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SUMMARY _ '

This report back to the Joint Committee transmits the results of a parking demand study, a potential parking
site and design study, and a Transportation Management Plan (TMP) for the Sacramento Community /
Convention Center Expansion project. Based upon the findings of these studies and the adoption of the
Transportation Management Plan (TMP), this report concludes that additional parking facilities are not required
to meet parking demand created by the Community / Convention Center Expansion.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

History and Description of the Expansion Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR):

As a result of the declining marketability of the existing Community / Convention Center due to insufficient size
of exhibit area and inadequate technical amenities, a recommendation was made to expand the facility. A ‘
market study for an expansion of the Community / Convention Center was conducted by Coopers & Lybrand in
1987. The market study provided space planning parameters for the expansion which would optimize the market
potential of the expanded Community / Convention Center; and recommended an addition of more than 140,000
square feet of exhibit space, plus meeting rooms, a ballroom, andjadditional loading docks. Based upon this
analysis, the City prepared a comprehensive Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The EIR considered all
of the significant environmental impacts of expanding the existing Community / Convention Center to the
maximum potential size recommended by Coopers & Lybrand, and construction of three (3) new office buildings
in close proximity to the Convention Center (13th and | Street Office Building, 13th & J Street Office Building,
and 12th & K Street Office Tower). In accordance with California’s Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the
EIR analyzed four alternative expansion sites: North, East, West, and the SOCA alternative. In addition, a "No
Project" Alternative was analyzed.

In October 4, 1988 the City Council certified the Program EIR as complete and adequate under CEQA, and on
Jetober 25, 1988 the Council selected the East Alternative as the preferred site, and issued "Findings of Fact
and Statement of Overriding Considerations" (Attachment "A").- The East Alternative site consists of the
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existing Conventlon Cenfer site and"the block drrectly'to the east excluding St. Pau's Episcopal Church and the
Panattoni building. o | ' g o B
Council directed that a Supplemental EIR (SEIR) be prepared tol fully anal-,vze the East Alternative project when
the Expansion design had progressed toa poxnt where a ctear defrnition of size, function and specific impacts
could be determrned . ’ B

Description of Prg;ggt EIR Parkmg Imggg;g
The 1988 EIR analysis of parking impacts (Draft EIR, pages 4- 102 to- 4 124) was based on the largest possrble

Community / Convention Center facility within the limits recommended by the Coopers & Lybrand- 1987 Market -
Study, and the. gross-size and anticipated occupancies of the three proposed office buildings. The parking

. '(‘ .
X

 utilization and mventory studles were based on 1988 data rand Ianjd uses.

The EIR "Fmdmgs of Fact and Statement of Overrrdrng Consrderattons" states that the impacts of traffic,
circulation and parking can be reduced by preparation of a Transportatron Management Plan (TMP) and setting
the goal of achieving 90 percent utilization of available parkrng supply during the critical weekday afternoon
period (2:00 pm) through five (5) feasible potential measures (prdmote regional/national conventions; provide
satellite parking; promote alternative transportation modes for attendees promote alternative transportation
modes for extstmg area employees and visitors; and construct addrttonal parking). Note that "90 percent .
utilization” is a recognized standard for parking design, and srmply means that when 90 percent of the parking
spaces within a parkmg system, or facility, are occupied the entire system is considered full for design purposes.
The 10 percent remaining spaces are not counted as part of the| available supply and act as a buffer to
maintain an expected supply. The City's findings determined: that limiting the size of short-term weekday events
and restricting event schedules were. infeasible as parking mtpact mitigation measures. The:City's findings '
further state that the loading dock for the Convention Center will be located and desrgned to mitigate potential
noise impacts on adjacent uses. :

The findings requrred the City to plan which .ot the five specific measures WOdId be utilized as more specific
details on the fina! design of the project were developed. The specrflc measures incorporated.-in the project

design are to be analyzed ina Supplementat Envrronmental Impa{:t Fteport (SEIR).

The parking and TMP studies for the Sacramento Community /:Convention Center Expansion. protect reflect
the demands on the study area parking inventory of a facility developed in the Concept and Schematic Designs,
and responding to the market prolectlons and recommendations c,;ontamed in the Coopers & Lybrand "Phase lI
Market, Financial and Economic Analysis of the. Sacramento Community Conventron Center Expansron

July 1990". ' s :

The event scenarios used for analysrs reflect a "combmatron of events hkely to occur simultaneously” for the
specific day/time periods, which is consistent with the parking an{alysrs contained in the program E[R. The :
events selected are based on mature-use (1998) protecttons for an anticipated market as detailed in the Coopers

& Lybrand Phase I Market Study; and the occupancies are based on the Market Study of on"Community / '
Convention Center historical, event-occupancy data. The scenaqros were developed on the basis of single -
events, or combinations of events, which yield the hrghest potentral parking demand, and/or the potentially
greatest use of facility leasable area. The individual event types/srzes selected are anticipated to-occur at

‘least once every 3 months. For-combinations of recurrmg events which generate a significant parking-demand

including events which may only occur no more than once each ! p months, and events which occur an average
of two times per month) the events were conservatlvely assumed to occur s:multaneously 4

|

|
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Study No. 1: International Parking Design, Inc. (IPD)-of Sherman Oaks, Cahfomla was retained to prepare a
parking study to identify and evaluate potential parking facility locations (both on and off site), recommend
preferred parking solutions, and prepare conceptual designs. PD has worked on several projects in Sacramento,
including the new Civic Center Garage currently under construction. IPD evaluated potential parking facilities
located on the Community /- Convention Center site underneath the exhibit hall expansion, and on five (5) sites
located north of J Street within the area corresponding to the pedestrian travel limitations recommended in the
Coopers & Lybrand Market Study. IPD was directed to develop a site-specific schematic desugn and
construction cost estimate for a future parking facility on a preferred sute

!

Study No. 2: Barton-Aschmian, Inc., of Pasadena, California was. retamed to prepare a study Wthh documents

the  current area parking inventory; analyzes and determines the reasonable "worst case” total parking demand -

to -establish the resulting balance/unsatisfied demand on the area parking system resulting from events at the

expanded Community / Convention Center; and establishes the balance/unsatisfied demand resulting from

future construction of currently proposed office building developments within the study area. Barton-Aschman,
~who is also. familiar with the Sacramento area, was selected to provide these studles based on their extensive

national experience with the unique demands of convention center facxhtues

Study No.3: In conjunctlon with the IPD and Barton-Aschman parkmg studles the Clty retained the consulting
firm of Korve Engineering, Inc..of Sacramento, California to develop a Transportation Management Plan (TMP)
that will serve to reduce the total parking demand generated by the Expansion- project; provide mechanisms to
manage-the vehicular and pedestrian traffic resulting from likely "worst- case" facility events; and provide for -
management of truck loading/unioading operations. Korve Engineering is also experienced with parking and
traffic studies in Sacramento, and has extensive experience developing parking and TSM plans for large, public
" facilities in Northern California. The TMP alternatives, recomimendations and realistic expectations for demand
reductionsare based on the event parkmg demands as developed by Barton-Aschman.

The consultants have rewewed each others work to ensure that the basié of the studies is consistent

throughout All study: results and calcutation factors are either consisterit with the original program EIR, or the

revisions are clearly indicated in the studies. The data contained in the parking and TMP studies will become

~ part of the "project description" of the Community / Convention Center Expansion project for SEIR analysis,
and will also serve as framework for event operations and for marketmg the facility.

nal f the Parking and TM : '

A synopsus of each of the submitted studles and hxghhghts of special consuderatlons are included in thiS report;
with detailed descriptions contained in the. specific parking studies and TMP study submittals. Copies of the IPD, -
Barton-Aschman and Korve Engineering reports have been distributed to City Council; and portions of each
report are attached to this report as Attachments "B, "C" and "D", respectively. Copies of the complete
- submittals have been filed with the City Clerk and are available for review.

A variety of City staff and consultants were involved in reviewing and evaluating the parking study and TMP
submittals and this report, including representatives of: City Manager's Office, Community / Convention

Center, City Attorney, General Services Facility Management Division, Public Works Department's Parking and
Traffic Divisions, Planning and Development Department's Current PIanmng and Environmental Servuces
Dwasmns and the Fmance Department.

Study No. 1 - IPD Parkmg Facilities Site Study . | ' ‘
The "Parking Structure Site Analysis" submitted by IPD includes conceptual designs (wnth alternates) for six

(6) potential parking structure sites located within the maximum 4 to 6 block pedestrian travel distance
recommended by the Coopers & Lybrand Phase il Market Study. Sites were selected for study based on the
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existence of publicly-available parkmg lots and/or where a srte can be reasonably consolidated for a new parking
structure. The study sites include: the existing City parrkrng stiucture on13th and | Streets (City Lot E),.
including restructuring and expansion; below the Community /- Conventlon Center Expansion; the half block -
between 13th and 14th on the south side of | Street; ‘the half block between 14th and 15th on the south side of |
Street; the half block between 14th’and 15th on the south side of H Street (City Lot C); and.the half block
between '14th and 15th on the north side of | Street. A map shovymg the locations of the sites is-included in the
IPD report (Attachment "B“). The conceptual des:gns for each srte and the resulting new parking spaces -
provided, are based on the -maximum attainablé building | consttuttion for each site within the limitations

- established by the the City's zoning and urban design: gurde!mesl The study shows that, with the exception of
parking beneath the Community / Convention Center expansroni a parking structure is reallstlcally feasible on
all sites. A parking structure has been determined to be rnteasrble beneath the. Exhibit hall expansion due to
general conflicts between the parking access ramps and requrred pedestrian access and truck dock locations, the
. significant structural limitations and resulting parking space reductrons due. to-exhibit hall floor loading .
‘requrrements and to the relatrvety hrgh cost -per-space of below ground parkrng

The preferred site for- a future parkmg facility-is the- exrstrng Crty surface parkmg Lct C (Scheme 5C). This
site is well within pedestrian travel recommendations of the Phase Il Market Study, is readily accessible to the
Memorial Auditorium-and Sacramento Theater Company,rand does not require demolition of existing buildings.
The fact that the City owns the site greatly -enhances the overall economic’ feasrbtllty of any potential parking
facility project. Lot.C allows the City the option to develop the: srte when the area parking demand dictates,
without the risk of "losing” a privately-held potential site to major development in the interim. Preliminary project
cost estimates to construct a parkrng garage at City Lot C at various trmes are attached to. thrs report as
Attachment "E" A ‘ : ¥ :

The "Parkrng Demand Analysis for the Sacramento CommunrtyI / Convent:on Center" (Parklng Demand Study)
submitted by Barton-Aschman includes the results of a parkrng !nventory survey conducted on two (2) separate
days (a weekday and-a weekend day) when the Commumty / Conventron Center had no scheduled events
("dark days"). Barton-Aschman also conducted a second weekiday inventory count two months later to verify
the findings of the-first count. All study inventories werejperformed on "dark days” to.develop an accurate level
of existing demand on the available inventory without.the effects of any demand resulting from events held at
the existing (non-expanded). Community / Convention Center. Barton-Aschman recommenided against an
inventory of parking during a time when an event was under way as the inventory count would not be able to
differentiate between facility patrons and other users, and would result in inaccurate demand projections. The
parking demand factors used in the demand analysis for the Expansron project have been developed by Barton-
Aschman from data collected at-convention-center faCIlltteS srmllar in-size and market to the expanded
Community / Convention Center. These factors have been applred to the total expanded facility and, in -
accordance with the program EIR, to the "worst case" parklng demand resultrng from srgnrfrcant and Irkely
combtnatrons of events. » o |, : T . )

Barton-Aschman pertormed a physrcal count of the total mventory avarlable at existing publrcly -accessible off-
site parking facilities and of available on-street-spaces within thé study area on each hour of the day from 7 am
to 9 pm. The inventory study area duplicates the area analyzed in the original program EIR, and corresponds to
the pedéstrian travel limitations for the Commumty / Conventton Center recommended by the Coopers &
Lybrand Phase Ll Market Study S |[ :

he calculated Communrty/ Conventron Center demand !for weekday evenings and weekends mcludes the
simultaneous use of the Community Center Theater, the Sacramento Theater Company- theater, and the

renovated Memorial Auditorium’ to an 80 percent occupancy level, which is consrstent with htstoncal
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o Communrty/Conventron Center data for average event occupancies. Parking ratios-indicated in the Parking

Demand Study Tables are based on industry-standard ratios, on ratios developed from Barton-Aschman's

experience with other convention facilities, or on.data coltected for Community Theater events by Korve .

Engineering. Barton-Aschman has concluded that the days and times selected for analysis in the EIR are valid

for development of “worst-case" demand impacts, and have- analyzed the demand correspondrng to those days
and times in Tables 2, 3 and 4 of their report.

The results of the Barton Aschman study drffer from the program EIFl in that the Barton-Aschman analysis

. indicates that the anticipated parking demand for the study area is not as great as was indicated in the

program EIR. While the Barton-Aschman study is consistent with the basic format of the original EIR analysis, .
several critical EIR assumpttons and the base data used to determine the parking demand and utilization impact
have required revisions due to significant time-related changes wrthrn the study area and to revisions in the -~ -
prolect scope.- Stgnrﬁcant revrsrons/d:fferences rnclude :

1. - The ER (Table 4-17) indicates that calculations for Convention Center trip generatron and resultrng
parking impact are based on a facility with a simultaneously-utilized 170,900.square feet of leasable
area. This figure was based on assumptions made about likely worst-case event scenarios (page 4- -

- 106) for the potentially-largest marketable facility as recommended by the initial Coopers & Lybrand
- Market Study (1987). -For both the EIR and Barton-Aschman studies, the exhibition events selected ~ .
 for likely, simultaneous occurrence require- significant amounts of area within the facility in addition to -~
" the primary eventarea. An example of this type of expanded usage is a trade show, which requires
exhibition, meeting room and ballroom space for various uses at different times of the day.
Attendees, who would otherwise occupy the primary event area, move from event area to event
area as required. This type of usage results in a decrease in the leasable area available for other
events, while not increasing the facility occupancy and the resulting parking demand over the level
expected only for the primary event. While the event scenarios and analysis-times analyzed in the
EIR remain relevant and have been duplicated in the Barton-Aschman study, the actual area .
available for simultaneous usage in the Expanded facility scenario, as developed from the site-
specific architectural program-and the Concept and Schematic Designs, is not at the "worst case”
marketable facility size. The maximum area which has been determined to be available for .
simultaneous-utilization in the current desrgn is slrghtly less than 136,000 square feet, whrch isa20
percent decrease from the EIR size. _

2. The EiR (Table 4- 23) mdrcates that Memorral Audrtonum will seat 4000 in an arena- type seatrng
- configuration. Memorial Auditorium.is currently under design for renovation to include fixed theater
seating for approximately 2500 patrons, resulting in a decrease of 37 percent from the occupancy
‘ assumptrons of the EIR. . r ,

3. Several Iarge off- street parkrng structures have been completed since the completron of the project
' Draft EIR which significantly increases the inventory of available off-street parking. The effects of
the future leasing of these new buildings on parking demand has been rncorporated in the Barton-
~ Aschman calculations. These projects rnclude S . :

A ‘The 12th and K Street Offrce Tower (1201 K Street) analyzed in the prorect EIR has been
constructed with a parking capacity of 383 cars. This project has private lease parking spaces
with 147 of the spaces available to the public. Additional spaces can be made available to

. Communrty / Conventlon Center patrons and/or general publrc on weeknrghts and weekends



B, B

Joint Committee -
Sacramento Community / Convention Center Expansron (PA10)
February 6, 1991 : _ <

Page 6 o - - :

b The13th &J Street Office Burldrng (1325 J Street) analyzed in the proyect EIR is nearing
completion of:construction with a parking capacity of 560 cars. This is also private lease
~ parking unavailable-to the Community / Convention Center during normal office hours.
~ However, the City has retained unrestricted public pafking for 526 cars.dufing weekday
evenrngs and for 24 hours per day on the weekerd. R - L

c.  The EIH (page 4- 122) indicated that constructron of additional parking facilities would mitigate
- theimpact. Projects.cited included the Hyatt Hotel (then under construction and not considered
part of the inventory for the EIR analysis). Corr pletion of the Hyatt now adds 480 cars to the
- off-street publicly-available study-area mventory Also, the Crty has started construction of
“the Civic:Center Parking Garage (listed as the East End Garage in the EIR) to provrde publrc :
fparkrng for a total of 1033 cars: T ;e

at» .

4. - The Crty Parktng Admrnrstrator has reported a dectrne of short term parkers of approxrmately

- 16 percent in City-owned-public parking facilities, and monthly permits have decreased by @-percent.
This has occurred at the same time- that Regional Transit has feported an even larger (19 percent,

. plus) increases.in RT ridership, and the State.of Catrfornra has instituted subsidized RT passes for
employees. In-addition, parking fees in City parking facrlrtres have been incfeased substantially over
the last two years; and new parking facilities assocrated wrth unleased office proyects are competmg
successfully for alarge share of the parkrng demand ! :

5  Several Iarge offrce burldrng pro;ects in the study area are in plannrng for future: constructton which
will negatively affect the overall study area. parkrng system supply. Barton-Aschman has indicated
that these office projects will significantly rmpact the parkmg supply, although the extent of the
impact will depend on the amount of parkrng spaces actually constructed as part of each oﬁxce
building proyect | A

Based on the Barton-Aschman study of current parkrng tnventory utrlrzatron and their calculations of the
Expansion project parking demand for likely "worst-case"teventslas shown in Tables 2 and 7, the impact on the
existing 2:00 p.m. weekday study area parking.inventory will be ata utilization rate of 97 percent {373 space
deficit) for only the Community / Convention Center. Because there are 567 spaces in excess. of the 90 percent
utilization of available inventory, the deficit for the Communlty -/ Convention Center demand is more than
offset. The utilization rate will be 102 percent (691 space deficit) for the Community / Convention Center

~ combined with a fully-leased condition at the new 1201 K Street rand 1325 J Street office projects. The
utilization percentages shown in Table'7 do not take into account any parking demand reductions resuttrng from
TMP actrvrtres C . [ o _y l _

Tables 5, 6 and 8 of the Barton- Aschman ‘'study show the eftects of the cumulative burld out of four (4) -
proposed office building projects (with-and without the Crty drrected TSM programs) within the study area on
the study area parking inventory. All four of these projects are currently undergoing environmental review by
the City. The Barton-Aschman calculations indicate that if- these projects are constructed with the. minimum on-
site- parking currently required by the City for office projects (1 space per 600 gross square feet of office building -
area), there will be a parking inventory utilization rate of 115 percent to 120 percent (2,031.102,493 space .
deficit). The-utilization percentages shown'in Table 8 take into-account parking demand reductions resulting. .
from TSM activities. - The unsatisfied parking demands generated by these office burldrng projects erI almost :
:certarnly requrre the development ot addrtronal parkrng facrlrtres ) A : C
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The "Sacramento Community / Convention Center Expansion Transportation Management Plan" by Korve
Engrneenng, Inc. provides a workable plan to:manage the taxi, bus, and auto loading required by various facility
events: describes an operational plan to distribute the parking demand created by Community / Convention
Center events to available parking spaces at nearby City parking facilities; describes TMP program options
available to the Communrty / Convention Center management to reduce the overall demand on the parking
inventory for various expanded Community. / Convention Center events;'and details truck marshatlrng
requrrements to provrde for an orderly load- rn/toad out process

The TMP provrdes a framework for event operatrons and for marketing the expanded facrllty to convention and -
trade-show operators, including plans for patron transportation modes and arrival sequences for various events
" at the expanded Community / Convention Center. The Korve study does not include TMP programs, with the
corresponding parking demand reductions, which would be applied to current office buildings and to future office
building projects within the study area. (Refer to the Barton-Aschman report - Table 6 - for the potential

- demand reductrons based on current City policy, of TSM programs for the proposed office building projects. )

’ Korve_has determined that reductions to parking demand created Community / Convention Center events can
be achieved through a combination of TMP programs, including: developing workable options to encourage -
alternate means of transportation to. Community / Convention Center events; requiring show operators to
provide advance information to event patrons regarding alternative transportation modes; and working with

. Regional Transit to enhance utilization of both light rail and remote RT parking lots. Korve's study has
determined that significant. reductions to the parking demand resulting from Community Center Theater,
Memorial Auditorium,. and Sacramento Theater Company events cannot be expected due to the nature of the
events. - . ‘ :

Based on the results of the Korve TMP study a reductron in parking demand of 130 to 360 spaces can be-
reasonably expected at the critical 2:00 p.m. weekday time period noted in.both the project EIR and Barton-
Aschman studies. The expected demand reduction is a result of TMP programs, and is not directly dependant
on the the amount of availdble parking. Based on the Korve determination of the potential range of TMP
demand reduction for individual events, the Barton Aschman parking demand for the 2:00 p.m. weekday time. -
period would be reduced to a range of 1,915 to 2,145 spaces, and would result in a percentage of utilization of the
study area inventory for Community / Convention Center events, only, of 90 percent to 94 percent (13 to 243.
car deficit for the available inventory, with the available inventory based on 90 percent of the-total parking
inventory). Combined with the demand created by full- Ieasr'ng of the 1201 K and 1325 J Street office projects
(without TSM), the-resulting utilization percentage would increase to a range of 96 percent to 100 percent (331

- to 561 space deficit for the available mventory)

The Korve study has been based on anticipated;Community / Convention Center. events, including
regional/national events drawing a large number of out-of-town patrons.. These out-of-town patrons are

~ expected to stay in various local hotels, both within and .outside the Central Business District (CBD) as the
CBD does not yet contain adequate hotel rooms to fully-service the anticipated demand. Shuttle busesand | .
taxis-are expected to provide the major'means of transportation to the Community / Convention Center by out-
- of-town patrons residing in remote hotels. The TMP details how to adequately manage the resulting large
number of buses and taxis required, including bus queuing and marshalling of buses at City Lot W ( I-and 2nd’
Street]. However,.the Coopers & Lybrarid Phase !l Market Study has indicated that adequate CBD hotel -
rooms in close proximity will be required to achieve the regional/national market potential. As these hotel -
patrons will be expected to arrive on foot, the Korve TMP procedures for significant usage of hotels. outside the -
- CBD is the actual (unlikely) "worst case" scenario for regional/national events requiring marshallrng of shuttle
buses and taxis. .
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The TMP mcludes procedural plans for marshalhng exhibit truckls ‘af a remote location, and planning for truck
staging so that the trucks arrive directly. to the loading docks and do not queue on City streets. These
procedures will reduce the impact of trucks on City transportatrlon corndors and reduce traffrc conflicts with’
surroundrng facilities dunng rush- hour and offlce hours time penods :

Parking Management Procedures: '
In conjunction with the Korve T™P study, the City Parking Administrator and Community / Convention Center.

management have developed operational procedures to-manage and utilize off-street parking to facilitate ,
availability by Community / Convention Center patrons. . The parkrng demand generated by a significant portion
-of Community / Convention Center events can be met by utiizing the spaces in the Community / Convention
Center Garage (Lot E), only. As the parking demand for combinations of simultaneous events grows to the
levels indicated by the study scenarios, parking at other:nearby/City facilities will bé utilized in addition to the
existing Community./ Convention Center Garage (Lot E). Monthly- permit parkers will be relocated from Lot E

- to other nearby City parkrng facrlrtres and hourty parkrng at each of the other desrgnated Crty facrlrtres erI be -
displaced. o .

The parking management pro'cedures will provide s'ignifrcantly more than the "1 200 to 1 500 parkrng spaces in
close proximity to the Community / Cohvention Center" recommended by the Coopers & Lybrand in the Phase Il
Market Study, 1920 {page 74) as necessary to effectively market the expanded facility, particularly for public
(consumer) shows. As indicated in the Korve TMP, the parking/demand resulting from successful TMP
programs for the 2:00 p.m. event scenario at a "mature” (1998) operatron level can be accommodated almost
entirely by nearby off- street City parking facilities. (Refer to the attached Department of Public Works, Office
of Engrneenng and Transportatron Servrces Parkrng Ietter dated: January 23, 1991 - Attachment "F“)

Conclysions: S ‘ ' |[ R -
Based on current demand/rnventory and TMP calcu!atrons the avarlabte parkrng inventory in the study area wrli '

provide parking to meet the 2:00 p.m. weekday demands of the expanded Community / Convention Center, only,
at a utilization rate in the range of 90 percent to 94 percent. Thrs utilization rate indicates a deficit of 13 to 243
parking spaces above the effective parking stpply. Again, with the 567 spaces in excess of the 90 percent
utilization of available inventory, the deficit for the Community / / Convention Center demand is more than
offset, With the potential for full-occupancy leasing of the 1201 rK Street and 1325 J Street office buildings, the
2:00 p.m. weekday utilization rate could climb to.a range- of 96 percent to 100 percent of the available parking
inventory. The weekday evening and weekend day parking utilization rates for Community / Convention Center
and other simultaneous theater events are 94 percent and 71 pwercent respectively, without TMP reductions.
The utilization rate wrth TMP reductrons would be no greater than 85 percent and 66 percent respectively.

_As prevrously noted in thrs report the event scenarios were conpervatrvely developed with hrgh accupancy, high-
area combinations of events, which were "likely” to occur srmultaneousty The scenarios were used to study the
effects of the "worst-case” project parking demand. The conservative basis of this method for development of
the scenarios is supported by the Phase Il Market Study which rndrcates (on page 59) that an expanded facility .
of the size developed in the Concept and Schematic Desrgns wrlll have an "optimal range for beneficial
occupancy” of the available, leasable-area of 61 percent total usage. Therefore, even the "worst-case”
simultaneous-event scenarios, which require the use of a. maronty of the available leasable area and/or have

the greatest occupancy levels; could occur; no more than 61 percent of the time and/or to no-more than a 61
percent maximum occupancy of the leasable area. . For example, State professionial exams are conducted on -
the average of two times per month for a single day ang-while the "likely" 1,440 attendance level used in the -
varking studies occurs several trmes per year the average test size for calendar years. 1989-90 was 920 and

the medran size was 858. K , | e R
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In-the short term, it will be:possible to provide parking.for Community /. Convention Center patrons at specrfrc
City parking facilities through a parking management program. This program will provide adequate nearby
parking sufficient for all foreseeable events during the facility market-growth period (1994 to 1998). However, -

-~ as the amount of parking spaces in City parking facilities available to non- Community / Convention Center
parkrng patrons decreases, the effects of the increased parking demand will be felt in other portions of the study
area.

As usage of the expanded Communlty / Conventuon increases to. the mature operations Ievel and as office
building development in the downtown area continues, the available parking inventory within the study area will

. be depleted. If downtown growth, as projected by currently-planned private office development projects, -
ultimately creates the office-hours parking demand (Barton-Aschman, Table' 8) sufficient to justify additional
off-street parking facilities, the City has retained the_option to construct a new parking facility at City Lot C.

The -existing Community Center Garage (Lot E) and at a new Lot C facility could then provide spaces for
approximately 75 percent of the "worst-case” daytime demand, and could provide all of the 1,200-to 1,500

nearby parking spaces recommended by Coopers & Lybrand as required, to meet the long-term demands of ,
weekday Community / Convention Center events. This report recommends that City Lot C be designated as - -
the site of a future ;parking facility for the Community /. Conventton Center to meet future parktng demands

within the pro;ect study area.- . : :
'Parkrng mltlgatron measures called for by the project EIH Fmd:ngs of Fact to reduce the effects ot traffic,
 circulation and parking resuttrng from the Communrty / Conventlon Center Expansron prolect have been '
addressed as follows: - , x : o :

_1.- : The Korve Engrneermg TMP has been prepared to reduce the requirement for srngle occupant
automobﬂe transportation, for the Community / Convention Center Expansron events. -

2. ,Parkrng utilization for the Expansion prolect is antrcrpated to meet the EIFt Fmdtngs of Fact goal of 90
percent utilization of study area parking spaces. The construction of the Hyatt Hotel parking garage
. and the Civic Center Garage now under construction will add 1513 spaces to the EIR study-area .~
- inventory as mitigation measures put in service subsequent to program EIR analysis. The following
additional mitigation measures called for in the program EIR as potential mitigation measures have
also been studled as part of the. Communrty / Conventron Center: Expansron prolect

- a. ;,Mmgate tratfrc and parkmg |mpacts by promotrng regronat/natronel conventnons The program
and Schematic Design for the expanded Communrty / Convention Center are in accordance -
~ with the facility requirements recommended in the Coopers & Lybrand Market Study to allow
. the expanded Community / Convention Center to compete for regtonallnatlonat conventions, -
whtch is not possible with the existing facility. . :

b ..Prowde satelllte parkmg Satellite parkmg wrth dedlcated shuttle bus sefvice to the Communrty :
' / Convention Center, has been determined to be infeasible.for the Community / Convention
- Center. In the Phase Il Market Study (1990), Coopers & Lybrand.recommend that adequate -
- nearby parking for facility patrons is necessary for marketing the facility and achieving facility
utilization potential. Satellite parking lots near I-80 have been recently leased with relatively-
short term leases (3 years), and the leases have been awarded on a "spot-bid" basis. Even if -
~ the objections of exhibit and trade show operators to the lack of nearby parking facilities could
. be avercome, the uncertainty. of continued availability resulting from the short-term, spot-bid
leasing of satellite parking lots limits the reliability of satellite parking'as a Iong -term solutron for '«
Community / Convention Center parking requrrements
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o ¢ Mitigate traffic and parkrng rmpacts by promotrng alternatrve transportatron modes for
“attendees: The Korve Engineering TMP" study indicates that a reduction on the parking demand
can.be expected through incorporation of the TMP plan' recommendations for promoting

Community / Convention Center alternatrve transportatron programs mcludmg utrlrzrng RT hght

rail park-and-ride programs

d -Mitigate raffic and parklng impacts by promotrng alternative transportation modes for existing

area employees and visitors: City Council and State. of California policies and programs,

developed after the certification of the project El
transportatron to the Central Busmess Dlstrrct h:

R, aimed at reducing the use of automobrle
ave been rmplemented :

e . Construct additronal parking: Additional off-street parking to meet the parkrng demands of the
. expanded Community / Convention Center is not currently required. As the demand created by

" the Community / Convention Center Expansion ‘

project can be adequately accommiodated by

the existing supply, any parking facility constructed to meet short-term, study area parking
demands would incur a significant, unwarranted negative cash flow to the City. However,
additional off-street parking facilities can be- provrded at City Lot C if continuing downtown

development, and the resulting increase;to the study area parkrng demand rs suffrcrent to Justrfy :

- constructron of additional parkrng facrlrtres

" Potential noise.and traffic flow |mpacts of the truck dock as crted in the EIR, have been mlmmrzed by locatron of

the dock on K Street away from the historic St. Paul's church an
Street, and by recessing the docks beneath landscaped terraces}
TMP will mitigate noise and circulation impacts by providing a m
queued wrthrn the study area wartrng for dock parkmg space

Council direction is required as’ parkrng is-a major elemen‘t of the
Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) analysis. . Completion of

‘Convention Center Expansion project schedule. Any delay in development of the SEIR will cause a correspondlng'

delay in the start of protect constructron

FINANCIAL QA I A

d the residential neighborhood across:15th
The truck marshaltrng plan included inthe
eans to control access and eliminating trucks

projeCt description required for-Supplemental
e SEIR is a critical element for the Community /

There is no line item in the Commumty / Conventron Center Expansron project budget for construction of an off-
street parking facrirty Funding requlrem ents for constructlon of'a parkrng garage would be provided by the

Parking Fund.. o
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS -

Itis- proposed that management of existing publrc parkrng resources and a Transportatron Management Plan

.. (TMP) is the preferred Expansion’ prOJect parking response. Alternatrves to parking management of existing

public parking resources and a TMP is: the construction of a new parking facility, either on the preferred City
Lot C or on-one of the' other sites identified in the IPD study w th TMP.

| It is proposed that the data contarned in the parkmg and TMP 1€

ports wrll be rnciuded in the Project Descrrptron )

for analysrs in the Communrty / Convention Center Expansron project SEIR. -

The completion of new large scale office developments within the SEIR study. area may decrease the parkrng S
.nventory avarlable to meet the Communrty/ Conventron Center event demands Th|s decrease in study area -
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parkrng inventory availability may ultrmately require the construction of additional parking facrhtres dedicated to
Community / Convention.Center use to meet marketmg and/or-attendee|demands.

l
MBE/WBE EFFQRTS
This report does not affect MBE/WBE provisions.

It is recommended that the Jornt Commrttee recommend that the City Councrl by resolutron

1. Direct staff to rnclude analysis of a preferred project parkrng plan and alternatives in the preparation of
the Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Sacramento Community / Convention

~ Center Expansion project. Management of existing public parking resources with a. Transportation

Management Plan (TMP) is the preferred Expansion project response to project parking demands.
Alternatives include analysis of the construction of a new parkrng{ facility on the preferred City Lot C, 3
and analysis of the construction of a new parking facility on at Ieast one of the other sites identified in the .
IPD study. :

2. " Direct staff to rnclude the data provided in the various parking and T™MP stucﬁes as part of the preferred -
project parking plan for the Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR). for the Sacramento
Commumty / Conventron Center Expansron project.. :

" REC ATION APPROW"?

JACK R.CRIST. .
Deputy City Manager -

Contact Persons:. ' February 19, 19'91
Duane Wray, Facility Manager 449-5445; . District 1 ‘
Keith Kramer, Senior Analyst, 449-5845; or -

Jim Faber, Project Manager, 449-6745

S
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"_'RESOLUTION NO.

- ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO ey COUNCIL

_ONDATEOF» L
RESOLUTION DlRECTlNG THl: ANALYSIS OF
A PREFERRED PROJECT PARKING PLAN AND ALTERNATES
IN THE SUPPLEMENTAL ENVlRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT -
FOR THE SACRAMENTO COMMUNITY / CONVENTION CENTER EXPANSION
| (PA10)

Jr
F

BE T RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CiTY OF SACRAMENTO
That the City Coucil does hereby e |' :! '

1. Direct staff to include analysis of a preferred prOJect parkmg plan and alternatwes in the
- preparation of the Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Sacramento .
Community / Convention Center Expansion project. Management of existing public parkmg
resources with'a’ Transportatron Management Plan (TMP) is the preferred Expansion prorect
response to project parking demands. Alternatives rnclude analysis. of the construction of a new
parking facility .on the preferred City Lot C; and' analysrs of the construction of a new parkmg
- facility on at Ieast one of the other sites identifi ed in the IPD study: - .

2.  Direct staff to'include the data provided. in the varrous parking and TMP studles as part of the~

preferred project parking plan for the Supplementai Envrronmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the

Sacramento Commumtyl Convention Center Expansron project.
| .
_ P
, ; ; - -
o T S ~MAYOR - -
ATTEST: o i |
v eleRk - .
I
i .foacmcx;eimuseomv
i1 ResoLuTion NO.: _
| DATE ADOPTED: .



 ATTACHMENT "A"

RESOLUTION No. 88-912
OCTOBER 25, 1988

FINDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
SUPPORTING THE SACRAMENTO | |
COMMUNITY CONVENTION CENTER EXPANSION ~




' 'WHEREAS:

ACTING . i _ ‘
Arsistant CITY CLERK , o S

'appllcable requirements of law; and

- ATTEST: P

RESOLUTIC{N No. 88-912

Adopted by The Sacramento Qity Counc:l on date of' '

.0CT 23

19 3\1

RESOLUTION ADOPTING FENDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT

OF QVERRIDING CONS1IDERA
SACRAMENTO COMMUNITY ; CONVE
(M87-076) © : r \

the. Sacramento Community Conventi

“l

|
the Clty Planning’ Comm1s31on at
June 16, 1988 con51dered publlc testxmony

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS, ‘the Clty Plannlng Commlssxon and
public. hearlng on September I,1988, 'recexv
the wrltten record on the Flnal EIR f

n

WHEREAS; the Clty Council on October 4

an intent to approve the expansion ofﬁthe.s
subject to certain cond1t1ons j

TIONS SUPPORTING THE -
NTION CENTER EXPANSION

on Center Expansion complies with all

a regularly noticed publlc hearing on
on: the Draft EIR

the City Cpuncil. et'a'duly noticed
ed and considered public¢ testimony and

1988, following nubiie'testimony,'adopted

acramento Community Convention Center,

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

) -

1. The attached "Findlngs of Fact and Statement of Overrldlng Considerations on

the Sacramento Commun1ty Conventlon

Department Env1ronmenta1 Coordlnator.

filing and posting with the C?unty
'Notice of Determination prepared:

Envxronmental Quallty Act L -{

CUANICE BEAMAN - T 1-

M87-076

Center Expansion”

B MAYOR

attached hereto and

lncorporated herexn by reference are adopted; and.
“2. 'The Sacramento Commnn;ty Conqent;on.Qenter Expansion is hereby approved; and
- : b o L : 3 :
3. The. Clty Clerk is hereby dlrectec'to obtain from -the City Planning

an affidavit ‘documenting the proper
Clerk ofthe County of Sacramento, a
|in accordance with the California:

T

ANNE RUDIN

Ty B T |15 I
. ‘ 7 .

< ,}A c,..;»- \—SJ-—*”——\ .

ACT'\'G Bk A

o




SACRAMENTO ,COMMUNITY CONVENTION CENTER EXPANSION
PINDINGS OF PACT AND =
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The existing Sabramento' Commuﬁity Conventian Ce;;i';ter cbn‘tains 50.000 square
feet of exhibit space, 170,0‘60 square feet of meeting space and a performing
.art's theater with a seating capacity of over 2,400. The facility is
fcvurrentlﬁbused fér’ ',‘sinalv‘ler sta't'é and local conventions and. trade .show's.. :
publicl:‘shows and nu,mepqqs,‘comﬁunity~' eveﬁts. Accerding .to Convention Center‘
ma.n"agemen«tf,- the City of Sacramen‘to has beea unable ﬁo étﬁract an.d
4 accomlAnodate-its‘ I‘:ull market p;:tenf:ial of convént‘im‘i related events, due in
part to ‘the si_ze constraints of the Cohvention Ciiant;ér and. thn.a' cu'z;.rent he.z'.aiVy.
utilization .levél of the facility (Cooﬁers & Ly?brand; Decemi::er '19_8'7 'D'r'.;aft
‘Report). In an effort to a;llevia'te these problémg and to boosi: Saéf'amentq's
’.Kabi'lit'y .t'ﬁj gccommodate convént‘ioh—related 'eveAnt‘s.'/ .'the'City» bepai‘fment of
\‘Gén.éral sevr-vices propéses, t:ov develop é‘n expansioﬁ to the e_x'is'tlir'lg Cbmmun%fy

Convention Center.

. .A dréft,.. market analysis for“_th'e proposed }Comr_nqnity, Convention Center

Exﬁaﬁsidq provid,e‘:‘d spaée allocation,Aand‘, dgsign parameters for thé(proposed
'_expaﬁsion‘ w.hich _woul»}d optli'mize its market(lpotejntial (‘Codpe'r.s & Lyb’randv.
‘1987)“.' The m'ark;.-:t analysis recommended an addition of more than 140,'Q-00
‘;g_-r'os,s 'squaré f‘eet‘ of exhibiﬁ, meeting and béil‘room spaée arlgd addi,tibn,a.l

loading dock facilities. The recommendations of the market analysis are

summarized as follows:




¥

- The primary exhibit space should be expanded by 100;0001gross square

feet (gsf) to provide a total of {150,000 gsf of exhibit space.
' ) [

- A 20,000 gsf ballroom shouid be| added adjacent to the exhibit space.

.The'ballroom-shéuldvcbnfigured so that it could serve as additional

exhibit space.




City Planning Commission and Sacramento'ﬁousing apd-Redevelopment.Agency

Commission to consider certifying the FEIR as complete and adequate. The

Council, along with, the two Commissions, expressed an intent to certify the

‘ ‘ |
FEIR as complete and adequate. Stafﬁ was -reqpested. to provide furthgr

program and economic information for the findings of fact to be- made onw

Octaber 4, 1988. On Octaber 4, the Council certified the EIR as complete



All staff reports, memoranda, maps, letter, minutes of meetings and
other planning documents prepared by City staff relating to the

project;

All testimony, documents, and other evidence presented by the City

relating to the project;

The proceedings before the‘titj Planning Commission, the Sacramento
Housing and Redevelopment ‘Agency Commission, and the City Council
relating to the subject project, including testimony and documentary

evidence introduced at the public hearings:

Matters of common knowledge to the Council which it considers

including, but not limited to, the/following:

1) The Sacramento City General Plan, including the Land Use Map and

element; thereof;
'2) The text and land use plan of |the Central City Community Plan;

3) The Air Quality Maintenance| Plan, a basic strategy adopted by
City, as required by Environmental Protecfidn'Agency regulations

implementing the Clean Air Act;

¢

4) The Zoning Code of thé City of Sacramento;

5) The Sacramento City Code; and

A




6) Other formally adopted policies and ordinances.

POTENTIAL SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS AND FINDINGS REGARDING MITIGATION MEASURES

The FEIR identified a number of potential significant effects that could
result from the project site selected (east alternative). However the City
Council finds that the inclusion of certain mitigation measures as part of

the pbroiect apbproval will rednce most but naot all _of thase__natential . __



4) Change in character of the area from small to large scale

development.

The City Council finds, based ‘upon substantial evidence in the record,
that the following mitigation measures will reduce. the .above described
potentially significant land use| effects to a less than significant

level:

1) . The City will comply with all statues regarding relocation and
-financial assistance to displaced businesses and residents, as set

forth in the California Goverpment Code. .

2) Prior to excavation for the Expansion, a structural assessment for
St. Paul's willibe conductéd to determine appropriate mitigation
measures. Excavation and/or bile driving activities near the
church will be supervised byia structural enginee;'to ensu?e that
appropriate setbacks are maintained to minimize the potential
damage. to the church.  1In addition.:loading docks, potentially
noisy HVAC units'énd other nuisance uses.will be located as far

from the church as possible[

3) The City will considen.ihbluding retail uses which would be
compatible with Convention Centerbactivities in the J Street
fropt;ge of the Expapsion.- Because there is currently no design
for the Expansion.'it is i}féasiblé at this time to commit to
incorp&ration of retaili{uses as a mitigation measure.
Incorporatiqn of fetail uses| into the design will be analyzed in

the Supplemental Environmental Impact Report, to be done at the

6

20




design/construction stage of the expansion project. Findings of
feasibility on this mitigation measurg will be made at the time
the S.E.I.R. is certified and the project design approved.

|
4) The expanded loading dock facilities ifor- the East Alternative
should be buffered from nearby uses and the street using

landscaped setbacks and noise barriers, 'as necessary.

5)  The City will investigate thé feasibility of relocating the
Merrium Apartment buildiné to a compatible site in the downtown
area. If the. City determines relocatiqn to not be feasible then
the City will cause replacement housiné to be .constructed. If
alternate housing is_cqnstructed. the &errium-Apartments will be
demolished,  thereby resulting in a siénificant adverse impact;

}
The City Council finds that under such aicircumstance that certain
overriding social and econémic considerétions make mitigation of.

this impact infeasible. Those considerations are discussed in

Section 6 of this document.

Historic Preservation and Cultural Resources

The City Council has determined that the project site selected (East
Alternative) could cause the following poten:ially'significant effects

on historic preservation and cultural resources:

1) Demolition of the Merrium Apartments (& priority structure) if

-relocation ié found to be infeasible; ;

2|



2)

3)

Indirect aesthetic effects off large new buildings adjacent to St.
FPaul's Epi'sc'ppal 'Chuzjch ‘and- tlie Gallion Building; and
U.ncdver‘ing "o_f pf‘ehi’vstornc or "hiétor‘ic} artifacts during

construction;

that the following mitigation njeés;ures will reduce the above described

potentially significant effects on| historic and c'uvllt'm'-al resources to a

less than significant level:,‘;

1)

2)

3)

L

,
The City will make'e\}ery'r reasonable effort to relocate the Merrium

Apartment Building to another site.

The final design of vthe‘Coiwent‘ion Ceriter Expansion will be

compatible with adjacent buillqmgs. including St. Paul's Episcopal

Church. Prior to ekcavatjdn for the Expansion, a structural

assessment for ’S’t.» Paul's wiil be c}onductedl to determine

appropriate mitigation 'measures. ' Excavation and/or pile driving

,activiﬁies' near the church will be supervised by a structural

"
I

engineer to ensure that app’ropr:}ate' setbacks are maintained to

- minimize the potential for damage to the church.

A qualified archaeologist will be retained to develop a program of
surface ins'pec‘_:t'ion'and?‘/or subsurface testing in the areas where

buildings will _b'e removed subsequent to the removal of existing

'structures, but ‘before any. “furthgr subsurface excavation takes

’
’

place. If significant historic- or prehistoric materials are

8

The City Council finds,based on substantial evidence in the record,

S~



discovered during inspection, a detailed mitigation program will

be developed.

The City Cduncil, further finds that if rélocation of the Merrium -

Apartment building is not feasible, relocati?n housing will be caused
to be constructed; No other mitigation measures suggested in the EIR
are feasible due to overriding social and ‘economic considerations.
Section 6 of tbis -document identifies tﬁose findings ana overriding

1

considerations.

‘Population

The City Council has determined that the project site selected (East

"Alternative) could cause the following potentially significant

'
i

population effect:

1) Reduce»permaﬁeat population in the projecﬁ area by 46 residents.

The City Council finds, based upon substantial evidence in the record,

that the following mitigation measure will reduce the above described

potentially significant effect on population to a less than significant

level:

1) The City will establish an aggressive program to locate

'appropriate replacement housing in thg Qentral City for tenants

displaced from _the Merrium .dpartments; In addition, if the

Merrium Apartment building is not relocated, the City will cause

replacement housiné to be constructed.

9
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‘on employment:

. R A
that the following mitigation me

poteritially significant efféct on

1) The City will provide ‘assis

Employment

+ EER

¥
)

-4

\

alternative) could cause the fol
' ;

4
CA
f
i
[

ot

1) The project wpﬂld»diséléée

!

City, downtown or elsewhere.

. The City CquncilVThaé _de@ermine&f that the‘>pfoject selected (east

. i .
lowing potentially :significant effect

businesses to other- locations in the

4

1

‘The City Council finds, baﬁed on substantial evidence in the record,

' displacédrﬁy the projeét.
Housing ’
The City Council has determined

on housing:

a). Protect and.presbrve
structures tﬁf@ugﬁ~the
Element, Goal A, Rolicy

. . . 4.
i

10 .

asuré gfllvreduCe the above-described

emploYmeht.

tance in the relocation of. businesses

that the project site selected (East

Alternative) could cause the followjng pbtentiallyfsignificant effects

1) . Inconsisténcy'WEth derﬁain'Genebal Pl?n policies, including:

architectural, cultural and historic
existing preservation program (Housing

7);:




[

1

'b)  Continue to ‘support redevelopment!and rehabilitation efforts oo
: : |

that "add new and reconditioned units to the housing stock

while eliminating neighbo;hood_blight and.detéfiqrationl SR "

" (Housing Element, Goal C. Policy 6);

c) Use mixed housing and employment centers to help meet housing ]

needs and reduce traffic in new development within the City

(Hou51ng Element, Goal E, Pollcy 2?
i

The City Council finds, based on substant1a1 ev1dence in the record, B
that the following mitigation measure will Feduce the above described
’ | .

_potentially significant effects on the housing and assure that the

project is consistent with the. General Plan:

1) The City will establish an aggressivev program ‘to.locate
appropriate replacement housing' in the! Central City for tenants .

displaced from the Merrium Apartments. | The City will also cause

replacement housing to be built, if theirelocation of the Merrium

Apartment building is found to be infeasible.
. . ' |
1 ) |

Visual Quality

i
i

i
The City Couhcil has determined that the prbject site selected (east
alternatlve) could cause the following potentzally significant effects
on visual quality:

1) All ex:stlng low rise structures on east alternative site ‘

11

i
|
1
|
:
|
the
i
would be removed; o

25



2} The project would obstfuct e
:Street;
- 3)
. - O
The -scale, design. and build

incompatible with St, Paul's |

Bgcausé the Cﬁnvention _Center Ex
“design phase; the City'Coungii f
‘certain mitigation measuﬁes f;
premature. Hénce.'it is.in%easib
The keasur

mitigation measures.

eventually seiectedANill be eva

1

xisting views from 14th Street and J

The 1l4th Stregt’pedestrian corrider would be blocked: and

ing materials for the project may'be

Church. .

!

Episcopal

<pansion Projéct is not yet .1n the-
inds that ¢0mmitment at this time to
or reduction of visuéi impacts 1is
le af this time to commit td‘certéin

es which will depend on the design .

luated in thé Supplemental EIR and

~approved or rejected at the time th#t document is certified and the

prqject approﬁed.
p
 Hoﬁeyer.lthe City Council finds.
record, that-the following #itiga
the design stage of tﬁévbroie
"potentially significant e?fects
signifidéntvlevelr ‘

LA

;) During the ﬁroject deségﬁ pr
with the projectﬁ ;rchiteé
: oversée¢ the Urban De%ign ¢
pbelimina;y gesigﬁ”péncép§
re?iewéd by_fhe DesiénﬁRévié

12

'based on substantial evidence in the

tion measures wiIl be incorporated at
:ct to reduce the above described

on visual quality to a less than

ocess, Citf Plgnning staff.wiil meet
t and facility mépagement‘ staff .Eo
z}ément$ _of the p;oje;t.A. when  the
is _comﬁiétgd; the project will be

w and Preservation Board. The final




2)

3)

4)

5)

6) -

design will likewise be reviewed by tﬁe Board.

A minimum setback of 15 feet will be established for all portions
of the site adjaceat to St. Paul's Episcopal Church. The project
will be de#igned to incorporate either additional setbacks or a
stepped .building to ensure that direct solar access to church
windows is not blocked by the Convéﬁtion Center Expansion from

March 21 to September 21, from sunrise until 2:15 pm in the

afternoon (solar time).

Building materials, textures and_coloﬁs for the Expansion will be
visually compatible with the facades of the existing Convention

[
Center, as well as St. Paul's Episcopal Church.

The corhice height of St. Paul's Epi%copal Church will be taken
into account in the design of the height of the J Street facade.
The architectural detailing for the Expansion will comply with the

requirements of CBD Urban Design Plan policies regarding color,

texture and baterials,<fenestration. building rhythm and offsets,

insets and reveals for new buildings.

CBD Urban Design'Plan‘guidelineﬁ for the design of main building

entries, paving treatments, plazas, liéhting‘and signage will be

generally applied during the developﬁe?t of the Convention Center

Expansioh design. Opportunities to enhance the J Street
streetscapé with paving treatment, lighting and signage will be
incorporated intc the Project design. Open space plaza areas

should be incorporated into the site design.

13
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7).

Ty

-Landscaping for the Convention Center Expansion. will be compatible

with the landscape features| of thE‘existing'Convenﬁipn Center. -

Integrated landscape planter

and plazas. A combination

s will be used in arcades; courtyards

of trees and shrubs of varying sizes

and ground cover.will be used in all planting areas.

0

The Supplemental'EIR‘will evaluate\incorporatioq of features such

as recessed pedestrianways

or equivalent pedestrian protection

elements, which enhancgfpedestbian usage of J Street and K Street.

Findings of feasibiliti on t
at the time‘the'SuppJemé
approved. - T

g

Traffic, Circulation and Parking

The City Council has determined

hese mitigation measures will be made-

ntal EIR and the Project design is

that the project site selected {East

Alternative) could cause the following potentially gignificant effects

1)

2)

increase of betweenA3,820 3

on traffic, circulation and parking.

3

The existing Convention Cent

ter plus the Expansion Project, would

generate approximately 8,600 vehicle trips. per day. This is an

)

nd .5,270 vehicle trips per day over

those generated by events that can cdr;ently be scheduled at the

. b
Convention Center: .and - ..

Under worst case conditions.

averall parking demand would be 145

percent of the avdilable pérking supply ‘within 3 blocks‘of the

Convention Center.

14
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‘The City Council fihds. based on substantial evidence in the record.'.

that the following mitigation measures will reduce the above described

potentially significant effects on traffic, circulation and parking,

below a level of significance:

1) The City will reﬁuire preparation of a Transportation Management
Plan (TMP) to reduce project related traffic and parking impécts;

and

2) - The Cify-will set a goal of achieving 90 percent utilization ofl~

the available parking subply'during the critical weekday afternocon
period. Of the .potential measures discussed in the EIR for
achieving t.he 90 percent parkiﬁg utilization rate, the Council
finds that the followingvmeasures‘are feasible:

- promote regional/national conventions;
T - proﬁide satellite parking;

- promote alternative transportation modes for attendees;

- v promote alternativé transportation modes for existing area

employees and visitors; and -
- construct additional parking.
The Council finds that the following measures are infeasible:

i85

1



" H.

‘would defeat the purpose of the ex

" parking utilization rate.'the Cit

are dévélopeq;

effects:

- limit the size of “short-term” weekday events; and

0

The Council finds that these

limitations on the size of events

Of the five measurés that are

be utilized as more specific detai

Noise -

The City Council  has determined -

Alternative) could cause the fol

problems:'and

restrict event schedules.

two measures are infeasible since
and restrictions on evernt schedules

(pansion.

feasible to achieve the 90 percent
y will plan the specific measures to

ls on the final design of the project

that the pboject site selected (East’

lowing potentially significant noise

1) Incremental aggravation of existing foadway felated noise

2) Stationary noise sources could disturb adjacent noisé sensitive

pseS'suth as St. Paul's Episcopal Church. -

The City Council finds.'baSed on
that the following mitigation mea

16

substantial évidence in the record.

sures- will reduce the above désdfibcd




potentially significant noise effects, but not to a less than

significant level:

1)

2}

3) -

4)

5)

6}

The loading docks for the Convention Center will be located and

designed to minimize potential impacts on adjacent uses.

'Hospital grade'mufflers will be used on all stationary noise

sources (e.g., -heating and air conditioning units, emergency
generators, etc.) and baffling will be used to direct noise upward

away from adjacent uses.

The potential for.future airport related noise will be determined
prior to building construction and appropriate noise abatement
features should be incorporated into the building design if

proposed air routes ovér the study area are approved.

The aspects of demclition and construction (e.g., pile driving,

jack hammers and drills) which generate the highest noise peaks

. and occur sporad;pal;y (genérally the most disturbing) will be

done before business hours to the extent possible and shquld avoid

times that the canch is in use for assembly purposes.

[l

During project construction, the operation qf heavy equipment will
be limited to the daytime hours (8:60 a.m, to 5:00 p.m., Monday
through Friday) to minimize potential disturbance of adjacent

residents as possible.

Equipment used for project construction will utilize noise control

17
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techniques (improved gmuffl
silencers, ducts, and miffler

noise impacts.

b

ers, equipment redesign, use of

s) in order to minimize construction

' The City Counéil further finds that the abovg—described,measufes will

problems along roadways to a less
ejidénée; findings of fact, ‘and ‘a

. are found in Section 6 below.'

Air Quality

not reduce the incremental édﬁtrfbution to existing noise compatibility
than significant level. Relevant

statement ofvoverniding conditions

The City Council haS'dgterﬁined that the projéct_site selected (east

alternative) éould‘cause-théjf§lldwing potentially significant effect

‘dn air quality:
1) Construction related dust and
The City Council findsh based on -

that the following mitigation'meas

potentially significant affect

significant level:

1) Dust Acontrols measures requir

during construction:

18

exhaust emissions. -

substantial evidence in the record,

ures will reduce the above described

on air quality to a. less thaa

ed by the APCD uiil be implementéd

N




2) Reducing interference with existing traffic and preventing truck
queuing around occupied receptors will be incoerporated into the

project construction permit;

3) Parking facility ventilation rates will be determined by code

requirements; and

4) Various transportation control measure (TCMs) will be integrated

into project design.
Public Services and Utilities

The City Council has determined that the project site selected (East

Alternative) could cause the following potentially significant effects

. on public services and facilities:

1) Increased demand for electricity;
2) Increased demand for police services; and
3) Increased demand for fire protection.

The City Council finds, based on substantial evidence in the record,
that the following mitigation measures will reduce the above described
potentially significant effects on public services and utilities to a

less than significant level:

1) Arrangements for security service for the Convention Center events

19
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2)

3) - The Criﬁe"Prevention,ﬁUnit

" will be hecessafy‘td éﬁémeht'

- regarding lighting and-?ccess
7 1E P

a. Parking areas will -have

. pedestrian access..

. v WL
provide for - the safety. of
Center. ' . C 3i'

3
i

I

)

one foot candle pe?'éqda
b
[
b. . Aisles and passageways w
_surface lighting level o
) PR
=

routine police'patrols in the area to

4

+

?roject“developmeﬁt:shdﬁ; combiy with'standard_deéign:guidelines

..inclﬁdihg the"folldbing:

- a minfmum surfaceylighting level of

re foot;

f .25 foot candle;

. ' . ‘ - b ’ . - oo
c. . Landscaping-plans;uill avoid creating 'blind spots and other

potential concealmeént ar

‘11luminated directories

" Stréet showing #ﬁe lo

. i
project.
¥

i

eas, especially neaf'parking'lots:

: : N ) ) o - .
d. To .facilitate -additional response by public safety agencies,

cation of all buildings within the

lof the City POliceyfbépaftment will

review the plans for the Convention Center Expansion to ensure

[

that: security and"crihe 'pre§ention “plans have been adequately

addressed. The Unit wﬂﬁl review the praject plans for suitability

i

, S ‘
of security design, light
Lk S

120

.qttendeeé at events ’hqsﬁed by the .

ithin the project ﬁirl have a minimﬂm_

Qill be placed at the‘entrancéé off J

ing., signing, alarm éystems.rand



4)

5)

,6)

7)

. 8)

9). _Load management devices’ should be incorporated into -the expanded

10)

If additional officers are required for law enforcement in the

- corridor area, the City will need to hire officers to meet new

demands.

New flow tesfs for;fire.fIOWS should be conductgd prior to brcject

‘ ‘approval.'

The exbgﬁded Community/Convention Center should incorporate life

" safety system_features‘such as smoke detection‘andgcontbol. and a

.‘’central control room for fire safety.

An emergéndy evacuation plan should be developed for the expanded
Convention Center facilities. The plan should address procedures

for evacuation, principal and secondary exits, the instruction and

:coordinatign of event supervisors, methods for crowd ;ontfol._and

direction fd;'rapi& evacuation.

"All new construction should conform to Sacramento Fire Departmenf
sta@dafds for water mains, hydrants, paving, access to the site.

- and access to individual buildings, and sprinkler installation.

Conven;ibp Center Qesign. . This measure would control the use of

'electricfty during peak periods and shed noncritical loads during

generation shortfalls. Large users are asked to participate in

SMUD's "Capacity Shortage Contingency"'program.

The installation of auxiljary genératons for use at SMUD's reqﬁest

21
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11y

12)

: would'.feduce démandv ohf the

would gontract‘with SMUP”aﬁd

‘The installatiaon dff@lecﬁ

required by code. An effici

achieved. ﬁhfoughfthefuse

“equipment; motdrs, I1ghming-s

Use of “Thermal Energy Stp%a

Air~conditigning:eQuipgenﬂ

demand.times;ﬁ'

distﬁibution‘ systemi . ?dftiéipants

réceive compensation accordingly.

rical equipment more efficient than

ency improvéweht of zd'percent can be
ystems, and water heating systems.

se” systems to provide ‘space cooling.

cools a medium such as water duriag

e considered for commercial space

lighting where no‘q.»-c_rit'ica'l tasks are pérfobmed and at the

.13) Natural lighting should b
perimeter of multi-ievel park
control. is' critical, ‘such
rooms, energy conserving fixt

Geology

" Thé City Council Has determined

Alternative) could cause theﬁfoilc

effedts:

1)

Differential settlement co

sails;

ing structures. In areas where light
as ‘the exhibition hall and meeting

ures should be installed.

that .the project»sité selected (East

wing potentialiy'significant,geologic

uld result from poorly’ conselidated

of high efficiency air conditibning'

: off—péak périods: the @ediqm is then stored for use during peak'



2) drogndwater damage to subterranean portions of the project‘could-

- result from improper construction techniques; and

3) Ground shaking could cause liquefaction'dnring_a stpong‘”

T

earthguake.

‘ The City‘Councii finds, baséd on,substantial evidence in the record,

that the followlng m1t1gat1on measures will reduce the above described

potentlally signlflcant geologlc 1mpacts to a less than sxgnlfxcant

level.

1) A detailed geotechnical study wiil be performed for each proposéd
structure in the early design phase of the project. Such stddy
should coasist of:.

~a) Several borings to appropriate depths;
b) Subsurface sampling:

¢) Assessment of groundwater levels; and
d). Laboratory testing adequate to determine strength and
‘conSoli¢atiqn of soils and to detect any potentially

‘ liquefiable sand layers.

Poundagiqg-designé must reflect the results of 'this study in order. to

reduce the potential for settlement of damage from liquefaction.

.23
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2) If subterranean levels‘bf bﬁJ

‘high groundwater levels, th

and pumping systems,shpuld't

levels during coastruction.

%

"Biotic Resources
) ,

The City Council has determined
Alterhative) could result in the f

1) Removal of mature trees; along

The City Council finds, based on

"that the following mitigation mea

. effect on blotic to a less than si
1) The landscaping plan for the
to incorporate the follbwing:

Preserve existing tre

a.
- (Streetscape Guidelines,
'b. Plant medium .scalé: tree

oﬁicenter. E@phagﬁze u
and_tree'guard§‘(§treets
the‘trees on J Street
should be thé'samé:as“th
the trees are remeed.

24

[1dings are expected to be affected by
ey will be waterproofed accordingly,

e installed to draw down groundwater

that the pfoject site selected (East

allowing effgqts4on biotic resources:
J and 14th Streets.

substantial evidence in the recozd,
sures will reducethe above described
gnificant level.
Exbansion will consider during design

es to the greatest extent possible

4.3.7).

s on J Street, approximately 25 feet

rban character with metal tree grates

’

scape Guidelines, 4.3.1). If most of
are retained;f‘infill ‘tree -species

e existing trees, IfAthe’majority of

replacement trees should use one of’




the following species as the dominant tree for the block
(streetscape Guidelines, 4.4.6):
Tulip Tree (Liriocdendron Tulip)
‘ Qommbn Hackberry: {Celtis Occirdentalis)

Maidenhair Tree {Ginkgo Biloba "Fairmont”)~

2) Building: setbacks and coanstruction zones-adjacent to existing

. large trees should be reviewed to ensure avoidance of root or limb

encrqaéhment that would be-.damaging to the tree‘(Strgetscape

Guidelines 4.4.6).

S. ALTERNATIVES

The EIR described and analyzed four alternative sites for the project as
well as the no project alternative. The four 'site alternatives  are

summarized below:
- i

Edét‘AltérnatiVe; The East Alternative site is located east of the existing

"COmmdﬁitylconvention‘Centeriand is bounded by 14th Street, 1S5th Street, J

Street and K Street. The East Alternative site does not include St. Paul's

Episcqpal Church (on the corner of J Street .and lsfh Street) or ‘the row of . !

. buildings fponting on 15th Street. Under this alternative, the expansion

would include an approximately 130.600 square .foot site which would be -

the City's Official Register of Historic Properties.

23

“connected to the existing Convention Center. To achieve this. 14th Street
 i#ou1d he closed to vehicle traffic .and several existiﬂg;buildings would be.

. demolished, <including the Merrium Apartments, a "Priority Structure” under

29



e — - - —

West Alternative: - The West ﬁlten
Convention Center 'and iS-bcdﬁded”§y'12t
T

Street. DeVelopment of this alternativ

scdare~foot site., Aswuifh"the East Al

"
il

latiQe ‘site 'is located: west,tofl the
h Street, 13th Street. J Street and K
e. would include approximately 135,000

ternative.”the-Weet Alternatfﬁe would

be’ phy51cally éonnected to the ex1st1r

‘would “not affect vehicular~traffic; ee

is already restr1cted to pedestrxan tra
1

1nc1uding three structures whxch are 11

i
&

ll
K

Building. ;
. !
i

North' Alternetive--' The North Altern

mskywey aboveiJ Street.’

structures on the prOJect 31te would

Historic Prcperties. : _— o

p

Street J Street, 13th"Street and 15th

on: the corner of 13th and J Streets
ﬁ

xg Conventlon Center Although this

would alter the exlsting layout of the 13th Street pedestr1an corrldor. it

the affected:segment of:;3th‘$treet

ffic. To aecomplfsh this alterative.

'all of the exlstlng structures on -the West Block would be demollshed

sted in the C1ty s.Official Register

‘the_Publxc Harket Bu:ldrng, the Esqulre Theater. andvthe Neva Hotel

ative.site'is located north -of the

‘Convention Center and 1nc1udes portlons of the two block area ‘bound by I

:Street;' An-existing office building

end the Pacific Bell Building on J

Street.“‘betHEen !14th and -ISth. Streets=*are not included in ‘the North

Alternative site.

additional 175,000. square écct'site. A
Center and the North Alternative Expans
t.Td dewelcp

I

;Bulldlng.*a ”Prlorlty Structure" und

.26

" This elteéﬁatiéeu-WQdid involve deveiopment of an

ccess between.-the existing Convention

ion would be -provided ¥ia an elevated

this alternative, several existing

be denolished, including the ‘Gallion

er the City's ‘Official Regieter of




éOCA Alte;nqtive:' The SOCA Alternative, pr;posed by the Sacramenfo 0ld City
Association. is proposed for portions of both the East Altérnatiye and.the
) Nést. Alternative -site, aé well as -the ,existing Convention Center site.
Under - this alte;nafive. the Expansion would iﬁclude approximately 129,000
.. square feet of exhibitien and -support faéiiities and 81,000 squareﬁfeet,of
addi;lbnal meeting space. 'In-adaitibn. 45.000 square fée;_;f
retail/commercial space, 90,000 square feet of residential space and 213,000
. square feet of .parking would be.deVeloped, presumably by priuate 62velobér;.
:This altérﬁdtive would‘pyeserve all of the historic:. structures on the.ﬁasf
andiwgst Blocks, includiﬁg’the'MerfiumiApartments. the Public ﬁarket. the

Esquire Theater and the Neva Hotel.

The City Council considered éach alternative and selected the East
Alternative as the preferred site. The other alternatives were determined

to not be feasible for the f0116wing reasons:

. a, West' Alternative: This alternative had no viable, functional.locatign

to'accommodate the loading dock requirements of the project: The south

- and east. sides of the cen;erAare landlocked. The light rail line on

‘the west prevents reasonable access for loadingvdocks.’1 Finally, J

~ Street on the north is a major artery which cannot be used as loading

dock access. -

b. North Alternative:  The north alternative .was determined to bé

infeasible due to access problems across J Strest. A pedestrian

skywalk is in conflict with the Urban Design Plan. An .underground

‘access would require the relocqtion of communication equipment which
v

would . be very costly. -and vfeSult‘vin ‘substéntial_ time delays. This

27
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.c. SOCA Alternative: The SOCA alte

“'be approved. With refgrencgvtb the

determined that' the project w?uld

1 : A N . Loat oL
alternative was also determined

§

to be infeasible due to .conflicts with

design and- operational cénsidératiqns which ‘favor égntjgdpus spatial

arrangements of exhibit hallls, grand lobby and meeting rodms;

i
[l
i
I

beéause thejprbposed d%sign
bpgrationaﬂ objectives'ofﬁtheix
. ‘ - ) 5o

and megti@g.rdoms féqui%e in
. o ‘ I
allowing convention acces’% to
‘hall evehts; ana ﬁeetings;§~Thé
flow aqd-c&ﬁfﬁsing usér én{entat
. o S

i

d. No ProjectrAlternative{ ‘ﬁhe no

fnative-wasﬂdetermined.tq~be infeasible
is-vinCOmpatiblg with the design -and
project. Specifically, the lobby area

dependent access to  the exhibit hall

ithe - lobby, registration .area, exhibit

design also creates inefficient traffic

ion.

projebt,alternative was .determined to

be infeasible because it wﬁuld not permit the City to achieve its goals
. ; Sl ,

"of an expanaedrcntertainhedt cen
for the community. !

|

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

ter and enhanced cultural opportunities

I

‘ i

Notwithstanding the disclosure df the
. : i

. , { _
of the.proposed project»outWQigq the

significant effects and the mitigation

measures describéd above, the C%fy Council has determined that the benefits

adverse impacts and the project should

‘| above findings and 'in:.recognition of.

those facts which‘ are incLuaed in bhe'recofd,_the City Coﬁncil has

cause historic and cultural resource

i@pacts'if the Merrium Apartmentﬂbuilding cannot be-relocated and contribute

N a | . - ) s
to existing noise impacts which are considered adverse.

. 28
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The City Council specifically finds and makes this statement of overriding
considerations that there are special, social and economic reasons for
approving this' prdject, notwifhstanding the disclosure of substantial

adverse impacts in the FEIR. The reasons are as fallows:

1. The project wili result in substantial"culturél opportunities and

benefits for the City:

2.: The project will gengrate new jobs in the private sector for additional

convention énd hospltalicy‘supﬁort services; and

3. The project will stimulate the downtown revitalization effort and
anchor the establishment of the hotel and entertainment district.

JH: jg
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- Expansion
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C . : ‘ ; ‘ _ . Richard F Roti
S ' . . o Charles M. Boldon
o ’ . ) ) ‘ Oilip L Nandwana
J. Richard Choate

January 25, l990‘_”r;w‘., '_ vf? S o IPDaJobENoJ-901087«

. City of Sacramento
Department of General Services
1030 .15th Street, Suite 200
‘Sacramento, CA: 95814

Attn: Mr..Dav1d L. Morgan‘.f
- Senior Archltect

" Re: Parking’ Structure Site Analy31s ' , _
' _Sacramento Community Convention Center Expansion

" Dear Mr. Morgan:

-

Please find attached hereW1th Internatlanai Perking Deeigns analysis of
the four sites selected by theé City for p0331ble development of additional

parklng for the Community Convention Center Expansion. Various conceptual.

parking designs for each of the four sites and a summary comparison table
with specific parklng ‘data for each of the conceptual designs is. provided
for your review. It should be noted thatiln response to-the City's =zoning
requirements., all parking designs for Sltes 1, 5 and 6. 1ncorporate ground
level commercial space into. the de51gn o

In response to your request Internatlonal Parklng De31gn has also provided
a prellmlnary constructlon cost estlmate for Slte 5 Scheme C..

We thank you for your assistance in the preparatlon of thlS report and
remdin available to answer any questhns you may have
Sincerely,

 INTERNATIONAL PARKING DESIGN, INC. .

Ren L. Jmaa

Ron L. Saxton. = . -
Vice Ere51dent

"“RLS/Jj .
enclr

14652 VENTURA BOULEVARD, SHERMAN OAKS, CAuronhqunaoeaoc; . 013)8721461 « (818) 986-14%4

-

ign, Inc. "« Parking Consultants

Ronald L. Soxton
-John £ Walker

FAX: [818] Q06- 8697 '
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- January 25, 1991
Parking Structure Site Analysis
Page 1 S '

' INTRODUCTION

With plans being deéeloped for the egpanSion of the Sacramento Community
Convention Center and the reopening of the nearby 2,500 seat Memorial

- Auditorium, the City felt compelled to conduct a site analysis for

~possible construction of a new parking facility to meet the needs for

additional parking. To perform this site analysis the City retained

International Parking Design parking consultants.

To review the existing and future parking supply.'démgnd and adequacy in-

the study area surrodnding the Convention Center, Barton-Aschmann
- Associates, Inc. was engaged by the City.

SITES:and.FACILITY DESIGNS -

Six sites were identified by the City for possible construction ‘of a

parking facility. .After further study and discussion the City reduced the.

. number of sites to four. The four sites are indicated on-the following

Vicinity Map and described as follows. ' | : .

SITE 1 is west of. and immediételf ad jacent to.the existing five levei Lot
"E" parking facility. The site is bounded Sy "I" Street to the north, 12th
Street to thelwest, an‘alley on the south and the existing Lot "E" parking
facility,on‘thé'east.'See’Vicinity Map. The site is currently'occupied fby

a retail use.’




Janiary 25, 1991

Perking Structure Site Analysis

Page 2

, 1™ STREET -

.VIS’“S'I'REET

14™ STREET _

"46™ STREET

. ealff—
i —
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A
—
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—
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-

|

_ VICINITY MAP

o

'SACRAMENTO COMMUNITY

CONVENTION CENTER EXPANSION



Jaruary 25, 1991
. Parking Structure Site Analy51s
"Page 3 '

Two parking designs were developed for this site.
" Scheme 1A, a four level addition (including Ground Level commercial
space}, to the existing Lot "E" parkipg.faqility. is a three bay, angle

ipark, one-way flow design with flat floops. Long-span beams would provide

column»free parking areas. Vehicular entry/exit and floor to floor .~

circulation is -accomplished by u51ng the existing Lot "E" facility.

Approxlmately 235 spaces are provided with approximately 28 800 s.f. of .

Ground Level commercial space. See attached Schematic draw1ngs and Summary

Comparison.

Scheme 1B, a six level addition (including Grdund'Level commercial space)

"to the existing Lot "E" parking facility, is a three bay, sloping' floor,

angle park, one-way flow (exterior bays) and two-way flow (center bay)

design. Long-span beams would provide column free parking areas. A
‘dedicated vehicular exit lane from the addition is provided to "I" Street

‘with vehiculér«entry from the existing Lot "E" facility. Approximately 463

spaces are provided with approximately 25,800 s.f. " of Ground Level

commerc1al Space. See attached Schematlc draw:ngs and Summary Comparlson

. A brief review of the parking.-layout and vehicular flow system for the

existing Lot "E"‘facility,concludes that régardless of adding parking ' to
this fac111ty. the design should be improved It is felt that greater
utlllzatlon of the parklng avallable could be achieved and equally

important, 1mproveAthe user acceptance of the structure.

49



B - B

- January 25, 1991 o ' i
Parking Structure Site Analy51s P
‘ Page 4 ' _ -

SITE 2,
immedlately adJacent to the existlng C
) bounded by "J" Street on the north hthe e
rwest, and “K"‘ Street to the south St
Bulldlng are to the east along 15th Stree
,currently occupled by two small surface

,bulldlng, small offlce bulldlngs and vari

Due to the-high water table encountered o

1:‘ oo

llmlted to -one level below the Conventlc

the:site of the Convention Center Expansion,

et~
[ RN

7

onventlon Center. .The site is
XlStlng Conventlon Center to the
Paul [} Church and the Panatonl

E. See VlClnlty Map The site is

parklng lots,:a’uacant apartment

ous‘two_story retail shops}

n this sitev the parking‘will' be

n Center Expan51on. In addltlon,,

';the parklng designs must respect the framlng system and other needs of the

, g
'Conventlon,Center Expan51on above.

utilizes a short-span . structural :syste

two-way flow and vehicular entry/exit from
. . . . . ::"v ' A “:‘: )

Scheme 2A'with four.bays.in’the eas%-West
286 spaces of which 225 are dlrectly acce
when stalr and elevator locatlons are est
,draw1ngs and~SummarXAComparlson. ft
Scheme ZB w1th three bays inh the
. approx1mately 220 spaces of" whlch 175 are.
'-spaces w1ll'he lost uhen stalr and elevat
_attachedfschenaticvdrawings and Sunhary‘c

W
3

Each

of the four schemes
m, a flat floor QQ

g Street.

direction provides approximately
ssible. Some spaces will be lost

abllshed See attached Schematlc

east-west: direction  provides

directly accessible:. Again some
or 1ocations~are established. See

omparison.

is east - of .and

developed »

parking,
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Page 5

Scheme 2C with five. baye‘ in the north-south direction _ probides
appfoximately -284 spaces of which 218 are directly accessible.' As
: ﬁreviously noted‘ some ‘spaces will be lost: when stair and elevator
- locations. are establlshed See attached Schematic draW1ngs and Summary

Comparlson

Scheme 2D with five bays in the north-south direction provides
-approximateiyﬁ279 spaces of which 212 ~are directly accessible. Some
spaces will be lost when stalr and elevators 1ocatlons are established.

See attached Schematlc drawlngs and Summary Comparlson

SITE 5, the location of an existing 167 space City surface parking lot, is

a one-half block site bounded by "H" Street to the'north} 14th Street to-

 the west, anialley on the south and 15th Street to the east. See Vicinity

Map.

Scheme 5A, a five level facility (inciuding commercial frontage on the;

Ground Level), is a three bay, angle park, one-way flow_design with a
deuble helix scissors ramp configuration resulting in one flat bay and two
vsloping‘bays. Long-span beams would provide column free parking areas.
Vehicular entry is from 14th and 15th Streét with exit only to 15th
Street. Appro#imately 670  spaces are provided with approximately 22,400
s.f. of Ground Level'commerqial'space. See attached Schematic drawinge and

Summary Comparison.

- )
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Scheme 5B, a seven levei facility (including commercial frontage on the

Ground Level), is a‘three bay, angle park, one-way flbﬁ design with a

double helix scissors ramp system which

sloping bays. Long-span beams would pro

Vehicular entry is from 1l4th Street with exiting: to 15th Street.

for Convention Center Events can also be
assistance of an attendant. Parking c

spaces with Ground Level commercial space

results in one flat bay and * two
vide column ffee parking areas.
Exiting
provided to 14th Street with the
apacity is approximately 1,015

of approximately 22,400 s.f: See

attached Schematic drawings and Summary Comparison. -

Scheme 5C, a five level facility

frontage), is a two bay, 90° parking
continuous helix ramp system resulting i

bay.

Long-span beams would provide column free parking areas.

(including - .Ground Level commercial

, two-way flow design with a

n ' one flat bay and one sloping

Vehicular

entry is from both 1l4th énd 15th Street with exiting only to 15th Street.

Total spaces provided is approximately 595 with Ground Level commercial

space of approximately 17,800 s.f. See
Summary Comparison. '

Scheme 5D, a seven and one-half level
frontage on the Ground Level), is ‘a two

design with a continuous helix ramp sys

attached Schematic drawings and

structure (including commercial
bay, 90° parking, two-way flow

tem having one flat bay and one

sloping bay. - Long-sban beams would provide column free parking areas.

Vehicular entry is
structure provides approximately 1,000 sp
space of approximately 17,120 s.f. See

Summary Comparison. ' .

from 14th Street with exiting to 15th Street. This

aces with Ground Level commercial

attached Schematic drawings and
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SITE 6 is on the south half of the block that Site 5 is on. The site is
bounded by an alley on the north, 14th Street to the west,'"I" Street to

the south and 15th Street to_the east. See Viciﬁity Map. The site -1is

~currently occupied by a motel, an apartment building, bffices and

commercial businesses.

Scheme 6A,‘a five level facilitylwith Ground Level commercial frontage,

consists of three bays, angle parking, one-way flow and an end to end loop

ramping system résulting in two flat bays and one .sloping bay. Lohg-span

beams would provide column free parking areas. Vehicular entry is from °

14th and 15th Street w1th ex1t1ng to 15th Street. Total spaces provided is
approx1mately 665 with Ground . Level commercial space of approximately

19,600 s.f. See attached Schematic drawings and Summary Comparison.

Scheme 6B, a five and one half.level facility with Ground level commercial
space, ﬂas fhree' bays, angle parking, one-way flow and a double helix
sciSsors ramp circulation s&stem. Of the three bays one is flat and tﬁo
are sioping. Long-span beams would provide'column free parking areas.
Vehicular entry is from 15th Street with exiting to 1l4th Street with a

possible third exit lane to 15th Street if desired. Total spaces provided

is approximately 710‘with Ground Level commercial space of approximately

21,200 s.f. See attached Schematic drawings and Summary Comparison.

5%
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Scheme 6C, a sixrbievelg_fagziity; (inéinding Ground Level  commercial

frontage), is a two -bay, 90 parking, two-way flow design with a
. : _ ;

continuous helix ramp .system resuiting in one flat bay ‘and one 'sloping

bay. Long-span beams would prov1de column free parklng areas. - Vehicular
entry 1s from both 14th and 15th Street w1th exiting only to 15th Street..
Total ‘spaces prov1ded is approx1mately 780 with Ground Level commercmal

space of approxlmately 15 900 s.f. é See attached Schematic drawings -and

i
]

o
i

* Scheme 6D, a  six level structure (including cOmmercial-Afrontaée On the

Ground Level), is a  two bay. 90q§parking, two-way flow deSLgn w1th a

ontinuous:helix ramp system having' one flat bay and one sloplng bay :

bLong-span beams would prov1de column free parklng areas Vehlcular entry

is from lﬂth and 15th Street w1th ex1t1ng to 15th Street. Th;sf,structure

'vprovides-approxlmately 770 .spacesvylth Ground Level commercial Space of

'approxlmately 12, 560 S. f. See attached Schematic drawingSnand Snmmary

o
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Functional
Design

F.

Scheme

1A

1B

CCE*

28

CCE*

CCE®

58

5D

[

*CCE is Convention. Center Expansion site

Flat floors
‘w/ one-way
angle park

Sides by side
helical raesps
w/ one-uay L.
two-way flow

Plet. floor w/
50" packing &
two-way flow

Flat floor w/

90" parking & .

twoeway flow

Flat floor w/
90" parking &L
two-way "flow

Flat floor w/
90" parking &
two-way flow

Double helix
scissor ramps
w/47.5" angle
parking

Double helix
scissor ramps
w/87.5% angle
‘parking

Continuous

helix ramp w/
90" parking &
t’da‘-waly flow

“Continuous

helix ramp w/
90" parking &
two-way flow

End to and
loop w/one-
‘way Clow,

angle park

Double helix
scissor ramps
w/l7.5" angle
parking

Continuous

. he]..lx' rasp w/

.90° parking &
tworway flow

Continuous
helix camp w/
90" parking &
o two-way flow

160"

160

.258°

198"

258°

258"

160"

160"

130°*

130°

160*

160°

130°*

130

tructure Site Analysis

tpri

x 180°

= 180'

x 350"
X 350'
x 350"
x 350°

x 320"
x 320"
x 320

x 320°

x 320

x 320'

SACRAMENTO COMMUNITY CONVENTION CENTER EXPANSION
Sucmary Cosparison of Parking Structure Siteé Analysis
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Spaces : ’
Spaces Packing Design on Typ. Conmercial: X . -
Levels Std. Compact _Total S.F. Efficiency Level S.F. Entrys Exits Advantages Disadvantaxes
3e1¢ 157 80 237 86,391 368,51 79: 28.797 Gne froa *I° One to "1° Flat floors Wuat use existing facility
33.8% Two Froa 13th Two to 13th for vertical circulation
- : All existing All existing Design Efficiency
. ) . Ramped floors
5 1/3 309 154 463 150,600 '325.26 92+ 25,769 QGne frow “I* Two to "I Separats exit Must enter from existing
e 1C 33.3% . Two froa 13th Two to 13th Degign Efficiency facilicy
: All Existing Three exigting
1 265 21 286 90,300 315.73 286 - Froa "K* To K" Generous width.of Seismic design
7.3 225 spaces may reduce parking
accessible Host spaces
1 207 13 2720 69.300 315.0 220 Lo Pros K" To " Genercus uldth of Fowest spaces
5.9% 175 . : . spaces :
accesaible Best Design Efficiency
1 -259 25 284 90,300 317.96 - 284 -- From K" ~ To "K* n width of Seismic design
8.8x 218 Aisles towards north may reducs packing
accessible’ lobby
1 272 7 279 87.204 312.56 279 = From "K™ To “K" width of. . Seismic desing
2.5% 212 i Alsles towards north ~ may reduce parking
accessidble lobby Eatry/Exit cuts
. ) : . . storage
5 456 218 671 239,184 356.45 160+ 22,402 Two froa 14th Two to 15th Entry fros 1ith & 15th Design Efficiency
. 31.3% One from 15th - Rapid. exit
7 m 309 1,015 341,648 336.59 1592 22,402 Two from 14th Three_to 15th  Rapid exit 90" parking
30.5% i '
‘5 . 358 239 597 183,935 308.10: 135+ 17,798 Two from lith Two to 15th Entry from 14th & 15th 90° parking
: 401 Two from 15th = Pkg satback from "H"
71/2 654 352 1,006 307.299 305 .46 135+ 17.123 Two froa i4th ‘Two: to 15th Best Design Efficiency _Exit travel diatance
35% i Prkg' setback from "H"
5 480 187 67 236504 354.43 150 - 19.601 Two from 14th TS to 15th  Two Flac bays Deaign Efftciency
28% ' . One from 15th . . Angle pnﬂ(lnﬂ'
. Entry from 1ith & 15th
5 1/2 500 210 710 239.825 337.78 162+ 21,233 Two from 15th Two to l4th Rapid exit Design Bfficiency
30.82 . . . One possible .
L to 15th
6 563 218, 180 236,730 303.50 L3S 15,905° Two from 14th Two to 15th.  Prkg setback-froa “I* 90° parking
27.9% Ong froa 15th . . [Encry from l4th 'L 15¢h )
6 536 236 m 233,265 302.54 139 12,561 Two from iith Two to 15¢h  Best Design Efficiency  90° parking
30.6% One From L5th Prkg setback froa *I" Location of
Entry from l4th & 15th Bxit Lanas
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PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE

.Elevated Slab

'Total cost per‘Space-including'Commercia
Total cost. per Space excluding Commercia

’*Indirect expenses include Design Fe
E Report Survey, Blueprints for. Construc

S " moow g e
MH:% ol AR

January 25, 1991 A o S
Parking Structure Site Anelysis .

g

level facility (including Ground Level

bays. 90° parking,

-selected Site 5. Scheme C for preliminary pricing. ' Scheme SC is a

commercial frontage)

. resulting. in one flat bay and one sloping bay. Vehicular entry is

'Of the four sites and 1l di”ferent conceptual parking designs. the City

five

with two

two-way flow and a continuous helix ramp system

from

both 1#th end 15th Street with exiting only ta 15th Street Total spaces

. provided is apprOximately 595 with Ground Level commercial space - ofll

approximately 17, 800 s f. This estimate 'is  based on square. foot costs

‘;
developed from similar projects recently

i
4

Slab on Grade

' Special Conditions

]

it . b

51,811 s.f. x §

D,
]

,,r:149.922ts,f.‘x'${

”$:2>OO per‘s £.

$ 166,300

N
=
[}

1 Space 1s § 10,428
1 Space is $ 9,400

es, Permits, Plan  Check,
tion, iesting and Inspection.

designed by thisg consultant,i

$3,598,130

Pile}Eoundations; =
Commercial Area Shell Space 17 800 s.f. = $ 529,200
| l;ﬁxterior Facade Upgrade ' 18 000 s. f =”$ 315,000
 Estimated Construction Cost - $5,372,130
Indirect Expense' 10% ; ~‘ 531,210 ~
. Suib- Total. L '; $5,909, 340
. Contingency .5% : f é 295,470
Estimated Total Cost. | $6,201,810

Soils
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INTRODUCTION

t

The City of Sacramento has proposed a project to ?xpand its 'exisﬁng Community/Conyention- -
“Center to provide 187,552 square feet of leasable area in the exhibit and activity buildings and

a2,435-seat theater, The existing'CommUnity/Convention Center consists of 65,220 square feet

of leasable area in the exhibit and activity bulldmgs, and a 2,435-seat community theater. The

expanded Community/Convention Center will be bounded by J Street to the north, 15th Street

to the east, K and L Streets to-the sout.h and 13th Street to the west. Further, the Sacramento

Downtown Cultural and Entertainment District Master Plan also calls for the re-opening of the
Memorial Auditorium, which is located just to the northeast of the Community/Convention
Center, between 15th and 16th Streets. Current plans call for renovation of the Memorial

. Auditorium to provide approximately 2,500 seats in a theater configuration.

" Currently, Community/Convention. Center patrons| use the available on-street and ‘off45treet

parking supply in the vicinity of the facility, ‘With the expansion of the Community/Convention
Center and renovation of the Memorial Auditorium, it can be -expected that higher parking

demand will be generated. Therefore, this parking demand study was conducted to estimate the

expected level of future parking demand in the area of downtown Sacramento surrounding the L

Commumty/Convenuon Center as'a dlrect result of the expansion project. Further, this study |

~oo

: |




was intended to determine whether the available parking supply in the vicinity of the proposed

development will adequately serve the future parking demand of the Community/Convention '

Center plus future projected office buildings and, if not, to make a recommendation relative to
the amount of additional parking needed to serve the expanded Community/Convention Center

and/or the added demand of the future office buildings within the study area.

This report summarizes the existing on-street and off-street parking supply in the study area and :

the future parking demand analysis for the Community/Convention Center, the Community °

Center Theater, the renovated Memorial Auditorium, and the Sacramento Theater Company.

Note that while thls report serves as a supplement to the parkmg analysis presented in the D raft

nter (City of Sacramento,

Departments of Planning and Development Semces May, 1988) certain conditions in the study -
area have changed since that document was prepared. The same is true. relative to the |

Downtown Sacramento Parking Study—Final Report (Wilbur Smith and Associates, January 8,

1988). In particular, parking demand in the City of Sacramento’s municipal parking facilities |

has declined significantly since that time. Figures provided by the City’s Parking Management

Division indicate that annual total parking activity in the "East End” section of the downtown ",

area has fallen approximately 15 percent over the past two years. In some cases, the decline is
even more significant. For example, a comparison of December, 1989 to December, 1987

indicates that the total number of cars parked in East End facilities dropped by 28 percent.

-While a number of explanations for this phenomenon are possible, it is difficuit to identify the
precise cause. Potential contributing factors. include increased ridesharing, increased use of bus

and light rail transit (in association with subsidy programs provided by governmental employers ‘

in Sacramento), increased competition from privately-operated parking facilities (including
parking -structures constructed in conjunction with new partxally-ﬁlled office buﬂdmgs), and
parking rate increases at the municipal fac111txes ~

Certain conditions of the envi'ronmental impact report (EIR) for the proposed expansion project
have been changed to reflect revisions to two major design and planning elements. First, the
'previous' parking - analysis calculated - the parking impact for an anticipated
Community/Convention Center with 170,900 square feet of simultaneously-utilized (leasable)
area, which was based on the maximum-sized facility recommended by a Coopers & Lybrand
Market Study (1987). The actual size of the expanded Community/Convention Center facility
‘will be. somewhat smaller, and will have an effective simultaneously-utilized area of 136,000

2
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square feet. While the occupahcies selected as "worst case” for simultaneous utilization in the

* environmental impact report are used again in this study, the distribution of area for each of

those uses has been revised to reflect the current facility size and likely use assumpuons and
functional opportunities. Second, the Memorial Auditorium previously had a potential seating

capacity of 4,000, but the current renovation design includes seating for 2,500 patrons.-

Additionally, it has been determined that simultaneots, full-house occupancy of the Community
Center Theater, the Memorial Auditorium, and the !Sacramento Theater Company, whether or
not concurrent with Convention Centcr activities, would occur infrequently. For purposes of
a reasonable planning scenario involving likely occurrences of several times per year, 80 percent
of maximum theater occupancy has been consxdered '

Further, several major off-street pari‘dng structures have been completed in the study arca,l

significantly affecting the availability of off-street IlJarkmg and reducing the utxhzatxon of the |
' avaﬂable mventory (in terms of perccnt occupled) These pro_]ects mclude :

1. ‘The 12th and K Street office: building anal'yzcd in the project EIR has been
constructed with a parking capacity of 383 cars. This is private lease parking
unavailable to Community/Convention Center users during normal office hours.
However, as a condition of City approval for the project, 350 spaces are available
to Community/Convention Center usérs on weeknights and wéekends.

2. The 1325 I Street office building|analyzed in the project EIR is nearing

completion with a parking capacity of 560 cars. This is also lease parking
unavailable to the Community/Convention Center during normal -office hours.
The City has retained an easement aJLlowmg unrestncted public’ parkmg for 526
cars during weekmghts and weckends.

3.  Construction of the Hyatt Hotel, which is now complete provxdes off-street
pubhcly-avaﬂable parking for 480 cars. :

4. The City of Sacramento has started| construction of the Civic Center Parking
”  Garage (formerly the East End Garage) to provxde pubhc parking for 1,033 cars
wuhm the study area.




-

Other minor changes to the parking system have also occurred. For example, available on—Street '
parking in the study area has increased from 844 spaces to 852 spaces (859 including spaces that
are presently lost to construction activity). . _

STUDY PURPOSE AND PROCEDURE

‘Barton-Aschman Associates, Inc. was refaino;d‘by the City of Sacramento Facility Management

Division to evaluate the parking impacts caused by the proposed expansion of the “‘
Community/Convention Center and the renovation of the Memorial Auditorium in downtown

. Sacramento. In completing the study, the following analyses were undertaken:

1. Collection of Data. This phase of the study included the following:

A. Previous studies addressing the proposed convention center expansion project
were obtained from the City of Sacramento. These studies included the Draft -
Environmental Tmpact Report -- Sacramento Cg.mmunigx Convention Center

- Expansion (City of Sacramento Departments of Planning and General Services,
May 1988), Final Environmental Impact Report -- Sacramento Community .
Convention Center Expansion (City of Sacramento Departments of Planning and .

" . General Services, August 1988), Downtown Sacramento Parking Study — Final -
Report (Wilbur Smith and Associates, January 1988), and the Phase IT Market,

Financial and Fconomic Analysis of the Sacramento Community Convention -

Center Expansion (Coopers & Lybrand, July 1990).

B. An inventory of the og-s&eet and off-_street parking supply in the study area was ‘
' completed. ' ’ |

CA.. - Hourly parking occupancy counts were conducted on a weekday and on a
weekend. : '

D. Various organizations were contacted to obtain information relative to parking
 standards for convention centers. The organizations contacted included the
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), the National Parking Association
(NPA), the Institutional and Municipal Parking Congress (IMPC), the
International Association of Auditorium Managers (IAAM), the International

4
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Association of Conveii't‘;xdn and Vlélfdrs Bureaus (IACVB), the Intemaudnal
Convention Center Confcrence (ICCC), the Trade Show Bumu and the Urban
Land Insutute (UI.I) : ' '

Analysis of Existing Conditions. Existing on-street and off-su'eetvparldng demdnd was

_determined from parking occupancy counts lconducted within the study area on days

representing minimal levels of activity at the Community/Convention Center. These -
counts were performed to establish the parking demand within the study area, exclusive
of demand created by Community/Convention Center activities. Specifically, the parking
occupancy counts were conducted on Saturda)l, October 6 and Tuesday, October 9, 1990.
In addition, supplemental data collection was performed on Monday, December 3, 1990.
The counts were conducted from 7: 00 AM unnl 9:00 PM on an hourly basis..

Estimate of Future Parlang Demaud Future. parking demand within the study area was
estimated not only for -the Commumty/Conventxon Center, but also for several"
planned/approved  office buildings- w1thm the study area. In terms of

Community/Convention Center parking demand, three spéciﬁc; scenarios relatmg to
- varying levels of activity at the Community/Convention Center were evaluated.
. Specifically, those scenarios represented Convention Center activity during the following

three time periods: ‘(1) on a weekday at 2: 00 PM, (2) on a weekday at 7:00 PM, and
(3) on a weekend at 2:00 PM. Also mcluded was the unsatisfied parking demand
associated with a number of planned/ approved office projects and the Sacramento Theater

, Company

Future Parlang Conditions. Two sets of future parkmg condmons were analyzed usmg
the results of Tasks 1-3. In the first, the future need for additional parking within the
study-area was determined by comparing the1 future parking demand generated by only
the expanded Community/Convention Center (including the Community Theater, the -
renovated Memorial Auditorium, and the Sacramento Theater Company) and the 1325

J Street and 12th/K Street office buildings [with the available on-street and off-street

‘parking supply. As mentioned above, the Community/Convention Center parking

demand was estimated for three critical time penods (weekdays at 2:00 PM and 7:00 PM..

-and weekends at 2:00 PM). The second analy51s included the parking demand generated .
- by the cumulative buildout of a number of |other proposed office buildings within the

study area, thereby providing an. esmnate of long-term parking needs within the study area.

t

5




Recommendations. Based on the results of Task 4, recommendations were made relative -
to the amount of parking that will be necessary to offset any unsatisfied parking demand
at the Sacramento Community/Convention Center and the renovated Memorial

* Auditorium. : ‘
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' TABLE 1
EXISTING PARKING SUPPLY SUMMARY .
SACRAMENTO COMMUNITYICONVENTHON CENTIER EXPANSION

No of Parkmg
- Facility Spaces
o _ Number® Unreservedm ~ Total®
1. Off-Street Parking - 1 167 167
o 2 €0 €0
3 I [
4 T34 34
5 489 489
6 60 769
7 4807 s>
8 876 876 |
9 1477 350
10 8 . 84
11 228 274 .
12 621 621
13 AT® . T® ;
14 992 o |
15 S0 300
| 16 0@ ~ 89®
 Subtotal . 4060 | 4,698
2. POn-‘Street'l;’arking Spaces . 852 852

Total o | 4912 .~ 5,550

NOTES:
(1) Refer to Figure 3. -

(2) Available for public use at all times, iricluding weekdays.
(3) Available for public use evenings and weekends. ’ :

- (4) Lots will be closed as part of the Community/Convention Center expansion project. o
(5)  Parking lot 5 will be closed in the future due to construction of a new office building.. S |
(6) . Parking lot 6 will be closed in the future due to construction of a new office building. : S
(7) Parking lot 7 has a total of 625 spaces, but only 480 are unreserved and available. for pubhc use,

(8) Parking lot 13istobe reconstructed as a 1,033-space garage.
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TABLE 2
SACRAMENTO CONVENTION CENTER PARKING DEMAND ESTIMATE
WEEKDAY 2:00 PM

Size/No. Of  Parking  Parking

Facility =~ Use/Activity ' Attendees  Factor ~ Demand
Exhibit Hall - = Examinations ~  48,40SF/1,440  24.80 1200
| | Exhibits/Trade Shows BOOSE 1@ 925
Theater ~ Rehearsd - 100 People 10 100
Memonal Auditorium Movmg . 5l0 People 1.0 50-
| | | 2,275
NOTES:

(1) Based on Commumty/Convennon Ceater records for large State of California tests
which indicate 1,440 attendees in the exam area.
(2) Source: Barton-Aschman Associates, Inc., Traffic and Parking Analxsls for the

Anaheim Convention Center Expansion, September 1987.
(3) Assumes that every perscn will need a parking space.

17
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- TABLE 3
SACRAMENTO CONVENTION CENTER PARKING DEIMAND ESTIMATE
"WEEKDAY 7:00 PM

Size/No. Of Parking Parking

Facility Use/Activity - Attendees =  Factor =~ Demand

Exhibit Hall  Rally §7,580SF/4,460  27.75% 2,440 -
Meeting/Ballroom Banquet 1,350 People 0.832 1,125
Theater : Performance 1,950° People 0.45% 880
 Memorial Auditorium  Performance 2,0009’ People 0.45% 900
| Subtotal 5,345
Sacramento Theater Co.  Performanice 2409 Peopley _ 0.45% 110
"~ Total 5,455

NOTES:

(1) Based on previous convention center pa:kmg demand studies performed by Barton—
Aschman Associates, Inc.

(2) Assumes average auto occupancy of 1 2 persons per vehicle.

(3) Assumes 80 percent occupancy (Source: City of Sacramento)

(4) Source: Korve Engineering; based on auto occupancy. counts at Community Center
Theater, November, 1990.

18
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TABLE 4
SACRAMENTO CONVENTION CENTER PARKING DEMAND ESTIMATE
- WEEKEND 2 00 PM '
L o »Sizé/No. Of  Parking.  Parking
Facility - Use/Activity Attendees Factor Demand
Exhibit Hall - - Consumer Show! 87,580 SF 1110 975
Meeting/Baliroom Mestings . 600-1,000 - 0.8 835
‘ x - R People ‘
Theater ~ Performance 1 950“’ People - 0.45¢ 880
Memorial Auditorium Performance 2, 000"” People ' '0.45““" 900 -
| | " Subtotal 3,590
Sactamento Theater Co.. Performance’ | 240 People 0459 110
e | ' “Total | ~ 3,700
i NOTES: -
? (1) Source: Barton—Aschman Assoc:ates Inc T

. L]
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Convention Center Expanglgn, September 1987.

| (2) Assumes average auto occupancy of 1.2 persons per vehicle.

| " (3) Assumes 80 percent occupancy (Source: Clty of Sacramento). - :

' (4) Source: Korve Engmeenng, Based on auto- occupancy counts at Commumty Center
Theater, November 1990 : , .




TABLES
CUMULATIVE BUILDOUT PARKING ANALYSIS‘
UNADJUSTED FOR TSM

Project Office Space Parking | Pa.rldng Unsatisfied
- Description® _ (GSF) Demand®  Required®  Demand

Hallmark Tower ~ 524,190 1,462 8650 - 597
(15th & ) | o |
14th & L 183,340 512 2729 240
12th & T 508,605 1,419 8279 592
State Office Bldg. 373,000 1,041 622 419
(16th & L) S | - |

Total o 4,434 2,586 1,848
NOTES:

1 Projects within or adjacent to Commumty/ Convenuon Center study area.
- Two other projects recently completed and accounted for separately (1325
J Street and 12th and K); Civic Center expansmn in preliminary
programmatic planning stage, so not included in this ana.ly51s (also
- assumed to be "self-contained"” relative to parking demand). '
(2)  Source: City of Sacramento, Planning and Development "Downtown
- Major Office Projects,"” updated June, 1990,
"(3)  2.79 spaces per 1,000 SF (Source: Institute of Transportation. Engineers,
- Parking Generation, Second Edition, 1987). .
4) 1.00 space per 600 SF (i.e., 1.67 spaces per 1000 SF).
(5)  Actual number of proposed parking spaces to be provided, accordmg to
City of Sacramento.
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- TABLE e B
CUMULATIVE BUILDOUT FARKING ANALYSIS"”
ADJUSTED FOR TSM

Project Office Space - 1 Parking - Unsatisfied
Description® - (GSF) Parking Demand®"  Required® - Demand

Hallmark Tower  © 524,190 - - 1269 .. 8659 .. . 404
(5th &K) ~ S I | -
14th&L . 183,340 44 2720 172
2h&I 508,605 1,232 o827 405
State Office Bldg. 373,000 = 903 62 281
(16th & L) o i o | -

Total - R . 3,848 2,586 1,262
NOTES:.

(1) Projects within or adjacent to Commumty/Conventmn Center study area. Two other =

projects recently completcd and accounted for separately (1325 J Street and .12th and K);
Civic Center expansion in preliminary programmauc planning stage, so not included in this
analysis (also assumed to be "self-contained” relauve to parking demand).

(2) Source: City of Sacramento, Planning’and Development "Downtown Major Office 5

Projects,” updated June, 1990.

(3) Based upon commuter mode split mformatlon obtained from C1ty of Sacramento,

Department of Public Works, Transportation Dnyxsmn "Occupancy Study, Central City,"
March 1990. At present 14.2 percent of commuters use transit (i.e., bus and light rail)
and 16.6 percent of commuters rideshare wnh an average vehicle occupancy of 1.24
‘persons per vehicle.

4) 1. OOSpaceperGOOSF(le 1. 67spacesper IOOOSF)

(5) Actual number of pr0posed parking spaces to be provided, 'accordmg to Clry of ;

Sacramento.
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- TABLE 7
PROJECT BUILDOUT PARKING CONDITIONS SUMMARY -
" SACRAMENTO COMMUNITYIC_ONVENTION CENTER'

L

Comnrunityl
Convention - ' v
Center o . . o S Resulting
. Expansion New Office Total Project ©  Total Study Total Study
Estimated . Building Background Buildout Area Effective - Area :
' Parking Parking Parking . Parking ~ Parking Parking Parking Utilization
Scenario Pemand® - Demand®  Demand“ Demand ~ Supply -~ Supply® Balance'® Percentage™
Woekday 2:00PM -~ . 2,275 38 3,200 5,793 5,669 5,102 691 102%
Weekday :00PM - 5455 - S - - .8 639 6,744 6070 259 4%
Weekend 2:00PM 3,700 . - - - 1,086 .- 478 . 6M4 . 6070 1284 TI%
‘Weekday 2:00-PM 2,275 A 318 3,482 . 6,075 5669 T S102 - 973 107%
(Adjusted)® ' _ 2 ' - : ' . :
NOTES:

(1) -Refer to Appendix C.
(2) Refer to Tables 2-4.
" (3) Parking demand due to leasing of balance of new oft' ice bun!dmgs at 12th & K and 1325 J. ,_ -

(4) Parking demand due to uses other than Commumtleonventron Centcr, mcludes partial occupancy of new office bunldmgs :
at 12th & K and 1325 J.

(5) 90 percent of Total Study Area Parkmg Supply. -

(6) Total Effective Parking Supply minus Total Project Bunldout Parking -Demand.

(7) Total Project Buildout Parking Demand divided by Total Study Area Parking Supply. :

(8) Available parking supply adjusted to reflect 100 percent office occupancy based on current 13. 09 ofﬁce vacancy rate m}
downtown Sacramento (Source: Grubb & Ellis, Third Quarter, 1990). :

(9) Available parking supply adjusted to reflect 100 percent office occupancy based on current 13 09 ofﬂce vacancy mte in -
downtown Sacramento (Source Grubb & Ellis, Thnrd quarter, 1990). - :
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TABLE 8
CUMULATNE BUILDOUT PARKING CONDITIONS SUMMARY
, SACRAMENTO COMMUNITY CONVENTION CENTER(‘I)

1

LL

R - Total o I
. Total Project. -~ - . Cumulative .  Total .. = Estimated Total Study - Total Bffective  Resulting -
Buildout - . Estimated Office ©  Buildout ~ - Projecl " Office Parking  Area Cumulative . Study Area =~ -
: ~ Parking Parking Demand ~  Parking Buﬂdout. - Supply (4 .~ Cumulative Parking Parking- Utilization
Scepario.  Demand® - - (4 ijecls)“’ Dcmnnd -Supply® . Projects)® - Parking Supply . Supply®. - " Balance™ - - Percentage® -
Weekday 5,793 3,848 - 9461 - 5669 2,586 - 8,255 7,430 o203 5%
2:00 PM ' , } . : N ' , ' ' .
Weekday - :6,329 . .- . . .6.329 A 6744 - . 6M4 . 60710 259 .94% £y
7:00 PM . B S o . - : . ; R -
Weekend =~ 4,786 -t -AT86 6,744 - 6744 . . 6,070 . 1288 . % =
2OOPM - ¢ ¢ e T e LT \
Weekday. 6,075 3,848 . 9,923 5,669, 2,586 8,255 T 7430 . 0 2,493 120% -
2:00.PM— - ' ; - -
(Adjusted)™
NOTES:

(1) Refer tovAppendix C.

?) .Refer to Table 7.

3) _Refer to Table 6. .

(4) 90 Percent of Total Study Area Cunnulanve Parking Supply. ' ’

5) Total Effective Cumulative Parking Supply Minus Total Cumulative Biildout Parklng Demand.

(6)  Total.Cumulative Buildout.Parking Demand divided by Total Study ‘Area Cumulative Parking Supply.

Q)] Available parking supply adjsted to reflect 100 percent office occupancy based on current 13.09 percent ofﬁce vacancy rate in Downtown Sacmmnlo (Source Grubb
& Ellis, Thu'd quarter, 1990, _ g
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CONCLUSION

“This report has presentea the results of an analysis of the parking demand to be generated by :
the Sacramento Community/Convention Center and the renovated Memorial Auditorium upon
‘completion of the proposed expansion project. The analysis has evaluated three specific
.scenarios relating to varying levels of activity at the Convention. Center. In addition, two time
periods have been examined. The ﬁrst (i.e., the short-term analysis) considered parking upon .
completion of the expansion project. The second (i.e., the long-term analysis) considered the |

effect of the further development of several planned/approved office projects within the study |

area. The study also developed information regarding the current level of parking demand in
the study area surrounding the Community/Convention Center, as well as the parking demand
associated with several other planned/approved office projects and the Sacramento Theater
Company. - -

SHORT-TERM PARKING ANALYSIS

Table 7 i]lustr;atedme comparisori of the total projected parking demand t6 the total available
parking supply (using 90 percent of the actual available parking supply) for the three basic study - -
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scenarios, as well as the adjusted ‘weekday afternoon scenario (i.e., 100 percent office
occupancy) for the short-term condition. Under the weekend scenario, sufficient parkmg
capacity is projected to be available to accommodate the parking capacity estimated to be
generated by the expanded Sacramento Commumty/(“onvenuon Center. However, for both of
the weekday afternoon scenarios analyzed, as well as the weekday evening scenario, a parking
deficit is projected. That deficit ranges from 259 to 973 spaces, depending upon future office
vacancy rates in the study area. ‘ ' '

- The greatest parking demand is estimated for the Weekday evening time period. At that time,
it is estimated that study area demand will exist for 6|‘,329 parking spaces and that 6,070 spaces
will be available. Thus, a parking deficit equal to 259 spaces is projected within the study area.
As mentioned above, the available supply figure includes a ten percent cushion to represent
unused spaces in the various parking facilities.

During the weekday afternoon time period, it 1s estimated that a shortage of 691 parking spaces
will be found within the study area at the level of Corr__muoity/Convention Center activity defined
by the City. If the study area office buildings Werge ever to become 100 percent leased and
occupied (a highly unlikely circumstance) the number of.available parking spaces would be
reduced somewhat and the' projected deficit would correspondingly increase to 973 Spaces. _

Finally, on weekend afternoons, it is estimated that surplus capac1ty of 1 284 parkmg spaces will
be available within the study area. While study area demand will exist for 4 786 parkmg spaces,
approximately 6,070 parking spaces will be available.

LONGfTERM PARKING ANALYSISf

A similar analysis has been conducted for the long-term time period. That analysis ihcoxporated
the pro;ected unmet parkmg demand assoc1ated w1th four office buildings to be constructed
within the study area. o

On a weekday afternoon (2:00 PM), the effective available parking supply is estimated to the
7,430 spaces. Compared to the estimated study area demand for 9,461 spaces, a deficit of 2,031
spaces is projected. If the existing study area office buildings were to become fully leased, the

estimated parking deficit would increase to 2,493 s;’»aces

b




On weekday evenings, a smaller deficit is projected. A comparison of the projected demand to
the effective supply indicates that this deficit will be approximately 259 spaces.

On weekends, a parking surplus is expected. In particular, weekend afternoons are expected to

have approximately 1,284 surplus parking spaces available within the study area. -

It should be noted that the parking demand estimates presented here are highiy conservative in
. that they do not take into account any possible increase in the usage of public transit or other ,
_ non-automobile travel modes. Such an increase in transit mode split would reduce the parking

demand of this project.
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SACRAMENTO CONVENTION CENTE#! TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

. INTRODUCTION

The following section identifies the purpose of thp Transporiatio,n Management Plan and
describes the relationship of those responsible for implementation.

A.  PURPOSE

(TMP) is to describe how the Sacramento

The purpose of the Transportation Management Plan
its traffic and parking demands to ensure

Community/Convention Center (SC/CC) will manage
efficient operation, minimize conflicts between SC/CC traffic and other City traffic, and limit the
amount of added vehicular traffic in the downtown area. Because the type and size of events
vary significantly, the TMP has been developed to respond to likely simultaneous event scenarios
while providing flexibility in meeting the demands created by changing situations.

The report outlines four plans, in Sections IV through VII, which comprise thé key elements of the
TMP for the Sacramento Community/Convention Center. These plans as described as follows.

Taxi/Bus/Auto Loading Zone Plan
Parking Plan

Transportation Systems Management
Truck Management Plan

Program

o 0 0 o

Each plan provides a summary of the objectives to be achieved, the applicable traffic or parking
demands, the infrastructure needs, a series of operating procedures and the associated
responsibilities of those implementing the plans.

B. IMPLEMENTATION

The responsibility for administering the TMP rests wnth SC/€C management staff, the lndmduaL
show managers, and a proposed technical adwsqry committee to monitor progress. The
contractual relationship between the SC/CC and the show manager is the principal mechanism
by which implementation of the TMP will be guarantee'd. A description of these three entities and
their respective roles is provided below.

SC/CC’s Management Responsibilities

SC/CC staff are responsible vfor preparing a License A
agreement between the SC/CC and individual show

1.

greement that will serve as the contractual
managers (or "Licensees”). This contract

will specify the terms and conditions under which
.management of the TMP. The individual show manag;

the facilities may be used, including the
ers will be responsible for preparing a TMP

for their function (an "Event TMP"), which describes how they will administer the individual plans

described above, based on the guidelines establishe

d in this TMP.

£5




- SACRAMENTO CONV.ENTION CENTER ' TRANSPCRTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

Members of the SC/CC staff will assist Licensees in the planning of individual events. The .
primary contact for SC/CC will be the Event Coordinator(s) designated in the License Agreement,:
who will provide information on how to prepare an Event TMP. The Event Coordinator will
distribute the Event TMP to the SC/CC Operations Manager who will approve it and oversee its
implementation, with assistance from other designated SC/CC personnel.

The Operations Manager will also coordinate with the technical advisory committee, which will 3
" include staff from the City of Sacramento Public Works Department (Traffic and Parking),

Regional Transit, and the City of Sacramento Police Department. Additional coordinationonany =

.signing and/or routing issues inveolving state highways will include Caltrans as appropriate. -The
members of the technical advisory committee wiil be provided with SC/CC's event schedule no
less than 30 days in advance, and notified of .any special event requirements.

2. Show Manager License Agreement

The Show Manager is the individual who enters into a License Agreement with the SC/CC to rent
facilities to stage an event and who actually manages the Event for its duration. The Show
Manager controls all communications with individual attendees and makes arrangements for .
- lodging and transportation. The Show Manager is therefore the most knowledgeabie individual
with regards to the transportation arrangements for attendees.

Licensees-are contractually obligated - via the terms and conditions of the License Agreement -

to comply with SC/CC operating procedures, including those set forth in this document. More

specifically, Show Managers are required to submit a Transportation Management Plan for their

Event (an Event TMP) up to six months in advance incorporating all applicable provisions of this

- Plan. SC/CC must review the Event TMP within three weeks and notify the- Show Manager of any
changes that may be requ:red :

" The responsibilities of both SC/CC and the Licensee are clearly specified for each of the four
plans contained in this document. Appendix A contalns a checklist of lnformatxon that must be

included in the Licensee's Event TMP.

3. TMP Monitoring

The formation of a Technical Advisory Committee to monitor implementation is the final element
of the TMP. The committee will be comprised of staff from the SC/CC, the City of Sacramento
Public Works Department (Traffic and Parking), Regional Transit, and the City of Sacramento
Police Department. Additional coordination on any signing and/er routing issues involving state
highways will include Caltrans as appropriate. The members of the technical advisory committee
will be provided with SC/CC's event schedule on a monthly basis and notified of any special
event requirements. The committee will participate: in an annual Monitoring Program as .
described in Section VIl of the Plan. '




SACRAMENTO CONVENTION' CENTER .-~ * .| . TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

: 3 'arpo'olNanpool' Program

¢

. SC/CC wil develop an mcentrve program for event attendees to carpool and/or vanpool to City
parking garages. The objectrve of this program is to increase the auto occupancy in individual
. vehicles, thereby reducing the overall need for parking as well as the traffic impacts on local’
~Streets. The incentives to carpool and/or vanpool par‘lnclpants will include a reduced parking rate
at city garages (i.e., 50 pefcent reduction in daily rates) and preferential park:ng at the more
~ desirable ground ﬂoor parking spaces. . The loss in” revenue resulting from reduced
carpool/vanpool parking rates will be offset by the |mp|ementatron of increased rates for single
occupant vehicles. Information on the. carpool/vanpcol program will be disbursed by the ‘TSM
: Coordlnator to all Lxcensees for advance dlstnbutron to regrstered attendees .

4, Sacramento R‘T‘ Metro Park—and Hide W

SC/CC will deve!op an incentive program for event attendees to use the Regronal Transit (RT)
Metro line and available park-and-ride lots for access to the Convention Center. 'Four parking
facilities serving the Regional Transit (RT) Metro line|were identified as potential candidates for
-use as park-and-ride lots for the Convention Center! based on discussions with RT staff. This
included the Swanston, Marconi, Watt/I-80; and Butter:'ﬁeld parking lots. Surveys were conducted
- on weekdays during the mid-afternoon peak (approxlmately 2:00 pm) an Thursday, November

29, and Thursday, Decernber 6, 1980,

The four lots prowde a total supply of 2, 529 parkrng spaces, This includes 260 spaces at the
Swansten lot, 280 spaces at the Marconi lot, 1,189 spaces at the Watt/I-80 lot, and 800 spaces
at the Butterfield lot. The overall occupancy rate during the weekday mid-afternoon period was
66 percent A summary of the parkrng occupancy for each lot is. provrded below '

Parkmg Lot -~ - R Supply' o Occugancy Hate
. ,Swanston (I—80/Arden) o ’ »2602 - percent k
. Marconi (I-SO/Marconr) ~ .. i o280 - - v-47percent

Watt/l1-80 - 1,188 : - 72 percent

Butterfield: (Folsom BI) .- 800 ‘ - '71 percent -

The total existing surplus for the four parking facrlmes is- approxrmately 600 spaces during the
weekday mid-afternoon peried. This includes 120 slpaces at both the Swanston and Marconi
~ lots, 210 spaces at the Watt/l-80 lot, and 150 spaces at the Butterfield lot. - The surplus
- calculation is based on a maxrmum desrrable occupancy rate of 80 percent (overal! supply x 0. 9 -

- demand).

25 .




SACRAMENTO CONVENTION CENTER ‘ , TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

Vl. TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT PROGRAM | |
This sectxon cutlines the Transportatlon Systems Management Plan for the SC/CC facility.
A. . OBJEGTIVE

The objective of the Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Plan is to reduce the use of
- single-occupancy vehicles-among convention attendees and SC/CC employees by facilitating the
use of alternative transportation modes. This includes such options as the use of Regional
Transit Metro and bus service, the establishment of park-and-nde lots at off-site RT parklng
facumes, and the prov:s:on of a downtown shuttle bus linking major hotel facilities.

. B. ¢ CONVENTION CENTERS MANAGEMENT FIESPONSIBIL[TIES

- The respoensibilities of SC/CC staff will mclude,admumstrat:on of the TSM plan, provision of an
transportation information center identifying alternative modes of travel, describing the
carpool/vanpool incentive program, support the development of a downtown shuttle either by
private enterprise or by RT, and provnde pre-event coordmatlon with Licensees. -

1. ‘ Program Admlnlstratlon

SCICC w1|l manage the TSM plan and coerdinate efforts with hcensees in the preparation of an
 Event TMP. Staff will aiso work with employees to provnde assistance in planning alternatlve
modes for use in work trips. : : :

2. Transgortatlon !nformatlon Center

- An information kiosk will be prowded inthe lobby by SC/CC that will serve as adistribution point

for information on alternative transportation modes. The kiosk will be placed at a visible, easily
accessed location in the lobby area. Information will be provided regarding RT service, taxi and
shuttle bus service, and airport transportation service. The information will include a.description
of the 'service provider, their phone number, routes, drop-off/pick-up locations, schedules, and
prices. Signs will be placed w:thln the lobby area to direct vusntors to the Transportation
Information Center, : :
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| TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

Table 7

POTENTIAL TSM EFFECTIVENESS

Parking
Function Demand
Exams = - 1,200
Exhibits 925
Rally 2,440
Banquet 1,125
Consumer Show 975
Meetings -~ 835
Theater ~ 880

Memorial Aud. 800

Potential TSM Effectiveness Levels
RT Systgm RT Metro
Ridershi

| Carpool
[Vanpool

n/a -

5-10%
510%

- 10-20%

5-10%

10-20%
‘ n/a .
n/a

2%

1-2%
12%

5-10%

. 1-2%|
5-10%]|

1-2%
1-2%

Projected Decrease

p - Park-and-Ride In Parking Demand

- 1-2% T 20-40
5-20% 110 - 320
3-5% . 220 - 410

10-20% . 275-550
5-10% .. . . 110 - 220
10-20%. ' 200 - 400
n/a , v 10-20
n/a 10-20

! Based on parking demand analysis conducted for SC/CC by Barton-Aschman Associates, Inc.

C.  LICENSEE'S OBLIGATIONS

Licensee will cooperate with SC/CC in its- efforts to promote and implement the TSM Plan by

distributing mformatlon to reglstered attendees prior

D. - ATTENDEE TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES

to their arrival:

v -

To reduce the need for automobile use SC/CC staf|f will provide Licensees with an information
sheet to be distributed in attendee reglstratxon packets describing the followung features and

services.
° SC/CC's convenient walkmg distance to hotels, shopping, restaurants, and
recreational attractions. .
° 1he location of SC/CC's Transportation Information Center

° The location of SC/CC's shuttle bus,

° ' The avanlablhty of on-site parkmg in Lot _E, ihcluding a map showing garage

‘ access routes.

27

taxi, and private auto loading area.
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SACRAMENTO CONVENTION CENTER TﬁANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

The use of RT parking facilities as park-and-ride lots is a TSM option that could be applied to all
potential event patrons, although it would be less effective for exam and rally attendees. While
RT parking facilities could be used for events scheduled during evenings and on weekends, there
Is a large parking surplus in the downtown area during these times. As a result, the application
of a program during these times would have limited effectiveness unless other major events were
concurrently scheduled in the downtown area. The elements of an RT park-and-ride program
would include a public information campaign, the negotlanon of joint use agreements with RT,
and the provision of incentives for transit users.

The estxmated transit usage, based on the implementation of a TSM program as descnbed
above, is shown in Table 7. The projected parking demand and RT patronage generated by the
Community/Convention Center during each of the three event scenarios is shown below.

- Event Scenario Parking Demand Estimated RT Patrons .
1. Weekday Daytime 80-260 100-300
2. Weekday Evening 285-540 390-720
3. Weekend Daytime 200-400 270-530
5. Downtown Shuttie Bus

SC/CC will participate in any future transportation studies regarding the provision of a downtown
shuttle bus system. The objective of a downtown shuttle system would be to link major publlc
centers (Convention Center, Old Town, State Capital, etc.), hotels, and businesses in the
downtown. This system could be either privately operated (i.e., by a group of downtown
hotel/business owners) or publicly operated (Regional Transit). At such time that a downtown
shuttle system were implemented, the SC/CC Loading Plan would be revised to incorporate a
stop for the shuttle system at the J Street loading area.

6. Pre-event Coordination
SC/CC staff will provide Show Managers with a packet of information describing alternative
transportation modes that are available for event attendees. This information will include an

explanation of the Licensee’s responsibility to distribute information (e.g., transit routes and
schedules, carpoolfvanpool program, etc.) to attendees prior to their arrival.

7. Potential TSM Effectiveness

The potential level of effectiveness of the above TSM programs with respect to the various event
types is shown below in Table 7. The level of effectiveness is based on the assumed mode split

information developed from the parking analysis. The TSM programs would have the greatest

potential for success for event types that typically have high automobile use, low auto
occupancy, and low transit use.
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REF: 90-12-71
DEPARTMENT OF CITY OI SAC RA'\’IEN IC) ‘ 1023 J STREET
PUBLIC WORKS T CALIFORNIA SUITE 202
| SACRAMENTO, CA
OFFICE OF ENGINEERING 98814-2677
AND TRANSFORIATION SERVIGES
PARKING 916-449-5354

January 23, 1991.

Keith Kramer,
Ccity of Sacramento
915 I Street

sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr. Kramer:

Senior Management Analyst

This letter is to set forth the ‘parameters of a parklng managcment
program that shall serve the parking demand of the Convention Center

project.

The off-street parking facilities within benetlc1al proxlmlty to the

project are as follows:

Facility Location
E 13th & J

B l1ith & I

H _ l1l1th & L
I* 11th & I

& H

Cc 14th

*Lot I 1is the new C1v1c Center Garage

Dlstance

To Project

150 Fect

Three
Three
Two &
One &

Blocks

Blocks

One Half Blocks

One¢ Half Blocks
TOTAL

the south side of I Street fronm Lot B.

Parking Spaces

876
571
988
1033
167
3635

‘located directly on

The stages of meleLntdtlon for thlS parking management program shall

be as follows:

1. :'Currently there are 419 monthly permit parkers assigned to
© Lot E. These monthly permitees would be transferred to other

‘city parking facilities.

They would be assigned to T.ots B,

H, and L (distribution undetermined at this time).
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Keith Kramer, Senior Managément“ﬂﬂaIYSt
REF: 90-12-71 o B
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The policy cf .the Clty in constructing and operating public parking.

In order to regenerate‘revénues lost by transfer of monthly
permit parkers at Lot E, a discount parking - fee would be

charged to’'vehicles enterlné pricr to 8:30 a.m. on days with

no events with significant| parking demand. This measurc
shall be subject to approval of the City Council.

Fer events at the Conventlon Center that generate slgnlflcant

- parking demand, Lot E will be designated proportionately for:
"the number of parkzng spaces needed to adequately serve

vehicles of patrons.

For those events at the.Convention Center that will generate
parking demand that exceeds| the capacity of Lot E, traffic
advisory signs and personnel will.bg provided to direct
patrons to park at Lots B, C, H, and I. The pricrity of
facilities and the distribution of spaces to-be provided will

be determined according to| guidelines that may vary from )

event to event according to the balancing of parklng demands
in thc Central Business District.

The LRT parklng lots may provide ‘an’ ‘appropriate supply of
parking for 'some functions |at the Convention Center. This
option will be utilized through coordlnatlon with Convention
Center staff. : _

All City parklng facilities included in thzs program shall be
subject to barricading of| spaces and posting of signs
‘prohibitzng'parklng during certain hours, in order to reserve
parking spaces for patrons ot Convention <Center events.
After the initial influx of| patrens' vehicles, all parking
facilities shall resume normal public parking operations.

. facilities is to give priority to facllltatlng short term, hourly
parking demand. Long term, monthlyi parking is provided only to
generate revenue from surplus pa;nlng space that would be ctherwise

unused.
policy

This parking management program shall be consistent with this

in that the parking demand| generated by the Sacramento

Community/Conventicn Center events shall pre-empt long term, monthly
parking demand as a matter of operatlﬁg policy and prOCEdurGa




Keith Kramér; Senior Management Analyst
REF: 90-12-71 '
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"This parking managemcnt program shall be used to facilitate parking
demand for the Convention Center during . the pericd of time that
existing parking facilities provide adequate capacity. As the expanded
community/Convention Center activities and ecvents 1Iincrease in
attendance in c¢onjunction with growth and development in the downtown
area, a neWw parking facility will be needed. At that time, these
program elements will be reviewed and revised.

-

Sincerely,

j Mark Morgan
arking Admlnls

JMM:mlw/js

cc: Walter J. Slipe, Clty Manager
pvavid Martinez, Deputy City Manager
Melvin H. Johnson, Director of Public Works
Robert L. Lee, Deputy DBirector of Public Works.
Frank Mugartegui, Director of General Services
Duane Wray, Facility Manager.
Sam Burns, bDirector of Community Services
Leonard Zerilli, Assistant Director of Community Center
James Faber, Project Manager
pavid Morgan, Senior Architect




