 95814

Ryan M, Polstra
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700 H Street )
Sacramento, CA Ch 95814

Grant Caywcoed _
1435 Alhambra Boulevard

Sacramento, CA 95816

Nancy Woolley
3200 Clairidge Way
Sacramento, CAE95821_

Patricia Woods -
66 Havenwood Circle
~ Sacramento, CA 95831

Margaret V. Ware
Alrport Little Leagque
2101-50th Avenue
Sacramento, Ch 95822

Ms, Evelyn Davis
1222 Gilcrest Avenue
Sacranento, CA 95831

Reger Schenken

Environmental Council of
Sacramento
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Sacramentc, CA 95825

Art Negrette
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George McLaughlin, Director
Sacramento County Alrports
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Sacramento County Airports
6968 Airport Boulevard
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Carol Funsch
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Sandra Hosking
Coldwell Banker
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Jerry Flood

Metropolitan Co. Realtors
3410 Lakeshore Ave., Suite 1
Oakland, CA 94610

Casey Elston/Joyce Krieg
KFEK Radio

1440 Ethan Way, Ste. 200
Sacramento, CA 95823

William G. Hclliman, Jr.,
McBbonough, Helland & Allen
555 Capitol Mall, Suite 959
Sacramento, CA 95814

Mike P. Lyon-

Wn. L. Lyon & Asscociates
2580 Fair O=ks Boulevard
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Phlllp Merlpg

Attormney at Law
901 H Street, Suite 600
Sacramento, CA 95814

Jerry Wymore

Wymore Realty Cmmnanv
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Sacramento, CA 95822

Mark F. MispageTI Chief

CALTRANS, Div. of Aeronautlcs
1120 N Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

¥4 Dolan

Sacramente Dee

21st & Q Streets
Sacramento, CA 95814

Robert E. Howse

c/0 L & P Develomment _
6355 Riverside Blvd., Ste. A
Sacramento, CA 95831 :

New Home Baptist Church

6612 Woohine Avenue
Sacramento, CA 958zZ2

Chinese Commmity Church
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Church
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Ruth Arias

Arias Family Home
6900 13th Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95327

son Family Home
49 S. Land Park Drive
. Sacramento, Ca. 95831

—a s

Myrtle Whiteside
Whiteside's Care Home
2416 - 50th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Ruth Short

‘Ruth’s Home for the Elderly

1816 Florin Road
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

s« St. Robert's School
2251 Irvin Way
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Kiddie’Factory
M} 60th Avenue
vamenta, Ca, 93822

Holberﬁ House West
966 = 43rd Avenue
S8acramento, Ca. 93831

Golf View Manor
6821 Golf View Drive
Sacramente, Ca. 95822

Roy Harrison
2581 26th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95820

» Lincoln-Sacramento One
- Assoc. Lid.
106 K Street
7 Tacramento, Ca. 95814

Davie Home
5800 Holstein Way
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Bonnie & Paul Worwood
Norwood Home

2117 Shielah Way
Sacramento, Ca., 95822

Countryside Convalescent Home

6821 24th Street
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

South Land Park Montessori

School
5700 Land Park Drive
Sacramente, Ca. 95831

Sutterville Pre-School
5600 Gilgunn Way
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Portero Preschool
1900 Potero Way
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

Johnson Care Home
7301 21st Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

2Villa De La Pe, Ltd. Part,
8123 A Junipero Street
Sacramento, €a.95828

eDavid Minot Day
1371 Munger Way
Sacramento, Ca. 95831

«Carma Developers
595 Market Street

San Francisco, Ca. 94105

Chemita Porter
7351 Willowwick Way

Sacramento, Ch 95822

Dotson's Board & Care Home
2355 Thompson Way
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

August & Hazel Periera
Periera Family Home
7256 Cromwell Way
Sacrawmento, Ca., 95822

Aubrey Parker

Golf Terrace Care Home
2348 - 5lst Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Willow Rancho School

7238 Cromwell Way
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

Dotty's Day Nursery'
6565 Belleau Wood Lane
Sacramento, Ca. 93831

Hollis‘*Residentizl Care
1406 Hopkins Streaet
Sacramento, Ca., 95822

Susie L. Clem
2624 Wah Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Rick Louis Wilkins
2551 26th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95820

« Wm.B & Marie E. Welchert

2774 BEyarnis Way
Sacramento, Ca. 95527

Shaun Baker ‘
7481 Cosgrove Way
Sacramento, CA 95822

Dana Nesbhit
2797-67th Avenue
- Sacramento, CA 95822 62



Lt. Col. J. A. Bentz
2880 La Loma Drive,—apt:=%8
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Jack Sawyer
6731 Palm Avenue
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Mr» Frank Corti

Corti Bros. Executive Offices
5770 Freeport Bivd., Ste. 66
Sacramento, CA 95822

Audrey Germaine

Natomas Airpark
3801 Airport Road

Sacramento, CA 95834

John Schwaner
3771 Randam Lane
Sacramento, CA 95825

Howard H. Winter
9161 locust Street
Elk Grove, CA 95524

Teri Di Pinto
2388 Glen Ellen.Cir. #4
Sacramento, CA 95822

Mr. & Mrs. J. P. Fall
5604 Cazadero Way .
Sacramento, CA 95822

Tan & Vera Horan
5€00 Cazadero Way
Sacramento, CA 95822

Mr. & Mrs. B. Walker
4501 Cazadero Way

Sacramento, CA 95822

~ Aileen & Paul Cuilla

5644 Cazadero Way
Sacramento, CA 95822

N. L. Newkirk
2211 - 5lst Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

F. A. Schwander
5649 Cazadero Way
Sacramento, CA 95822

Rose Ground .
5648 Cazadero Way
Sacramento, CA 95822

~ Shirley Reyman
' 5628 Cazadero Way

Sacramento, CA 95822

Ralph E. Smith
2578 ~ 26th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95820

Tbm'Schaal
8721 Brigham Way
Sacramento, CA 95826

Wilbert R. Thampson
1825 - 63rd Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Ted Carthen
6931 - 2lst Street
Sacramentc, CA 95822

Harold M. Switzer, Jr.

2241 - 51st Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Kathleen Mei .
2520-50th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95R22

Valetta Barber

4595 San Sebastian Way

Sacramento, CA 95823

Elizabeth Williams
7333 Tilden Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Mary Davis

1933 O'Neil Way
Sacramento, CA 94822

Mary Nelson
2072-50th Avenue

Sacramento, CA 95822

Jacques M. Barber

4595 San Sebastian Way

Sacramento, CA 95823

Wayne & Norma Brannon

1950-60th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Jessie k. Davis
7068 Wilshire Circle
Sacramento, CA 95822

Ermma Caldwell
2148 - 47th\ venue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Jesse & Barbara Floyd

6761 Pendleton Street
Sacramento, CA 95822

Harry Sen
1252 E1 Encanto Way
Sacramento, CA 95831

Gabriele McCormick
6449 Ranack Circle

Sacramento, CA 95822

-
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sef/Marilyn Beweley
2 Asa Clark gy
1330 21st Street
Sacramente, Ca., 95518

Frederick/Josie Laturner
2500 Coleman Way
Sacramento, Ca, 95818

Esther Latham
2691 29th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca, 95820

Mary Pulley
2631 29th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95820

Jean A. Kuhagen
~ » Jean A. Harmon

0 16th 3treet
sacramento, Ca. 95314

Kazup & Koito Wakagawa
6815 Havenhurst Drive
Sacramsnto, Ca, 95831

+ Robert/Alice Silva
2460 28th Avenusg
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

Hareld/Joan Hatch
7080 El Serenc Ct,
Sacramento, Ca. 95831

« League of Women Voters.
2206 K Street, #2
.“ggcramento, CA 95814

Keith R. & Mary Bryant
2600 26th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95820

Felisa B. Pearl
P, 0. Box 2763
Sacramento, Ca, 95812

Thomas G. Loretta/Barunes
- 6412 sSurfside Way '
Sacramento, Ca. 95831

Katherine Lyon
7221 S, Land Park Drive
Sacramento, Ca. 95831

Louis/Edna Lebeauy
2601 26th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95820

*Potter Taylor Scurfield, Inc.
926 J Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95814

Redwood City Auto Paint Shop
Earl Scheib

P, 0. Box 387

Beverly Hills, Ca, 90213

James/Marlene Lambros
7092 El1 Sereno Ct.
Sacramento, Ca. 95831

s Freeport Farms Devélcpment Co,
615 10th Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95814

.Occupant

2610 26th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 93820

John R./Sandra McGraw
6850 13th Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95831

Ralph E. Smith
2578 26th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95820

eParkville Apartments
525 Morse Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95825

Ralgh/Jean Harom
6871 Flintwood Way
Sacramente, Ca. 95831

Ramon/Arsella Santos -
1426 Carrcusel Lane
Sacramento, Ca, 93822

Chester/Linda Coppin
2525 E1 Camino Avenue
Sacramente, Ca. 95821

Shirley/Norman Martin
7088 EL1 Serenec Ct.
Sacramento, Ca. 95831

eWing H./Sylan Fong
6661 Gloria Drive
Sacramento,Ca. 95831
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Colleen Del.econ
<416 ~ 57th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

NDecnnant

3815 24th Street — ey

Sacramento, Ca, 95822

¢« Ernest Bryant, Jr.
P, 0. Box 1976
Santa Ana, Ca. 92702

Joe/Beverly Ragdale
7084 El Sereno Cr.
Sacramento, Ca. 95831

August/Betsy Fabian
6407 Elder Creek Road
Sacramento, Ca. 95324

D. K. M. Enterprises, Inc.
2601 Fruitridge Avenue
Sacramentc, Ca. 95822

Richard/Cecillia Kahn
2716 5th Avenue

Sacramento, Ca. §5818

Nichiren Buddhist Church
5191 24th Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

« Park Investment Company
5001 24th Street
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

Floyd Rothenberger, Jr.
2451 .26th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

0
|
H
|
'

]
4

. Roy/Jessie Villavolvos

6516 Woodbine Avenue
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

Abilio Fereirra, et al,

2521 52Znd Avenue
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

Frances Luna
2515 ~ 48th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95322

Barbara J. Falltrick

7072 E1 Sereno Ct,

Sacramento, Ca. 95831

Franke/Katherine Veron
2491 Fruitridge Road
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Dale K. Melisborn
2601 Fruitridge Road
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Loring Scribner
5400 Monterey Way
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Logan-Nelson Investments

41953 Via San Gabriel
Fremont, Ca. 94538

Park Sheet Metal
5061 24th Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Lorenzd/Guaddalupe‘GOmea

1300 37th Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95816

Simon/Elsie Qtt
1820 60th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

Gene Wong
1919 Fruitridge Rd.
Sacramento, Ca. 95822

‘e Western Pacific Railrocad

1025 - 19th Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95814

Occupant

5400 7th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95820

Louis/Yuk Wing
4200 l4th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95820

Marv Kahn
1978 Stockton Boulevard
Sacyramento, Ca. 95316

Henry W. Woods
5471 24th Street

Sacramento, Ca. 95822

Frank J. Bacellia
2430 26th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

Daniel/Jo Ford
5031 24th Street
Sacramento, Ca, 95822

Leonilo & Yvonnel
The Cosmic Corporation
P. 0. Box 53532

San Francisco,Ca. 94101

o

T
i
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Cheryl C. Henderson _ Nate Walker

1760 - 59th Avenue - _ 637 Brickyard
Sacramento, CA 95822 Sacramento, CA
sh L. Lehman Roald Waraas ¢« Brunswick Corp.
- 0. Box 22036 , 15 Cavalcade Circle : One Brunswick P1.
- Sacramento, Ca., 95822 - Sacramento, Ca. 95831 Skokie, Ill. 60077
-+ Alice Jensen Jahue/Ruth Nash,Sr. Orville & Peggy Nuss
6250 ¥reeport Blvd, 7069 Wilshire Cr. 1135 Mulberry Dr.
Sacramento, Ca. 95822 Sacramento, Ca. 95822 Dixon, Ca. 95620
Elton James 'David/Prakash Samson ~ GC and Hardie Setzer
7071 Wilshire Ct. . 6579 Demaret Street ' P. 0. Box 8848
Sacramento, Ca. 95822 Sacramento,Ca. 95822 ‘ Sacramento, Ca. 95822

« Citizens Savings & Loan Assoc. Alicia.M. Abels

700 Market Street 6500 Fordham Street
San Francisco,Ca. 94102 Sacramento, Ca. 95822 _
- 'ames Fernandez Mary Gomley Mary/Hattie Gomley
2 Stanley & Wing 2015 Capitol Avenue P, 0. Box 290
40 G Street #100 Sacramento, Ca. 95814 Dallas, Texas 75221

Sacramento, Ca. 95814

Sacramento, CA 95822

\.

Ernest R. Rothe _ s Bethany Presbyterian Church » Freeport-Florin Professional
Ben Brooks, et al. - 5626 24th Street Corporation
2060 Hilltop Drive Sacramento, Ca. 95822 C 1355 Florin Rd,, #10
Redding, Ca. 96001 ) Sacramento, Ca., 95822
¢« Florin - Amherst, Partership sHicok Hewitt, Inc. W.& V. Vehuizen
1381 Florin Rd. . P. 0. Box 160265 5268 Missiscippi Rar Drive
Sacramento, Ca. 95822 Sacramento, Ca. 95816 Orangevale, Ca. 95662
Rose Fault - Albert Teisheira Hugh Hiram/Velma Henderson
2500 48th Avenue 2501 49th Avenue . 2434 49th Avenue
Sacramento, Ca. 95822 Sacramento, Ca, 95822 Sacramento, Ca, 95322
Katherine/Jesse Drake Robert/Nellie Black ! Dan LaTurner & Den Cockson
2500 49th Avenue 2501 50th Avenue | 6608 - 30th Street
Sacramento, Ca. 95822 Sacramento, Ca. 95822 '
S 1
1

Althea Butler ' Joseph Fernandez Cannen Hudson
7710 Elder Creck Road 1292 Branwood Way 2057 Farmington Way
Sacramento, CA $5824 Sacramento, CA 95831 Sacramento, CA 95828 66



e Dalma Grodt, President
AR - '
5000 Sw.land Park Drive
Sacramento, CA 95822

* Margaret Carroll
2292 Glen Ellen Circle
Sacramento, CA 95822

s Martin Luther King Branch
Library
7340 - 24th Street Bypass
Sacramento, CA 95822

s Sacramento Union
City Desk
301 Capitol Mall

~ Sacramento, CA 95812

Jccupant

2961 - 29th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95820

S. Singh
2625 - 52nd Avenue
Sacramento, Ca 95820

JO;T Kee ’ ]
2501 Phyllis Avenue
Sacrament.s, CA 95820

e Fruitridge Merchants Asscc.
Clifford Filler, President
8663 Stockton Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95824

Eldridge McGough
1518 - 38th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Madge Castillo
2525 Yreka Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Victoria Alvarez

2524 Yreka Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Patricia Krug
2433 - 50th Avenue
Sacramentc, CA 9533822

Hiram E. Click
2432 - 50th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

+ Sacto. Metropolican Charber
of Commerce
8917-7th Street
P.0. Box 1017
Sacramento, CA 95805
Attn: Madelon Randall Mgr.

« Dave Brooks -
Willow Rancho Little League
7342 Alcedo Circle
Sacramento, CA 95823

« Chuck Evans

Dist. 7, Administrator,
Little League

3410 Kroy Way

Sacramento, CA 95820

+ The Library-Science/Technolcgy

Csus

2000 Jed Smith Drive
Sacramento, CA 95813
Attn. E. Heaser

¢ Lily S. Keyser
¢/o Sacto. Unified Scheool Dist.
1619 "N" Street
Sacramento, CA 95810

Kay Durkee
7524 Brownwood Way
Sacramento, CA 95822

« U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA 95814 -
Attn: Investigations, Sec. D

. Sacrémento Area EOC
4170 Florin Road

Sacramento, CA 95823

+« Suttertown News
1800% I, Street
Sacramanto, CA 95814

¢ Karolyn Simon
1400 - 45th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819

* Gregg McVicar
KZAP
P.0O. Box 511
Sacramento, CA 95803

« KVIE-TV (Channel 6)
2480 Garden Highway
Sacramento, CA 95837

o KTXL-TV (Channel 4Q)
P.0. Box 40 .
4655 Fruitridge Read
Sacramento, CA 95820 .

« KMW-TV (Channel 31)

500 Media Place
Sacramento, CA 95815

+ E. Robert McDowall
7067 Wilshire Circle
Sacramento, CA 95822 .

s Mike Mavrakis, Chief

Airport Field Cffice

Federal Aviation Administratic
831 Mitten Road

Burglingame, CA 94010

+ HCRS
Dept. of Interior
P.0. Box 36062
450 Golden Gate Avenue

_ San Francisco, CA 294102
Attn: Barry Pearl

s Art Grueneberger, Chief
FaA Control Tower
6151 Freeport Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 55822

« Robert J. Krass, Chief
FBhA Gen. Aviation Dist. Off.
5999 Freeport Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95822 ’

. & KOVR-TV (Channel 13)

1216 Arden Way
Sacramento, CA 95815 67
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s __iold D. Martelle,

City County Libraries

700 Franklin Blvd. Ste. 540
Sacramento, CA 95823

.« Carolyn B. Doty, Director
Meadowview Camunity Council
2860 Florin Rd., Suite C
Sacramento, CA 55822

* Exec.Airport Advisory Camnittee

c/0 Alrport Manager
€151 Freeport Blvd.
Sacramento, CA 95822

“Tony and Marie Getz
2700 Yreka Avenue |
Sacramento, CA 95822

- . Saniel E. Freeman
. 16=32nd Street
Sacramento, CA 95822

» Barbara Goetz .
P.O. Box 7007
Sacramento, CA 95826

George & Mary Wolf
3947 - 28th Street
Sacramentc, Ca-95820
. Citation Builders
" 530 Bercut Dr., Suite 207

Sacramento, CA 95814
Attn: TFrederick R. Ludeman

Chris Cascarano
2637 - 52nd Avenue
< Theramento, CA 95822

Fobert L. Carisoza
1416 Pctrero Way
Sacramento, CA 93522

« Maria E. Albin
KXTV
P.O. Box 10
~ Sacramento, CA 95801

» Assignment Editor
KCRA-TV
310-10th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

» Cooledge Branch Library
Lanai Shopping Center
5681 Freeport Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95822

» Paul A. Stewart II
Building Industry Assoc,
2211 Royale Road
Sacramento, CA 95815

_eHarry B. Arnold
Sacto. Builders Exchange,Inc.

P.O. Box 1462 ‘

Sacramento, CA 85807

¢ Tim Taron, Esg.
555 Capitol Mall, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

eMrs. Tina Thomas

EQDS
2444 San Jose Way
Sacramento, CA 95817

+ Ethan Browning, Jr.
610 Howe Avenue, #45
Sacramento, CA 95825

Hope Ragasa
3131 - 29th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95820

sCharles Bosdet, Editor
The Daily Recorder
P.O. Box 1048
Sacramento, CA 95805

James E. Mills, Fxec. Director
Cammunity Services Planning Cncl

1820 "J" Stre=t
Sacramentc, CA 95814

¢ Southgate Community Library
6132 - 66th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95823

*» Walt Parsons, Administrator

Admin,/bvaluation Services
Sacto. City Unified School Dis
1619 N Street

Sacrgmanto, CA 95814

Larry Stenzel
2125% I St.

Sacramento, CA 95816

Michael Smirl
2511 Yreka Avenue _
Sacramento, CA 95822

Herman P. Singh
2516 Yreka Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Xen E. Dailey
6632 - 30th Street
Sacramento, CaA 95822 .

Melvin & Hazel Morgan
2721 Wah Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

J. Makihele
7011 -~ 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95822

K. Tapa
270 Edinger Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

+ Jonn Zierold

Sierra Club
1107 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

« Audubon Society of Sacramento
3615 Auburn Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95821 68
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Harold D. Martelle,

City County Libraries.
700 Franklin Blvd. Ste. 540
Sacramento, CA 95823

Carolyn B. Doty, Director
Meadowview Coammunity Council
2860 Florin R4,, Suite C
Sacramento, CA 95822

Exec.Birport Advisory Camittee
¢/o Airport Manager

6151 Freeport Blvd.

Sacramento, CA 95822

Tony and Marie Getz
2700 Yreka Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Daniel E. Fregman
7546-32nd Street
Sacramento, CA 95822

Barbara Goetz
P.0. Box 7007
Sacramento, CA 95826

George & Mary Wolf

3947 - 28th Street |
Sacramento, CA 95820
Citation Builders

530 Bercut Dr., Suite 207

Sacramento, CA 95814
Attn: Frederick R. Ludeman

Chris Cascarano
2637 - 52nd Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822 X

Fobert L. Carisoza
1116 Potrero Way
Sacramento, CA 95822.

Maria E. Albin -
KXTV

P.O. Box 10
Sacramento, CA 95801

A551gnment Edltor
KCRA--TV

310-10th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Cooledge Branch Library
Lanai Shopping Center
5681 Freeport Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95822

Paul A. Stewart II
Building Industry Assoc.
2211 Royale Road
Sacramento, CA 95815

Harry B. Arnold
Sacto. Builders Exchange Inc.

P.O. Box 1462 )
Sacramento, Ca& 95807

Tim Taron, Esq.
555 Capitol Mall, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Mrs. Tina Thomaé
BEOOS |

. 2444 San Jose Way
- Sacramento, CA 95817

“Ethan. Bréwning, ‘Jr.
© 610 Howe Avenue, £#45
. Sacramento, CA 95825

Hope Ragasa
3131 - 29th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95820

Charles Bosdet, Editor
The Daily Recorder
P.0O. Box 1048
Sacramento, CA 95805

James E. Mills, Exec. Director

Community Services Planning Cncl

1820 "J" Streect
Sacramento, CA 95814

Scuthgate Community Library
6132 - 66th Avehue
Sacramento, CA 95823

Walt Parsons, Administra’
Admin/Evaluation Servic
Sacto. City Unified: School Dis
1619 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Larry Stenzels”
920 I cet
ento, CA 95814 -

Michael Smirl
2511 Yreka Avenue
Sacramente, CA 95822

Herman P. Singh
2516 Yreka Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Ken E. Dailey ‘
6632 — 30th Street
Sacramento, CA 95822

Melvin & Hazel Moréan
2721 Wah Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

J. Makihele .
7011 - 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95822

K. Tapa .
270 Edinger Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

John -Ziercld

Sierra Club

1107 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

- Audubon Scciety of Sacramentc

3615 Auburn Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95821 69
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‘. .508 - 30th Street

Sacramento, CA 95822

Frances Luna
2515 - 48th aAvenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

L. Sipoler
2509 - 52nd Avenue

Sacramento, Ca 95822

Grant Caywood

" 1435 Alhambra Boulevard

,/’-__
ki

Sacramento, CA 95816

Nancy Woolley
200 Clairidge Way
sacramento, CA 95821

Patricia woods
66 Havenwood Circle
Sacramento, CA 95831

Dalma Grodt, President
AAUW '
5000 So Land Park Driwve
Sacramento, CA 95822

KOVR-TV (Channel 13)
1216 Arden Way
Sacramento, CA 95815

League of Women Voters’

N -

2206 K Street, #2
_Sacramento, CA 95814

- yn LaTurmer & Don Cookson

Collesn Deléon
2416 - 57th avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

......
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- Madge Castillo

Margaret Carroll
2292 Glen Ellen Circle
Sacramento, CA 95822

Martin Luther King Branch
Library

7340 - 24th Street Bypass

Sacramento, CA 95822

Sacramento Union
City Desk

301 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA 95812

Mr. E. Grodway
2961 - 29th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95820

S. Singh _
2625 = 52nd Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95820

Jon Kee
2501 Phyllis Awvenue
Sacramento, CA 95820

Fruitridge Merchants Asscc.

Clifford Filler, President
5663 Stockton Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95824

Eldridge McGough

11518 - 38th Avenue
“Sacramenco, CA 95822

2525 Yreka Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822 N

Victoria Alvarez

2524 Yreka Avenus
Sacramento, CA 95822

Patricia Kaug

2433 - 50th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Hiram E. Click
2432 - 50th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822

Sacto. Metropolican Chamber
of Commerce

917-7th Street

P.0Q. Box 1017

Sacramento, CA 95805

Atin: Madelon Randall Mgr.

Dave Brocks

Willow Rancho Little League
7342 Alcedo Circle
Sacramento, CA 95823

Chuck Evans
Dist., 7, Administrator,
Little League -

" 3410 Kroy Way

Sacramento, CA 95820

The Library-Science/Technology
CsUs

2000 Jed Smith Drive
Sacramento, CA 935819

Attn. E. Heaser

Lily S. Keyser

¢/o Sacto. Unified School Dist.

1619 "N" Street
Sacramento, CA 958190

Kay Purkee _
7524 Brownwood Way
Sacramento, CA 95822

U.S. Armmy Corps of Engineers
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA 95814

Attn: Investigations, Sec. D

Sacramento Area EOC
4170 Florin Road

Sacramento, CA 95823

Suttertown News
1800% 1. Strest
Sacramento, CA 95814

Karolyn Slmon

1400 - 45th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819

Gregyg McV1car T
KZAP

P.O. Box 511

Sacramento, C& 95803

KVIE-TV {Channel 6)
2480 Garden Highway
Sacramento; CA 95837

KTXL~TV (Channel 40)
P.0. Box 40

4655 Fruitridge Road
Sacramento, CA 95820

RMUOV-TV (Channel 31)

500 Media Place

Sacramento, CA 95815

_Attn: Bairy Pearl

" E. Robert McDowall

7067 Wilshire Circle et
Sacramento, CA 95822

Mike Mavrakis, Chief
Alrport Field Office

Federal Aviation Administrat:
831 Mitten Road
Burgllngame, CA 94010

" HCRS

Dept. of Interior

P.0. Box 36062

450 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, Ca 34102

Art Grueneberger, Chief
FAA Control Tower

6151 Freeport Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95822

Robert J. Krass, Chief
FAA Gen. Aviation Dist. Off,
" 5999 Freeport Boulevard

Sacramento, CA 95822




Dalma Godt, Pres. Rancho Cordova Grapevine
Amer. Assoc. Of Univ. Women 2771-C Don Juan Drive

50700 s. Land Park Drive Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Delta Comm. Adv. Council
PO Box 455
Walnut Grove, CA 95690

Sacramento, CA 95822
jf Zierold

S. .ra Club

1107 Ninth St.
Sacramento, CA- 95814

"Insight”

Aerojet Liquid Rocket Co.

PO Box 13222
Sacramento, CA -95813

-CAL-WESTERNER
2020 L .St -
‘Sacramento, CA 95814

THE INTERCOM

Sacramento Army Depot
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ALTERNATIVE I
NG ALUC P

SAFETY AREAS

Under this alternative, there are three basic safety areas: the
clear zone, the approach zone, and the general safety area. The clear
zone is trapezoidal in shape and varies in size depending upon the
particular runway. Runway 02 is 1000' x 1750' x 2500'. On runway 20,
it is 1000' x 1100' x 100Q'. On the remaining four runways, the clear
zones are 500' x 700' x 1000'.

The approach zones are also trapezoidal in shape and extend from
the end of the clear zones. On runway 02, the approach zone is 1750' X

3250' x 5000'. On runway 20, the apprecach zone is 1250' x 2500' x 4200'.

The remaining four approach zones are 700' x 1100' x 2000°'.

The general safety area is a basically circular area which is on
a 5000' radius from the end of the six runways.

LAND USE POLICY

Existing ALUC T1and use policy is directly related to each of the
three safety areas. At page 14 of the ALUC Policy Plan, the policies
are described as follows:

L]

Clear Zone
The foTiowing uses are incompatible in this zone:

a) Any use which would direct a steady light or flashing 1ight
of white, red, green, or amber color toward an aircraft
engaged in an initial straight climb following take-off or
toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final approach
toward a landing at an airport, other than an FAA approved
?avig?tional signal 1ight or visual approach siope indicator.

VASI). ‘

b} Any use which would cause sunlight to be reflected toward
an aircraft engaged in an initial straight climb following
take-off or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final
approach toward a landing at an airport.

¢) Any use which would generate smoke or which could attract
large concentrations of birds, or which may otherwise
affect safe air navigation within this area.

d} Any use which would generate electrical interference that

may be detrimental to the operation of aircraft and/or
airport instrumentation.

I-1



e)

f)

q)

h)

Permanent structures (not necessarily including such items
as roads, railroads, or underground vaults).

Residential development.

Any use which may result in short or long term corncentration
of people.

Hazardous instailations such as o0il and gas storage facilities.

Approach Zone

The following uses are incompatible in this zone:

)

Any use which would direct a steady 1ight or flashing light

of white, red, green or amber color toward an aircraft -

engaged in an initial straight climb following take-off

or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final approach

toward a landing at an airport, other than an FAA approved

?avig?tiona1 signal Tight or visual approach slope indicator
VASI),

Any use which would cause sunlight to be reflected toward

an aircraft engaged in an initjal straight climb following
take-off or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final
approach toward a landing at an airport.

Any use which would generate smoke or which could attract
large concentrations of birds, or which may otherwise affect
safe air navigation within this area,

Any use which would generate electrical interference that may
be detrimental to the operation of aircraft and/or airport
instrumentation.

Any new residentiail development which would result in a
population density greater than two-single family dwelling
units per acre excepting, however, the rebuilding of or
mingr alteration to existing structures and the construction
of new structures on lots created by a recorded residential
subdivision map. All other construction shail be reviewed
by the ALUC on a case by case bhasis.

Any use, depending dpon location, which would result in large
concentrations of people such as, but not limited to, shopping
centers, restaurants, schocls, factories, hospitals, or stadiums.



General Safety Area

Depending on location, any which which would result in large concen-
trations of people such as stadiums, hospitals, or schools is incompatible
in this area.

In addition to the basic land use policy, the ALUC has developed a
land use compatibility chart which further defines large concentrations
of peaple. It also provides more specific guidance in determining
compatibility of specific uses,

NONCONFORMING USES

The ALUC Policy Plan does not address the general issue of non-
conforming uses, including expansicn, replacement, or conversion.



sy

LAND USE COMPATIBILITY GUIDELINES

LAND USE CATEGORY

COMPATIBILITY WITH

SAFETY AREAS

7 1 2 3

RESIDENTIAL
Single Family No Yes! Yes
Two Family No No Yes
Multi-family dwelling No No Yes
Group quartars No No Yes
Residential hotels No No Yes?
Mobile home parks or courts No No Yes2
Transient lodging - hotels,

motels No No Yes?
Other residential No No Yes
INDUSTRIAL/MANUFACTURING

. Food and kindred product No Yes2  Yes?
Textile mill products No Yes? Yes?
Appare) No Yes2 Yes2
. Lumber and wood products No Yes% Yesl

Furniture and fixtures No Yes YesZ
Paper and"allied products No Yes?  Yes?
Printing, publishing No Yes?2 Yes?
Chemicais and allied products Ko No Yes?
Petroleum refining and

related industries No Ho YesZ
Rubber and misc., plastic , No No Yes
Stona, clay and qlass products No Yus? Yes?
Primary metal industries No Yes Yesl
Fabricated metal products No Yes? Yes?
Misc. manufacturing No Yes? Yes?
TRANSPORTATION, COMMUNICATIONS

AND UTILITIES
Railroad, rapid rail transit Yes3 Yes3 Yes
Highway and strest RCOW Yes Yes Yes
Auto parking lots No Yes2 Yes?
Communications (noise sepsitive} Yes Yes Yes
Utilities Yest Yes Yes
Qther trans, comm, and util Yes Yes Yes
COMMERCTAL/RETAIL TRADE
Wholesale trade No YesZ Yes?
Building materials-retail No - Yes? Yes?



LAND USE CATEGORY

COMPATIBILITY WITH
SAFETY AREAS

2 3
COMMERCTAL/RETATL TRAUE, cont.
General merchandise-retail No No YasZ
Food-retail No No YesZ
Automotive - No Yes? Yes?2
Apparel and accessories-retail No No Yes?
Eating and drinking places No No Yes2
Furniture, home furnishing .
retail ' No No Yes?
Other retail trade No No “Yes?
PERSDONAL. AND BUSINESS SERVICES
Finance, insurance and real -
estate ' No Yes2 Yes2
Personal services No Yes? . Yesé ~
Business services No Yes2 Ye52
- Repair services No Yesl Yes
Contract construction services No Yes? Yes?
Indoor recreation services No Yes? Yes?
Other services No Yes? Yes?
PUBLIC AND QUAST PUBLIL SERVICES
Government services No No Yes?
Educational services No No Yes?
Cultural activities incl churches’ No No - Yes?
Medical and other health services No No Yes?
Cemeteries No Yas? ‘Yes?
Non profit organization No No Yes2
Other public and quasi-public
- services No No Yesl
"QUTDOOR RECREATION
Playgrounds, neighborhood parks No No Yes?
Commynity and regional No No Yese
Nature exhibits No Yes? Yes?2
Spectator sports incl arenas No No- Yesz
Golf course, riding stables No Yes Yes%
Water based recreational areas No No Yes
Resart and group camps No No Yes?
Auditoriums, concert halls No No Yesl
Qutdoor amphitheaters, music ' .
shells : No No Yes2
Other outdoor recreation No Yes? Yes?



-

COMPATIRILITY WITH

LAND USE CATEGORY , SAFETY AREAS

] 2 3

RESOURCE PRODUCTION,

EXTRACTION, AND OPEN SPACE

Agriculture (except livestock) Yes Yes - Yes
Livestock farming, animal

breeding No Yes' Yes
Forestry activities No Yes Yes -
Fishing activities and

related services No Yes Yes
Mining activities Na Yes Yes
Permanent open space Yes - Yes, Yes
Water areas Yes Yes Yes
1. Single family residential is a compatible land use only if the

population density is tess than two single family residence
per acre. _

Uses compatible only if they do not result in a2 large concentra-
tion of people. A larger concentration of people is defined

in the ALUC Policy Plan and Program, June 1975 is a gathering

of individuals in an area that would result in an average
density of greater than 25 peopie per acre during a 24 hour
period; or a single event that would result in the gathering

of more than 50 peopie per acre for a duration of greater than

2 hours. ' ‘

No structures in clear zone, no passenger terminals.

No major ground transmission iines in clear zone,
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ALTERNATIVE |

VARIATION A

SAFETY_AREAS

No change.

LAND USE POLICY
Revise land use compatibility policy to include a detaiied listing

of permitted and unpermitted uses by safety area. Delete any reference
to concentrations of people,

=i NONCONFORMING USES

Treat the nonconforming uses in the same fashion as the existing
- zoning ordinance provisions.

RESIDENTIAL USES

=L
[F¥]
= o
[ L
" e 1S 1B
il o e it
wl =i, )= ud
aREREs
{X=Permitted Use) A
1. Apartments X
2. Rooming and Boarding House - ¥
3. Single Family Dwelling X
Ja. Townhouses, row houses, cluster housing
developments, patio developments and
other similar types of housing units )
4, Two Family Owelling X
5. Fraternity-Sorority House-Dormitory 7 X
6. Major Medical Care Facility
7. Day Care Facility
8. Group Care Facility
8. Family Care Facility

.'/‘—_*\‘



INDUSTRIAL USES

=

S L=

= B E-

. ol e L il -

- DD

(X=Permittad Usa) S ‘,:-:""‘ o=
1. Beverage Bottling Plant Lol X
2. Billboard Manufacture L] X
3. Boat Building (Small} XX
4. Concrete Batch Plant 7 X
5. Cement or Clay Products Mfg. ‘ X1 X
6. Contractors’ Storage Yard ] ] SR
/. Dairy Products Processing ] A
8. Food Processing Plant £
9, Fuel Yard . X
10. Ice Manufacture--Cold Storage Plant X 1 X
11. Junk Yard ] X
12. Lumper Yard--Retail R

13. Machine Shonp ER
14, Monument Works, Stone X ] X
15. Petroleum Storage X
16. Planing Mil] I L
17. Public Utility Yard E X
18. Railroad Yard or Shoos FEEE
19, Terminal Yard, Trucking ' X
| 20. Truck and Tractar Regair T
21. Warenousing-Wholesaling L1 X




1.

2.

AZ 1: an incompatible use in this zone is one which includes any
structures, or buildings or any use which results in the gathering of
moere than 10 persons in the same place.

AZ 2: an incompatible use in this zone is one which may result in
the gathering of more than 25 persons per gross acre per hour average
in any 24 hour period.

AZ 3: an incompatible use in this zone is one which results in the
gathering of more than 50 persons per gross acre per hour average in
any 24 hour period.

AZ 4: an incompatible use in this zone is one which may result

the g: gathering of more than 100 persons per gross acre per hour average
in any 24 hour period.

NON-CONFORMING USES

This alternative proposes to incorporate current City of Sacramento
pnalicy with regard to non conforming uses. Such a policy would permit
the reconstruction of non-conforming residential uses regardless of the
extent of damage and the reconstruction of commercial or industrial
uses if less than 50% destroyed. Expansion of non conforming uses would
not be permitted. The follicwing specific provisions are included:

Lawful use mav be contnued: Any lawful use of land and/oz building or

structure existing or under construction at the time this Qrdinance was
adopted, may be continued although such use does not conform with the
provisions of the zone in which it is located .

Not non-conforming due to area regulations: A building shall not be termeda
2 non-conforming structure due fo lack of compliance with required yard,
court, lot area per dwelling unit, lot arez, or lot coverage requirements.

Residential use exemvt - conditions: The provisions of this Section relative
to additions and enlaTgements, restoration of damaged buildings, aad
abandonment shall not apoly to aay residential use, provided however, this
clause shall not be so interpreted to perrnit an increase in the number of
dwelling units within any such residential building

, . — . ot
Maintenance permitted: A non-coniorrning building or structure shall be
maintained, said maintenance to consist of repair work necessary to xeep 2
building or structure in sound corndition.

Additions and enlarzements: No non-conforming use may be enlarged within
the building it occupies, nor shall it be enlarged or increased to occupy a
greater area of land than that occupied by such use at the time this Ordinance
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LAND USE COMPATIBILITY GUIDE

1-36

{Continued)
AZ AZ AZ AZ
#1 #2 | # 74
COMMERCIAL {Continued)
141) Sanitarium ‘ - - - -
142) School; self-defense, judo, boxing, hobby/craft :
charm, culture - - - X
143) Shoe repair shop - X X X
144) Shoe shine parlor - X X X
145} Shoe store - - X %
146) Soda fountain-ice cream parior - - - X
147) Sporting goods and athletic equipment store - - - X
148} Sports cycles-trail bike shop - X % X
149) Stamp-coin store - X X X
1 150) Stationary store - - X X
151} Stenographic service - - X X
152) Studio; dance, voice, music - - - X
153) Studio; radio, television, recording - 3 X X
154) Supermarket, food store - X X %
155} Tailor-dressmaker - - - X
156) Tattoo parlor - - e X
157) Taxi cab service and storage facility - - - X
1158) Taxidermist - X X
159) Telegraph office - he % X
160) Telephone answering service - X PO
161) Television and radio sales & service - - he X
162) Ticket agency - ) X X
163) Tobacco shop - X X X
164} Towing service - - X X
165) Taoy store - - - X
166) Trade schoal - - - P
167) Travel trailer-mobilehome, sale, rent & service,
or storage - - X X
168) Travel trailer park - - - -
169) Travel agency - X X X
170) Tree service , b4 X X
171) Trophy-emblem store £ i X
172) Truck sale, rental or storage - B b b
173) Truck service stations - - - X
174) Utility trailer rental service or storage - b b X
175} Veterinarian - bt X b
176) Wholesale distributors' service facility - X X X
177) Wholesale store - X X b
178} Wig sales and service - £ X X
179) Winery sales facility-tasting roaom - - X X
INDUSTRIAL/MANUFACTURING
1) Food and kindred products - - X X
2) Textile mill products - - b %




LAND USE COMPATIBILITY GUIDE

134

(Continued)
AZ AZ | AL AZ
i#l i #3 74
COMMERCIAL {Continued}
53) Disinfecting-fumigating service - * X X
} Drafting service - b X X
) Dressmaker-tailor - X X X
} Drive-in cafe - X X X
} Orive-in dairy - X X X
) Drive-in food market or stand - X he X
59) Driving school - X be X
50) Drug store; non-prescriptive drugs & sundries - X X X
) Electronic equipment store - X X b
) Equipment rental agency = b Xt X
) Eye glasses and frames-sales & service - X X X
) Floor. covering, drapery or uphoistery store - X X h¢
) Florist - X b £
) Food store-supermarket - - - X
67) Frozen food locker-cold storage alant - X X b
68) Fun center - - - X
69) Funeral establishment - - - X
70) Furniture store - - - X
71) Garage equipment and tool sales - ) { %
72) Gardening-landscaping; service yard & workshop b X X X
73) Gift-card shop - X X X
74} Grinding-sharpening service : - X % )
75) Grooming servicea, such as poodle grooming - X 4 A
76) Group care facilities - - - -
77) Gun shop-gunsmith ' - A A Fe
78) Hardware store - - X X
79) Hay, seed and grain store - X X X
80} Hearing aids sales and service - ; i X
1 81) Hospital - - - -
82) Hotel _ - - - -
83) ‘Hotel-restaurant equipment sales - X X X
84) Household moving and storage service - X X %
83) Institutional group care facilities - - - -
86} Interior decorator's office - X X X
87) Interior decorator's service yard & workshop 1 X b X
88} Janitor service - X b X
89) Jewelry store - A h ;
90) Kennels, boarding or training - X X ;
91) Labor union temple - - - b
92) Laboratory; medical, dental or optical - - X %
93) Lapidary shop - X X b X
94) Laundromat, self-service - X X X
95) Laundry or cleaning agency - X X X
86) Library - - - -
97) Liquor store - - ) X




LAND USE COMPATIBILITY GUIDE

AZ 1 AL | AL | AZ
#1 7 #3 #4
RESIDENTIAL
1) Less than 2 dwelling units per acre - X X X
2) 2-4 dwelling units per acre - - bt X
3) 4-8 dwelling units per acre - - - X
4) More than 8 dwelling units per acre - - - b
5) Accessory dwelling for gquest or emplioyees - X
6) Residential Care Home for Aduits: -
- 6 persons or less - - X X
- more than 6 persons - - - X
7) Residential Care Home for Children:
- & children or less - - he X
- more than & children - - - X
8) Accessory Uses or Structures - X h¢ X
9) Lodge, Fraternal Hall, Fraternity, Sorority - - - X
PUBLIC/QUASI-PUBLIC USES
1) Hospital - - - -
1 2) Convalescent Hospital - - - -
3} Cemetery, mortuary X X
4) Medical ¢linic - be
5) Church - - - - b
§) Public or private school (K-12}) - - - -
7) College or University - - - -
| 8) Government Buildings and Uses - - - h¢
9) Social Rehabilitation Center - - - X
10) Private Social Center - - - X
11} Goif course, country club 1 X % X
12) Playgrounds, neighborhood parks 1 1 X X
13) Community and regional parks 1 1 X b
14} Nature Exhibits - - b he
15} Spectator sports, including arenas - - - -
16) Water basad recreational areas 1 i X X
17) Auditoriums, concert halls - - - -
18} Qutdoor amphitheaters, music shells - - - -
19) QOther outdoor recreation 1 1 X X
{ COMMERCIAL
1) Addressing and mailing service - X % X
2) Ambulance service - X X X
3) Antique store - X h{ X
4) Apartment hotel - - - X
5) Appliances-sales or service - ) X be
&) Arcade/fun center - - b A
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ALTERNATIVE V

ALAMEDA COUNTY ALUC (FLIGHT TRACKS)

SAFETY ZONES

The Alameda County ALUC designates two areas with respect to
safety: the first relating to crash hazard areas and the second
relating to height.

The standard safety zone dimensions measure 1500' wide and 3500
long for general aviation aircraft; 5300' long for jet aircraft and all
aircraft over 12,500 1bs., The alignment of safety zones reflact flight
tracks and airport operating conditions.

The height restriction area coincides with the navigable

airspace requirement as defined in accordance with standards set forth
in FAR Part 77.

LAND_USE POLICIES

Within the satety zones as defined above, the following arz
incompatible uses: :

a. Any use which would direct a steady light or flashing
Jight of red, white, green, or amber colors associated
with operations toward an aircraft engaged in an initial
straight c¢limb following take-off or toward an aircraft
engaged in a straight final approach toward a landing
at an airport, other than an FAA approved navigational
signal light or wvisual approach slope indicator (VASI).

b. Any use which would cause sunlight to be reflected toward
an aircraft engaged in an initial straight ¢limb following
take-off or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final
approach toward a landing at an airport.

¢c. Any use which would generate smoke or which would attract
large concentrations of birds, or which may otherwise
affect safe air navigation within this area.

d. Any use which would generate electrical interference that

may be detrimental to the operation of aircraft and/or
aircraft instrumentation.

1 -26



* That the use is not contrary to the best interest
of the airport and adjacent areas.

- The tevel of risk to lives and property due to a
single aircraft accident is within the range
of "acceptabie".*

"Major changes in land use" shall be defined as any new use or
addition to an existing use which will permit or encourage any of the
following: :

a. The concentration of more than one person per 40 square feet

of a structure or less and permit the concentration of more
than 100 people, or

b. The concentration of more than 250 people in any building,
or

¢. The concentration of more than 400 pecople in two or more

buildings in a cluster of buildings within a land area of

45,000 square feet or Tess. A single open space area shall
. be defined as an open space area encouraging a gathering
T for a single purpose. Where the separation between gathering
is more than 100 yards, gatherinas shall be deemed to be
occurring in separate open space2 arsas as defined in this
section. {This section attempts to provide for multiple
use of single large open space areas while minimizing the
risks to large numbers of people from the impact of a
single ajrcraft accident.}

HONCONFORMING USES

Same as City of Sacramento currently administers.

* The concept of “accaeptable” risk is the basis for all hazards planning.
No quantifiable definition of "acceptable" can be given. "Acceptable”
risk should be defined on the basis of the values of the Airport Land
™ Use Commission and local communities. The testimony given at public
' hearing is a factor to be used in establishing local values regarding

"acceptabie" risk.

[-24
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COMPATIBILITY WITH
LAND USE CATEGCRY - SAFETY AREAS
1 4 3

COMMERCTAL/RETAIL TRALE, cont.
General merchandise-retail No No Yes§
Food-retail No No Yesg
Automotive No Yes? Yes?
Appare) and accessories-retail No No ‘res5
Eating and drinking places No No Yes ™
Furniture, home furnishing

retail No No Yesg
Other retazil trade ) No No Yes
PERSONAL AND BUSINESS SERVICES
Finance, insurance and real :

estate No Yes Yes®
Personal services No Yes? Yes§ :
Business services No Yes? Yes 2
Repair services No Yes? Yes§
Contract construction services ~No Yes?Z Yes ]
Indoor recreation sarvices No Yesz Yes )
Other services No Yes? Yes®
PUBLIC AND QUAST PUBLIC SERVYICES
Governmrant services No No Yes >
Educational services Na No Yes
Cultural activities inci churches No No Yes 2
Medical and other health services No No Yes ]
Cemeteries No Yes? Yesg
Non profit organization No No Yes
Dther public and quasi-public _

- seryices No No Yes>
"OUTDOOR RECREATION
Playgrounds, neighborhood parks No No Yesé
Community and regional No No Yes;
Nature exhibits No Yes? Yes
Spectator sports incl arenas No No* Yes
Golf course, riding stables No . Yes2 Yes5
Water based recreational areas No No Yes®
Resort and group camps No No Yes?
Auditoriums, concert halls No No Yesd
Qutdoor amphitheatars, music )

shells No No Yes
Other outdoor recreation No Yes? Yes



TN

ALTERNATIVE I1I

EXTENDED APPROACH
(FRESNO, REDDING, SAN JOSE AIRPORTS)

SAFETY AREAS

Under this alternative, there are three basic safety areas: the
clear zone, the extended approach zone, and the general safety area.
The clear zone is the same as in Alternative I, The extended approach
zones, however, are rectangular in shape. These areas on runways 02
and 20 are 2500' by 5000' and an the remaining runways 1000' x 200Q°.
The general safety area is the same as in Alternative I.

LAND USE_POLICY

The land use policy under this alternative is described in a land
use compatibility chart. In general, the clear zone should have
minimal, if any, development. The extended approach zone generally will
have low intensity uses. The general safety areas include the discouraging
of places of public assembly and require a viable reason for the location
of such uses in the area (see attached chart).

MONCONFORMING USES

Same as City of Sacramento Zoning Ordinance (see Alternative I,
Variation A).

1-18



f. Within the safety zone clear area any use which involves
the erection of a permanent above-ground structure other
than FAA approved facilities.

g. Within the safety zones excluding the clear areas any use
which on a regular basis would result in a density (excluding
streets) in excess of 30 persons per acre or 1 person/500 square
feet of gross building flcor area, whichever is less.

h., Any of the following uses: new single and multiple family
residences, shopping centers, restaurants, schools, hospitals,
arenas, and other places of public assembly.

An avigation easement {air space) is required as a condition of
project approval in the Airport Safety Zone.

Airport Aoproach Zone uses are limited by height restriction.

As a condition of project approval in all zones and within the
airport area of influence is the inclusion of a statement in deeds, leases,
and covenants, conditions and restrictions regarding noise from aircraft,
indication that the property is subject to aircraft overflight, and that
the number of aircraft operations is expected to increase in the future.

AONCONFORMING USES

The Contraz Costa County ALUC policy does not address the issue of
nonconforming uses.

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

The County and the Airport manager have negotiated purchase of

-property, air and noise easements in the Airport Safety Zones. There

are no residences in the Safety Zones.
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10.

1.

12,

13.

Change to another noa-coaforming use: No non-conforming use of land

ar building or structure may be changed to any other non-conforming use.

Completion of buildings: Any building and structure for which a building

permit has been granted prior to the adopticn of this Ordinance and the
constructicn of which has been started prior to the eifective date of said
Ordinance may be completed in accordance with plans oa file in the oifice
of the Building Inspecteor, and such building or structure shall be deemed
to be 2 non-conforming building or struecture within the meaning of this
article, provided, however, that construction of such building or structure
must be completed within a reasonable period of time.

Change of zones: The foregoing provisions of this Section shall alsc apply
to any non-conforming use in any zone hereafter changed to a more
restrictive use or to zones herealter established for areas not previously
covered by the Zoning maps.

Restoration - Demolished buildings: If any building wherein 2 non-conformis
use is conducted or maintained is hereafter demolished or removed, or
partially demolished or removed to the extent of more than 50 percent of the
market value of the structure at the time of such partial demolition or partia
removal, any subsequeat use of the land or any building subsequently erectec
thereon shall be in accordance with the requirements of all regulations of
this ordinance for the zone in which it is located,

Changes to non-conforming use - Where net benefits result: Notwithstaading
any other provisions of this ordinance, the City Plananing Commission, after
holding a hearing, may authorize a similar or less restrictive use of a non-

conforming building, structure or land or authorize an addition, enlargemen
or relocation on the premises upon which it exists of a non-conforming use,

building or structure upoa a determination that the benefit to the public healt
safety or welfare exceeds any detriment inherent in such change.

Hearing - procedure: The procedural and substantive requirements for any
hearing to consider chaages to a nonconforming use as provided in subpara-
graph 12 of this section shall be the same as those for a variance in

Section 14 of this ordinance. Both the test in subparagrpah 12 of this
section and the tests in Section 14-4A of this ordinance must be satisfied
before an application for a change to a nonconforming use may be granted.

1-12:
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1,

2,

AZ 1: an incompatible use in this zone is one which includes any
structures, or buildings or any use which resuits in the gathering of
more than 10 persons in the same place.

AZ 2: an incompatible use in this zone is one which may result in
the gathering of more than 25 persons per gross acre per hour average
in any 24 hour period.

AZ 3: an incompatible use in this zone is one which results in the
gathering of more than 50 persons per gross acre per hour average in
any 24 hour period.

AZ 4: an incompatible use in this zone is one which may result in

the g gathering of more than 100 persons per gross acre per hour average
in any 24 hour period.

NON-CONFORMING USES

This a]ternatwve proposes to incorporate current City of Sacramento
policy with regard to non conforming uses. Such a policy would permit
the reconstruction of non-conforming residential uses regardless of the
extent of damage and the reconstruction of commercial or industrial
uses if Jess than 50% destroyed. Expansion of non conforming uses would
not be permitted. The following specific provisions are included:

Lawful use may be continued: Any lawful use of land and/or building or

structure existing or under construction at the time this Ordinance was
adopted, may be continued although such use does not coniorm with the
provisions of the zone in which it is located .

Not nen-conforming due to area regulations: A building shall not be termed

a non-conforming structure due to lack of compliance with required yard,
court, lot area per dwelling unit, lot area, or lot coverage requirements.

Residential use exermnot - conditions: The provisions of this Section relative

to additions and enlargements, restoration of damaged buildings, and
abandonment shall not apply to aany residential use, provided however, this
clause shall not be so interpreted to permit an increase in the number of
dwelling units within any such residential building.

Maintenance permitted: A non-conforming building or structure shall be

maintaired, said maintepnance to consist of repair work necessary to keep a
building or structure in sound condition.

Additions and enlargements: No non-conforming use may be enlarged within

the building it occupies, nor shall it be enlarged or increased to occupy a
greater area of land than that occupied by such use at the time this Ordinance
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was adopted, nor shall any non-conforming use be moved in whole or in part
to any other porticn of the lot or parcel of land occupied by such noa-conforming

use.

Restoration - damaged buildings: A non-conforming building and/or structure
which is damaged or partially destroyed by fire, flood, wind, earthquake or
other calamity or by the public enemy to an extent less than 50% of its market
value at the time of such calamity, may be restored and the occupancy or use
of such building structure or part thereof which lawfully existed at the time

of such partial destruction may be continued, provided such restoration is
started within a period of one year and is diligently prosecuted to completion.
In the event such damage or destruction exceeds 30% of the market value oi
such building at the time of such calamity, ao repairs or recoastructioa

shall be made unless every portion of such building and its use is made to
conform to all regulations of this Ordinaace for the zone in whaich it is
located, provided further, that any restoration, repair or recoastruction

of any building or structure under the provisions of this Section shall be

in accordaace with the requirements of the Sacrameanto Building Code.

Abandonment: Any non-coaforming use of land and/or building or structure
which becomes vacant and remains unoccupied for a coatinuous period of one-—
vear snall not be thereafter oc¢upied except by a use which conierms to the

use regulations of the zone in which it is located.

Changce to another non-coaforming use: No non-conforming use of land
or huilding or structure may be chaaged to any other non-coaforming use.

Completion of buildings: Any building and structure for wnich a building
permit has been granted prior to the adoption of this Ordinance and the
_construction of which nas been started prior to the effective date of said
QOrdinance may be completed in accordance with nlans on {ile in the office
of the Building Inspector, and such building or structure shall be deemed
to be a non-conforming building or structure withia the meaning of this ‘
article, provided, howewver, that coastruction of such building or structure

must be completed within a reasonable period of time.

Change of zones: The foregoing provisions of this Section shall also apply
to aay noa-conforming use in any zone hereafter changed to a more
restrictive use or to zones hereaiter established for areas not previously
covered by the Zeoning rmaps.

Restoration - Demolished buildings: If any building wherein a nca-conforming
use is conducted or maintained is hereafter demolished or removed, or -~
partially demolished or removed to the extent of more thaa 30 percenat of th:
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12,

13.

market value of the structure at the time of such partial demolition or part
removal, any subsequent use of the land or aany building subsequeatly erect
thereon shall be in accordance with the requiremeants of all regulations of
this ordinaace for the zone in which if is lecated.

Changes to aoan-conforming use - Where net benefits result: Notwithstandl
any other provisions of this ordinaance, the City Plaaning Comumission, aite
holding a2 hearing, ray authorize a similar or less restrictive use of 2 acn
conformiang building, structure or land or authorize an addition, enlargems:
or relocation on the premises upon which it exists of 2 non-conforrming use
building or structure upon a determination that the benefit to the public hea
safety or welfare exceeds any detrirneat inherent in sucl. change.

Hearing - procedure: The procedural and substantive regquirements for an

hearing to coasider chaages to a nonconforming use as provided in subpara
graph 12 of this section shall be the same.as those {or a variaace in
Section l4 of this ordinance, Both the test in subparagrpah 12 of this
section and the tests in Section 14-A of this ordinance must be satisfied
before an application for a change to 2 noncoaforming use may be-granted.



ALTERNATIVE VII

GENERAL OESCRIPTION

This alternative is virtually the same as Alternative 3. [In light
of the position of FAA (Tetter of March 12, 1980) it is critical that any
alternative discussed conform-to FAA sanctioned planning areas. This
alternative is based upon 3 safety areas: the c¢lear zone; the extended
approach zone, and the general safety area. The extended approach area
is .used by at least 3 ALUC's in the State and FAA will fund airport
protection activities within that area.

In contrasting. this alternative to Alternative 6, several differences
are evident. Clearly, the configuration of the approach zone is different
from AZ 2 and 3 in Alternative 6. The clear zone and general safety areas
are, however, identical to AZ 1 and 4.

The specific Tand use regulations for this alternative vary somewhat
from Alternative 6. A more general land use compatibility guide is in-
cluded along with more heavy reliance on a concentraticns of persons
measure. In general terms, the land use regulations in the extended
approach area are more restrictive than in the AZ's 2, 3, and &
Alternative 7, however, impacts less area than Alternative 6, particu-
larily off of runway 02. The approach taken with non conforming uses -
is the same in both alternatives.

SAFETY AREAS
Alternative 7 has 3 safety areas {see map). The general incompatible

uses for all areas described under Alternative 6 would apply for this
alternative also.

CLEAR ZONE

The clear zone land use policy that no structures or uses which
would attract any concentration of persons is permitted.

EXTENDED APPROACH ZONE

Land uses in this area are limited to those which will not resuit
in more than 10 persons per gross acre nor more than 2 residential
dwelling units per acre. The land use compatibility gquide indicates
the general application of this policy. Shopping centers, most retail
commercial activities, and typical subdivisions would not be permitted
in this area.
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CCNERAL SAFETY AREA

3eyond simply limiting those uses which would attract large concan-
trations of people {e.g. hospitals, schools, stadiums, etc), this alter-
native would require a showing by a project proparent that a proposed
use would have a viable reason for location in the general safety area
if the use may attract any significant numbers of people (see land use

compatibility gquidelines).

NON-CONFORMING USES

Same as Alternative 6.



LAND USE COMPATIBILITY GUIDELE&ES

1-a4

1 2 &
S
£ S
o AT oy i == = ,"‘::; .r(""-‘l
LAND USE CATEGORY §§ L&Jé‘k &
SN TR &7/
RESIDEMTTAL
Single Family No . Yes 2. Yes
Two Family No No Yes
Multi-family dwelling No - No Yes
Group quartars No No YesL1
Residential notels No Ho Yes -
Mobile home parks or courts No : No Yes
Transient lodging - hotels, A
motels No No Yes™
Other residential No No Tes
INDUSTRIAL/MANUFACTURING
Food and kindred oroduct No : Yes2  Yes®
Textite mill oroducts No Yes? Yes®
Apparel ' No Yes? Yes 3
- Lumber and wood products No Yes% Yes?
Furniture and fixtures No fes Yes?
Paper and allied procucts No Yes? Yes?
Printina, publishing : No Yes2 Yesd
Chemicais and allied products No Ho Yes o
Petroleum refining and .
related industries ~ Ro _ No Yes 2
Rubber and misc. plastic No No 5 Yes
Stona, clay and glass products No Yes< Yes®
Primary metal industries No Yes? Yes?
Fabricatad metal products Yo Yes2 Yes
Misc. manufacturing No Yes?Z Yes?
TRANSPORTATION. COMMUMICATIONS
AND UTTLITIES
Railroad, rapid rail transit -  Yesl Yesl Yes
Highway and street ROW Yes Yes Yes _
Auto parking lots Ko Yes? Yes 2
Communications {noise sensitive} Yes | . Yes fes
Utilities Yes” Yes Yes
Other trans, comm, and util Yes Yes Yes
COMMERCTAL/RETATL TRADE .
Wholesale trade No Yes2 Yesg-
Building materials-retail No Yes?2 Yes 3



LAND USE CATEGQRY

COMPATIBILITY WITH
SAFETY AREAS

|-45

4 3
COMMERCIAL/RETAIL TRALE. cont.
General merchandise-retail No No Yes 2
Food-retail No No Yesg
Automotive No Yes? Yes?
Apparel and accessories-retail No No YesS
Eatjng and drinking places No No Yes
Furniture, hoeme furnishing -
retail No No Yes?
Other retail trade No No Yes’
PERSONAL AND 8USINESS SERVICES
Finance, insurance and real -
estata No Yes2 Yes 3
Personal services No Yes? Yes 2
Business services No YesZ Yes 2
Repair services No Yes Yes?
Contract constructicn services No Yes? Yes?
Indoor recreation services No Yes? Yesg
Other sarvices No Yes? Yes
PUBLIC AND QUAST PUBLIC ScRYICES
Governmant servicas No No Yesg
Educational services No No Yes:
Cultural activities incl churches No No Yesg
Medical and other health services No No Yes5
Cemeteries No Yes? Yess
Non profit organization No No Yes
Other public and quasi-public -
- services No No Yes>
"OUTDOOR RECIAEATION
Playgrounds, neighborhood parks No No Yes?
Cormunity and regional No No Yesg
Nature exnibits No Yes2 Yes:
Spectator sports incl arenas No No- Yes~
Golf course, riding stables No . Yes? Yes3
Water based recreational areas No No Yes?
Resort and group camgs No No Yes?
Auditoriums, concert halls No No Yes>
Qutdoor ampnitheatars, music .
shells No No Yes
Other outdoor recreation No Yes? Yes



L e

/_,—_—.\

COMPATIBILITY WiTH
LAND USE CATEGORY SAFETT AREAS
i 2 2

RESQURCE PRODUCTICH, :

EXTRACTION, AND QPEN SPACE
Agriculture (except livestock) Yes Yes ~ Yes
Livestock farming, animal

_breeding - No Yes Yes
Forestry activities No Yes fes -
Fishing activities and

related services No Yes Yes
Mining activities No Yes ' Yes
Permaznent open spacsa ' Yes Yes Yes
Hater areas Yes Yes Yes

1/ No structures in clear zone, no passender terminals.

2/ The prohibition of uses intended for places of public assembly to

locate within an area 2,500 feet wide by 5,000 feet long to the
northeast and southwest of the threshelds of Runway 20L-2R, and
1,000 feet wide by 2,000 feet long to the northwest and southeast
of the thresholds of Runway 12-30. - Uses in this category include
facilities such as schools, churches, hospitals, and theatars. In
addition, any residential, commercial, industrial, recreaticnal,
or other usa resulting in a density of 2 dwelling units or 10 or
more persons (e.g., employees, customers) per gross acre should be
prohibited from locating in the aforementioned areas. The density
requirement should be applied for each acre separately and should
not de concentrated in one leocation for sites greater than 1 acre.

No major ground transmission lines in clear zone.

Usage should be airport oriented or be compatible with airport
lacation,

Should have a viable reason for location (i.e., serve other uses in
the area of the traveling public) and be located and constructad

in such a way as to not create a hazard or nuisance (i.e., out of
f1ight path). Soundproofing where appropriate to reduce noise to
accentable level according to State quidelines. An avigational
geasement required.

{Modesto, Frasno)

1-45.
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APPENDIX 2

[NITIAL STUDY

$ﬂCRAMENTO EXECUTIVE AIRPORT COMPREHENSIVE LAND USE PLAN

Project Description: The Sacramento Executive Airport Planning
Boundary Map and Comprehensive Land Use Plan provides for the
orderly growth, maintenance and/or redevelopment of the area
surrounding the airport, pursuant to the California Public Utilities
Code, Sections 21670, et. seq. The Plan is intended to protect

the public from the adverse effects of aircraft noise, minimize the
number of people exposed to airport related hazards, and to insure
that no structures affect navigable airspace. The policies and
guidelines contained in the plan are intended to protect the public
heaith, safety and welfare in the project area.

The study area for the plan includes all land within approximately
14,000 feet of the airport (see attached location map).

Environmental Setting: Executive Airport is located in scuth central
Sacramento City. The area is relatively flat with no major topographical
features or adjacent landmarks. The airport is bordered by Bing Maloney
Goif Course on the south, Freeport Boulevard on the west, Mangan Park

on the north and 24th Street to the east. The area is predominantly
urbanized with residential, commercial, and industrial land uses.

The site encompasses an estimated 740 acres and lies within 5 miles

of Sacramento's central business district to the north. Interstate 5
and Highway 99 provide access to the area from both the north and the
south. _

Environmental Effects:

Potential alteration of present and planned land use;
Alteration of density of population;

Impact on existing housing;

Continued exposure of people to potential health hazards.

= L) Y

(See attached checklist.)

Mitigation Measures: None proposed.

Compatibility with Existing Zones and Plans: Implementation of the
project will result in the alteration of existing zoning and land use

)
L]
-

!
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plans in the vicinity of the airport. The alterations will gehera11y
result. in reduced densities and reduced permissable intensity of -
development,

Preparer of Initjal Study: This initial study was prepared by
Jim Harnish of the Airport Land Use Commission.




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECK LIST FORM

I. Bdackground

) AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION for Sacramento,
l. Name of Proponent Yolo, Yuba and Sutter Counties

2. Address and Phone Number of Proponent 800 H Street, Suite 300
’ ' Sacramento, CA 95814

(P 0. Box 808, Sacramento, CA_ 95804)

3. Date of Checklist Submission 10/17/807

4, Ageacy Requiring Checklist Same as above

5. Name of Proposal, if applicable Sacramento Executive Airport
Comprehensive Land Use Plan

II. Environmental Impacts

(Explanations of all "yes" and "maybe" answers are required on attached
sheets.) '

YES  MAYEBE N
l. Earch. Will the proposal result in:

a., Unstable earth conditions or in
changes 1n geoleogic substructures?. 7 X

b. Disruptions, displacements, com—
paction or overcovering of the soil? - X

¢. Change in topography or ground
surface relief features? 7 b

d. The destruction, covering or modi-
fication of any unique geologic or
physical fearures? X

e, Any increase in wind or water erosion
of soils, either on or off the site? X

f. <Changes in deposition or ergsion of
beach sands, or changes in siltation,
deposition or erosion which may modify
the channel of 2 river or stream or the
bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet or
lake? X




4] MAT3E

2 xpasure of people or propetiy o

gzeolog 1 nazards such 23 eavih-

quakes, landslides, mudslides, ground

il ot similar hazards? b
2. Alr 11 cthe propesal reselt in

a. Substantial air emissicns or degeri-

eration of ambieat air quality? A
b. The creation of objectionable odors? X
¢. Alteration of air wpovement, moiscture

or temperature, or any change in

climate, either locally or regionally? X

3, Water. Will the proposal resulc inm:

a. Chaages in currents, or the course or

direcrion of water movements, in either

marine cr fresh waters? A
b. Changes in absorption rvaces, drainags

patterns, or the rate and amcunt of

surface runoff? ¥
c. Alteraticns to the course of flaw of

flocd watsrs? Y
d. Change in che anount of surigce walar

in any water hody? ¥
e, Discharge into surface walers oT in

anv alteration of surface watav

qualicv includiag Suz not lini:ed

to textperature, dissolved oxygen or

u'btﬁ_.y? b

)

Alteration of rhe direction or rate
of flow of ground waters?

4

Thange in th2 quancity af ground
waters, either rthrough direcs addi=~
tions or withdrawals, or Chrough
intercention of an zacuifar v culs
or excavations?

Suhstantiz! rTeduczion in cthe amcun:
of watar ogherwWise availatie a7
pudliz wacer supplies?

Ixposure of zecple or propersy Io
water ralatzsd nazatds such as
fieading or zidal waves?




zlc

5.

6.

YES MAYRE

Plant Life, Will the proposal resuvl:r in:

a. Change in the diversity of species,
or number of any species of plants
(including trees, shrubs, grass,
¢rops, and aquatic plants)?

b. Reduction of the numbers of any
unigue, rare or endangered species
of plants?

¢. Introduction of new species of
plants into an area, or in a barrier
to the normal replenishmenc of
existing species?

d. Reduction in acreage of any
agricultural ecrop?

Animal Life. Will the propesal result in:

a. Change in the diversity of species, or
numbers of any species of animals
(birds, land animals including reptiles,
fish and shellfish, benthic organisms,
or insects)?

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

c. Introduction of new species of ani-
mals into an area, or result in a
barrier to the migration or movement
of animals? '

d. Deterioration to existing fish or
wildlife habitat?

Noise, Will the proposal result im:

a. Increases in existing noise levels?

b. Exposure of pecple to severe noise
levels?

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

Land Use. Will the proposal result in a
subscantial alteration of the present or
planned land use of an aresa? X




9.

10.

11,

12.

13.

14,

Natural Resources. Will the proposal

resulc in:

2. Inerease in the rate of use of any
natural rescurces?

b. Substantial depletion of any aon-
renewable natural resource?

Risk of Upset. Does the proposal involve

a risk of an explesion or the release of

hazardous substances (including, but not

limited to, oil, pescicides, chemicals or
radiation) in the event of an accident or
upset conditions?

Population. Will the proposal altar the

location, distribution, density, or growth
rate of the human population of an area?

Housing. Will the proposal affect

existing housing, or create a demand
for addicional housimg?

Transportation/Circulation. Will the

proposal result in:

a. Generation of substantial additional
vehicular movement?

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

c. Substantial impact upon existing
transportation systems?

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

e, Alterations to waterborne, rail or
air traffic?

f. Increase in traffic hazardous to
motor vehicles, bicyclists or
pedestrians?

Public Services. Will the proposal have an

effect upon, or result in a need for aew or
alzered governmental services in any of the
foilcwing areas:

TES

MAYRE

Me
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16.

17.

181

£.

YES MAYBE

Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks or other recreational facilities?

Maintenance of public facilities,
including roads?

Other governmental services?

Energy. Will the proposal result in:

d.

Use of substantial amounts of fuel or

energy?

Substantial increase 1in dewmand upon
existing sources of energy, or require
the development of new sources of
enerzy?

Utilities. Will the proposal result in a
need for new systems, or substantial
alteracions to the following utilities:

f.

Power or natural gas?

Communications systems?

Water?

Sewer or septic tanks?

Storm water drainage?

Solid waste and disposal?

Human Heazlth. Will the proposal result in:

d

bl

Creation of any health hazard or
potential health hazard {excluding
mental health)?

Exposure of people to potemtial
health hazards? ' X

Aesthetics, Will the proposal result in the
obsctrucction of any scenic vista or view open
to the pudblic, or will the proposal result
in the creation of an gesthetically

offensive site open to public view?

2-8



21.

Recreation. Will the prooosal resulc

YES MAYBE

-

in an impact upon the guality or quanticy
of existing recreational opportunities?

Archeological /Historical. Will the

proposal rtesult in an alteration of a
significant archeclogical or historical
site, structure, object or building?

Mandatory Findings of Significance.

a. Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish
or wildlife population to drop below
sel f-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 elimimate impotrtant
exanples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

b, Does the project have the potential to
achieve short-term, to the disadvantage
of long—-term, environmencal goals? (A
shorc—term impact on the anviromment is
one wnich occcurs in a relatively brief
definitive period of time while long-
zerw impacts will endure well into the
future.)

¢. Does the project have impacts which
are individually limited, but cupu-
latively considerable? (A project
may impact on two or more separate
resources where the impact on each
resource is relatively small, but
where the effect of the total of
those impacts on the environment is
significant.)

d, Does the project have envirenmental
effects which will cause subscancial
adverse effects an human bSaings,
either directly or iadireccgly?

3
I
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the dasis of this inicial evaluation:

(a1

I find that tHe nroposed project COULD NOT have & significant effec:
cn the eavirconment, and & NEGATIVE ODECLARATION will be prepared.
1 find that alcthough the proposed project could have a significant
effect on the environmen:t, there will not be a significant effect in
this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached

sheet have been added to the project. A NEGATIVI DECLARATION will
be prepared. -

1 find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the
environment, and an INVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
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APPENDIX 3:

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES GERERATED IN THE
REVIEW OF THE DRAFT EIR
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES GENERATED IN THE REVIEW PROCESS

Three sets of comments on the Draft EIR were received during the review
process. All comments are attached. The first set of comments is from
the Sacramento City Planning Department. Department staff indicates that
their comments are adequately addressed in this final EIR. The second
set of comments are from the California Department of Transportation.
Few of the Depariment's comments recommend changes to the DEIR. Their
request that the 12,500 pound 1imit on aircraft allowed at Executive has
been followed. The final letter is from George Weddell indicating he has
no comments on the DEIR.



TN

The land use impact section (page 18) should address such o

Sn( T T‘(mmw { MM

SPECIFIC COMMENTS CN THE ERAFT ENVIROD hPJTAT IMPACT REPOKRT

.

The criteria or analytical thresholds usad to make the determinations

of "less than 51gnificant“ impact nead to be included in the DEIR,
‘along with the quantification used to show the degree to which a
specific impa act approaches or does nct approach significance

Neither cumulative impacts (as required in the CEQA Guidelines,
Section 15023.5), nor significant seccondary imvacts have been
discussed cr evaluated.

Y

il

The DEIR does not make clear the CLUP's affect con existing land uses,
part lcuTarly ezarding the fact that nco existing land use will be
reguired to be rhasad out or otherwise a bolished. The DELR should
stats the exact circumstances which must exist before the CLUP will
directly impact current uses., t also should clearly stete that

any determinations which the City Council may make in the future,

regarchng use of publicelly-owned land within the airvort area-of-
influence, are discretionary actions taken to implzment the CLUP.

onsider 2 ccmprehsan-
proper envircnmental

-~
14
2

1
+h

Timinaticn of
, last sentencel,
, paragrash 3),

The former is not reguired by the
action which the City mav, &t a later dates, wish
with the referenced zoning changes, in order to im

\A
the numbsa 24

voe znd location of poterntially inconsistent us
extent of T

y LY

land use changes which may be expected to result \
CLUP (in acres, number of parcels, etc.); tThe amount of time owver
which a given amount of change can be expecied (comrare scenarios):
and the amount of probable compliance with the land use policles which
may be accepted within a given period of time.

The impacts on Chorley Park (page 25) need to be re-evaluated,
particulsrly with respect to those facitities within AZ-2 (Runway

34) which are inconsistent with the CLUP policies, and the subsequent
pressure which may result tc develop that porticn of the park which
is cutside the approach zZone.

7

The impacts on both public and private schools should be assessed
in terms of prchibitions against ewpansion of facilitiss, facility
re-use limitations at schoals which may close down, expectations
that the CLUP will increase the likelihcod of schools being cloced,
and the quantified, resultant impact on students.



9.

10.

11.

12.

B-2

Page 1, paragraph 1, and page 25, item 3, both imply that noise is

~an environmental effect of the CLUP. Clarification should be made

that noise is an operational impact, previously evaluated in the
Executive Airport Master Plan EIR, which the CLUP attempts to mitigate
by restating Master Plan noise contrcl policies (which, in turn re-
flect requirements ccontained in the California Administrative Code,
Section 5000 et seq.)

The impacts of the noise insulation policy for single-family resi-
dences east-of the airport should be assessed, including potential
costliness, extent of structural change, and disruption of lifestyle
to residents during installation {(page 25).

The economic impact section (pages 33-34) contain several statements
in need of substantiation or other re-evaluation., Of particular
concern are the statements regarding income levels around the air-
port, property values decreasing, increased costs to consumers with-
in the area, and additional development costs due to the CLUP. The
discussion on page 38, paragraph 3, regarding cost-effectiveness,
needs to be similarly examined. Omitted tovies which should be
added are: the effect of the CLUP on the tax base;.the incentive

to perpetuate non-ccnforming commercial uses due to the inability

to re-establish them within the zpprcach zones, and the attﬂndant
effect on property values; the costs of spa+lal reallocation and
distribution required to provide alternative sites for public and
private services (e.g., Fchools, custodial care facilities, eating
facilities, recreational activities); and the effect on future
housing allocations end supply (including cost), due to a decrease
in potential homesites and/or a limitation on expansxonb or 1ncreaSts
in density within existing areas of development.

The following statements in the report are in need of technical
substantiation (whether from the Master Plan EIR or cther sources),
which will prevent them from appearing to be conclusionary: adequacy
of drainage and freedom from flood hazards (page 12); "less than
significant" noise 1mpacts in other areas due to relocatlon of air-
craft away from Executive (page 25); a "slight reduction" in non-
aircraft noise (page 25); adequacy of the existing and planned road-
way network (page 28); fewer homes falling within the forecasted 65
CNEL (page 33); and a minimal decrease in the housing stock due to

lowered densities (page 33).

The following evaluations of environmental impact. which appear to

be excerpted from the Master Plan EIR, need to be re-evaluated as

being reflective of CLUP policy impacts (i.e., predominantly due to

off-airport land use changes), as opposed to being airoport operational
impacts: adequacv of drainage facilities (page 12); flood notential
(page 12); impacts on flora and fauna, including non-occurrence of
are/endangerad species (page 13); and adequacy of existing/planned
roadway networks (page 28). -

-3



ih,

15.

16.

B-~3

In the following instances, the setting deseriotion sections con-.
tain statements which are PlLHeﬁ incorrect or incomplete : off-
airport flora and fauna f(page 13), current iand-use (pages 16-18);:
ron-aircraft noise impacts (page 25); parks and recreation (pages
25-26; e.g., lack of development at Bing Maloney Golf Course and

the level of existing improvements at Chorley Park); schools (pages
26-27; e.g., nurcer of students, size and type of facilities, number
and location of vrivate schools); en=rgy (page 27); adjacent trans-
portation netwcrks/systams {(page 28); City Geaneral Plan contents
(partlcularly the degree of policy specificity., ineluding a lack of
comparison between the CLUP and the Ncise and Safety Elements of the
General Plan (page 30): Community Plan contents and the interface with
zoning requriements (paga 30); designation of inconsiztent land uses
(page 31); the numbar of people who are currently impacted by each

“of the approach zones and the over-flight zone; z2nd quantificatiocn

of the amount cf inconsistency between the General Plan, Community
Plans, zoning, and the CLUF (a chart would be an easvy way of handling -
this). Figure 5 also contains several errors. A£11 of the foregoling
should be reviewed and either correcied or corraborated.

Additicnel topies which need to be analyzad are: the impact on the
Cltj s Community Devalooment Rlock Grant plans for the City Farms

and Woodbine awreas; the alternative of adoption of less restrictive
land use veolicies than those which are being proposed; a discussion

of the specific aspects of the ‘concanirations of pecple' tolicy;
and phy:LQaL design limitaticns placed on new siructures in the

approval zones,

CLUP is predicated on 1) .the fact that there is a viable,
ne lease of 25 vears duration for the continued cperation
] by the Ccunty Department of Airports, and 2)
page 7, Agsumpiion 1) that the airport wil
exist for at least that pericd, the DEIR ireats cliosure
roort as an alternative to the GllLerent forms that the CLUP
. . Cleosure cannot be both a basic assumption and an alter-
his subject was thoroughly reviewed in the Executlva Airport
an alternative to continued operation of the airvort,
g an alternative to the pelicies of the Comprehen-
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Rngardlng page iv, it iz suggested that a statement bLe added to the

effect that: 1) only impacts resulting from the enactment and
implementaticn of the CLUP are intended to be evaluatéd in this

DEIR, and are the only ones subject to the reguirements of CEQA
regarding review and findiags: and ¢) evaluation of impacts resulting
from continued operation of Lxecutive Alrport were evaluated in the
EIR for the Executive Airvort Master Plan, in 1979. :




18.
19;

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

28.

B-4

The 115t of obstructions on Page 16 is more than 2 years old, and
should be updated.

The reason should be stated (page 16) for varying from FAR Part 77
in the designation of the approach zones for Runway 20.

What are the "proposed changes'" referred to on page 25, paragraph 3?
Also, which airports are likely to be affected by the shift in air-

craft and what are the quantified impact levels (number of aireraft

and levels of noise generated elsewhere}?

A greater degree of specificity is needed regarding the evaluation
of consistency between the policies of the ALUC Policy Plan and the.
CLUP, as referenced on page 29, paragraph 4. A comparison chart
would be a valuable aid, and could be made even more useful by
including comparisons between the CLUP policies and other applicable
policy documents,

On page 30, the DEIR refers to the nature of some of the inconsis-
tencies betWeen the Executive Airport Master Plan and the CLUP., but
does not refer to the operational policies included in either document.
Are they compatible or inconsistent?

There is an agreement conflict between the stated goal. of the CLUP o
to decreasa the density of people in the avpreach zcnes, and the state-
ment on page 33, paragraph 2, sentence 1, to the effect that implemen-
tation will not substantially alter population levels.

Contrary to the statement on page 34, paragraph 3, line 3, there is

no prohibition in the CLUP against maflﬂg improvements to non-ccnform-
ing structures or uses, provided that no outright expansion of the use
is involved. The text should be modified to this effect, and shoulad
include the caveat regarding the destruction of inconsistent uses
(rebuilding allowed cnly where less than 50% of its value has been
destroyed, except for single-family detached residences where rebuild-
ing may occur irrespective of the extent of destruction).

The summaries of impacts and mitigation measures (page 35) need to be
reviewed for completeness in light of both the current document and
future amendments. There appears to be incompatibility between the
text and these lists. A valuable approach might be to summarize
impacts and mitigation measures in a chart on a policy-by-policy basis.

There is an apparent contradiction on page 36 between paragradph 2,
sentence 1, and paragraph 3, sentences 3 and 4, as to whether the
'no pPOjeCt' alternative Wlll or will not mlngate impacts relating
to the airport.



28,

SN

30.

31,

B~5

The last sentence on page 37 should be expanded to indicate the City's
rationale for resisting the land use element of the Executive Air-
port Master Plan. ' '

With respect to page 38, paragraph 2, the four items listed are
implementation'devicns which may or may not be lncluded to some
degree in the City's future implementation program. Ne1the2

these alternatives ncr the whole asDect of implementation 1s a
bonafide altzrnative to the CLUP, Any adopted plan presupposes
implementation as an integral part of itself. It is thus con-
tradictory to state that an alternative to the plan is implemen-
tation of the plan. Furthermere, the assertion in paragraph 3, last
sentence, ragarding the effects of non-implementation of the Ifour
items should be deleted since, even with those four measures,
virtuallj all or the mxﬁstlnglﬁcaqSlsLeqtuqes can still be exaected
1o remain for a considerable amecunt of time (note: the second
measure, acquisiticn of noise or avigation easements, deces not
automatically change the underlying uses to consistent ones).

Cn mage 33, paragraph S, sentznce 3, the source of the statament
that the costs of acquisition of the homes on AZ-1 (Runway 2) are
$5 million should be given, and the figure verified or undated, az
appropriate. Indication should also be made as to whether that
figure inciudes relocation posts, and all costs involvad in such
acquisitionz are eiigibie for 35% cost participation by FAA (pro- .
vided that Congress once agaln funds that program).
On page 3¢, last paragraph, the DEIR discusses Dhbii agency
obligations whnere the amortization/purchase alternative to the
CLUP is sezlected, specifically regarding existing single-family
residential us=s. It is suggested that the "no realistic alterna-
(k) . i

tive usz" comment be revised to state that, in the case of privat
property in AZ-1, there is a potential that the CLUP regulation,
without the inconsistent residential use provisions, could eliminate
reasonable aecoromic use of the property. This, in turn, might
require z public agency to acquire the property for airport use.

The last paragraph on page 40 should be amended to reflect that,
while the airport will continue to operate and have nolse and
safety impacts, those will be at a reduced level due to CLUP adop-
+tion and implementation. Also, continued operation of the airport
will not "preclude any chance for alleviating the safety impacts”;
these will be partially mitigated by the CLUP.

The statement on page 40, paragraph 2, should be rewritten to re-
flect the fact that the purpose of the Reliever Airport Study 1
to select facility sites to alleviate future unmet, general av
demand, not existing activity at Exscutive Airport.

3~




33.

3,

35.

B-6

With respect to page u4l, section F, increased development is a
long-term development commitment but not, by CEQA definition, an
irreversible environmental change. Development can be removed or
made less intense, and the environmental status restored to its
previous non-structural, man-made environment. An irreversible
environmental change would be, for instance, the removal of a
unique, natural habitat which could not be restored at a later
date to its prior condition. Also, this section states that the
"most significant impact" of the CLUP is to limit development.
This statement contradicts those on page -32, section 2, and page
35, section VI A, that there are no significant impacts or less-
than-significant impacts that result from this CLUP.

The Initial Study should be included in the DEIR, per the CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15140(e).

Additional comments from other departments have also been attached.
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES CROCKER AR MUSEIM ONVISICN

3520 FIFTH AVENUE
{915) 448-52G0

SOLON WISHAM, JR.
DIRECTOA

MEMO TO:
SUBJECT:

GOLF DIVISION
SACRAMENTD, CA 33817
METHRQPOLITAN ARTS DIVISICN
MUSEUM AND HISTORY DIVISICH
RECREATION DIVISIGM
PARKS DIVISION
200 DIVISION

April 21, 1981

Anne Parke, City Planning

Praft CIR--txecutive Airpert

There are but two suggestions this Department has:

1.

Existing recreation and park facilities be permitted o re-
main ermanent1y as non-conforming uses. A move wouid be
contempiated only if a facility became obsolefe and a suit-
able location could be found that would serve the residents
of that specific area in the same manner as the original
tfacility dic.

Abandon 211 non-conforming facilities and Tace the streng
possibility of no replacement due to iack of funds for said
veplacements. It must be kept in mind that aveilability of
funding and cost of replacement are factors of creat
importance.

The report is correct in stating that difficult problems would be cre-
" ated by the CLUP, such as removal of recreational facilities (page 36,
“No Project”, and page 38, “Strict Implementation of Recommended Policies”)

GEL:js

s

& 7
6 ERLING Lidleo! {5
Assistant Director of
Community Services

I



CLUP

FROM TiiE CFFICE COF THE CITY MANAGER

MEMORANDUM May 4, 1981

TO: © Anne Parke, Planning Department
FROM:  Mac Mailes, Assistant City Manager/Community Development

SUBJECT: Coments on Comprehensive Land Use Plan

You asked me to comment on the Comprehensive Land Use Plan and the
related DEIR. Recognizing that I'm an expert in neither aviation
nor planning, here are my comments.

Page 15, Item A2: Has statistical data been adjusted for anything?

- DEIR

DETR

For example, does the figure for on-airport accidents include taxi
and parking accidents? If so, the "almost half" figure may oe
irrelevant. Also, how does "almost half* relate to 15%7 How much,
if any, of the 15% is accounted for by "a substantial concentration"?

Page 9, Paragraph 2: May be unclear. Removal of commercial airliners

to Metro drasticaliy reduced the level of sophistication and size cof
aircraft based at Executive. It also substantially decreased the
amount of noise.

Page 19,'Paraqraph 1: (indented material) The statistics should be

DETR

compiled in consistent tashion. How many aircraft are in the "15%
within one mile" category and how many constitute "a substantial
concentration” in ¢limb-out and descent corridors?

Section V, page 29: Should reference the Redmond thesis on economic

interaction between airports in Sacramento County and the community

as a whole; "the economic impact of Sacramento Metropolitan and
Sacramento Executive Airports for fiscal year July 1, 1978 through
June 30, 1978%" by Gary W. Redmond; on file California State University,

Sacramento.
W Jl=

Mac Mailes 7
Assistant City Manager
for Community Development

3-9



t°° STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIF. 95814
CITY HALL - ROOM 2 TEL. {916} A453.5257

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
RECEIVED
P S 7 *L_;" l

Gity Piznniny Commission

DEPARTMENT OF FIRE _ 7 WILLIAM R POWELL

FifE CHIEF

April 6, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO : ANNE A. PARKE, Planning Department
FROM @ HARRY W. POWELL, Deputy Chief

SUBJECT: DRAFT EIR ON EXECUTIVE AIRPORT CCMPREHENSIVE LAND USE PLAN

We would like to make the following comments on the Draft EIR Peport covering
the CLUP at Executive Airport.

On Page 19 of the report, Item B, Safety, it says there is information from
the Study of Civil Air Accidents nationwide that indicates "Almost half of

the accidents involving civil aircraft occur on airport preperty.” The

study also concludes that it is pessible tc reasonably predict the Drrh1911L““
of aircraft accidents in the vicinity of an airport and the degrec of r
involved.

I think the experience that we have had at this alrporL with crashes in the
last 10 years indicates the degree of risk.

It is suggested that in Item 3, Page 22, there are some 'Mitigation Measures"
that can be proposed that will help, "..... protect the safety and general
welfare of people in the vicinity of the airport.

In the inventory of the land uses within each of the Safety Zones including
Zone 4, the 20,000 gallon aircraft fuel tanks that are underground and above
ground on airport property have not been addressed; nor has the inadequate
fire protection for this fuel storage area been addressed.

We feel that an aircraft could crash in this area, also a fuel fire could

take place in the leading and off-loading of fuel in this area. A picture is
enclosed of this area showing fuel spillage of a product that kas a flashpoint
of -500 and a lower flammability limit of 1.4%. This amounts to a great sus-
ceptibility or ease of ignition.

The closest.fire hvdrant to this hazard is approximately 1,100 feet. A dis-
tance too great for a single pumper to deliver any quantlt) of water and
totally inadequate to control a large fuel fire.



Anne A, Parke -2- April 6, 1951

"Mitigation Measures™ could be the installation of a number of Tire hydrants
dlony Freeport Boulevard und in the area around the fuel aLOTa”“ that would
he fed from the 36 transmission main that runs just east of lIUCUO“E Boule-
vard. This would supply the volume of water needed. It is recommended that
the tank storage area, [uel loading area, and all structures on the airport
should contorm to all National Firve Protection Association standards for five

protection.

/U’ ./f'v//v/f;ﬂ'?bv"’(
HARRY W, POWELL
P“ruty (Ilbf
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ATTN: P. Darrell Kusum : . Sacramento Execubtive A/%

iAW

From : DEPARTIENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Civislon of Aercnaullcs
Subject: Project Review - SCH 80102413 - Sacramento Executive 31rport ‘ e
Comnrehensive Land Use Plan {Cub?] and DBEIR

Pro;ebt Description: 'In April, 1979 Sacramento County

adopted - ~
a Master Plan for Sacramento Executive Airport. ..The »
C.L.U.P. was Zevelcped in respnonse to accident risks 5oL

and State law. The Draft C.L.U.P. does not fully ﬁltlgate
adverse impacts from alrport cperation, but doszs discuss .
alternatives to the C.L.U.P. to mitigate impacte.

The California De

hes reviewed tne
because Tf our st

— impact from airpo
' envircns andé ¢f &

ar;meﬂt of Transport atlon, Division of Reronautics,
.U.P. and thes DEIR. Our review is necessitated
utory responsibilities and focuses on noise
sperations; saftety of residents in the zirport.
users themselvez; ;encrcachnent ©Ff incom-
patible land uses on ¢ airport or into its sphere of iniluence;
and the impact on the surface transportation/circulation nefwork.
serving thes area. - R S S
In the C.L.U.F., on page 3-4, under Section 11.28.070, the guestion
is submitted whether the "decisicns oif the Airport Director ﬂacc
] cursuant to 11,.23.,040 cr 11.28.050 are Final and ronclusive, T e
- might not be subject to judicial review upon.appeal. ' On page
3-8, in Section 4.106, the same question may be approprla_e.

.
)
£t

- In Appendi% 4, on page 4-1, the second paragraph contains an .. .. ...

error. 10,000 civided by 15 equals 667 - not 67 as indicated.

Perhaps l0,0DO iz the figqure in error. . 2ny "drinking cstablish-

ment" that size would be equivalent to a sguare, 100 fzet to

the side, and that is huge, e
In the DEIR, page 5, the nead to limit to a maximum Sf 12,500
pounds gross weight the aircraft authorized to use Sacramento
Executive Airp Ort is guestioned. The maximum gross weight should
be that which the runway, taxiway, and other areas are capable of
SLstcining. Noisa, for example, is only related to grcss weight
in few cases. The 12,500 pound limit may be unduly restrictive.
There is no indication in the DEIR that that limit was chosen 0On
the basis of pavement strength tests. It is recommended that a
re-appraisal of this limit be pursued.

DAS-08N-125

1817 laLS / D_,T‘f’




Ann Barkley
Page 2
May 18, 1981

For example, there are 3 models of the Cessna Citaticn, one of
which has a 12,000 pourd maximum gross weight, while the other

two weigh 13,500 and 19,700 pounds. All the Lear jet aircraft -
welgh 15,000 to 20,500 pounds. The Gulfstream 2 has a maximem
gross of 68,700 pounds. RAlL these aircraft have been observed

at Sacramento Executive, which is5 used because of its proximity

to downtown Sacramento. To deny the use of Sacramento Executive
Alrport to the operators might be too restrictive as long as
aircraft meet noise criteria established by the C.L.U.P.

On page 8, the analysis of Airport Facilities ignores the fact
that runway 12/30 is designated as an alternate instrument run-
way when treffic is inbound on runway 02

Noise - is considered thoroughly in the DEIR. .We note figure 4

on page 24 as showing only a2 very small area - Romack Circle and
47+th Avenue - as included within the 65 CNEL contour, and vet

the "probable impacts” discussion on page 25 indicates that 2-
acres {12-18 homes) may lie in the incompatible area by 1936.

It would seem that the lLonger one waits to act, the more exgen51vm
would be any corrective action to mitigate the noise impact. It
would be better to act decisively now than to wait until 1986,
Action should be taken to effectively bar any further residential
~develcpment in or near the impacted area. Condemnation proceedings
against existing residences in that area should be considered -
and at the very least avigation easements should be obtained.

Recent news items In the Sacramento Bee related attempts by

lebbying groups to maintain the Little League ball diamonds in their
present location at the expense of further restrictions on the
airport. It would be better to recognize the potential adverse
safety impacts and channel efforts into finding appropriate 51tas
for relocat1ﬂg the bageball facilities.’

Circulation - is briefly discussed on page 28, but we find that the
C.L.U.P. would have little or no adverse 1npact on surface trans-
portation facilities.

There is some concern with the issue of "consistency with existing
plans." The discussicn beginning on page 29 reveals that there are
a number of divergent goals and policies in the various plans. It
might be appropriate to convene a meeting of representatives for
the different plans and policies and attempt to arrive at some
semblance of consistent policies. The existing situation is
confusing. The inconsistencies could lead to unfortunate incon-
sistencies between varicus echelons of government (see pages 29

and 30) and cermitted land uses. ~

3
-!
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ann Barkley
Page 3

On page 32, the DEIR describes a proposal to develop a single
overlay or combining zone to be applied to all existing zcning
classifications. Favorable action on that proposal is recommended.

. £
We have carefully reviewed the alternatives listed on page 36 to
40. It is the governing bedy, ©f course, which must decide on
what course of acticon 1s to be taken. It should be pocinted out,
however, that the State of California and the FaAA have made a
number of fund grants for Sacramento Executive Alirport. Should
Alternative E be ‘adopted, the airport cperator would be reqguired
to repay large proportions cf grant funds to hoth the State and
the Federal Government., Anything short of adopting a C.L.U.P.,
of course, would still not be in compliance with the law.

We have ne other comments to ocffer at this time, but do appreciate
the opportunity to comment. : ’

.MARFK F. MISPAGEL, Chief
Divisicon of Aeronautics

. Burd Miller
Environmental Planner

Attachment
RED:jmd

bec: John.Allison - 03 -
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Ms. Ann Parke
Sacrazento City Planning Deparumcnt
7235 J Street

Sacramente, California 95314

Dear ¥s. Parke:

We had received the reports, "Executive
and the draft environmental impact report, some time ago.
nittal letter was inadvertently left out, -

for information.
Wr. Phil Lee of my staff, you indicated
contents of the report.

RECT MAY 2 () 188]

7 day 1931

Alrport Comprehensive Land Use Plan',
Because the trans-
e assumed the reports were only

However, in your telephone conversation on 5 May with

that you would like a response to the

Y'e have reviewed the reports, particularly with reszect to the authorized

sMorrison Creek Stream Group project.
within the jurisdiction of the Corps of

Thank vou for the opportunity to review

We conclude +hau this compr
use plan would not conflict with flood control,

ehensive land
navigation, or other programs
Engineers.

these reports.

Sincerely,

GEQRCGE C.

Chief, Engineering Division
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ORDINANCE NO.

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF

E}g%ﬁ%%f REVISED: 10/ 20/82

AN ORDINANCE ADDING. SECTION 30 AND SECTION
22-A-69 OF THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE

OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO, ORDINANCE NO. 2550,
FOURTH SERIES, RELATING TO LAND USE RESTRICTIONS
IN THE VICINITY OF EXECUTIVE AIRPORT (M-697)

BE IT ENACTED B8Y THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:
SECTION 1.

Section 30 is hereby added to the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance of the City of
Sacramento, Ordinance No. 2550, Fourth Series, to read as follows:

Section 30. Executive Airport Overlay Zones

A. Purpose

The purpose of this Section 30 is to help protect the health, safety and
general welfare of people in the vicinity of the Sacramento Executive Airport and to’
improve air navigation safety. More specifically, this section is intended to help
protect the public from the adverse effects of aircraft noise, to reduce the number
of people exposed to potential airport-related hazards, to provide for the sensible
growth and maintenance of the airport environs, and to effectuate the policies
reflected in California Public Utilities Code Sections 21670 et seq. and the
Executive Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

B. EA Executive Airport Overlay Zones

1. The EA designation appearing after a land use classification on the
official zoning map shall mean that the property so classified is subject to the
requirements and restrictions set forth in this section in addition to those of the
underlying zone. In the event of a conflict between a provision in this Section 30
and a provision contained in another section of the zoning ordinance, the most
restrictive provision shall apply.

2. The EA designation shall be applied to that area included within the
four airport zones, as generally delineated on Figure 2 of the 1982 Executive
Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan and as more specifically delineated on the
Executive Airport Planning Area Map, dated August 1982,

(a) The EA-1 overlay zone includes that area located within Approach
Zone 1 or AZ-1 of the 1982 Executive Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan. Due to
its immediate proximity to airport runways, this is the most restrictive EA overlay

2one.
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{b) The EA-2 overlay zone includes that area located within Approach
Zone 2 or AI-2 of the 1982 Executive Airport CLUP. EA-2 areas are adjacent to the
EA-1 areas and are under primary flight paths.

(c} The EA-3 overlay zone iné]udes that area located within Approach
Zone 3 or AZ-3 of the 1982 Executive Airport CLUP, The EA-3 areas are also under
primary flight paths but are more distant from the airport than EA-2 areas.

(d} The EA-4 overlay zone includes that area located within the
Overflight Zone or 0Z-4 of the 1982 Executive Airport CLUP, This area generally
encircles the airport and is the least restrictive overlay zone.

-3. In the event that an EA overlay zone line splits a vacant parcel, the
restrictions of each particular EA overlay zone shall apply to the portion of the
parcel within that zone; provided, however, that when a parcel is fifty percent
(50%) or more in the less restrictive zone, the owner of such parcel may submit an
application to the Planning Director, requesting permission to render applicable to
the entire parcel the less restrictive overliay zone. The Planning Director's
decision to approve or conditionally approve the application shall be based upon
mitigation measures to be takén by the applicant with regard to site planning,
building placement and design.

C. Use Chart

1. A "yes" on the following chart indicates that the use is permitted in
the particular zone; a "no" indicates that the use is prohibited in the particular
zone; an asterisk "*" indicates that the use may be permitted pursuant to Section
30-D. A footnote after a “yes" indicates the use is permitted subject to the
limitations stated for that footnote. A footnote after a dash indicates the use may
be permitted subject to limitations stated for that footnote.

OVERLAY ZONE

LAND USE : , 7 EA-1 EA-2 EA-3 . EA-4
RESIDENTIAL

Single-Family Dwelling No Yes| Yes! Yes
Two-Family Dwelling No No No Yes
Multi-Family dwelling No No No Yes
Group quarters No No No Yes
Mobile home parks or courts No Yes] . Yesl] Yes
Other residential No Yes! Yes! Yes

INDUSTRIAL /MANUFACTURING

Food and kindred product No * Yes Yes
Textile mill products No * Yes Yes
Apparel No * Yes Yes
Lumber and wood products No * Yes Yes



OVERLAY ZONE

LAND USE EA-1 EA-2 EA-3 EA-4
INDUSTRIAL /MANUFACTURING (Contd)
Furniture and fixtures No * Yes Yes
Paper and allied products No * Yes Yes
Printing, publishing . No * Yes Yes
Chemicals and allied products “No No No Yes
Petroleum refining & related industries No No No No
Rubber and miscellaneous plastic No No No No
Stone, clay and glass products No * Yes Yes
Primary metal industries ' No * Yes Yes
Fabricated metal products - No * Yes Yes
Miscellaneous manufacturing No * -~ Yes Yes
Warehousing/storage No * Yes Yes
TRANSPORTATION, COMMUNICATIONS AND UTILITIES
Railroad, rapid rail transit Yes3 - * Yes Yes
Highway and street ROW Yes Yes Yes Yes
Auto parking lots Yes3 Yes Yes Yes
Communications Yes3 Yes Yes Yes
Utilities Yes3 * Yes Yes
Private Airstrips No No No No
Other trans, comm, and util. ~— " Yes3 * Yes Yes
PUBLIC AND QUASI-PUBLIC SERVICES
Hospital No No No Yes?
Family Day Care Facility No Yes] Yes! Yes
Family Care Facility No Yes! Yes! Yes
Non-residential Care Facility No No No Yes2
Residential Care Facility No No No Yes?
Government services _ No No Yes? Yes?
Schools, colleges No No No No
Cultural activities including

churches, libraries No No No Yes?
Medical/health clinics, laboratories No No YesZ Yes?2
Cemeteries - Yes3 Yes Yes Yes
Other public and quasi-public services  No No Yes: YesZ
RECREATION
Neighborhood parks No Yesb Yes Yes
Community and regional parks No No . Yes Yes
Nature exhibits Yes3 * Yes Yes
Spectator sports, stadiums, arenas No No No No
Golf courses, riding stables Yes3 * Yes Yes



OVERLAY ZONE

LAND USE | EA-1 EA-2 EA-3 EA-4

RECREATION (Contd)

Water based recreational areas No No Yes ~ Yes

Resort and group camps No No Yes Yes
Auditoriums, concert halls : No No No No
Outdoor amphitheaters, music shells No No No No
Indoor sports facilities No No No Yes?2

RESOURCE PRODUCTION, EXTRACTION, AND OPEN SPACE

Agricultural Production Yes3»5  Yesd Yes® Yesd
Permanent Open Space Yes3,5  YesS * Yesd Yesd
Water areas Yesd Yes5 Yesd YesD
Wholesale horticultural production Yes3d,d Yes Yes Yes

COMMERCIAL /RETAIL/SERVICES

(a) The following types of uses: No No No Yesé

Amusement Center

Auction House

Bar/Cocktail Lounge

Billiard Parlor

Bowling Alley

Card Room/Bingo Parlor

Dance Hall

. Dance Studio

Drive-In Restaurant

Funeral Home

Health and Fitness Center {(activity center)
Ice Cream Parlor (with table service or serving meals})
Lunch Room - Coffee Shop

Public Market (over 6400 sq. ft.)(individually leased sales stalls)
Restaurant

Skating Rink

Social Clubs

Theater

Weight Control Center

Residential hotels

Transient lodgings-hotels, motels

Video Arcades

{b) The following types of uses:

Aircraft Sales
Ambulance Service
Antique Store
Appliance Store

Art Gallery

Art Supplies - Store

No Yesh Yesl Yes

Cookware Shop

Costume Shop

Credit Union Association

Curio or Novelty Shop
Delicatessen (no table service)
Dental Dffice



OVERLAY ZONE

COMMERCIAL /RETAIL/SERVICES (Contd) EA-1 EA-2 EA-3 EA-4

(b) The following types of uses: No Yesé Yes? - Yes
Auto Dealer ' Department Store (under 3000 sq. ft.)
Auto Parts House Dress Shop
Auto Repair Shop . - Drug Store (under 3000 sq. ft.)
Auto Rental Company Electrical Contractor
Auto Body and Fender Shop Electrical Goods Store-Retail .
Auto Car Wash Employment Agency
Auto Upholstery _ - Equipment Rental and Sales Yard
Bait Shop Fabric Store
Bakery (no table service or Feed Store-Retail Only

serving of meals) . ' Finance, Insurance -and Real Estate
Bank , : Floor Covering :
Barber Shop Florist
Beauty Shop : Food Store (specialized){under 6400 sq. ft)
Bicycle Shop fFurrier Shop
Blueprinter i Furniture Refinishing
Boat Sales General Contractor
Book Store Gift Card Shop .
Broadcasting Studio (w/out live Gift Shop

audience) Glazier Shop
Building Contractor ~ Grocery (under 6400 sq. ft.)
Building Supplies Hardware Store
Cabinet Shop _ Hat Shop i
Camera Store Hearing Aid Sales and Service
Camper Sales- Heating & Sheet Metal Contractor
Candy Store Hobby Supplies Store
Canteen or Vending Service Center Home Improvement Center-Retail (under
Cigar Store - 6400 sq. ft.)
Cleaning-Laundry Agency Ice Cream Parlor (no table service
Clothing Store . : or serving of meals)
Collection Agency - : Printing Plant
Contractor's Shop Public Stenographic Service
Interior Decorator's Studio Radio & T.V. Sales & Service
Janitorial Service Company Real Estate Office
Jewelry Store : Recording Studio (without live audience)
Knit Shop Records-Posters (under 6400 sq. ft.)
Lapidary Shop , : Roofing or Building Contractor
Laundromat-Self Service . Rug and Drapery Shop
Laundry-Commercial _ Savings & Loan Company
Lawnmower Sales & Service Second Hand Store
Leather Goods Store Service Station
Liquor Store Sewing Machine Sales
Loan Office Sheetrock or Plastering Contractor
Locksmith - Shoe Repair Shop
Masseur . Shoe Store
Millinery Shop Shoeshine Stand

Meat Market ! ' Sign Shop



COMMERCIAL/RETAIL/SERVICES (Contd)

Medical Office

Messenger Service

Motorcycle & Power Scooter Sales
Music Store & Instrument Repair
Newsstand

Notions Store (under 6400 sq. ft.}

Nursery - Plants, etc.

Office - Business or Professional
Office Equipment Sales & Service
Optician

Oriental Rug Shop

Orthopedic Supply

Paint Store

Pawn Shop

Pest Control Service

Pet Shop

Photo Engraving Shop
Photographic Studio

Plumbing Contractor

Pottery and Glass Store

Power Tool Sales

Prescription Pharmacy

(c) The following types of uses:

Department Store (over 3000 sq. ft.)

Discount House - Retail Merchandise
(over 6400 sq. ft.)

Drug Store {over 3000 sq. ft.)

Food Store {over 6400 sq. ft.)

Home Improvement Center (over 6400
sq. ft.)

meaning:

OVERLAY ZONE

EA-1 EA-2 EA-3 EA-4

Spa and Pool Sales
Sporting Goods Store
Stamps and Coins
Stationery Store

TJailor

Taxidermist

Tile Contractor

Tire Shop - including Recapping
Tabacco Shop

Toy Shop (under 6400 sq. ft.)
Trailer Sales Yard

Travel Agency -

Trophy & Emblem Store
Upholstery Shop

Used Car Lot

Variety Store (under 6400 sq. ft.)
Veterinary Services

Voice Studio

Watch Repair Shop

Wholesale Store & Distributors
Wig Sales

Yardage Shop

- or any combination of permitted uses
No *7 Yes? Yes

Gun Shop

Grocery Store {over 6400 sq. ft.)
Medical/Dental Office Complex
Toy Shop (over 6400 sq. ft.)
Variety Store (over 6400 sq. ft.)

2. The footnotes appearing in the Section 30-C-1 chart have the following

(a) Footnote 1: No residential uses in excess of four (4) dwelling

units per gross acre.

(b} Footnote 2: No structure with more than two habitable stories,

or which exceeds 30 feet in height.

{c) Footnote 3: No building, structure, above-ground transmission
lines, or storage of flammable or above-ground explosive material, and no uses
resulting in a gathering of more than ten (10} persons per acre at any time.
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{d) Footnote 4: Use permitted only if it does not resuit in any of
the following: (1) structural Tot coverage greater than 20%; or (2} above-ground
storage of flammable or explosive material; or (3) any structures with more than two
habitable stories, or which exceeds 30 feet in height,

(e} Footnote 5: WUse permitted only if it does not result in a
possibility that a water area may cause ground fog or result in a bird hazard.

(f) Footnote 6: No high-intensity use or facilities such as
structured playgrounds, balifields, or restrooms,

’ {g) Footnote 7: Use permitted only if it meets the standards listed
in Sections 30-D-1, and will not result in structural lot coverage greater than 20%.

0. Discretionary Permitted EA-2 Uses

P

1. The owner of property located in the EA-2 overlay zone may submit a
written application to the Planning Director, requesting permission to establish or
modify a land use which is indicated by a dash in the Section 30-C use chart, and is
not prohibited by any other provision in the Zoning Ordinance or City Code. The
Planning Director, without holding a2 hearing, may permit such use if he finds that
the use will not result in any of the following:

(a) Concentration of people greater than 50 persons per acre at any
time; ' '

(b) Above-ground storage of flammable or explosive material; or

(c) Any structure with more than two habitable stories or which
exceeds 30 feet in height.

2. The application shall include:

N

{a) A processing fee in an amount established in a resolution adopted
by the City Council; and

{b} Evidence that the proposed or mod1f1ed use sat15f1es the findings
mandated in Section 30-D-1; and

{c) Other information as may be requested by the Pianning Director.

. 3. Not more than thirty (30) days after receipt of a complete application,
the Planning Director shall either:

(a) Approve or conditionally approve the use; or

(b) Notify the applicant in writing that he has determined that the
use should not be permitted, and a brief statement of the reasons for such
determination; or

{c) Schedule the matter for a Planning Commission public hearing.
The hearing shall be noticed and fees shall be charged in the same manner as for a
special permit. The Commission may approve or conditionally approve the use only if
it makes all of the findings specified in Section 30-D-1.
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4, In accordance with the procedures specified in Zoning Ordinance Section
18, any person aggrieved by a decision of the Planning Director pursuant to Section
30-0-3(b) may file an appeal with the Planning Commission, and any person aggrieved
by a decision of the Planning Commission may file an appeal with the City Council.

E. Concentration of People Calculation Method

1. Calculation of the anticipated maximum number of persons per acre
associated with a particular use shall be based on:

{a) The process described in Appendix 5 of the 1982 Executive Airport
Comprehensive Land Use Plan; or

(b) An analysis of existing uses in similar locations; or

(¢) An analysis of the precise details of the use relative to the
maximum probable number of people to be attracted to the site at any time; or

(d}) Any other method reasonably likely to indicate the énticipated
maximum number of persons per acre associated with a particular land use.

2. 1In the event of a conflict between the caiculations achieved pursuant to
the methods Tisted in Section 30-E-1, the determination of concentration shall be
based on that method or combination of methods which, in the opinion of the
decision-maker, is most accurate for the specific type and location of use.

F. MNonconformities

1. As used in this Section 30, a nonconformity shall mean a land use or
structure which:

(a) Existed or was lawfully under construction on the effective date
of this ordinance, or existed prior to the effective date of this ordinance and
became vacant or unoccupied less than one year prior to the effective date of this
ordinance; and

(b) Was legal immediately prior to the effective date of this
ordinance; and

(¢c) -Does not conform to a provision contained in this Section 30.

2. A nonconformity may be continued subject to the provisions of this
Subsection F. :

3. A nonconformity shall not be expanded, enlarged, intensified, or changed
to another use prohibited by this Section 30 except as provided in Section 30-G and
30-H; only such repairs as are part of normal, necessary maintenance and
construction activity not likely to facilitate expansion, enlargement or
intensification of the nonconformity shall be permitted.

4. The cessation of the use of a nonconforming structure or nonconforming
 land use for a period of one year, commencing on or after the effective date of this

ordinance, shall terminate all rights in such nonconformity. This section shall not
apply to single-family dwellings. .
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G.. Permitted Changes in Nonconformities
The foltowing changes in nonconformities shail be permitted:

1. Reconstruction of a nonconforming structure, or conforming structure
containing a nonconforming use, due to damage to the structure if:

(a) Reconstruction will not expand, enlarge or intensify the
nonconformity; and

(b) The cost of such reconstruction does not exceed fifty (50)
percent of the replacement vatue of the structure immediately prior to damage; and

{c} That portion of a structure containing a nonconforming anchor
tenant may be reconstructed notwithstanding the fifty (50) percent limitation
imposed in Section 30-G-1-(b}. K

2. Reconstruction or repair of a single-family dwelling used as a
residence. .

3. Expansion of a single-family dwelling used as a residence, including the
addition of rooms, patio covers, swimming pools, and accessory structures.

4, New construction of one single-family dwelling on any vacant lot which
conforms to all standards of the City Code and Zoning Ordinance, except this Section
30, provided that such dwelling is used exclusively as a residence.

5. Minor changes in nonconforming public schools located in the EA-4
overlay zone provided that the change, or the combination of several changes, will
not increase the capacity of the school more than 33% above its capacity on the
effective date of this ordinance.

H. Discretionary Changes in Nonconformities

1. Notwithstanding Section 30G, a property owner may submit a written
~application requesting authorization to expand or enlarge a nonconformity, or to
reconstruct a structure for a similar or less-intensive nonconforming use.

Z. The procedure applicable to variances pursuant to 20n1ng Ordinance
Section 14 and 18 shall govern such app11cat1on except as provided in this
Subsection H. : '

3. The Planning Commission, and the City Council on appeal, may grant or
conditionally grant a request submitted pur5uant to this Subsect1on H only after
f1nd1ng that either:

(a) Under the circumstances of the particular case the benefit to the
public health, safety and welfare outweighs any detriment inherent in such change;
or )

(b) that the literal appiication of the provisions of this plan wil]
resullt in practical difficulties or unusual hardships for the property owner which
outweigh the public purposes articulated in Section 30-A. ,
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4, Approval or conditional approval of a request submitted pursuant to this
Subsection H may occur notwithstanding noncompliance with any finding mandated in
Zoning Ordinance Section 14A.

I. Home Occupation Permits

Home occupation permits may be issued pursuant to Zoning Ordinance Section
11 if the activity requiring the permit is permitted in the applicable EA overlay
zone. .

J. EA Overlay Zone Compliance Certificate

1. Within an EA overlay zone, no person shall construct a structure,
commence a new use, or expand, enlarge, intensify, or change an existing use without
first obtaining an EA Overlay Zone Compliance Certificate issued by the Planning
Director. -

2. The Planning Director shall issue an EA Overlay Zone Compliance
Certificate if the proposal is permitted by this Section 30.

3. This Subsection J shall not apply:
{(a) To activities specifically approved by the Planning Director,
Planning Commission or City Council pursuant to a discretionary land use
entitliement; or

(b) To activities relating to single-family dwellings authorized by
Sections 30-G-2, 30-G-3, and 30-G-4.

{c) To uses designated in the applicable EA zone as a "yes" on the
Section 30-C chart, with or without a footnote.

K. General Prohibitions

1. No land outside of Executive Airport property and within the Executive
Airport Planning Area shall be used:

(a) For the erection or operation of any object that could reflect
the light of the sun toward an aircraft engaged in an initial straight climb
following take-off or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final approach toward
a landing at Executive Airport; or '

{b) For the erection or operation of an object which directs a steady
light or a flashing light of white, red, green, or amber color toward an aircraft
engaged in an initial straight climb following take-off or toward an aircraft
engaged in a straight final approach toward a landing at Executive Airport, other
than an FAA approved navigational s1gnal light or a v1sua] approach slope 1nd1cator

{VASI); or , .

{c} In a way which would generate a substantial volume of smoke,
attract large concentrations of birds, generate electrical interference, or which
would otherwise affect safe air navigation in the vicinity of Executive Airport,
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SACRAMENTO CHRISTIAN REFORMED CHURCH

1390 Florin Road Sacramenta, CA 95822
{916) 422- 0550

October 12, 1982

Mr Art Gee, Principal Planner
City Planning Department

927 Tenth Btreet

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr Gee,

The Sacramento Christian Reformed Church is located on
the seouthwest corner of Florin Read and Amherst Street, outside
the flight approach path but within Area 4 of your proposed
Executive Airport Overlay Zoning. We are concerned about the
impact of the proposed ordinance on our future coperations. We
have long-range plans for eventual expansion of facilities
which include a large church sanctuary and classrooms for
church education and ether activities, including a day school.
If the propesed measure precludes such use of our property,
- we are opposed to it.

Very truly yours,

The Consistory, Sacramento
Christian Reformed Church

Maurice Roos, clerk



