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Joncurrent Special Commxttee ‘Weenngs of the Sacramento City

Council. Redevelopment AgSency of the City ofS?:cmmento Hous- ' o VOT]NG RECORD LEGEND
ing Authority of the City of Sacramento and the arkmg Authonty ' : . :
of the City of Sacramento. \SAEOCV : éEOeJC!)Er?D - QSSST iggw
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COMMITTEE NAME: __Development _ D2 — FERRIS - D7 —KASTANIS
| i N

MEETING DATE: _May 24. 1988 —

MEETING ﬂMEi 1:00 p.m. : DR

LOCATION 915 1 STREET, 2ND FLOOR. COUNCIL CHAMBER

IHEREBY CALL Special Meenngs of the Sacramento City Council. Redeve!opmem Agency of the City of Sacramento
Housing Authority of the City of Sacramento, and Parking Authority of the City | 'of Sacramento to be conducted
concurrently with the Council committee meetings listed below, which are mcorporated herein by reference. The
Spedial Meetlngs are called to permit Members who are not on the listed' committees to attend the meetings and
participate in the discussions. In the event five (5) or more members of the.City Council are present at a Committee.
meeting, onlv those itemns listed on the agenda can be acted on or dlscussed h

The meeting was called to order at 1:08 by Terry Kastanls and roll call was as
foilows: ‘ !

I

S : L ﬂ

PRESENT: Kastanis, Ferris

!

‘ o

ABSENT: - Robie, Shore , : '
: ' |

1. Report regarding checklist of implementation items contaﬂned in the North Natomas
Settlement Agreement; proposed process and schedule for con51deraelon of the

Transportatldn Systems Management (TSM) and rIousmg Trust: Fund Ordinances. (D-All)
RECOMMENDATION OF STAFF: © FILE ”. 2

COMMITTEE ACTION: ' REQUEST REPORT BACK -

REPORT BACK: | ~ REFORT REGARDING FHECKLJ:II_ST DUE 6/14/88

VOTING RECORb: | BY CONSENSUS \ :‘

MINUTES

ki

David R. Martinez, Deputy City Manager, explained that Plannlng and Public wOrks
staff had prepared the internal implementation schedules for' the TSM and
Housing Trust Fund ordinances. ”

Mike Eaton, representing the Environmental Counc1l of Sacramento, stated that

he had no problem with the timeline proposed by staff but that coordination
with the County would be critically lmportant.

comments and requested that the item be brought back to‘
of weeks to allow further comments.
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