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DEPARTMENT OF ’ CITY OF SACRAMENTO . 927 10th STREET

PUBLIC WORKS SUITE 300
) CALIFORNIA . . SACRAMENTO, CA
. 95814-2702

TECHNICAL SERVICES ' . L PH 916-264-8300
DIVISION . . . FAX 916-264-7903

March 3, 1999

City Council
Sacramento, California

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: CITYWIDE LIGHTING AND LANDSCAPING (L&L) ASSESSMENT DISTRICT-
STREET LANDSCAPING REPORT BACK

LOCATION AND COUNCIL DISTRICT:

Citywide. All Districts
RECOMMENDATION:

This report recommends that:

o Construction of new landscaping be limited to the level which can be maintained within the
existing L&L fees collected for landscaping maintenance.
Annually, staff review current expenditures within the L&L budget for landscaping to
identify any surplus funds which can be used toward Council Districts with less
landscaping. _
The City Council allocate.. $130,680 from the 1998/99 Lighting and Landscaping
Assessment District contingency to District 2 for construction of new landscaping to reach
the 10 acres of street landscaping per Council district goal.

CONTACT PERSONS:

FOR COUNCIL MEETING OF:  March 16, 1999

Department of

PUBLICWORKS

SACRAMENTO
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City Council
Citywide Landscaping and Lighting
March 3, 1999

SUMMARY:

Cost of maintenance of landscaping within City right-of-way is limited to the fees collected for
this purpose under the Citywide Landscaping and Lighting District (L&L). Once expenses for
landscaping maintenance reach the capacity of the L&L fees, maintenance of new
landscaping cannot be supported unless outside funding to augment L&L fees is identified.
Landscaping maintenance expenses projected through FY 99/00 approach the limit where
little new landscaping can be constructed for maintenance support by the existing L&L fees.
However, in the FY 98/99 L&L budget, staff has identified a small amount of surplus
contingency and staff recommends that a portion be allocated to District 2 for construction of
additional street landscaping to reach the City Council adopted goal of 10 acres of street
landscaping per Council District. Staff will return annually as part of the adoption of the
Citywide L&L fees to present the Council with updated landscape acreage, maintenance
costs, and capacity of the L&L fees for additional landscaping.

. COMMITTEE/COMMISSION ACTION:

None.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

At the June 23, 1998 meeting, the City Council approved the 1998/99 budget for the Citywide
Landscaping and Lighting District (Attachment A). The district provides funding for:

Maintenance and rehabilitation of City parks.

Other landscaped areas within City right-of-way.

Street tree maintenance.

Energy and maintenance cost of street lights throughout the City.

At that time, Council requested a report back on the Street Landscaping Policy that was
adopted by the City Council on October 22, 1996 (Attachment B). The Street Landscaping
Policy established a goal of 10 acres of street landscaping per Council District.

The L&L is collected under several specific program areas that cannot be intermingled or
exchanged. Landscape maintenance is funded from the “common facilities” portion of the
annual L&L fees collected from residential and commercial property owners. Attachment A
shows the current FY 98/99 adopted L&L budget for median landscaping as well as a
breakdown of the L&L fee to show the portion allocated to landscape maintenance.

Construction of new street landscaping is limited to that level which can be supported by the
L&L fees collected for landscape maintenance. Once the cost of maintenance reaches the
limit of the fees collected, new landscaping cannot be constructed unless other outside funds
are used to augment the L&L fees. As new street landscaping is constructed, ongoing
maintenance costs will be covered by the existing L&L budget, which includes an automatic
annual adjustment for inflation based on the Consumer Price Index (CPI) not to exceed 3%.




City Council
Citywide Landscaping and Lighting
March 3, 1999

Staff will annually review expenditures for median landscaping and identify any surplus L&L
funds which may result from low maintenance contract prices, low plant replacement costs
unused contingency, etc. Any surplus could be allocated to Council Districts with less

landscaping.

"It is anticipated that as North Natomas builds out, the L&L fees collected there will be
reinvested in maintenance of North Natomas landscaping. The current subdivision
improvement agreement (CA 97-085) stipulates that the subdividers shall construct and
maintain street landscaping in North Natomas for a period of two years.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS:

The FY 98/99 Citywide L&L budget allocates $402,446 to street landscape maintenance, no
new dollars for capital construction of landscaping, and $196,375 in contingency (Attachment
A). ‘ '

Staff has reviewed year-to-date FY 98/99 costs based on current contracts for existing
maintenance in each of the Council Districts. Attachment C shows, by Council District, the
existing L&L maintained street landscaping acreage and the associated landscaping
maintenance costs funded by the $402,446 landscaping budget. Based on this review of
expenditures for FY 98/99, staff recommends programming $130,680 of the contingency for
new street landscaping construction in District 2, leaving a $65,695 contingency balance
sufficient for costs such as plant replacement from December/January frosts, plant disease,
and hit-and-run accident damage to landscaping.

The existing L&L fees collected for landscaping can maintain 1) existing landscaping
(Attachment A); 2) projects currently under construction; and 3) new landscaping that can be
constructed with District specific available capital L&L funds (Attachment D-Table 1). Based
- on this information, staff has projected landscaping expenses through FY 99/00 to determine
the limit of new landscaping that can be constructed (with non-L&L dollars) and be maintained
with the L&L fees collected. Staff projects that the current L&L fees can additionally support
an amount of $82,920 which limits construction of new landscaping (with outside capital
dollars not from the L&L) to a range of 16-95 acres depending on the level of landscaping
which correspondingly affects maintenance costs. Attachment E shows the cost projections
and assumptions made to reach this limit.

Staff will return annually, as part of the adoption of the Citywide L&L, to present the Council
with an update of landscaping per Council district, landscape maintenance costs, and the
amount of additional new landscaping that can be supported with the L&L fees collected.
Staff anticipates including maintenance costs associated with the projects under construction
listed in Attachment D-Table 2 in the 99/00 Annual Report.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS:

The subject of this report does not involve a project, which requires compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), inasmuch as it does not involve an activity,
which may cause a direct or indirect change in the environment (Public Resources Code
Section 21065).

3




City Council
Citywide Landscaping and Lighting
March 3, 1999

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:

L&L assessments pay for standard landscaping on major streets. [f the Council wishes to
construct new street landscaping projects above and beyond the capacity of annual L&L
assessments, additional funding (such as Gas Tax from another project or new assessment
districts) will need to be identified for capital construction and ongoing annual maintenance
costs. The cost to maintain various levels of street landscaping dictates the acreage of
landscaping that can be constructed and maintained with the existing L&L fees. When staff
returns annually with the L&L report, we will include updated acreage, contract costs, and
capacity of the L&L fees for additional landscaping. '

MBE/WBE:
Not applicable as ho goods or services are being purchased.

Respectfully submitted,

4
ane \Wyay 07/‘

Technical Services Manager

RECOMMENDATION APPROVED: Approved:

e W NINNN/

WILLIAM H. EDGAR
City Manager
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APPROVED FY 1998/99 BUDGET FOR

CITYWIDE LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICT
(With 3% CPI adjustment in assessments)

Street Related Operations & Maintenance:
Safety Lighting
CIP - Safety Lighting Replacement Program

<dici El| ATEEILETASCaping

Tree Maintenance (Reéidentlal & Non-residential)
Neighborhood Street Lighting Maintenance

CIP - Neighborhood Street Lighting Replacement
Program

Administration & Billing’

SUBTOTAL STREET RELATED O&M

$ 328,386
120,000
390,725
54,600
2,709,760
1,649,341
388,990

68,016
100,095
$5,809,913

Attachment A

$ 328,386
120,000
6

2,816,700
1,649,341
448,659

54 556
463

Bonded Indebtedness:

Park Improvements (bonded portion)?
Administration & Billing ‘
SUBTOTAL BONDED INDEBTEDNESS

$ 600,000
7,107
$ 607,107

$ 600,000
5,479
$ 605,479

Park Maintenance & Improvements and Graffiti
Abatement:

Park Maintenance

CIP - Park Improvements (on-going improv)

Graffiti Abatement

Administration & Billing

Contingency

SUBTOTAL PARK MAINT., IMPROV. & GRAFFITI

$1,051,134
608,000
75,981
21,737
99,906
$1,856,758

$1,085,125
608,000
78,260
17,131
100,000
$1,888,516

TOTAL L&L BUDGET

$8,273,778

$8,510,458

Estimated Fiscal Year-End Fund Balance:
ASSESSED TO PROPERTY OWNERS:

$.-200,000

$_-100,000

$8,073,778

$8,410,458

Approved by Council June 23, 1998

'Administration and Billing costs are proportional in each category to the total budget.

Represents annual amount necessary for 20-year bond debt service.




Attachment A (continued)

Citywide L&L

Single Family

Multi Family

. Business Property . -

W Lights W/QO Lights

W Lights W/O Lights

0-25k

25k-100k

100k+

Church

Administration

..... D R N X X R X WY PRy

Street Lightin

Street Lighting Replacement

Total Street Ligting

(panunuo?)
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AMENDED ATTACHMENT B

RESOLUTION NO. 96-586

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL

e
ON DATE OF act 2 9 19%1

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING AN EQUITY GOAL FOR DISTRIBUTION OF
FUNDS FOR STREET LANDSCAPING, INCLUDING SOUNDWALL LANDSCAPING IN
STREET LANDSCAP!NG, AND ESTABLISHING A CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT FOR EACH COUNCIL DISTRICT FOR ADDING STREEI' LANDSCAPING

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:

1. Available funds to maintain existing street landscaping and to construct new street

landscaping will be evenly distributed among Council Districts.
Landscaping between the soundwall and sitreet on major streets with soundwalls is
included &s a part of the street l[andscaping.
Establish a goal of a minimum of 10 acres.of medians per Council District. Future

+ Capital Improvement Programs should provide funding to address this goa!

A Caonal Improvement Project for street landscaping is established for each Councxl
* District and available funds are cxs‘nbuted as follows -

" From: 202-500-TJ01-4820=" $ 151,900
202-500-T.J01-4880= 198,375
281-500-TJ01-4820= 50,000
202-500-TNO6-4820= 9,840
281-500-TN21-4820= 212.000

$622,115

202-500-RD86-4820= » $ 102,083
202-500-RD87-4820= | 104,342
202-500-RD88-4820=" - 53,342
202-500-RD839-4820= 31,151

281-500-RDS0-4820= 81,605
281-500-RD91-4820= 75,224
281-500-RD92-4820= - 22,573
202-500-RD93-4820= . 3,197

281-500-RD34-4820= ’ 82.598

o : $622,115

: JQE SERNA, JB.-
ATTEST: | _ - MAYOR
‘ VALERIE BURROWES -
CITYCLERK

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY

96-586
T 257555
/7

RESOLUTION NO.:

DATE ADOPTED:




'ATTACHMENTC

98/99 Expense Budget Summary

Administrative/Overhead
(L & L Streetscape)

Total Administration

Inspection/Admin.
Rental Equip.
Utilities

$74,718
1$4,800
$11,250

Uncscheduled Repairs $18,750

3 |  $109,518
L&L Contracts $ =~ " Total
-as of 01/26/99 % - Allocation L&L -

. 16,068 5.49% . $6,007 $ 22,075
11,955 4.08% $4,470 $ 16,425
55,956 19.10% $20,920 $ 76,876
32,437 11.07% $12,127 $ 44,564
37,193 12.70% $13,905 $ 51,098
34,059 11.63% $12,734 $ 46,793
70,270 23.99% $26,272 $ 96,542
34,990 11.94% $13,082 §$ 48,072

292,928 100.00%[ $109,518 | $402,446

District 1
District 2
District 3
District 4
District 5
District 6
District 7
District 8

O [h P PP BB L
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LANDSCAPED AREAS BY COUNCIL DISTRICT

COUNCIL DISTRICT 1

COUNCIL DISTRICT 2

YEARLY FEE

YEARLY FEE

Admin.
Allocation

Medians

Soundwalls
Nonlandscaped

Inspection/Admin. $4,099
Rental Equip. $263
Utilities $617
Uncscheduled Rep. $1.028

{[Admin. Total $6,007

Truxel Rd S/of |-80 $1,730
Gateway Oaks $442
14th Ave/D Stls. $454
Northgate Blvd. Is. $1,512
R Street $1,576
W. El. Camino Ave. $1,512
3rd Street $1,575
12th St. Underpass $1,765
Truxel Rd N/of I-80 . $1,112

Total $11,678

$2,785
$1,6056

Total $4,390

{[Contract Total $16,068

Acres
% Admin. 5.49%

[[Grand Total $22,075

Inspection/Admin. : $3,049
Rental Equip. . $196
Utilities ’ $459
Uncscheduled Rep. $765

{{Admin. Total $4,470

Expo Extension . $1,477
Arden Garden Ph. 1 $4,759
Raley Bivd. $1,261
Del Paso Bivd. $1,527
Harvard St. $203
Norwood Trees $504

Total " $9,731

$428
$1,796

Total . $2,224

79,279
53,056
17,800
29,359

2,396
35,284

217,174

8,276
54,886

63,162

{{Contract Total $11,955

280,336

Acres
% Admin. 4.08%

6.44

[[Grand Total $16,425

280,336

(panunuod)
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LANDSCAPED AREAS BY COUNCIL DISTRICT

COUNCIL DISTRICT 3

&

7

COUNCIL DISTRICT 4

YEARLY FEE

YEARLY FEE

Medians

Nonlandscaped

Inspection/Admin. $14,273

Rental Equip. $917
Utilities $2,149

Uncscheduled Rep. $3,582

{{Admin. Total $20,920

Elvas/J Street $2,400
21st Street $5,294
22nd Street $5,294
J Street Median $1,200
Expo Bivd/Heritage $10,312
Elvas Ave Trees $4,097
Crescent Park $1,576
Brighton Subway $1,800
Arden Way $2,801
Fair Oaks Bivd. $2,400
H Street Subway $2,400
Howe Ave, $4,560
J Street Subway $7,200
M St./ 48th Ave Is. $756
Sant Ynez $1,386

Total $53,476
$2,480

Total $2,480

[[Contract Total $55,956

l[Grand Totals $76,876

Acres
% 19.10%

%
74 Soundwalls

Nonlandscaped

Inspection/Admin. . $8,274
Rental Equip. $532
Utilities $1,246
Uncscheduled Rep. $2,076

SQ. FT.

$12,128

itAdmin. Total

Gloria Dr. Overpass $2,984:
Sutterville Road $12,374
14th St./ 1st Ave Is. $600
21st St./ Freeport Is. $2,316
Freeport Bivd. No. $744
Fruitridge Rd. West $5,700
Freeport Parking Lot $1,500

Total $26,218
$943

$5,276
Total $6,219

48,352
284,970
1,046
2,832
57,805

89,821

17,424
502,250
35,719

146,797
182,516

[[Contract Totals $32,437

684,766

[Grand Totals $44,565

684,766

Acres
% 11.07%

15.72

(penunuod)
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COUNCIL DISTRICT 5 COUNCIL DISTRICT 6

VEARLY FEE FTE YEARLY FEE

Inspection/Admin. $9,487 HAdmin. ’ Inspection/Admin. $8,688
Rental Equip. $609 Z Rental Equip. $558
Utilties $1,428 i Utiities $1,308
Uncscheduled Rep. $2,381 i Uncscheduled Rep. $2,180
[[Admin. Total $13,005 [Admin. Total $12,734

La Riviera Dr. $3,000 125,714
21st Ave. $20,706 665,423
65th Expressway $10,353 146,754

Medians Fruitridge Rd. East $9,204
Ozk Park Business $12,300
San Francisco Blvd. $3,045
Sierra Vista $1,500
Sunset Vista $1,500
21st St./2nd Ave. Is. $1,500
33rd St/ 5th Ave. Is. $1,200

Sutterville Overcross $2,472

Total $34,059 937,891

[Contract Total $34,059 937,891

[Grand Total $46,793 937,891 ||

Acres 21.53
% 11.63%

Total $32,721

Soundwalls $357
Nonlandscaped $4,115

Total $4,472

j[Contract Total $37,193

{{Grand Total $51,098

Acres
% 12.70%

O INJIWHOVLLY
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COUNCIL DISTRICT 7

COUNCIL DISTRICT 8

YEARLY FEE

YEARLY FEE

Inspection/Admin.
Rental Equip.
Utilities
Uncscheduled Rep.

$11,424*

$1,151

$9,199"
$4,498

ilAdmin. Total

$26,272

Medians Riverlake

Center Parkway
Florin Rd. West
Franklin Blvd. South
Riverside / Clipper
Riverside Blvd.
Pocket Rd.
Consumnes River
Greenhaven/Florin
Greenhaven South

Greenhaven/Pocket
Total

Soundwalls
Nonlandscaped

Total

$29,924
$7,369
$5,272
$5,712
$1,785
$5,850
$4,249
$4,263
$431
$518

$442
$65,815

$943
$3,512

$4,455

*Adjusted for Riverlake reimbursement agreement.

260,18
187,00
128,56
133,20
15,42
54,53
60,11

191,66

[[Contract total

$70,270

[[Grand total

$96,542

Acres
%

23.99%

Inspection/Admin. $8,925

Rental Equip. $573
Utilities $1,344
Uncscheduled Rep. $2,240

' [Admin. Total $13,082

Florin Rd. East : $11,040
Franklin Blvd. No $4,454
Mack Rd. $8,831
24th St. Bypass $3,000

Total $27,325

$2,856
$4,809
Total $7,665

102,540
77,624
154,682
9,453

344,299
290,981

153,331
444,312

[[Contract total $34,990

788,611

llGrand Total $48,072

788,611

Acres

% 11.94%

18.1

(ponunuom)
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Attachment D

TABLE 1 - 10 STREET LANDSCAPING ACRES- PER COUNCIL DISTRICT GOAL FUND STATUS

CURRENT AVAILABLE FUNDING 10-ACRE GOAL
Council District | Available Square Feet Acreage Acres(1) Construction
Capital - could be - could be Required to Cost of Add’l
Funds() constructed(?) | constructed Reach Acres
10/District
$56,132 18,710 0.43 N/AR)4) N/a
$131,022 43,674 1.0 1(1)(5) $130,680(2)
$15,694 5,231 0.12 N/@4) N/a
$18,442 6,147 0.14 N/at4) N/a
$53,133 17,711 0.4 N/a@ N/a
-$13,813 0 0 N/a4 N/a

$9,759 3,253 0.07 N/a(4) N/a

_ $65,351 21,784 0.5 N/a@) N/a

TOTAL $335,720 116,510 2.66 .| 1acre $130,680

RN AW N=—=

() per October 22, 1996 Council-adopted Street Landscaping Policy minus current obligations

(2) aAssumes $3/square foot for construction; annual maintenance cost will be $3, 049 assuming average of $0.07/sq.ft. for maintenance cost
(3} North Natomas buildout will provide 70 additional acres of street landscaping (North Natomas CFD #3 Finance Plan)

(8) These districts have at least 10 acres of L&L maintained street landscaping

{5) Excludes Available Capital Funds

(8) Annual maintenance cost will be $8,156 assuming average of $0.07/sq.ft. for maintenance cost

TABLE 2 - STREET LANDSCAPE UNDER CONSTRUCTION TO BE INCLUDED IN FY 99/00 L&L BUDGET

Council | Project Acres Square Feet | Annual Maintenance
District Cost
1 Arden/Garden Connector Phase | 424 185,000 $12,950
2 Arden/Garden Connector Phase Il 1.56 68,000 $ 4,760
47 43" Avenue Medians 0.20 8,845 $ 619
Stockton Blvd. Medians 1.56 68,000 $ 6,544
Broadway/59" St Landscaping (RF63) 0.23 10,000 $ 700
Florin Road (Franklin to Tamoshanter) 0.55 23,950 $ 1,677
TOTAL | 8.34 363,795 $27,250

*Assumes average of $0.07/sq.ft. for annual maintenance cost; maintenance costs vary from $0.02-30.12/sq.ft. per table below
**Actual contract cost + 33% administrative costs

TABLE 3 - ANNUAL MAINTENANCE COST OF LANDSCAPING

Maintenance Cost
Level of Landscaping ‘Example per square foot*

Low Weed abatement (non-landscaped medians and $0.02/year
soundwalls)

Medium Shrubs and trees $0.07/year
High Shrubs, trees and lawn area $0.12/year

*Annual maintenance cost can range depending on mix of various levels of landscaping and annual contract costs.




PROJECTED LIMIT OF NEW LANDSCAPING THAT CAN BE MAINTAINED WITH FY 99/00 L&L FEES

FY 99/00 L&L Landscape Maintenance Budget

Median Maintenance $402,446
Additional Budget from Contingency © $121.375

Total Budget: $523,821

FY 99/00 L&L Landscape Maintenance Expenditures

Current Landscaping © $402,446
Landscaping Under Construction ¢ $ 27,250
New Landscaping with District Specn” c Available Capital Funds © $ 8,156
New 1-Acre Landscaping in District 2© $ 3,049

Total Expenditures: ' '$440,901

Available for Maintenance of Additional New Landscapmg $ 82,920
(Total Budget minus Total Expenditures)

LLimit of New Landscaping That Can Still Be Constructed ©: 16 to 95 acres|

) Assumes same budget as FY 98/99 L&L for maintenance of existing landscaping
@ Assumes FY 99/00 L&L will have same budget amount of $196,375 in contingency as FY 98/39; reallocation of budget in FY 99/00 to median maintenance leaves $75,000 for
contingency
See Aftachment C
*) See Attachment D-Table 2
) see Attachment D-Table 1
© Recommendation for use of FY 98/99 surplus contingency
Y Based on level of landscaping and associated maintenance cost of $0.02 to $0.12/sq.ft. per year. See Attachment D-Table 3

3 LINJWHOVLLY
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RESOLUTION APPROVING APPROPRIATION OF CITYWIDE
LIGHTING AND LANDSCAPING ASSESSMENT FUNDS

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO RESOLVES:

That $130,680 be transferred from the Lighting and Landscaping Contingency Fund

(Fund 281) into the CIP project “Street Landscaping District #2" (PN:RF21).

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY

RESOLUTION NO.:
ADOPTED ON:
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO
EXPENSE BUDGET (EB)

pocNo. PW133

MM

TRANSACTION DATE: 03

MM

ACCOUNTING PERIOD: 09

YY

99

FISCAL YR:

FUND

AGENCY

RESOLUTION NO.

NAME:

Citywide Lndscpng &

NAME:

Contingency

OBJECT

CURRENT
BUDGET

REVISED INCREASE/
BUDGET DECREASE REFERENCE

EXPLANATION

4999

$236,271

$105,591 "-$130,680 PW134

Per reso, appropriate Citywide Lighting & Landscaping

contingency funds to Street Landscaping District #2 (RF21).

Council Date: 03/16/99

$236,271

$105,591 -$130,680

PREPARED BY:

S. Little / 3131

PHONE: DEPA

264-7128

DATE:

3/3/7‘7

FINANCE USE ONLY
BUDGET OFFICE APPROVAL:

DATE: _ | ACCOUNTING DIV APPROVAL: DATE:

'|ENTERED BY:

|
|
|
|
1
|

EB 31546 (REV 7/92)




CITY OF SACRAMENTO
EXPENSE BUDGET (EB) boono. PW133

PAGE_ ' OF 2

MM MM YY

03 ACCOUNTING PERIOD: FISCAL YR:

TRANSACTION DATE: 09 99

FUND AGENCY RESOLUTION NO.

NAME: NAME:

Citywide Lndscpng & Contingency

CURRENT REVISED INCREASE/ i
OBJECT BUDGET BUDGET DECREASE REFERENCE EXPLANATION

4999 $236.271 $105,591 -$130,680 PW134 Per reso, appropriate Citywide Lighting & Landscaping

contingency funds to Street Landscaping District #2 (RF21).

Council Date: 03/16/99

$236,271 $105,591 -$130,680

PREPARED BY: PHONE: DEP MENT APPROVAL:

S. Little / 3131 264-7128

{ £

FINANCE USE ONLY DATE: ' ACCOUNTING DIV APPROVAL:
BUDGET OFFICE APPROVAL:

ENTERED BY:

I
|
L
|
|
|

EB 31546 (REV 7/92)




CITY OF SACRAMENTO
EXPENSE BUDGET (EB) Soono. PW134

PAGE_2 _OF_°

MM MM
TRANSACTION DATE: 03 ACCOUNTING PERIOD: 09 FISCAL YR:

FUND AGENCY » RESOLUTION NO.

NAME: NAME:

Citywide Lndscpng & Capital Improvement

CURRENT REVISED INCREASE/
OBJECT BUDGET BUDGET DECREASE REFERENCE EXPLANATION

4820 $0 .$130,680 $130,680 PW133 Per reso, a_nppropriate Citywide Lighting & Landscaping contingency

funds to Street Landscaping District #2 (RF21).

Council Date: 03/16/99

$130,680 $130,680

PREPARED BY: PHONE:

S. Little / 3131 264-7128

FINANCE USE ONLY DATE: ; ACCOUNTING DiV APPROVAL:
BUDGET OFFICE APPROVAL:

I
I
ENTERED BY: DATE: |
|
|

EB 31546 (REV 7/92)
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NAME: NAME:

Capital Improvement

Citywide Lndscpng &

CURRENT REVISED INCREASE/
OBJECT BUDGET BUDGET DECREASE REFERENCE EXPLANATION

4820 $0 $130,680 $130,680 PW133 Per reso, appropriate Citywide Lighting & Landscaping contingency

funds to Street Landscaping District #2 (RF21).

Council Date: 03/16/99

$130,680 $130,680

PREPARED BY: PHONE: DEP, MENT APPROVAL:

S. Little / 3131 264-7128

 ACCOUNTING DIV APPROVAL:

FINANCE USE ONLY DATE:
BUDGET OFFICE APPROVAL:

IENTERED BY:

EB 31546 (REV 7/92)




RESOLUTION NO.

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL

ONDATE OF

RESOLUTION APPROVING APPROPRIATION OF CITYWIDE
LIGHTING AND LANDSCAPING ASSESSMENT FUNDS

THE CITY COUNCIL CF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO RESOLVES:

That $130,680 be transferred from the Lighting and Landscaping Contingency Fund
(Fund 281) into the CIP project “Street Landscaping District #2” (PN:RF21).

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
RESOLUTION NO.:

ADOPTED ON:




DEPARTMENT OF CiTY OF SACRAMENTO 927 10TH STREET

PUBLIC WORKS SACRAMENTO, CA
: CALIFORNIA 95814-2702

TECHNICAL SERVICES S PH 916-264-8300
DIVISION . ~—FAX 916-264-8281

April 18, 2000

City Council
Sacramento, California

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT:  CITYWIDE LIGHTING AND LANDSCAPING (L&L). ASSESSMENT DISTRICT-
'STREET LANDSCAPING REPORT BACK

LOCATION AND COUNCIL DISTRICT: Citywide. All Districts

RECOMMENDATION:
This report recommends that:

+ City Council adopt the streefscape standards (Attachment 1) recommended by staff as the
Citywide standard for all new landscaping.

City Council allocated $170,000 from the 1998/99 Lighting and Landscaping Assessment
District contingency to Planning Area 8 for construction of new landscaping to reach the 10
acres of street landscaping adopted by Resolution 96-586 on October 29, 1996.

CONTACT PERSONS: Nicole Olate Transportatlon Analyst 264-8242
Duane Wray, Technical Services Manager 246-8279

FOR COUNCIL MEETING OF: May 2, 2000
SUMMARY:

The acreage of landscaping that can be maintained within the City right-of-way is currently
limited to the fees collected under the Citywide Landscaping and Lighting District (L&L). Once
expenses for the landscaping maintenance reach the capacity of the L&L fees, maintenance
of new landscaping cannot be supported unless outside funding to augment L&L fees are
identified. Landscaping maintenance expenses projected through FY 99/00 approach the limit
of existing L&L fees with limited funds remaining to construct new landscaping. :

Department of

PUBL'CWOR[(S




City Council
Citywide L&L — Street Landscaping Report Back
April 18, 2000

The FY98/99 L&L budget allocated $402,446 to street landscaping maintenance, and no new
dollars for capital construction of landscaping. However, in the FY 98/99 L&L budget, staff has
identified a $170,000 of surplus contingency that can be used for new construction that is
supportable for maintenance within the L&L fees. Staff recommends that it be allocated to
Planning Area 8 for construction of additional street landscaping to reach the City Council
adopted goal of 10 acres of street landscaping per Council District.

COMMITTEE/COMMISSION ACTION:
None.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

At the June 23, 1998 meeting, the City Council approved the 1998/99 budget for the Citywide
Landscaping and Lighting District. At that time, the Council requested a report back on
Resolution 96-586 adopted on October 29, 1996 that established an equity goal for distribution
of funds for.street landscaping. The Street Landscaping Policy established a goal of 10 acres
of street landscaping per Council District.

ALLOCATION OF CONTINGENCY DOLLARS

On March 8, 1999, the staff recommendation to allocate thé FY98/99 Lighting and
Landscaping contingency to District 2 was not approved. The Council requested an Ad Hoc
Committee review the equity of revenue and expenditures by planning district within each
allocation area of the L&L budget and to create streetscape standard for landscaping. Several
Ad Hoc Committee meetings have been held. The final Ad Hoc meeting will be held on April
25, 2000.

The original determination to allocate the L&L contingency dollars to District 2 was based on
the fact that this was the only District that had not met the City adopted goal of a minimum of
10 acres of landscaping per district. This recommendation still stands, Planning Area 8 is
within District 2. ‘

Staff completed an analysis by planning area of median revenue and expenditures. An
analysis of each allocation area within the L&L budget could not be accomplished because
currently there are is not a monitoring system in place to track expenditure and revenue by
planning area. Formal reporting and procedure for coIIectlon and equitable allocation between
planning area will start July 1, 2000.

The results of the median revenue and expenditure revealed inequities between planning
areas. It did show that Planning Area 1 and Planning Area 8 (District 2) were lower than 100%
(Attachment 2).

Staff recommends that the contingency dollars not be allocated to Planning Area 1 despite its
low rate. Staff expects that a majority of the L&L expenditures within the Central City are
allocated towards tree maintenance and are not reflected in the median expenditure data
collected. Staff believes that once the L&L revenue and expenditure data is collected within all
allocation areas, that Planning Area 1 will equalize.




City Council
Citywide L&L — Street Landscaping Report Back
April 18, 2000

Staff recommends that the contingency dollars be allocated toward new construction in
Planning Area 8. This area has not met the adopted goal of a minimum of 10 acres of median
per Council District. Staff believes that once the L&L revenue and expenditure data is
collected within all allocated areas, that Planning Area 8 will not equalize.

STREETSCAPE STANDARDS

An analysis was also done on the current landscaping throughout the City (Attachment 3 and
4) and took into consideration the type of landscaping the Council Districts requested
(Attachment 7). A comparison was made on the annual maintenance costs associated with
each type of landscaping and a determination of what would be supportable within the existing
L&L budget as well as attractive and welcoming to visitors and residents. The Staff
recommended streetscape standards are represented in Exhibit 5, 6 and 8 (Attachment 5) .

The streetscape standards were created using the following tools:

City of Sacramento Street Standards, Resolution adopted October 6, 1998 (Attachment
8) :

Median Master Plan - 1990 (Attachment 9)

Tree Index from the Sacramento Urban Forest Management Plan, April 1994
(Attachment 10)

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS:

The existing L&L fees collected for landscaping can maintain 1) existing landscaping, 2)
projects currently under construction, and 3) new landscaping that can be constructed with
District specific available capital L&L funds. Based on this information, staff has projected
landscaping expenses through FY 99/00 to determine the limit of new landscaping that can be
constructed (with non-L&L dollars) and be maintained with the L&L fees collected (Attachment
6). Staff anticipates that the current L&L fees can additionally support new construction in the
amount of $85,969 (with outside capital dollars, not from the L&L) to a range of 22-28 acres
depending on the level of landscaping, which correspondingly affects maintenance costs.

Staff will return annually as part of the adoption of the Citywide L&L fees to present the
Council with updated landscape acreage, maintenance costs, and capacity of the L&L fees for
additional landscaping. '

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS:

The subject of this report does not involve a project which requires compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), inasmuch as it does not involve an activity which
may cause a direct or indirect change in the environment (Public Resources Code Section
- 21065).




City Council
Citywide L&L — Street Landscaping Report Back
April 18, 2000 '

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:

L&L assessments pay for standard landscaping on major streets. If the Council wishes to
construct new street landscaping projects above and beyond the capacity of annual L&L
assessments, an additional funding (such as Gas Tax from another project or new
assessment districts) will need to be identified for capital construction and ongoing annual
maintenance costs. The cost to maintain various levels of street landscaping dictates the
acreage of landscaping that can be constructed and maintained with the existing L&L fees.

Currently the City does not have a streetscape standard that considers annual maintenance
costs prior to design and construction of new landscaping. The Citywide streetscape standard
recommended by staff would insure that new construction (within the limits described above)
would be supportable within the L&L budget maintenance costs.

ESBD CONSIDERATIONS:

Not applicable as no goods or services are being purchased.

Respectfully submitted,

AU

uane YVyay
Technigdl Services Manager

RECOMMENDATION APPROVED: Approved:

Py e sucle

ROBERT P. THOMAS
City Manager

DW:NO:egj
s/f&p/landscape policy/I&l council reports/2000 st. I1&1 report back




ATTACHMENT 2

Median Maintenance Revenue and Expenditures by Planning Area

Planning Area . ' Revenue Expénditures

Central City (1) $59,426| $21,721
Land Park (2) : $26,889 $52,837
Pocket Area $22,838 $72,821
South Sacramento $57,949 $61,181
East Broadway . $44.,465 . $74,665
East Sacramento : $31,203| . $39,379
. Arden Arcade ‘ $27,481) $29,838
North Sacramento (3) $48,798 - $19,998
South Natomas 1 $20,701 ‘ $29,385
(10- North Natomas (4) - , $481 $1,543
11- Airport Meadowview : $19,251 ' $28,731
$359,482 ~ $432,094

Notes on Median Planning Area Expenditures:

(1) Planning Area 1- Central City. Staff recommends that the contingency dollars not be allocated to
this area. The staff expects that a majority of the L&L expenditures within the Central City is allocated
towards tree maintenance and is not reflected in the above median expenditure data. Staff believes .
that once the L&L revenue and expenditure data is collected within all allocation areas that this area
will equalize. '

(2) Planning Area 2- Land Park. The high expenditure rate for this area is due to the recent
improvements at the intersection of Land Park/ Del Rio/ Sutterville. '

(3) Planning Area 8- North Sacramento. Staff recommends that contingency dollars be allocated
towards new construction in this area. 1) This area has not met the adopted goal of a minimum of 10
acres of median per Council District (Resolution 96-586, dated 29 Oct 96.) 2) Staff believes that once -
the L&L revenue and expenditure data is collected within all allocated areas that this area will not
equalize. ’

' (4) Planning Area 10- North Natomas. The higher expenditure rate for this area is a result of recent
construction that the revenue is not able to support because the housing developments have not been
populated. Staff believes that the revenue and expenditure data will equalize over time.

A) Data represented above is from FY98/99.
B) The total revenue and expenditures do not equal because of carryover balances.

C) The disparity between Planning Areas is caused by the amount of square feet and type of
landscaping within the Planning Area.
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ATTACHMENT 3

PLANNING DISTRICTS
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ATTACHMENT 4

on

$0.02* per square foot
and may fluctuate.

price

Included in roadway

Annual Maintenance
*This amount is the current

65th Street Expressway
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Location:
Construction Cost:




$0.04* per square foot without trees
and may fluctuate.

$35.00* per tree per year

price

$0.69* per square foot without trees
$1.53* per square foot with trees

Annual Maintenance:

£
:
:
g
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H
:
$
;
;

Existing sidewalk, curb and gutter
Truxel Road

Decomposed Granite and Trees

sCri
*This amount is the current

Description
on:
Construction Cost:




and may fluctuate.

$0.02* per square foot -

price

$4.32* per square foot

Asphalt Median

:
:
s
2
—é

Construction Cost
Annual
*This amount is the current




no irrigation

with
and may fluctuate.

$0.03* per square foot

price

$5.27* per square foot
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ption: 12" of soil filled median

escri
*This amount is the current

Construction Cost:

Annual
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Riverside Blvd

Garcia Bend Park
: $5.
: per square foot
the current price and may fluctuate

shrubs, trees, and river
irri

Median drought tolerant
groundcover,
with drip
Pocket Road,
per square foot
.09*

48+
$0
price

Exhibit 5
Staff Recommendation
with

and Trees
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Exhibit 6
Staff Recommendation

Various Hardscape, Shrubs and Trees

Description: Median and side planter strips with
drought tolerant groundcover,
shrubs, trees, decomposed granite
and river rock with pop-up sprinkler
irrigation

Location: Truxel Road, South of I-80
‘Construction Cost:  $6.80* per square foot

Annual Maintenance: $0.07* per square foot

*This amount is the current price and may fluctuate.

K= NI
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Exhibit 7

Description: Trees and turf with pop-up sprinkler
irrigation

Location:  22nd Street, C Street to H Street.

Construction Cost: $5.35* per square foot

Annual Maintenance: $0.23* per square foot

*This amount is the current price and may fluctuate.

NOTE:
Flowers have been planted and are




Staff Recommenﬂation

Brick Pavers, Shrubs, and Trees

trees, pavers

i

gation

drought tolerant groundcover,
irri

ion: Median with
and permanent

Location:

De

Florin Road

$23.00* per square foot

Construction Cost:

$0.07* per square foot

cC

Annual

and may fluctuate.
Cost of construction reflects the total cost associated with the removal and replacement of existing medians.

price

*This amount is the current

Note




Construction

Annual Maintenance

Exhibit 1

Exhibit 2

Exhibit 3

Exhibit 4

Exhibit 5

Exhibit 6

Exhibit 8

Exhibit 7

$1.53
$0.04

$4.32
$0.02

$5.27
$0.03

$5.48
$0.09

$6.80
$0.07

$23.00
$0.07

$5.35
$0.23

Construction

Annual Maintenance

Construction

Annual Maintenance

$66,647
$1,742

$188,179
$871

$229,561
$1,307

$238,709
$3,920

$296,208
$3,049

$1,001,880
$3,049

$233,046
$10,019

None

$26,136

$1,999,404
$52,272

$5,645,376
$26,136

$6,886,836
$39,204

$7,161,264
$117,612

$8,886,240
$91,476

$30,056,400
$91,476

$6,991,380
$300,564

Note: 40% of the "Wish List" was quantifiable and is equal to 30 acres.

S INJWHOV.LLY
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PROJECTED LIMIT OF NEW LANDSCAPING THAT CAN BE MAINTAINED WITH FY99/00 L&L FEES

FY99/00 L&L Landscaping Maintenance Budget

Median Maintenance | ) $402,446
Additional Budget from Contingency ‘ $121,375

TOTAL BUDGET ' $523,821
FY99/00 L&L Landscaping Maintnenace Expénditures
Current Landscaping | $402,446
Landscaping Under Construction - $27,250
New Landscaping with District Specific Available Capitol Funds $8,156

TOTAL EXPENDITRES $437,852

Available for Maintenance of Additional New Landscaping:* $85,969
(Total Budget minus Total Expenditures) '

[Limit of New Landscaping That Can Still Be Constructed:** 22 to 28 Acres

*Data based on FY98/99 L&L budget v
** Based on level of landscaping and associated maintenance cost of $0.07 to $0.09/sq ft per year.

9 INJWHOV.LLY




ATTACHMENT 7

DRAFT  03/09/00

SUBJECT: STREET LANDSCAPING WISH LIST BY COUNCIL DISTRICT

Councilmember Heather Fargo, District 1
1. Median at Northgate and W. El Camino
2. Truxel and San Juan Median

3. Medians along Azavedo

Councilmember Rob Kerth, District 2

¢ Marysville Boulevard (I-80 to Arcade Bridge) — construct adopted Streetscape Master Plan
¢ Del Paso Blvd. (Hway 160 — Plaza Ave) — beginning design charette with SHRA

#Bell Ave (Norwood to Kelton) — plant trees

¢ Norwood Ave (Fairbanks to I-80) — in SHRA redevelopment area

Various Locations — reclaim planters in concrete islands

¢ Arden (Del Paso to Royal Oaks) — add median

¢ Auburn/Roseville Road (El Camino to Connie) — study median\operations

¢ Norwood (Fairbanks to Grace) — Modify

Main Ave (Bell to Pell) — Add/improve

W RE WD =

Councilmember Steve Cohn, District 3
1. 16" Street (C — R) implement 16" Street Beautification Plan including planting amd
replacing trees. NOTE: also includes D-1 and D-4
- e Folsom Blvd (33" St — Watt Ave.) widen sidewalk and landscape like SMUD did at
60"/Folsom ‘
# Alhambra Blvd (C Street to Broadway) widen sidewalk and landscape
#Elvas Ave (56" St to 65" St.) and 65" St: sidewalks and shade trees
¢ Dogleg at Alhambra (b/t G and H) add low shrubbery with DG and a sign
Ethan Way (w side of street from Middleberry to Connie) plant shade trees

Councilmember Jimmie Yee, District 4

1. 43" Ave. Off-ramp**

2. Broadway Median enhancements (includes contiguous districts)*

3. Freeport Blvd. Median enhancements (includes contiguous districts)™

Councilmember Lauren Hammond, District 5
1. 47" Ave/24™ Street medians — remove concrete and plant trees, shrubs, Art in Public Places
2. Southeast and west corners of 12" and 14™ Ave.s and MLK, Jr. Blvd. — landscape vacant
lots***
Franklin Blvd — charette for urban design and streetscape like Florin Road project
¢ Freeport (Sutterville to Stacia Way) — lights and shrubs
24" St (47" to 48™) — landscape empty lots™**

Councilmember Dave Jones, District 6

Stockton Blvd — all areas within City limits

¢ Power Inn Road (Hway 50 — City limit)

59™/T Streets — Gateway beautification

Hway 50/65™ Street cloverleaf

¢ Folsom Blvd (Watt to 65™)

60" St/14™ Ave — NE and NW corners and around Tallac Shopping Center
59"/Broadway - brick crosswalks and landscaping entire intersection
Broadway and 14" — from Stockton to 65%

PN AW




DRAFT 03/09/00

9. 65th and Broadway (SW and NW corners)

10. #Landscape 65" STreet (Hway 50 to City line) -

11. West Railroad Ave ‘

12. #Fruitridge Rd. (Stockton — Power Inn)

13. 65"/Lemon Hill intersection

14. ¢Lemon Hill (Stockton to Power Inn)

15. 65" Street/Elder Creek intersection

16. #Elder Creek (65" — Power Inn)

17. Stockton Blvd. South of 14™ Avenue, 14™ Avenue at Tallac Village Shopping Center,
Broadway at 65", Folsom Blvd. Between Howe and Watt*

18. Elder Creek/LL.emon Hill Ave. median landscaping™*

Councilmember Robbie Waters, District 7'

1. Greenhaven Drive near South Land Park Drive (river rock in 2 existing medians on
Greenhaven to match Greehaven rock from Rush River to Pocket)

2. Center Parkway (2™ median south of Mack to 2" median north of Cosumnes River Blvd.) —
match medians between Cosumnes River and Calvine
Riverside Blvd. And Clipper Way area — reenovation of existing median on west side of
Riverside Blvd. — especially irrigation).
Florin Road soundwall at Havenside: renovate decomposed granite between curb and
sidewalk and weed control.

Councilmember Bonnie Pannell, District 8

1. Center Parkway Median (Jacinto to Calvine Road)
2. Meadowview Road median

3. Florin Road Median (24Lh west to Freeport)

4. eFlorin Road streetscape enhancements*

*Denotes project from general fund project list.

** Denotes project currently underway.

***Not in Public Right-of-Way, will be referred to Parks Department.
¢ Denotes 40% of the requests chosen for a cost analysis.




ATTACHMENT 8

RESOLUTION NO. 28-510

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL

ON DATE OF 0CT 610qq

TOJIUE

RESOLUTION TO ADOPT NEW STREET STANDARDS, AND
RATIFY THE CORRESPONDING NEGATIVE DECLLARATION

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:

ATTEST:

Approve the new street standards.

Direct staff to update the City of Sacramento Design and Procedures Manual,
Section 15 (Streets Design Standards), the Sacramento City Code, Section
38.11.136 (Dedications to conform to right-of-way lines), Sections 38.11.137
(Alternative Dedication) and 38.11.138 (Improvement Standards), the City of
Sacramento General Plan, Section 5 (Circulation Element), and the. Zoning
Ordinance, Section 3 (Height and Area Regulations) for City Council
consideration in 3 months.

Ratify the Negative Declaration for the new street standards.

JOE SERNA, JR.

MAYOR

VvALERTE BURROWES

CITY CLERK

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY

RESOLUTION NO.:

DATE ADOPTED:




The attached street standards are guidelines f_br the development of new streets. They
allow flexibility by providing several design options.

Local Streets (Residential and Non-Residential)

The local street system is used throughout the city to provide local CIrculatlon and
direct property access. Local streets comprise the largest percentage of total street
mileage. They typically have low speeds and low volumes on two travel lanes. Local

- -streets provnde access to abut‘ung properties but are not intended to serve through-
traffic.

Sections A and B (Local Residential)

?

Sections A and B are intended to provide mobility within residential neighborhoods
and access to private property. Land-uses typically served by local residential
streets are single-family dwelling units, duplexes, schools, and parks. If the
projected average daily traffic (ADT) is 2,000 vehicle/day or less the applicant can
choose to construct either Section A or Section B. If the projected ADT is more than
2,000 vehicle/day the applicant is required to construct section B.

‘Sections C and D (Local Non-Residential)

Local non-residential streets provide access to land uses such as apartments,
commercial parks, office parks, industrial parks or adjacent to certain parks and
schools. if the projected ADT is 7,000 vehicle/day or less the applicant may choose
to construct either Section C or Section D. If the projected ADT is more than 7,000
vehicle/day the applicant is requnred to construct Sec’uon D.

In industrial areas, parking may be increased from 8’ to 10’ at the discretion of the
Director of Public Works or the designee, to account for increased truck traffic.

Collector Streets

The collector system is deployed throughout the entire city to provide mobility between
neighborhoods or from neighborhoods to the arterial system. An adequate collector.
system is needed to minimize local trips on principal routes or arterials. Collector
streets have low speeds and low to moderate volumes on two or three lanes.




The projected ADT will determine whether Section E or Section F is used. Projected
volumes of 4,000 to 7,000 require Section E, while projected volumes of 7,000 to
14,000 require section F. Parking and bike lanes are not mandated on all collectors.
Parking lanes will be included based on adjacent land uses and requires an additional
7' per direction. Bike lanes will be required per the Bikeway Master Plan or at the
discretion of the Director of Public Works or the designee and will require an addltlonal
5’ per direction. :

Arterial Streets

The arterial system is used to provide a high level of mobility for travel through the
region and within/between adjacent areas of the city. Arterial streets have limited

- access to adjacent properties and typtcally carry higher volumes at higher speeds on
four or six travel lanes.

Bike lanes are required on all four-lane divided arterials (Section G). If parking is
necessitated by adjacent properties, an additional 7' per direction will be added.

Bike lanes will be included on six-lane divided arterials (Section H), per the Bikeway
Master Plan. If bike lanes are added to a six-lane arterial an additional 6’ per direction
will be needed. Parking shall be prohibited on all new six-lane arterials.




Related Polices

Landscaping Area
All landscaping areas must include trees that are appropriate for the size of the
planter. The attached tree listing (Tree Index, from the Sacramento Urban Forest

Management Plan, April 1994), specifies the types of trees that can be planted for a
given planter size.

Tree planting must comply with the City of Sacramento shade ordinance.

Traffic Calmmg
Traffic calming devices, such as bulb-outs or traffic circles are encouraged to
enhance the pedestrian environment. These devices may be proposed or required
for subdivisions. Use -and design of these devices shall be determined on a case-by- -
case basis and are at-the discretion of the City’ s Traffic Engineer. g

Private Streets
All private streets shall fo be designed to the City of Sacramento street standards.

Parkways

Residential and commercial setback standards will be revised to be measured from
the back of curb (rather than sidewalk) to encourage the use of parkways.

Lighting .
Street lighting will be located behind the curb, where sidewalks are not adjacent to
the curb, or behind the sidewalk, where sidewalks are adjacent to the curb.




Additional Notes

Bike Lanes _
Bike lanes are required on all four-lane arterials. On collectors and six-lane arterials,
bike lanes will be installed as required per the Bikeway Master Plan.

Parking
Parking installation, where optional, will be determined based on adjacent land uses.

Vertical Curbs ,
Street standards show approximate dimensions. Vertical curbs require 8" from face -
of curb to back of curb. If a vertical curb is used the adjacent planter will be reduced
by 2", (street Sections B, D, E, F; G, and H). In street Section C, where a planter is
unavailable and a-vertical curb is to be used the face of curb clearance may be
reduced 2”. | ' |

To keep the back of curb line consistent in areas where rolled and vertical curbs are
included on the same segments the face of curb clearance may be modified. The
back of curb to back of curb dimension will remain consistent within a road segment.

Partially Developed Streets :
Extension of any partially developed street should be consistent with adjacent
properties. The Director of Public Works shall determine the approprlate Cross
section on a case-by-case basis.

Public.Utility Easements

Per City Code Section 40.10.1017, 12%’ public utility easement is required adjacent
to all publlc ways, unless otherwrse approved by utilities.

Alternative Street Sections ,
North Natomas, the Jacinto Creek Planning Area and the Southern Pacific
Railyards/Richards Boulevard Area were developed prior to the development of the
new street standards. These areas have alternative street sections that will be
incorporated into the “Design & Procedures Manual”. Future projects outside of
theses special planning areas will adhere to the new street standards unless
Subdivision Modifications are considered and approved by the City, as required by
the City Code, Chapter 40.

Interim Guidelines
In the interim (between the adoption of the new standards and amending the
supporting policy documents), to be consistent with the new street standards, City
~ staff shall have the authority to make discretionary changes in supporting
engineering detalls to implement the new street standards.




Tity of Sacramento
Street Application Guidelines

 Access Requirements/Restrictions’ . Design Features

Drawing Description Application
Letter (Daily Traffic Volumes) : : N
< SF Min. Dwy Left from Left from Typlcal Min

Dwy Spacing ~ | Minor Street Major Street Speed Limtt Centerline
Radlus®

to .
Local Residential ' . .
faentia 0 2,000 City Code® Allowed Allowed 25. 200 Rolled or Verfical

Local Residentlal 0 4,000 City Code® Allowed Alowed . 25 200 Rolled o Vertical
LocalNon Residential - 5000 . No  Gity Cods® Allowed Allowed 25.35 400  Vertial
Local Non Residential 0 14,000 . No  Ciy Code® Allowed Alovied 25.35 400 - Vertical or Rolled

Collector 4000 7,000 . Yes OCiyCode® Allowed Allowed 26-35 600 Vertical
Collestor 7,000 14,000 Yes? CityCode®  Alowsd®  Alowed® 25.35 600 Vertical
- Arterial 14,000 32,000 - No - 300° Condtlonal’  Allowed® 35-45 1,000 Vertical

Arerial " 32000 48,000 : No 500 Prohbted*  Condtional  40-50 1,500 Verteal

"In all cases, access may be restricted at the discretion of The Department of Public Works. _
2 On streets with more than 4,000 ADT, access to individual single family homes Is not recommended, but can be approved at the discretion of the Director of Public Works or the designée.

Alternate access designs, including alleys, shared access driveways and frontage access roads should be considered. For non-residential driveways, ses Clty Code.

% Allowed with protected pocket or two-way turn lane
“ Allowed at signalized intersections

5 Driveway should be _
150" from Intersections for non residential and mutti-family developments

shared driveways when possible

located where allowed by City Code
s May be reduced at the discretion of the Director of Public Works or the designee. .

" Reviewed by Public Works Department on a case-by-case basis
eNo superelevation is provided for curves

-y
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“City of Sacramento

Street Types |

Drawing Description Dimensions Primary Features

Letter -
A | Curb-to-Curb #of Thru | Bike Lane Parking Median/Turn .Planter Strlp Between Curb and
Lanes : Lane ‘ Sidewalk

Local Residential - 30° 2 No * Both Sldes No No

Local Residential . 30° : No Both Sides ' No

Local Non Resldential 40" No Both Sides

Local Non Residentlal 61' 40 No Both Sldes

47 24" . PerBlkeway | - Based upo‘n
Master Plan* | Adjacent Land Use®

' or Bikew
Collector 59' 36' anrs'te]r fe:’la?f‘

Collector

. Based upon
Adjacent Land Use®

Arterial 1 108 74! Mandatory Based upon .
. - Adjacent Land Use

’ Per Bikewa
Artetial n"r Master F‘Iany5 No

R/W is 42" with vertical curbs
2R/ s 53" with vertical curbs .
“3Gurb-to-curb dimension Is 32" with vertical curbs
" 4Add 5' per direction for bike lane
- SAdd 6" per direction for bike lane
% Add 7' per direction for parking,

_ ) ~1~—
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PROPOSED STREET STANDARDS
TYPICAL CROSS-SECTIONS
City of Sacramento - Public Works Department

LOCAL RESIDENTIAL STREETS

Rolled Curb®

47 R/W

41' Right-Of-Way

(0-2,000 ADT)

51" R/W

51' Right-Of-Way

(0-4,000 ADT)

(1) —ADA requires a passing space at an interval not to exceed 200ft.
If this requirement is not met, a minimum sidewalk width of 5" is required.
(2)~Vertical curbs may be constructed in accordance to the vertical curb section
of the additional notes. If vertical curbs are chosen, the F/C to F/C dimension
must be increased to 32°. The sidewalk width may be decreosed to 4'-4" from
the requirements in Section A with vertical curbs. - ‘ .
MINOR DEVIATIONS FROM THE STANDARDS REQUIRE THE APPROVAL
OF THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS OR THE DESIGNEE.

ALTERNATIVES ALLOWED IN THE P.U.D. . . ...

/




PROPOSED STREET STANDARDS
TYPICAL CROSS-SECTIONS

City of Sacramento - Public Works Department

LOCAL NON-RESIDENTIAL STREETS

12— 12-

49' R/W
49' Right-Of-Way

(0-7,000 ADT)

Rolled curb permitted
(If Troffic Volume
is 0-7,000 ADT)

12-

61 R/W

61" Right-Of-Way
(0-14,000 ADT)

—ADA requires a passing space ot an interval not to exceed 200ft.
if this requirement is not met, a minimum sidewalk width of S is required.

(2) —Dimensions shown are approximate. See Vertical Curb Section
under additional notes.

(®) —Parking lanes in industrial areas can be increased to 10" based upon
the discretion of the Director of Public Works or their- designee.

: MINOR DEVIATIONS FROM THE STANDARDS REQUIRE THE APPROVAL
w OF THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS OR THE DESlGNEE.

ALTERNAT!VES ALLOWED IN THE P.U. D..

CI\STSTANT\stric(c).dwg 9-28—-98 SLT
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PROPOSED STREET STANDARDS

TYPICAL CROSS-SECTIONS
City of Sacramento - Public Works Department

COLLECTOR STREET SYSTEM

47' nght—Of-Way Parking add 7' per direction.’
(4,000-7,000 ADT) Bike lane add § per direction.

*Median ond median landscaping
has to be mountable.

Median*
% /_me lane©

59° R/W

59' Right"Of"‘Way Parking add 7' per direction. ®
(7,000-14,000 ADT) Bike lane add S per direction.

(1) — Dimensions shown are approximate. See Vertical Curb Section
under odditional notes.

Q) —Bike lones will be added per the Bikeway Master Plan.
@ — The Director of Public Works or the designee will determine
whether a turn lane or a landscaped median is installed.

MINOR DEVIATIONS FROM THE STANDARDS REQUIRE THE APPROVAL
OF THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS OR THE DESIGNEE.

ALTERNATIVES ALLOWED IN THE P.U.D.

< \stztcn\str}o(o) dwq 928 98 nl( /-1 e_




PROPOSED STREET STANDARDS
TYPICAL CROSS-SECTIONS
City of Sacramento - Public Works Department

ARTERIAL STREETS SYSTEM

(mﬂ) (m'n)

—03° R/W—

103' Right-Of-Way "o oo 7 per dection

(14,000-32,000 ADT)

=

(mm) (min)

—i17" R/W—

Bike lane add 6 per direction@
117' Right-Of-Way

(32,000-48,000 ADT)

@ Dimensions shown ore approximate. See Vertical Curb Section
under additional notes.

(2) —Bike lanes will be added per the Bikeway Master Plon

@) — The Director of Public Works or designee will determine
whether a turn lone or @ londscoped median is mstoued

MINOR DEVIATIONS FROM THE STANDARDS REQUlRE THE APPROVAL
OF THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS OR THE DESIGNEE L

ALTERNATIVES ALLOWED IN. THE P U.D..




MEDIAN STRIP MASTZR PLAN

troduction

Sacramento's street system is a network o7 circulation routas that delineate
land uses and establish continuity throughout the urban area. treats contri-
butz ta the cverall visual atiributes of any city, and when meintained for maxi-
mum &Tvect, play a significant role in praoviding & positive image for residents
anc visitors alike. A passersy could easily form 2 positive or negative image
;7 any cormunity based eqt:re v on & sincle trip ocwn a strest. Tne quality of
maintenanca and clezniiness infiuencess cne's ianitial imcrzssion o7 the
e. Llendscarcing, hcwever, is the mgst signiticznt factor that dancreases
netic quality and visuel &cpeal of the stireel envircnment. Adjacaat
ies as well benefit from landscaping because their values increase. -
magerxals, by nature o7 their color, texture and Torm, groducs visual
and “cooling efTectis™ in an otherwise barrsn street envircnment.
ac pro ducss an assaciztion with nature, 7Torming a picIuresque concsot
sing and livezble spacs.
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'r;csa.of this mastar plan is _ terie for putiic landscaping
hcut Sécremento's arterial st nt-o7-way including median strips,
rips and subdivision walls. 6l will ns.ab11sﬁ czatinuity of
p Izc landsca pinc through standardized , easuring the con-
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y of Sacramento is responsiole fcr desianing, constructing and main-
medien strips. Typical]y, median strips are Tound on divided major
(Zxhibit A). tai7 recently ccmpiied a survey of the various types . of

ced median strips found in Sacramestc. Although many design variations’

y exisi, threes basic design styles ars predeminant: (L) tur? and -trees;
undcover and trees; and (3) concrete paving with larce cut-guts -for

dc"ver and trees. Typical.exzmples o7 each style are Hcwe Avenue, Center

&Y, and 63th Streat Expressway resgectively. Tur{ and trees, however;*has
ted both previous median develccment and medians currently in the desicn.
In the past the choice o7 design stvle was based pr:mar.ly on aesthetic

rancs, consi idering maintanence requirsments.. Exhibit B8 pravides .2 list of .
that zre currently teing desicned and ghosa hhc» were czveiaped in the

ve VC Zrs. . . :
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Exhibit £ illustrates in ¢raohic form e-comparisan of the total development and
anaual maintenance costs over & period of 30 years. The intersaciion of any two
lines on this craph indicates the point in time when the castis for carzzin
medians reach an equal value. An cnalfs.s of Exhibit E follaws:

Type A medians, shrub screens, cast the least tc develop and maintaian.

Initially, medians with groundcover and trees (Type J) cost slightly maors
when compared to turf and trees (Type #) because of higher maintenanca
requirad to establish the groundcaover. Gradually, the costs equalize at the
thras-yezr mark (see Example 1 on Exhibit E). From that point in time,
groundcsver and trees become less exgensive (o maintain compared tc tur? and
trees. At 20 years, there is a $4.Z1 per linear foot annual savings.

Concrete paved medians with landscaped cut-outs (Type 8) cost $i0.00 per
linear foot more to develop than turt and trees (Type H) but cost 20% less
annually to ma1n;a1n. Aiter 20 years, the costis equalize, demonstirated by
the intersacting lines (see Exzmple 2 on Exhibit €). Subsequeatly, the Type
8 median is less expensive to maintain; at the 20-, 40-, and S0-year marks,
there arz annual saviags per linezr foct of S$2.08, $10.11 and g;S.-S raspec-
Tively. .

th an 18" cancreta curs con beth
is cddea width provides a safer - =
this concrzie edge incraases
annual maintenancz costs. In czm-

eauC]1ze 2t the Torty-two vezr mark
iy, mast medians without this buiier
medians having this bufier are being
next to a rs:u]ar curd requl iras the
tﬁe median &t ezch edginag.
sa the ccacrete edges ara
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Type I znd K medians ar2
sides o7 the median. It
eavironment Tor waorkers.

~the development costs but read
paring median Types H anc I,
(see Exzmple 2 on gxhibit &).
are being chemically edged,
mechaniczlly edged. Mechaniczl ed
closure of one lane of traiiic &dj
Mechaniczlly edged turv is mer
desirabie in hignly visibie areazs.
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Type C and F medians are both coastructed us1nc bomcnite . Bamanite is 2
procass which oifers a wide rance o7 calor, pattern, and texture ta 2

" concrete surfacs. This process cfTers grezt versatility in design styles.
Bcmanite costs appreximately $2.00 per linear foot more to install than
plain concrete, however landscape and streset maintenance ccsts are identical
to the concrate desicns, Types 8 and &€. OQther appropriate patterned sur-
fac=s such as br.cx or exposed aggragate are accepiable substitutes in lieu

bomznita. : !

TV“e 0 and G medians are both consiructed with interlocking pavers, 2 type
brick paving. They are highly atiractive and have a far greater visual
aC;eaI ccmpared to concrate. 8y naturs of their porous qualities and nan-
mortarad instaliation, pavers allow the exchance of air and water from the
stbsurface soils thraugh the pavers. This flexibility is desiribie ia car-
tain locaticns dua ts an 2bundances oF expansive clay soils in Sacramenta.
Pave"s are expeasive and acgreciably raise the development costs o7 the
meaians: “alncenanc= cssis are. less on Type G becausa o7 the reduced area2
f#landsc cing as c,rpa*eﬂ‘uo Tvype 0. .0Oue ta high .cast of construction,
cnc G me”1ans arz the most c35~1v . ,
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TCosT Css ‘]y Iz meaintain due riodic weeding and edaging. Med1<ns
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2sts. Shruo scraens, Type A, érs
maintain due t2 uer .
s, 1ypes £, F, énd G have the sra]less amount o 03 thera-
r2 the leas: expenc<ive ] Medians caonstructed wit lnterlock%;c
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RO TTTTEETTTTS

ur., by nature of its shallow roots, requires frequent irrigation throughout

s growing cycle. Tress, shrubs, and-to some exIant groundcavers have deeper
00% sysTtems which Give them ¢reater acga2ss 2 sail moisture. Tnis quality
allews these plants o encdurez much higner levels of moisture stress compared
to turs. Tur? irrigation systlems are ;yp1c=11y spray heads wnich, by nature of
their application, result in a 40-60%:lass of applied water ia runoff, overspray
and surfaca evaporation. Trees in tur{ areas oiten develop survace roots in
respanse to frequent surface waterings and fertilizer appiications. Surface
wataring lesseans the drought toleranca o‘ the trees becausa oF their denendencs
on surtacs watar. Overdevelopment of survace rodts greatly increases the proba-
bility o7 wind damage ta the traes, par::c¢1¢rty in wet soil conditians.
Survzce rooting of trees on mecdians also czusas significant sirest damage

requiring costly street renairs. .

Presently, Sacramento's water supply is non-metered. -Althougn the cost of water
czn be a signiticant factor in- landscaping, the issue is not addressed in this

master plan. In light of unkncwn futurs water suppiies and pctential costs, it™—
is desiratie to raducs tur? arezs on medians, substituting landsczpes that are :

lcw in watar use. Thnis not oniy conserves watzar but also reducss long-term
mzintanancaz costs. Selected plant matzarials @must be comgatible; i.e., droucht

toierant. Orougnt tclerant Ql&ﬁu< ars ce*:neﬂ &s ones wnich have:
(1) & deen and welil deveicged rsot zone
(2) a waxy lea7 survecs '
(3) . lez? hairs present to reducsz zair flow
(4) light caloring tc reflect light
() 1e=ves that fold up or crop under siress conditiaons.

Many netive and ornamentel plants ars drought tolerznt or adzptzble to cr1d con-
ditions. Exhibit G is 2 racreseantetive 1ist ¢f various droucht taolerant plant
suitable to the Sacrzmento arez. Tnis 1ist was comgiied by th
Recreation and Park QOistrict. Apclicable piant species should be
the basis ¢ this quelity as weil as their coiar, Torm, taxturs
and ather distincuishing characteristcs. Plant species nct listed
may be speciiied. "All selections are subject to the agproval of
andscape Architact. : .

i
]
-t 208

o n
CVE D e (b

O 5 nan
1S b TN YRV
1] ct

Park strips or maintananca strips are arzas beiwesn curts ancd sidewalks.

SecZion 42,5 of the Sacramento Ci‘y Csce requires the adjeczat property cwner’ta
maintain park strips. Park strips are subject to extzansive pedestrian trarfic.
In the Centrzl Business District park stirips should be atiractive, 3desthetically
oleasing and require minimum maintenancs. In downtown arezs with new [
landscaping intarlocking pavers and cut-cuts for tress with crates are reccm-

meacded. The surfacs of the pavers must be treatad with an impermezble claze to

srzvent staining. In downlown é&rzas with existing mature sireet tress, alter-
natz and appropriate gilantings &ares recsammended to presarve the itrees. In resi-
cantial ereas, tur? is the most acop rocpriate salection becausa of its 2hility to

withsctzand .co; traiiic and its lcw initial inszallation coss.
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Subdivicicn Wells

e g e AT R = 8

Subdivision walls or scund walls are privite properties iccates between side-
walks and feacing on arterial streets. The Cily of Sacrameatg 1974 Gzneral Plzn
permizzed the design of subdivisicns with. these walls. The walls range frem
waocen fences with no ‘xandscauinc LC mascnry Tencss wit ccaplete 1cndscamnc

in scme cases, the landscaping is prxvata]v maintained bv subdivision asso-
ciation fees. An overwhelming majcrity ¢7 these areas arz not maintained. In
1833, star? conduczad an inventeory o existing walls, identifying locatiens,
=ypes, and current canditions. The cast c7 developing these arezs was estimated
o be zhcut SZ miilion wnile the ennuail mzintanancsz €ISt was assessed at
$65,000. In ezrly 1984, z program was prapered for maintenance and weed abate-
ment ofF thece areas and &lso for paved (unplanted) medians as well. Aaditional
sta’? and equipment was cooropriartec to the Parks Qivision. Currently, a twa-
person crew maiantains thesa areas year-cound.

The existing spaces tetwesn sidewaiks and the walls vary in wicth from zaro
€3 faer. Fer ourposes ot this mastar plen arezs with a scaca less than
wide shculd te gpaved. Cn]v ~e°d ctzment anc litter raemoval weuld be
ngcessary. Learger spacgss minimaily Icudsgace: 1IN CuT-9uts - Tree
-=11s. [T is for ceveioping anc mzintaining thesa
erz2s :thrcoucgh ing ActT ¢t 172, Tais legcislation per-
mils ccvernment acsncies sment districts and levy a tzx. This
T Tunding wauld dec<r v's general tund co':gc icas. StadT will
the possibie u énd subsegquent imcicmen Q 2
inancing pian , cending C‘t/ CubﬂC?] ao a !
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MEDTAN OEVELOPMENT

Medians Currentlv in Lesicn Fhase

Mack Roed (Brookfield to Valley Hi) Turf/Treas
Arcden Way (Point West to Ethan) Undeciaed
Graenhaven Orive (Vicinity of Secrat River) Turft/Tress
Fiorin Road (Zz2st of S. Land Park Orive) Sarub Sc¢rzen

Medizns Developesd In <he L2st Five Yaars , Tvoca Landsczoin

"Q* St. Cutouzs (3rd tc 10th St.) Grcundcover/iraaes
Fiorin Road (i-5 West to Gloria) ‘ Grecundcover/irass
Harvard St. (Arden Way to Silica Ave.) . Groundcover/Trees
21st Ave. €xtansion (West oFf StockzIsa EBlvd.) Turs/Tress
Rivercide 3lvé. (Fiorin Rd to Pocket R4.) » Tur?/Traes
w. £1 Camine Ave. (i-% E25tT to AzZeveZo) . TurT/Treas

@




= WELLS
TRIZ WELLS

€

-
-
-

=S

N
TRE:

-
-
-

A - SHRUB SQRE:

D - PAVERS W/ CUT-OUTS.

?

G - PAVERS W/

FRESS W/ CONC.

NOCOVER &

p
w
>
Z
q
-
o

S
p———g

W/ TREZ WELLS F - BOMANITE W/ TRE
H - LAWN &
—
[ - LAWN &TREZS W/ CONC. EDC

J - CROUNDCOVER &TREZS

£iT

" CROL

RS

B - CONCRET_E W/ CUT-OUTS C - BOMANITE W/ CUT-OUTS

D

- CONCR

-
<




)

___ldgv

¥ Husrrlpllnn
[ g

' f‘hnuh ‘rnvnn

H

A A

,ﬁhncrnln with

rnl -Ouls

’ﬁnnmanilv wllh

|l '

annns ullh
,Ilvv Hvlls

.\ &‘;'

lunf and Trees

wilh anr

nlnundrnvcr and
lrvvsi(n«w)

hrnund(nvvl

Chonst.,
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$12.00

i2n.00

. Hnmdnllv wllh

430,00
$50.00
:s¢n;nd
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402,00
$10.00

' 1n|f and frees
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424,00

1£19,00
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Halnt,
flost

A RvALYS

10726
10.40
£0.40
£0.43
.24
21

.21
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10.60

Halnl,
Cost
AVALE

Cost
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10,36

§0. !

$0,76

Tolal
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LoF. /MY,
$12,35
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$30.51
$50. 54
$40. 26

$42.26

$92.29
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Cost

..F./20Yr.
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IO[(\‘
Cost
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0 133.33
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{010 |
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*- DROUGHT TOLERANT LAMDSCAPE PLANTS

The following list is a cocmposite of Califcria natives as well as ornamentals
which are drought tolerant, will take full sun and adapt to Sacrameats valley
conditians aftar their establishment. Although nat especially frail or delicate,
mest should have an infrequent watering (*better with occasional water), during
the surmer months and few will adapt to averwatering.

TREES - Scientific Name - Common Name tverareen  Deciducus

Aesculus califarnica Calif. Buckeye . ' X

Aczcia - many varieties --—¢ -+ oo Tt ommoTTITITm motoToeoXL

Ailanthus altissima - Trea—gf-teaven

{1
ibiziz Julihrissin . Silk tree

Casuvarina '~ ~ Esafweed
Calocadrus decurrens incanse Cedar
Cadrus deadara Deadar Cedar
altis , Hackkterry

Carratonia siliqua* ' St. John's Bread

Cupressus glabra -:Arizaona Cypress

Eriocbotrya japonicaw Loquat
Eucalyptus - many varities

Fic

raxinus dipetala . ~ Calif. Flcwering Ash

» edible variety~

Koelreutaria paniculata Goldenrain Tree
Maclura pecmifera Oszge aqrange

Qlez europaei : : Qlive

Pinus coulteri ‘ Coulter Pine

Pinus edulis o i “Pinca Pine

Pinus sabiniana c Digger Pine

Pinus tarreyana . | Torrey Pine
Pistacia atlantica. " Mt. Atlas Pistache
Populus fremontii it Fremont Cottaonwood
“uercus douglasii. A
cercus encelmannii

Quercus lcbata




CROUGHT TOLERANT LANOSCAPS PLANTS (Con't.)

TREZS - Scientific : Czmmen Name Evercrean Deciduaus

Quercus wislizeni Intarior Live Qak
Rhus lancez~ o frican Sumac
Rodina lack Locust
Schinus maolle a?jfornia Penper

Schinus tarebninthifclius razilian Penper

v
A

Sequaiadendraon gigcantaum 'G ant Sequoia
Tilia tocmentosa ilver Linden

washingteonia Tilifera Cz1if Fan Palm

Zizycnus  Jujuba S hinesa Juljuke

SERUES - Scientific Name , Common Name

Aczcia - many yarities Acaciz
Adenoszicmatz Tascicuiatum . Chamisa

Arsutus unedo Strawterry tres

.

cIostzcnylics - many varities )
Arc=othecz calenduia : Cace Wead

I

Arzemisia pvcnccaohala ” “Sandhill Sace ,
Atriplex c=nescnqs ‘ Four-wing Salttush.
Atrigiex semibaccata . Austrailian.Salthbus]

P TS IS S T B S 2 S SR o

Zaczharis piluaris ) Covctz Erusa

W

SIEmehR* - many varities ~ -Zgttle Erusa

»<

Ice Plant

>

~~“cun.a.n “c“accny 4

'*G=ra1dtswn nax.ICaen'

rrae-nreanlm
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DROUGHT TOLEDAMT LANDSCAPE PLANTS (Con‘t.)

SHRUBS - Scientific Name

Coprosma kirkii

Corre2 pulchella

Cotinus coggyaria
Cotonezster - many varities
Cyt{sus canariensis
Cytisus racemosus
Cytisus scoparius
_Dendromecoﬁ'har%ordii‘
Deadrcmecon rigida -~
.Bodonae2 viscaosa _ -
Orasanthemum floribundum
Ele2gqnus pundens _
Eriogcnum fasciculatum
Fallugia paradexa

estucz avina v. glauca

Fremontodendron californicum

Fremontidendran mexicanum
Garrya elliptica~

éarrya fremontii

Genista aethnensis
Genista hispanica
Genistz piloesa

Geaistza sagittalis-
Greyi11éa 'Arnmasf
Grevillea rosmarinifolia
Grevillea tridentifera
Hakez salinga

Hakea snavealeas
Haplaopapous canus
Haolopappus parishii
Eelianthemem scapdrium

Eelianthemum aumularium

Herarcmeies arbutifolia= |

F -
ctyraricum calvciaume |

Cermmon Name

Coprosma
Austrialia Fuchsia

Smoke Trea

Canary Is. 8room

similar to canariensis

Scotch Broam ‘
'Island Tree Pappy
Brush Poppy '
Hopsead Bush’
Rosea [ce Plant
Silverberry _
Calif. Buckwheat
Apache Plume
Sheen Fescue
Comman Flannel Sush
Scuthern Fiannel "
Coast Silktassel
Fremont Silktassel
t. Aetna Brocm

Spanish Brocm

Raosemary Grevillea

Wiilowlez27 Hakez
Sweel Hakea
Hazardia

“Galdenbrush

Rush Rose

Sunrsse

o

n

2 > PE < X XK XK XK X
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CROUGAT TOLERIANT LANOSCAPE PLAN

SHQUES - Scientific MName

Hypericum coris

Iscmeris arhorea

LagersIrcemia indica~

Lemoranchus speczabilis

Lantanz montevidensis~™

Larrez trideatata

Lavandula=> - saveral varities

Lavatera assurgentifalia

Laptcspermim -~ several varities

Lectececzylen califarnicum

_suclcayilium Trutascans
iT7usa

Luoinus longi®clius

Lvsilema tharnberi

Mznaoniea* - many varities

Meialeuca - saveral varities

Mscpcoren parviiolium= .

Myvrica caiitcrnica

Nerium ocieander~

Csteasgermum fruiticosum™

Paastemcn corditolius

Fhicx sutulata~

Phermium colensol™

rhermiea

" Frhetiniz

Fhatinia
Pinus edulis

Fitizsgerum ghill

. Scring Cincuefci

7S (Can'c.)

smmon Neme

Bladder pod
Crape Myrzle
Training Ic= Plc.
Trailing Lantzana
Crecsote Bush
Lavender

Tree Hallcw

. Texas Ranger

Lithodaorza
Bush Lupine
Feather Bush

Hyccerum

Pacific Wax HMyrs
Qlezncer
Airican Caisy
feard Toncgue
Hcss pink

riax

New Zez2land Flax
Fhgtinia
Chinesa Phatinia
Pincn Pine .

-Wilicw PitTasccorum

Cz2ce Plunceco

XrncTressd

Czrziina Lzuret Th.

Hei s
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><
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' DROUGHT TOLERANT LANOSCAPE PLANTS (Con't.)

SHRUBS - Scientific Name . Common Name

Pyracantha’ - several varities

Quercus dumosa - -Calif. Scrub Qak
Rhamnus alatarnus™ Italian Buckthomn
Rhamnus californica Cofieaberry
Rhamnus c. ilicifalia Holly-Teaf Redberrvy
Rhus calbra ' Smoath Sumac

Rﬁus laurina - Laurel Sumac

Rhus ovata ' " Sugar Bush

Ribes viburnifolium | " Evergreen Currant
Recsa rugosa Ramanas Rase X

Resamary

Rosmarinus offjéinafis )
Salvia - saveral varities " Sage

Sedum* - many varities : Stqnecrop
Santalina chamaecyparissuév -~ Lavender Cotten -
Senecio* - many varities ’

Simmandsia chineasis Jajcha
Schaeralca2z ambiqua : Oesert Mallow
Stachys pyzantina* : Lambs Ears

Styrax officinalis californicus Snowdrop Bush
Symoharicarpos @ollis éreeping Snawberry
Temarix - several varities Tamarisk

Teucrium chamaedrys Germander
Teucrium fruticans "Bush Germander
Thymus - several varities - Thyme

Trichostema lanatum Woaly Blue Curls
Xylosma cdngestum ' 7 Xylosma

Vertena - several varities | '

Yucca - several varities

Zauchneria califarnica - - . Fuchsia

-

ccmpiled by the Scuthgate EQE%eation and




MEJIAN STRIP MASTEZR PLAN CRITZRIA

The foilowing criteriz snax] be implem eq:ed in the plenninc and development
cnases o7 median sirips, pérk stirips, énd sound walls thrcughout Sacramento.

Median strips shall be developed only on divided major st re--,-

Median sirips may be canstructed on pub:ic suraets in

es long as .und.ng for construction and perpetual m
Trem priveta scurczs, inciuding 2il csrresgending

1

i -
deveiooments
is ctzzined
anancs costs.
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13.

Park strips in the Ceatral Business District in areas of new landsczping
shall consist of interlocking pavers and cut-quts for trees with grates.
The suriace of these pavers shall be treatad with an impermeable glaze to

prevent staining. . .

Park strips in the Ceqtra] Business D1s~r1cus with existing mature stree
treas shall consist of an acceptable alternate and appropr1a;e Iandscaping,
subject to the appraoval of the City lLandscape Architect and City Arbaorist.

Park strips in resideatial areas shall be tur? becausa of its aesthetic
appeal, low 1ns;a]lat1on cost and its ab1]1ty to w1thsgand h1gh levels of

foot traff1c- L. - -, ] o . .

Subdivision walls that have a space between the sidewalk and wall less than
twao feat wide shall be paved. S )

Sy . - - -~ s - N - T ., . - .-,y

Subd1v1s1on walls w1th an arez mare than twa eat wide shall have m1n1ma]
landscaping consisting of cut-outs for tras wells.-- .
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Hedge Maple
Silver Maple | -
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Acer campestre
Big Leaf Maple
Acer palmatum
Japanese Maple
Red Sunser Maple
Acer saccharinum
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Acer macrophyllum

Acer campestre ‘Queen Elizabeth’
Queen Elizabeth Hedge Maple
Acer nigrum ‘Green Column’
Green Column Bilack Maple

Acer platanoides ‘Columnar Broad’
Acer platanoides ‘Emerald Queen’
Emerald Queen Norway Maple
Acer rubrun ‘Autumn flame’

Acer rubrum ‘Frank’s Red’

Acer rubrum ‘October Glory’

v“RECOMMENDED,” “EXPERIMENTAL" or
definitions following this index.

“CONDITIONAL” and “NOT TO USE”
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Incense Cedar
Celtis australis
Celtis sinensis
Chinese Hackberry
Carob Tree

Carpinus betulus
European Hackberry

European Hornbeam
Ceratonia siliqua

Acer saccharum ‘Flax Mill Majesty’
Flax Mill Majesty Sugar Maple
Acer saccharum ‘Legacy’
Legacy Sugar Maple

Aesculus californica

California Buckeye

Aesculus carnea ‘O’ Neill Red’
O'Neill Red Horsechestnut
Callistemon citrinus

Lemon Bottlebrush
Calocedrus decurrens

Celtis occidentalis

Common Hackberry
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“CONDITIONAL" and “NOT TO USE"

definitions following this index.




Tree W

“RECOMMENDED,"” “"EXPERIMENTAL" or
“CONDITIONAL"” and “NOT TO USE”

definitions following this index.

Recommended

Less than 4 feet
4 to 8 feet
8 to 15 feet

Experimental
Conditional

“Not to use as

p.r.o.w. trees

" Cercis canadensis
Eastern Redbud

Cercis canadensis ‘Forest Pansy’
Oklahoma

Cercis occidentalis
Western redbud

Cercis reniformis ‘Oklahoma’
Forest Pansy Canadian Redbud

Chionanthus retusus
Chinese Fringe Tree

Chitalpa tashkenensis ‘Pink Dawn’
(Catalpa and Chilopsis hybrid)

Cinnamomum camphora
Camphor Tree

Crataegus viridis ‘Winter’
Winter Kig Hawthorne

Cornus kousa chinensis
Chinese Dogwood

Cupressocyparis leylandii
Leyland Cypress

Eucalyptus gunnii
~_ Cider Gum

Eucalyptus microtheca
Coolibah Tree
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Eucalyptus polyanthemos
Silver Dollar Eucalyptus
Eucalyptus sideroxylon
Red Ironbark
Fagus sylvatica
European Beech
Fraxinus sp.
Ash Sp.
Ginkgo biloba
Koelreuteria bipinnata
Flame Tree
Koelreuteria paniculata
Goldenrain Tree
Lagerstroemia indica
Laurus nobilis
Sweet Bay
Liquidambar styraciflua
American Sweet Gum
*‘Majestic Beauty
Majestic Beauty Magnolia
Russet Magnolia

Magnolia grandiflora ‘Russet’

Magnolia grandiflora
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“CONDITIONAL” and “NOT TO USE”

definitions following this index.
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Tupelo
Pinus patula

Jelecote Pine
Pinus pinea

Italian Stone Pine

Morus alba
Allepo Pine

Saucer Magnolia
Mayten Tree
White Mulberry
Nyssa sylvatica
Male Cork Tree
Pinus canariensis
Pinus densiforia
Japanese Red Pine
Pinus eldarica
Mondell Pine

Canary Island Pine
Pinus halepensis

Maytenus boaria
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Magnolia soulangizna
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Phillodendron amurense ‘Macho’

“RECOMMENDED,"” "EXPERIMENTAL" or
definitions following this index.

“CONDITIONAL” and “NOT TO USE"
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“RECOMMENDED,"” “EXPERIMENTAL" or

“CONDITIONAL” and “NOT TO USE"

definitions following this index.

Recommended

Less than 4 feet
4 to 8 feet
8 to 15 feet

Experimental
Conditional

“Not to use as

Pinus radiata
Monterey Pine

Pinus roxburghii
Chir Pine

Pinus sylvestris
Scotch Pine

Pinus thunbergiana
Japanese Black Pine

Pistacia chinensis
Chinese Pistache

Platanus acerifolia “Bloodgood”
London Plane

Plananus acerifolia ‘yarwood’
London Plane

Plantanus cashmeriana
Cashmere Sycamore

Prunus blireiana

Flowering Plum

Prunus cerasifera “atropurpurea’
Purple Leaf Plum

Prunus cerasifera ‘Thundercloud’
Flowering Plum

Prunus okame
Okame Flowering Cherry




“RECOMMENDED,"” “"EXPERIMENTAL" or
“CONDITIONAL” and “NOT TO USE”

definitions following this index.

Recommended

Less than 4 feet
4 to 8 feet
8 to 15 feet

Experimental
Conditional

“Not to use as

¢

Prunus sargentii
Sargent Flowering Cherry

Prunus ‘Snow Goose’
Snow Goose Flowering Cherry

Pyrus calleryana ‘Chanticleer’
Chanticleer Pear

Pyrus calleryana ‘Redspire’
Redspire Pear

Pyrus Kawakamii
Evergreen Pear

Quercus acutissima
Sawtooth Oak

Quercus agrifolia
California Live Oak

Quercus bicolor
Swamp White Oak

Quercus coccinea
Scarlet Oak

Quercus douglasii
Blue Oak

Quercus frainetto ‘Schmidt’
Forest Green Oak

Quercus llex
Holly Oak
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14

Quercus lobata
Valley Oak

Quercus macrocarpa
Quercus palustris
Quercus rubra
Quercus shumardii
Shumard Qak
Quercus suber

Cork Oak

Quercus virginiana
Southern Live Oak
Quercus wislizenii
Interior Live Oak
Rhus lancea

African Sumac
Idahoe Pink

Black Locust
Sequoia sempervirens

Robinia ambigua ‘Idahoensis’
Robinia pseudoacacia ‘Decaisneana
' Redwood/Coast Redwood
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“CONDITIONAL"” and “NOT TO USE”

definitions following this index.




“RECOMMENDED,"” "EXPERIMENTAL" or
“CONDITIONAL" and “NOT TO USE”

definitions following this index.

Recommended

Less than 4 feet
4 to 8 feet
8 to 15 feet

Experimental
Conditional

Not to use as

p.r.o.w. trees

Sequoiadendron giganteum
Sequoia/Sierra Redwood

Sophora japonica ‘Regent’
Regent Japanese Scholar Tree

Tilia americana ‘Redmond’
Redmond Linden

Tilia americana ‘Wandell’
Legend Linden Tree

Tilia cordata ‘Olympic’
Olympic Linden

Ulmus ‘Homestead’
Homestead Elm

4

Ulmus ‘Frontier
Pioneer Elm

Umbellularia californica
California Bay

Washingtonia filifera
California Fan Palm

~ Washingtonia robusta
Mexican Fan Palm

Catalpa bignonioides
Common Catalpa

Catalpa speciosa

Western Catalpa




Recommended

“RECOMMENDED,” “"EXPERIMENTAL" or
“CONDITIONAL” and “NOT TO USE”

definitions following this index.

Less than 4 feet
8 to 15 feet
Experimental
Conditional

4 to 8 feet
“Not to use as
p.r.o.w. trees

Ligustrum lucidum
Glossy Privet

Betula sp.
Birch

Betula nigra
River Birch

Definition:

Recommended: The trees on the Recommended List are either proven performers in
Sacramento or new species and tree cultivars which are suited to the conditions found in the
City. New species replace some old favorites which have had serious problems and therefore
cannot be recommended. All trees on the Recommended List will do well if each tree’s
environmental requirements are met, however, they will not necessarily do well in every
location. Refer to spacing requirements for each species.

Experimental/Conditional: Experimental trees are those which meet all the same
environmental, functional and design requirements of trees on the Recommended List, but
which have not been planted in large enough numbers or for a long enough period of time in
Sacramento to be able to judge long term performance. These species should be planted in
smaller quantities at first, and monitored for more widespread use. Annually, at least 5% of all
trees planted in Sacramento are to come from this list. Some species may need to be grown in
the City nursery or contract-grown since they may not be readily available in the nursery trade.

Conditional trees are those with specific use and placement limitations. Conditional trees may
only be used with the written approval of Street Tree Services.

Not to Use in the Public Right-of-Way: The trees on this list are not to.be planted in the pubhc
right-of-way. Some species were taken from existing City Trees Lists.

The reasons for a tree species’ inclusion on this list include pests and dlsease pavement
destruction, overplanting, freeze damage, availability, and horticulture diffi culty




AMENDED

'RESOLUTION NO. 702"1%

ADOPTED BY THESACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL

ONDATECF

" RESOLUTION APPROVING APPROPRIATION OF CITYWIDE
LIGHTING AND LANDSCAPING ASSESSMENT FUNDS

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO RESOLVES:
1. That the streetscape standards (see Attachment 1)' recommended by staff be
adopted as the Citywide standard for all new landscaping.
Type of Landscaping-Soundwall was amended to read:

“ Areas with less than 2’ of space between the soundwall and sidewalk shall
be hardscaped except that vines are permitted.”

2. That $170,000 be transferred from the Lighting and Landscaping Contingency
» Fund (Fund 281) into the CIP project Street Landscaping District
#2(PN:RF21). '

MAYOR

CITY CLERK

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY _
RESOLUTION NO.:

DATE ADOPTED:




ATTACHMENT 1

DRAFT - 05/02/00

CITY OF SACRAMENTO STREETSCAPE STANDARDS

TYPE OF LANDSCAPING AREAS

e  Median
> See Attachment 8 for min. widths. Areas with three feet or less in width shall be hardscaped

e Planter
» Located between the curb and sidewalk or behind the sidewalk. See Attachment 8 for min. widths.

e Soundwall
) > Areas with less than 2’ of space between the soundwall and sidewalk shall be hardscaped except that vines are perxmtted
Yy -—-(1990 Median Master Plan-Attachr.cnt 9). S ek

TYPE OF STREETS RECOMMENDED FOR STREETSCAPING

e Arterial/Collector
» City of Sacramento Street Standards (Attachment 8), adopted by the City Council on October 6, 1998, defines minimum

street widths and type of streets suitable for medians and/or planters.
¢ Gateway Street
> A “Gateway” is a street leading into a community area from a major transportation facility (freeway interchange, major
street). This includes “Neighborhood Entries” which are enhanced landscape areas added to the landscape corridor at
. visible street intersections and neighborhood entry points.

'« Economic Enhancement of Commercial Strips
» Older commercial streets in the City could potentially be revitalized with streetscape.

LANDSCAPING

Q 20% - 50% Hardscape - (decorative or plain concrete, pavers, cobble, decomposed granite etc.)
Q 50% - 80% Landscape .
. TREES
Drought-tolerant and/or native trees are encouraged.
s Attachment 10 (Tree Index, from the Sacramento Urban Forest Management Plan, April 1994) specifies the types of
trees that can be planted for a given planter size.
Tree planting must comply with the City of Sacramento shade ordinance and species must be approved by the City
Arborist.
= Tree canopy shall be at least 9’ in hexght for clear sight lines and visibility.
s SI-IRUBS
»  Drought-tolerant and/or native species are encouraged.
=  Shall be approprlate for the size of the planter.
- ®  Shall not exceed 3’ in height for clear sight lines and v131b1hty
= Accent shrubs may be planted as necessary, such as on ends of medians at street intersections or used as focal points in
gateway streets.
Low spreading shrubs or groundcover can be planted where low-growing plants are desired or required and in confined
spaces but shall be used sparingly to reduce ongomg maintenance Costs.
*  Avoid turf and annuals.
IRRIGATION:
=  Permanent irrigation must be installed for all landscaping.
=  Controllers shall have TRC commander remote control hookups attached to the clock and outside the box.
=  Clocks shall have no more than 24 stations (preferable max of 12 stations).
= Solar clocks are encouraged for 1 to 12 station sites or where electricity is difficult to obtain.
MAINTENANCE:
® Landscape design plans will go through a review process that will include evaluatlon of species, water usage, utlhty
requirements, and maintenance (level and cost).
- The Streetscape Standard recommends that the annual maintenance costs range from $0.07-$0.09 per square foot (based on
1999 rates).
If landscaping is designed and installed to a higher level than the Clty standard ($0.07-$0.09), an ongoing outside funding
source (i.e. — assessment district) must be identified to fund the increased maintenance cost.
Contractor shall maintain the landscaping for a minimum of 6 months after the installation.
Maintenance shall meet or exceed the City’s Landscape Maint. Specs. & Provisions as stated in LS95-2.
Maintenance for a new soundwall must have a special district formed. .
Maintenance for an existing soundwall will be by the responsible party (City, subdivision or homeowner).
If the question of maintenance responsibility arises, the City will determine responsibility.

CONSTRUCTION: RESOLUTIONNO._______

*  Removing and replacing the existing median structure is not preferred.




RESOLUTION NO. 2x0-(1% 2,
ADOPTED BYTHESACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL. %

ONDATE OF

RE#X TION APPROVING APPROPRIATION OF CITYWIDE
LIGHTING AND LANDSCAPING ASSESSMENT FUNDS

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO RESOLVES:

1. That the streetscape starggards (see Attachment 1) recommended by staff be
adopted as the Citywide standard for all new Iandscaplng

2. That $170,000 be transferred from the nghtlng and Landscaping Contingency
Fund (Fund 281) into the NCIP project ‘Street Landscaping District
#2(PN:RF21). N\ '

CITY CLERK

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
' RESOLUTION NO.:

DATE ADOPTED:




ATTACHMENT 1

DRAFT - 05/02/00
CITY OF SACRAMENTO STREETSCAPE STANDARDS

TYPE OF LANRSCAPING AREAS

e Median
» See Attaxhment 8 for min. widths. Areas with three feet or less in width shall be hardscaped.

e Planter
» Located betWeen the curb and sidewalk or behind the sidewalk. See Attachment 8 for min. widths.
e  Soundwall ' '
> Areas with less Yhan 2’ of space between the soundwall and sidewalk shall be hardscaped except that vines are permitted
within areas with yer 20,000 Average Daily Traffic. (1990 Median Master Plan-Attachment 9).

TYPE OF STREETS RECOMMENDED FOR STREETSCAPING

e  Arterial/Collector
» City of Sacramento Street Standards (Attachment 8), adopted by the City Council on October 6, 1998, defines mmtmum
street widths and type of streggs suitable for medians and/or planters.
e Gateway Street
> A “Gateway” is a street leading k{\‘to a community area from a major transportation facility (freeway interchange, major
street). This includes “Neighborhbod Entries” which are enhanced landscape areas added to the landscape corridor at
visible street intersections and neighborhood entry points.
¢ Economic Enhancement of Commercial Strips
» Older commercial streets in the City could potentially be revitalized with streetscape.

LANDSCAPING

Q 20% - 50% Hardscape - (decorative or plain concreteNpavers, cobble, decomposed granite etc.)
Q 50% - 80% Landscape
» TREES:
= Drought-tolerant and/or native trees are encouraged.y
»  Attachment 10 (Tree Index, from the Sacramento Utban Forest Management Plan, April 1994) specifies the types of
trees that can be planted for a given planter size. \
Tree planting must comply with the City of SacramentOyshade ordinance and species must be approved by the City
Arborist.
s Tree canopy shall be at'least 9’ in height for clear sight lines and visibility.
SHRUBS: N
s Drought-tolerant and/or native species are encouraged.
= Shall be appropriate for the size of the planter.
=  Shall not exceed 3’ in height for clear sight lines and visibility.
s Accent shrubs may be planted as necessary, such as on ends of medials at street intersections or used as focal points in
gateway streets. AN
Low spreading shrubs or groundcover can be planted where low- growmg plants are desired or required and in confined
spaces but shall be used sparingly to reduce ongoing maintenance costs.
*  Avoid turf and annuals.
IRRIGATION:
* Permanent irrigation must be 1nstalled for all landscapmg \
»  Controllers shall have TRC commander remote control hookups attached to the clock and outside the box.
= Clocks shall have no more than 24 stations (preferable max of 12 stations).
= Solar clocks are encouraged for 1 to 12 station sites or where electricity is difficult to obtam
MAINTENANCE:
= Landscape design plans will go through a review process that will include evaluation‘ef species, water usage, utility
requirements, and maintenance (level and cost). G)\
The Streetscape Standard recommends that the annual maintenance costs range from $0.07- $0 09 per square foot (based on
1999 rates).
If landscaping is designed and installed to a htgher level than the City standard ($0.07-$0.09)} an ongoing outside funding
source (i.e. — assessment district) must be identified to fund the increased maintenance cost.
Contractor shall maintain the landscaping for a minimum of 6 months after the installation.
Maintenance shall meet or exceed the City’s Landscape Maint. Specs. & Provisions as stated in LS95-2.
Maintenance for a new soundwall must have a special district formed. ’
Maintenance for an existing soundwall will be by the responsible party (City, subdivision or homeowner).
If the question of maintenance responsxbtltty arises, the City thl determine respon51b1hty
CONSTRUCTION:
* Removing and replacing the existing median structure is not preferred.




