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Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT; MEADOWVIEW COMMUNITY CENTER - ACQUISITION OF A SITE FOR CONSTRUCTION
OF_A FUTURE_COMMUNITY_CENTER

OS11,IMMARY
This report provides information relative to acquisition of a 9.75 acre site for
construction of a future Meadowview Community Center with adjacent youth
softball fields. This report also recommends that the City Council (1) ratify
the Negative Declaration; (2) authorize the filing of a Notice of Determination
for acquisition of a site for the proposed Meadowview Community Center; (3)
authorize the City Manager to execute two acquisition agreements with Bel Air
Real Estate Investment Company (and related parties); and (4) direct staff to
proceed with the retention of an architect to determine various building options
for the project.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
Funding in the amount of $3.1 million for the construction of a Meadowview
Community Center was included in the approved 1990-1995 Capital Improvement
Program Budget by the City Council with $250,000 allocated for site acquisition
and the remaining $2.8 million for center development. The Meadowview Community
Center will be constructed in phases. Phase I involves acquisition of the
sites. Phase II involves the actual development of the community center, with
the types of uses of the center to be determined in conjunction with the
Meadowview Citizens Committee.
In October 1988, a fifteen-member Meadowview Citizens Committee was established
to assist the Department of Parks and Community Services with the Meadowview
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Community Center Project. This committee, selected by people living in the
Meadowview area, is . representative of the various geographical, ethnic.
economic, and civic interests of that community.
Accomplishments of the committee include development of criteria for site
identification, which were approved by City Council in May 1989, and
identification of 12 potential sites in the Meadowview area (bounded by Florin
Road on the north, Sacramento City limits on the South, Franklin Boulevard on
the east, and Freeport Boulevard on the west).
Given the desire of the community to have a site larger than two acres, in june
1989, the City Council declared the 6.5 acre City-owned parcel at Florin and
Freeport as surplus (Exhibit A). Concurrently, City Council rezoned this
property, which was purchased in 1973, for $16,000 as surplus property from
Caltrans, from the previous R-1 (residential) to C-1--R (limited commercial with
review). This property is presently under lease to the Willow Rancho Little
League for $150 per year with a 90 day cancellation provision. Rather than
being centrally located in a neighborhood, this site, which is on the
intersection of two major arterial streets, is located within a highly
commercial area making it unsuitable as a park site. Consequently, the City has
never made any park improvements on this site. Except for the ball diamond
located on the eastern portion of the property, the site is completely
undeveloped. Although the little leaque is responsible under the terms of their
l ease for all site maintenance, the league has been unable to perform the
ecessary level of maintenance. The facility is an eyesore, grounds maintenance
is poorly done, the irrigation system is marginal, the bleachers need reOlacing.
and the parking areas need to be regraded. Further, a portion of the site is
within the Executive Airport approach zone which has prompted the Department of
Airports to repeatedly express concerns over the little league's use of the
property. Accordingly, the Meadowview community would be better served were the
little league field relocated to a more appropriate site. Consequently, at this
same June 1989 meeting, the City Council also approved the allocation of any
proceeds from the sale of the Willow Rancho site to be deposited in the Meadowview Community Center CIP with any funds remaining after the development
of an alternative little league site to be dedicated to other City capital
projects in the Meadowview community. Dedication of these surplus proceeds to
the Meadowview Community Center project effectively increases the project budget
from $3.1 to $4.2 million.
Land Aqquisition

In the fall of 1989, the Department of Parks and Community Services developed a
Request for Proposals in the form of an option to purchase a site in the
Meadowview area for the purpose of constructing the new Meadowview Community
Center. Proposals were to take the form of an offer to sell to the City a
specific site of at least five acres for a specified amount as well as a one
year option to purchase. Following City Council authorization in February 1990,
Requests for Proposals for an option to purchase a site for the proposed
Meadowview Community Center were issued. The Department of Parks and Community
ervices received three proposals.
III/
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Two sites were deemed highly unsuitable due to either a remote and residential
location or the presence of an unusable building. The third proposal, submitted
by Edward Wong, met the criteria as approved by the City Council: however, the
option price exceeded the appraised value of the property. Mr. Wong indicated a
willingness to negotiate an acceptable agreement. Consequently, in May 1990,
the City Council rejected all proposals and authorized staff to negotiate with
Mr. Wong for a potential site for the proposed Meadowview Community Center.
Negotiations were conducted during the summer of 1990, with the result that the
final offer from this proposer was not in the best interests of the City in that
it would have required nearly $3 million in funding above and beyond what is
available.
While staff was attempting to negotiate an agreeable price with Mr. Wong, the
City was approached by Bel Air Real Estate Investment Company (and related
parties) with an offer of an alternative site for the Meadowview Community
Center. Bel Air Real Estate Investment Company offered to the City a 5.75 acre
parcel of land located on the southeast corner of Meadowview Road and 24th
Street (Exhibit 8). This site presently contains a 56,000+ square foot building
formerly used as a Farmer's Market and now vacant. The offer from Bel Air
included the building and all existing site improvements. In addition, the
offer from Bel Air proposed to trade a four acre parcel (see Exhibit B) which is
immediately adjacent to their 5.75 acre corner site, plus $250,000 for the
Willow Rancho site. By trading this site which could more appropriately be used
for commercial, private sector use for a site adjacent to the proposed
Meadowview Community Center, the City would acquire enough space to develop a
replacement field and an additional ballfield next to the center. The $250,000
offered by Bel Air Markets would be used to finance the development of these two
fields which the Willow Rancho Little League will be allowed to use. In order
to ensure that the Willow Rancho Little League has a continuous place to play,
the Willow Rancho site will not transferred to Bel Air until the new replacement
fields are available for use. In addition, Be] Air Markets will honor the
informal agreement between the City and Sacramento Christian Reformed Church for
the purchase of the church's site adjacent to the Willow Rancho property. The
cost of this transaction will not impact the $250,000 in improvements Bel Air has offered.to the City. Disposition of the Willow Rancho site is in accordance
with Council's June 1989 actions.
After extensive analysis by staff and the citizens committee, the offer by Be].
Air Real Estate Investment Company was considered the most viable opportunity.
Consequently, on September 11, 1990, the City Council, in closed session,
authorized staff to negotiate an agreement with Bel Air Real Estate for a site
on which the proposed Meadowview Community Center will be constructed.
Following Council authorization, the DePuty Director with the assistance of the
City Attorney's Office, and the Real Estate Section commenced negotiations with
Bel Air Real Estate Investment Company. Acquisition of the identified site for
the proposed Meadowview Community Center together with acquisition of the
adjacent site earmarked for a little league site in accordance with Council
directive will be accomplished through the City's entering two agreements. The
attached agreements, which are fully supported by the Meadowview Citizen's
Committee, are summarized as follows:

•
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AGREEMENT # 1
This agreement trades the four . acre vacant parcel (Exhibit A) located
adjacent to the site of the proposed Meadowview Community Center plus
$250,000 in improvements to this site to be performed by Bel Air to the
City in exchange for the City-owned 6.5 acre parcel at Florin Road and
Freeport Boulevard (Exhibit B). The improvements will include constrnction
of a replacement field plus an additional field and related amenities in
accordance with City specifications. This exchange will not be finalized
until after the replacement ballfields on the four acre site have been
completed.
AGREEMENT # 2
Under the terms of this proposed agreement, Bel Air Real Estate Investment
Company would contribute to the City of Sacramento the 5.75 acre parcel of
property located at the southeast intersection of 24th Street and
Meadowview Road. This parcel includes an abandoned 57,000 square foot
shopping center. A provision of this agreement is that the City has the
If
option to allow Bel Air to perform demolition services on this site.
this option is exercised, the City will reimburse Be] Air for these
services subject to City review and approval of costs. The estimated cost
of demolition is $250,000.

1110

The City Attorney's Office recommends, and department staff concurs, that
Agreements 1 and 2 should be executed, and their escrows closed, concurrently so
as to avoid the potential of there being a lapse in the City's ownership of the
adjacent parcels on which to construct the proposed Meadowview Community Center
and surrounding amenities. The appraised values of the parcels involved in
these agreements are as follows:
APPRAISED VALUES:
Florin & Freeport Parcel (6.5 acres)
$1.145 Million
Total:

$1.145 million

Meadowview Parcels (5.75 acres + 4 acres)
$1.191 million
Total:

$1.191 million

In accordance with the 1984 Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Recovery Act, a Level I environmental assessment completed on both the 5.75
acre site and the adjacent four acre site had negative findings regarding the
potential presence of hazardous materials. In accordance with the State
Guidelines for implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act of
1970, an Initial Study relating to the agreement for acquisition of the entire
9.75+ acre Meadowview Community Center site was performed in January. As a
result of this study, it was determined that execution of this agreement would
not have a significant adverse effect on the physical environment, and a Draft
Negative Declaration was prepared. The Environmental Services Sectloy of the
Planning Department has prepared the initial Study and Negative Declaration
(Exhibit C) for the acquisition of the adjacent four acre site with
•improvements.

April 2, 1991
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Through separate action, the Deputy Director, with the assistance of the City
Attorney's Office and the Real Estate Division, is evaluating the purchase of
the abandoned .8 'acre site on the corner of 24th Street and Meadowview Road
which is not owned by Bel Air Real Estate Investments for $150.000. Under the
proposed terms of this potentiall agreement, the owner, Desert Petroleum, would
demolish the service station currently on the site for which the City would
reimburse them an amount up to but not to exceed $15,000 prior to the close of
escrow. An additional term of the agreement would be that the current owner
obtain certification from both the appropriate state and local governing entites
If and
that this site is toxic free before the City would purchase said site.
when all the proposed language necessary to protect the City has been negotiated
and the purchase is deemed advantageous to the Meadowview Community Center
project, this proposed agreement would he brought forward to City Council for
approval.
Site Develument
The intial site development will involve construction of new little league
facilities at a cost of $250,000. The second phase of development will be the
Community Center. The Funds available for construction are detailed below:
$4,276,000

Project resources:
Less:

895,000

Site acquisition
Little league facilities

$3,131,000

Remaining budget:

The Facility Management section of the General Services Department has estimated
that it would cost approximately $5.3 million to renovate the market structure
and convert it into a community center. Given that this estimate is over $2
million in excess of current available funding, General Services staff prepared
cost estimates for four additional community center scenarios (Exhibit 0
attached). A summary of the various options and associated cost estimates is as
follows:
SQUARE FEET

ESTIMATED COST

BUDGET +/(-)

Community Center:
(Shopping Center Remodel)

27,000

$5,372,539

($2,241,454)

Community
Community
Community
Community

9,520
12,000
13,000
17.000

$3,131.085
$3,667,658
$3,502,735'
$4,843,241

SO
($536,573)
($371,670)
($1,712,156)

FACILITY CONFIGURATION

Center
Center
Gymnasium
Gym & Center
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Esentially, there are three options that need to he explored in further detail:
1. •Retrofit of the existing _market (27,000 square feet). According to the
Department of General Services, this will require an additional
$2,241,454 to fully convert the market into o community center. An
option is to use available funds to phase this development. Appropriate
floor plans must be prepared indicating areas to be developed in phase
one while reserving remaining space for future expansion.
Develop a new facility within existing_appropylations (9,520 square
feet). This option would require demolishing the existing market
structure and constructing a first phase modular structure in the same
vicinity. This could be accomplished by initially developing a
"footprint" for total development and constructing in phases as future
funds become available.

2.

3. Develop_a new facility in accordance with sizes of typical community
centers (12,000 square feet). This option would require an additional
$536,573 in city funds that are not currently available. This option
also requires the total demolition of the existing market structures and
constructing a new center in the same vicinity.
.

For comparison, Robertson and Oak Park Community Centers are both approximately
1 2,000 square feet and are reflective of typical community centers. Staff
11111recommends that the General Services Department proceed immediately with the
selection procedure for an architect to evaluate the various options listed
above. This proposed course of action was presented to the Meadowview Citizens
Committee in late February 1991. The committee requested two representatives on
the consulting architect selection panel. In addition, there was concurrance by
the citizen's advisory committee that regardless of the option selected, the
proposed project cannot exceed the available funds. It is anticipated that
staff, working with the Meadowview Citizens Committee, will report back to City
Council with the architect's recommended building plan within six months.
FINANCIAL DATA
Total potential out of pocket cost to the City from Agreements 1 and 2 related
to the acquisition of a site for the proposed Meadowview Community Center may be
$250,000, which is the estimated cost of reimbursing Bel Air Industries for the
demolition of buildings, if demolition is recommended by the selected architect.
In addition to the
Freeport site will
sale of said site,
appraised value of
only).

City's estimated $250,000 cost, trading of the Florin/
result in a loss of potential revenue to the City from the
the current appraised value of which is $1.145 million. The
the two parcels the City will receive is $1.191 million (land
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Further, while the City will receive no outright revenue from this proposed land
acquisition, the in-kind contribution of the development of little league
amenities by Bel Air per the terms of Agreement One is set at $250,000.
The actual operational costs of the proposed Meadowview Community Center will be
an item for future City Council consideration. The cost of maintaining the
little league facility will be approximately $10,295 per year starting in 1993,
which cost will be partially offset by revenue from permit fees.
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS
As funding for site acquisition diminishes and land prices escalate, the use of
the negotiated offer process that allows the most efficient use of available
City funding best serves the community and is consistent with Council policy.
The negotiated agreements are consistent with Council's directive to staff in
September 1990.
There are two policy considerations for the Council in this transaction:
1. Assumption of maintenance_responsibiljties. The replacement little
league field, plus the additional field and the new concession
facilities, will become the maintenance responsibility of the City at an
estimated cost of $10,295 per year to be offset by permit fees.
Previously, the maintenance at Willow Rancho was performed by the little
league. Staff recommends this change in order to ensure high quality
maintenance and because this facility will be a public use facility as
opposed to the Willow Rancho site which was used exclusively by one
little league group.
2.

Use of fields. Although the little league will be required to obtain
use permits for the fields just like any other interested group or
organization, the little league will be given first right of use at this
particular site.

MBE/WBE EFFORTS
Every effort is made to support the City's MBE/WBE goals.
RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that the joint Budget and Finance/Transportation and Community
Development Committee approve this report and forward it to full City Council.
Further, it is recommended that City Council, by resolution:
1. Ratify the Negative Declaration:
2. Authorize the Environmental Serevices Manager to file a Notice of
Determination:
3. Authorize the City Manager to execute two acquisition agreements with
Bel Air Real Estate Investment Company (and related parties): and

5
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4. Direct General Services and Parks and Community Services staff to
proceed with the retention of an architect for the Meadowview Community
Center project and to report back on the recommended option within six
months.
Respe tfull submitted,

Robertf PVTflThnàs, Director
Parks and Community Services
Recommendation Approved:

ack R. Crist
Deputy City Manager
RPT:ja

ID

•

Contact Person:
Walt Ueda, Deputy Director - 449-5385
A:Sma1l-Maier/Mead3

April 2, 199i
Districts 7 & 8

RESOLUTION NO.
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL
ON DATE OF

RESOLUTION RATIFYING A NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND
APPROVING THE ACQUISITION OF A SITE FOR CONSTRUCTION
AND DEVELOPMENT OF MEADOWVIEW COMMUNITY CENTER
WHEREAS, the prescribed time for receiving appeals on the Negative Declaration
has elapsed. and no appeals were received:
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:
1. That the Negative Declaration for the above referenced project is hereby
approved;
2. That the Environmental Services Manager is authorized to file with the
County Clerk a Notice of Determination for said project;
3. That the City Manager is hereby authorized to execute two acquisition
agreements with Bel Air Real Estate Investment Company (and related
parties);
4. That staff is hereby directed to proceed with the retention of an architect
for the Meadowview Community Center project.

MAYOR
*

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
RESOLUTION NO.:
DATE ADOPTED:
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DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
CALIFORNIA

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

1231 1 STREET
ROOM 200
SACRAMENTO. CA
95814-2998
BUILDING INSPECTIONS
916-449-5716
PLANNING
916-149-5604

The Environmental Services Manager of the City of Sacramento, California, a municipal corporation,
does prepare, make, declare, and publish this Negative Declaration for the following described
project:
The City of Sacramento is proposing to acquire land to locate a
community center, park complex and a baseball/soccer Little League
field in the Airport Meadowview Community Plan (AMCP) area. The.site
consists of two parcels totaling approximately 10 acres and is located
on the southeast corner of Meadowview Road and 24th Street (APN # 053 001D-043 and 6454-geliodflia.nn
The City of sammento,
The
ing and Development, Environmental Services Division
reviewed the proposed project and has determined that the project as proposed will not have
ignificant effect on the environment. This conclusion is based on information contained in the
attached Initial Study.

S

An Environmental Impact Report is not required pursuant to the Environmental Quality Act of 1970
(Division 13 of the Public Resources Code of the State of California).
This environmental review process and Negative Declaration filing is pursuant to Title 14, Division 6,
Chapter 3, Article 8, Section 15070 of the California Administrative Code and pursuant to the
Sacramento Local Environmental Regulations (Resolution 78-171) adopted by the City of Sacramento
and pursuant to Sacramento City Code, Chapter 83.
A copy of this doorment may be reviewed/obtained at the City of Sacramento, Department of
Planning and Development, Environmental Services Division, 1231 I Street, 3rd Floor, Sacramento,
California 95814.
Environmental Services Manager of the
City of Sacramento, California,
a municipal corporation

pc.2,
attachment
rev. 1/90
form.7

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
BMA STUN
This Initial Study hes Wan required and prepared by the Department of Plannimp and Develoomentp;a:1110
Division. Environmental Section, 1231 I Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 96914, (910449-2037.
CEQA Guidelines Section 13033 (August 1. 1983).

Sk. Alc . / e
Answer the following question@ to detanine if the prcq:omad project may have potentially adverse significan
its on the environment.
Yes or No
1. Earth. Will the proposal result in:
a. Unstable earth condition or in changes in geologic ad:structures?
b. Disruptions. displacemonts. compaction or overconeelog at the soil?
c. Chem in top:greedy or gemmed surface relief features?
d. The destruction. coming ar modification of any unique dialogic ar physical features?
e. Any increase in wind or aster erosion of soils, either on ar off the site?
f. Changes in deposition ar erosion of beach minds, or chops in siltation, deposition or
erosion which mmy modify the chums' of a river, stream. bey. Inlet or lake?
g. Exposure of people ar prcverty to geologic hmemrds sudh as earthombes, ground
failure, or similar hazards?
2.

441,.. Will the propomml result in:
a. Substantial air emissions or diterioratia: of ambient air quality?
b. The creation of objectionable dors?
c. Alteration of air movement. moisture ar temperature, or nor dunes in climmte,
either locally or regionally?

3. titer. Will the proposal result in:
a. Chews in currents, or the course of direction movements, in either marine or ire&
inters?
b. Chumps in absorption rotes. drain's patterns, or the rate and amount at surface runoff?
c. Alterations to the course at flow of flood:atm?
cL Menge in the amount of
..ti In aay water body?
e. Mechem, into surface oaten, or Is env alteration of audios water wait,, including
but not limited to tagewebre, diemolved awn ar turbidity?
f. Alteration of the direction or ruts of floe of ground eaters?
g. Chew in the quatitydr gnmad waters, eithmr through direct additions or vithdremels.
or tbrosia interception of en aquifer *cuts or ansmatians?
h. Substantial Mention in the amount of amber attendee ammilmble for public eater supplies?
i. Exposure of web or property tender tented hairdo =Ohm flooding?
4.

tient Life. Will the proposal result in:
a. Change in the diversity of species, or number of mar males of plant'?
b. Reduction of the numbers at manioc re ar endmogred species of plants?
c. Introduction of nem species at plants interment, or is a bonier to the anneal
repleedsiaent of existing species?
d. Reduction in acreage at wry agricultural cup?

5. Animal Life. Will tin propomel result in:
a. theme in the diversity of species, ar mime at any species at anbals?
b. Reductice of the numbers of eny unique, re or endangered species of Inhale?
c. Introduction of new species at anises into an area. ar resat in a barrier to the
migration or wayamant of animals?
d. Detericration of existing fish ar wildlife habitat?

-2-

S.

Yes or No

la*
a.

Will the proposal result in:
Increases in Galatia miss levels?

b. EXpneure at people to severe noime levels?

7. Lint and Glare. Will the proposal petcWce nem light or glare?
8. Lend Use. will the proposal
land uee of an area?
9.

10.

result in a substantial alteration of the premsot or planet

Neturel Resources. Will the propomml result in:
a. Increase in the rate of ume of any neural resources?
b. Substantial depletion of any nareneamble neural resource?
Risk of Ubeet. Mem the prommel bivalve:
a. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous =beton= (including. but not
limited to, ail, pesticides, antis:ale or radiation) in the event of an accident
or upset conditions?
b. Ftesible interference with an emerleocy reopens pin or an emergency evectetion plan?

11. ftsktica. Will the propomal altar the location. distribution,
the humen population of an area?

deasity, or growth rate of

12.

paning. Will the pruned affect existing honing. or create sidemen for mdationel
hamar'?

I.

'Mosgaissegiggain. Will the proceed meat In:
a. Generation of substantial additionel vehicular nessant?
b. Effects an existing peridng facilities, or emend for nem perking?
c. Substarailal impact upon existing tramspartatias wenn?
d. Alterations to present petters@ of cirailatimaarsosenn of people and/or goods?
e. Alterstions to waterborne, rail or air traffic?
f. hymn in *erne Words tenter which's, bicgaists or pedestrians?

14. MILMIZ2E. Will the pmposal have as effect was, or result In noel for
altered sovernental =vials in mg/ of tin fallen" anew
a. Fire protection?
b. Polka protection?
C. Sono's?
d. Enke or other recreation" facilities?
e. Meintenemos at Relic facilities, iscludiag muds?
f. 0
services?
15.

lam Will the peeped residt in
a. Use of substanial anon of feel or amp?
b.

18.

111111

nem or

Substantial In
in awn epos etietta" somas
devalopment of me swam
sessu?

gulaw

of any or regaire the

Will the proposal result biassed ftir an mote& or eabstential altaratian
to ths tollaming
16 Famer or nand ms?
b. Omimuniastions systems?
c. Water?
d. Seer or septic Wier?
a. Stara aster drains.?
f. Solid note sod disposal?

-317. Rain thaltk. Will the propped result in:
a. Creation of ahy health hezerd or potential health hazard (excloillegsectal health)?
b. Exposure of people to potential health !weirdo?

Yes or No

18. Aesthetics. will the cropmeal result in the obstruction of any scenic or vie/open to the
public. or will the proposal result in the cronies' of an aesthetically offeneive site
open to public vim'?

19. Recreation. Will the proposal reeult in an impact upon the quality or quantity of existing
recreational opportunities?
20. Cultural ROMMOMS.
a. Will the premed result in the alteration or destruction of a prehistoric or historic
ardneological site?
Will
the proposal result in adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or
b.
historic buildipg. structure or object?
C. Does the gropcmel hem' the potential to cauee a physical chew which wombi affect
unique ethnic cultural values?
d. Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential
impact arse?

21. IMISSCLEUIMILAILSIMatiOn •
a. Does the project hove the potential to &grads the quality to the environment,
substantially reduce the hebitst of a fish or alldlife population to drop below selfsostatoing levels, thresteo to elleinabs a plant or animal onnoity, reduce the number
or restrict the range of army. or endangered plant or animal or eliminate Istartant
exempla. of the =jar periade of California history or prehistory?
b. Dose the project hove the potential to achieve short-tem to the disedhelanege at low
tere, anvircarntal goals? (A short-tnna impact at the eemlinvilent is aneehidh
occurs in a relativity brief. definitive period at time while long-tera Impacts wIll
endure well into the future.)
c. Doss the project home impacts *idler* inittridually United, but cumulativindy
conabiendam?
project Rey impact cultic armors 'operate raecerces elmre the
*pert an seat resource is ralativeip moll. bet where the effect at the total at
thole Impacts at the emilramnst is significeot.)
d. Does the project bole omminseent affects *irk will awes substantial adverse effects
an bumn beim. either dIreetky or indirectly?
laTIGATICII MUM
_Zama requited.
"lbs foliating aitibetiaz arm shell Wan =Witt= at sierusal far the subject prepaid:

02CLUSION

0

proposed project will not hoe a Meannt adverse effect an the arrirommt for the following reasons:
111
1. Will hove anlY tedgererY or short-ters coastruction impacts such am dust and Null:went emissions, noiae
and truck traffic.
2. Will not generate a sficent amount of additional vehicles, noise ar emission lemls.
3. Will not affect rare ar enamoured species of animal or plant. ar habitat of such species.
4. Will not eliminate ispxtant examcdes of major periods of California history or prehistory.
.5. Will not result in a significant effect an air, water quality or ambient noise levels for adjoining areas.
6. Will not be subjected to floodplains or major geologic heserds.
7. Will not beve a substantial aesthetic affect.
8. Will not breach any published naiad. State or local stenderdm relating to solid imate.
9. Will not involve the possibility of contambatirar public meter supply or adversely affect grourdmeter.
10. Will not result in or add to a violation of the meets dischergp requirements applicable to local sewer
systems as prescribmi by CalifteniaRegionel *ter Quality Camtrol Board.
disadvantage of langs-tarianvirtmeontal gaols.
11. Will not or to
12. Will not result in the adverse cumulative impacts.
13. Will not result in adverse growth indbcing bunts.
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DIVISION

MiA_MiMELILIMEMBAUWQtaniaL_EMX
AND ENclIgONMENTAL FINDINGS

IA.

PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Number:

Capitol Improvement Project CB21

Project Name:

Meadowview Community Center

Project Applicant: City of Sacramento, Parks and
Services
1231 I Street, Room 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

Community

Proiect Location

The project is located on the southeast corner of Meadowview Road
and 24th Street and is within the Airport Meadowview Community Plan
(AMCP) area. The site is also known as Assessor's Parcel Number:
053-0010-043 and 053-0010-044 (See Attachment B, locator map).
Proiect Description

The City of Sacramento is proposing to acquire land to locate a
community center, park complex and a baseball/soccer Little League
field in the AMCP area. The sites selected are a 6+ acre site
located at the southeast corner of Meadowview Road and 24th Street
and a 4+ acre site adjacent to the 6+ acre site on Meadowview Road.
The need for, and the City policies relating to the proposed Center
are addressed in Section III, item 8 of this discussion. This
Initial Study does not address construction impacts because the
actual design of the center is not known at this time.
Construction impacts will be addressed in a subsequent
environmental analysis.
The subject site is known as Site 10 of the five sites studied by
the Parks and Community Services Department for possible location
of the community center. The site is in the geographic center of
the AMCP. It is on RT Bus routes and is easily accessible and
identifiable to all parts of the community. The center could
potentially serve as an anchor for other positive development.
The site is designated Special Planning District in the AMCP and
the Sacramento General Plan Update (SGPU) land use designation is
The site is zoned4110
Medium Density Residential (16-29 DU/NA).
General Commercial (C-2).

II. GENERAL ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
The 4+ acre site is currently vacant. Both the 4+ and the 6+ acre
sites are surrounded by a chain link fence. The 6+ acre site is
occupied by a vacant shopping center and paved parking lot.
Surrounding land uses are single family residential to the south,
multi-family residential and commercial to the west, a convenience
store to the north, and commercial to the east.
III. DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS
The purpose of the following analysis is to provide documentation
for the answers provided on the Initial Study Check List as well as
provide a factual basis for determining whether the proposed
project will have a significant impact on the environment.

•

•

A copy of the subject proposal was not forwarded to Responsible
Agencies for early consultation pursuant to Section 15063g of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. Per
Section 15381, there are no public agencies other than the Lead
Agency (City of Sacramento) which have discretionary approval power
over the project.

1. Earth
According to Exhibit T-2 of the SGPU Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR), the site is underlain by the Victor Formation which
forms a broad plain between the Sacramento River and the foothills
of the Sierra Nevada mountains. It is a complex mixture of
consolidated, ancient river-borne sediments of all textures.
Weathering subsequent to formation during the Ice Ages has
typically caused a hardpan layer to develop near the surface,
generally allowing only a moderate-to-low rate of rainwater
infiltration (SGPU DEIR, T-1). Exhibit T-4 of the SGPU DEIR
further indicates that the site correlates with the San JoaquinGalt soil type which is considered to be well drained.
Construction of the proposed project will require excavation of
soil to provide for building foundations and support, utility and
infrastructure systems, access roads and parking areas, etc.
Compaction of soil would occur due to construction, building and
paving activity, and minor changes in topography might occur during
project landscaping. However, the site is relatively flat and
there is no indication of any unusual geotechnical or seismic
conditions or unique geologic or physical features which will occur
or be aggravated by the proposed project. The site has been
previously disturbed by the construction of the existing shopping
center and parking area. A temporary increase in wind or water
erosion could occur during construction activities depending upon
weather conditions, but there are no rivers, streams, oceans, bays,
inlets, or lakes on or adjacent to the site.
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Development within the SGPU area is subject to potential damage
from earthquake groundshaking at a maximum intensity of VIII of the
Modified Mercali Scale (SGPU DEIR, T-16). Currently, the City
requires that all new structures be designed to withstand this
intensity level, since the City is within Zone 3 of the UBC's
Seismic Risk Map of the United States (SGPU DEIR, T-20).

•

It is concluded that the potential impacts in this category are
less than significant.
2.

Aiz

Although the Sacramento Metropolitan area as a whole violates
Federal Clean Air standards, Pages Z-43 and Z-66 of the SGPU DEIR
indicate that the relatively low level of traffic congestion in the
Airport-Meadowview area suggests that no violations of CO air
quality standards are likely to occur within the area. Under build
out conditions of the SGPU in the year 2016, roadways in AirportMeadowview are expected to be moderately congested and violations
of CO standards could occur along major roadways in the area.
However, primary usage of the proposed project is expected to occur
during off-peak hours and on weekends. The site is served by
public transportation. The proposed use of the project will
include meetings, socializing (and possibly cooking on an irregular
basis which is compatible with surrounding uses). As a result,
objectionable odors are not expected to be produced in significant
amounts. Construction activities and equipment will generate air
pollutants and dust. This will be relatively short in duration and
the standard practice of watering the site during construction (per
City Code) will help to control air quality impacts.
Ozone is a component of photochemical smog which is the result of
a complex series of chemical reactions to various elements emitted
into the air primarily from automobile exhaust and mixing with
ultraviolet light. Because the time frame for these reaction
involves several hours, emissions of precursor compounds become
mixed and spread over a large area, producing regional pollution
problems. Ozone problems are, therefore, cumulative in nature.
Sacramento is a non-attainment area for Ozone standards. However,
because the proposed project is not expected to generate

substantial traffic or substantial peak hour traffic, it is
concluded that the contribution to regional ozone problems will not
be significant.
It is concluded that the potential impacts in this category are
less than significant.

3
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3.

Water

The proposed project is located in an area of the City determined
to have less than 100-year flood protection. implementation of the
project will therefore expose people and/or property to the risk of
injury and damage in the event of a 100-year or lesser flood.
These risks are considered significant adverse impacts under CEQA.
The City Council has evaluated these impacts in the Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) prepared in connection with the Land Use
Planning Policy Within the 100-Year Floodplain (M89-054) adopted by
the City Council on February 6, 1990. The EIR is available through
the Department of Planning and Development, 1231 I Street, Room
300, Sacramento, California. This document serves as a Program EIR
addressing the flood-related risks to people and property created
by new development in-the 100-year floodplain in the City. The
flood-related risks created by the proposed project fall within the
scope of the Program EIR. Accordingly, the findings adopted by the
Council in connection with its certification of the Program EIR and
its adoption of the Policy are applicable to the proposed project:
These findings are forth in the findings of Fact/Statement ot
Overriding Considerations for the Land Use Planning Policy Within
the 100-Year Floodplain in the City of Sacramento. This document
is appended to the Program EIR available through the Department of
Planning and Development.
,

The subject site is currently occupied by a paved parking lot and
vacant commercial buildings. To the extent that these improvements
are removed, the rate and quantity of surface water runoff will be
reduced.
It is concluded that impacts in this category are less than
significant.
4/5. Plant/Animal Dife
The subject site is located in an Urban Land Habitat. Much of this
habitat is not vegetated. When present, the dominant vegetation
consists of artificially irrigated ornamental plantings (SGPUDEIR,
U-14). Most of the subject site has been completely paved and
developed as a commercial shopping center. Further, the site does
have any trees located on it nor does it support any significant
plant or wildlife communities.
It is concluded that the impacts in this category are less than
significant.

4
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6.

Noise

Potential noise impacts from the proposed project would result
primarily from auto traffic circulating within the parking areas
and along nearby roadways, as well as from the voices of
participants at project activities. Although the site is located
adjacent to or across the street from residential uses, there are
no particular uses proposed which would generate unusual or
unreasonable noise levels not otherwise associated with a park use.
Construction related noise will be of temporary duration.
The site is located adjacent to major roadways. Exhibit AA-27 of
the SGPU DEIR indicates that acceptable noise levels associated
with playgrounds and neighborhood parks should not exceed 70 dB
without mitigation. Exhibit AA-11 indicates that existing and
projected traffic noise generation from adjoining streets fall
between 65 and 70 dB and are therefore acceptable for the site.
Project specific noise impacts and mitigation on surrounding
development can be analyzed when plans for the park are developed.
Site design such as distancing noisy activities from sensitive
receptors and landscaping berming around the perimeter can help
mitigate noise impact. If necessary, a wall can be built.
It is concluded that impacts in this category are less than
significant.

7.

4
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Light and Glare

Standard street lighting and site lighting will be installed which
must meet City standards and not generate light or glare onto
surrounding property and oncoming traffic.
It is concluded that the impacts in this category are less than
significant.

8.

Land Use

The Airport-Meadowview Community Plan, adopted by the City Council
on April 17, 1984, is an element of the City General Plan. Page
106 of the community plan contains the following implementation
action (See Attachment C):
"Attempt, for the long-term, to obtain funds and build a
community center to serve the need of residents for a
permanent facility."
5
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Although neither the SGPU nor AMCP land use maps designate a'
specific location for the community center, pages 120 and 121 of
the 1984 Master Plan for Park Facilities and Recreation Services
(See Attachment D) spell out the potential need for additional
community centers and a procedure to determine the specific need
for such facilities. The Department of Parks and Community Services
shall conduct a feasibility study including this environmental
checklist, cost/benefit estimate, and evidence of use demand.
According to the SGP one of the primary goals for recreation is
"Providing adequate parks and recreational services in all parts of
the City, adopted to the needs and desires of each neighborhood and
community" (SGP, Section 7-27). Therefore, it is concluded that
the proposed community center is consistent with the provisions of
the City SGPU.
The proposed project is located within an area of the 100-year
floodplain designated as Zone A-99 on the Sacramento Community's
Official Flood Insurance Rate Map dated November 15, 1989. Under
applicable provisions of the Sacramento City Code new development
is permitted on the project site provided building permit
applicants, by agreement with the City, assume the risk of all
flood-related damage to any permitted new construction and agree to
notify subsequent purchasers of the flood risk.
It is concluded that the impacts for this category are less than
significant.
9.

Natural Resources

Other than the cumulative but relatively minor consumption of
building materials during construction, the proposed project will
not result in an increase in the rate of use of any natural
resources or substantial depletion of any non-renewable natural
resources.
It is concluded that the impact in this category are less than
significant.
10.

Risk of Upset

The storage of toxic or chemicals in large quantities is not an
acceptable activity in recreational areas. However, the proposed
project may use small amounts of toxic or hazardous substances such
as chlorine if a swimming pool is included as part of the project.
With proper handling and storage of these substances, the risk of
an explosion or release of hazardous substances in the event of an
accident or upset conditions is extremely low. The potential risks
6
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can be further reduced by enforcement of strict City regulation and
regular inspections. Should toxic or flammable materials be used
or stored on the site, a disclosure statement must be filed with
the Fire Department which includes a list of these materials, the
maximum amounts anticipated, how and where these materials are
stored and used. The Fire Department prepares an emergency plan
which contains this information.
It is concluded that impacts in this category are less than
significant.
11/12.

Population/Housinq

Due to the "public facility" nature of the proposal, the project
will not alter the location, distribution, density or growth rate
of the human population of the area. Nor will the project effect
existing housing or create a demand for additional housing.
It is concluded that the impacts in this category are less than
significant.
13.

Transportation/Circulation

The primary arterial serving the proposed project site is
Meadowview Road. Meadowview Road is expected to have an
unacceptable level of service (LOS of "E") at SGPU build out. A
LOS of "E" has severe congestion with some long-standing queues on
critical approaches. Blockage of intersections may occur if
traffic signal does not provide for protected turning movements
(SGPU DEIR, 1-63,3). Meadowview Road is projected to have a
significant adverse traffic impact which cannot be mitigated
without the displacement of existing development (SGPUDEIR, Y-61).

traffic generated, due to the proposed projects
The
characteristics, will create additional traffic that will be
scattered throughout the day (as opposed to peak hour traffic) and
is determined to be less than the traffic generation resulting from
build out of the site in accordance with any commercial land use
permitted in the AMCP or the SGPU. The proposed project will not
create an additional demand on existing parking facilities and will
not create a demand for significant amounts of new parking.
Further, the site is served by public transit.
A potential increase in traffic hazards may occur with regards to
motor vehicles and especially bicyclists and pedestrians due to the
attractiveness of a park. However, the potential for hazards is no
7
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greater than at other similar park sites and can be significantly
reduced by following traffic laws. Further, specific plan when
complete will be reviewed by the City's Transportation Division.
Therefore, traffic resulting from development of the site was
anticipated in the DEIR and will not generate any unanticipated
impacts.
It is concluded that the impacts in this category are less than
significant.
14-16. public Services/Enerav/Utilities
The proposed building itself will have an effect on, and need for
new governmental services such as fire and police protection.
However, the incremental increase in such services is not expected
to result in a significant public service impact. The proposed
community center will not consume a significant amount of fuel or
energy or require the development of new sources of energy.

•

It is concluded that the impacts for this category are less than
significant.
17.

Human Health

The proposed project is not expected to result in the creation of
health hazards, potential health hazards or expose people to
potential health hazards. There is an existing shopping center to
be demolished. Existing older buildings have some potential to
have been constructed with products that contain asbestos.
Demolition, removal and/or displacement of the existing building on
the project site could subject workers and surrounding residents to
significant health risks from exposure to asbestos.
It is concluded that the impacts in this category are potentially
significant. However, the impacts can be reduced to less than
significant by requiring that if, during demolition activities,
asbestos is found that demolition will be stopped. Demolition may
proceed only after asbestos abatement is implemented according to
State and Federal regulations which state that:
-Should asbestos be found the project manager must comply with
the following State regulation:

o

Section 65-019 of the California Labor Code
requires developers to identify all asbestos
containing materials in existing building prior to
demolition or renovation.
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-If asbestos containing materials are identified on the
project site, the quantity of material to be removed must be
determined and abatement must comply with the following
applicable State and Federal regulations:

o

California Occupational
Safety
and Health
Administration (CAL-OSHA) work safety standards
must be applied to any demolition or renovation of
structures that contain more than 100 square feet
of asbestos containing materials. Specific
standards are provided by CAL-OSHA (San Francisco
Office: (415) 974-7633).

o

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) National Air
Emission Standards must be applied to any
demolition or renovation of structures than contain
more than 160 square feet or 260 linear feet of
asbestos containing materials. Specific
information is provided by EPA (San Franciscd
Office: (415) 974-7633).

Therefore, it is concluded that the impacts for this category are
less than significant.

18. Aesthetics
Currently, the sites are occupied by a boarded-up, fenced, vacant
shopping center and a vacant parcel. The establishment of a well
maintained community center will have a positive aesthetic impact.
Obstruction of a scenic view and creation of an aesthetically
offensive site is not anticipated to occur.
Therefore, it is concluded that the impacts for this category are
less than significant.

19. Recreatioq
The proposed project is a recreation facility and will increase the
quality and quantity of recreational services and facilities in the
community.
Therefore, it is concluded that the impacts for this category are
less than significant.

20. Cultural Resources
9
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20.

Cultural Resources

According to Exhibit V-5 of the SGPU DEIR, the site is not located
within a "Sensitive Cultural Resource Area". Although the site is
currently developed, it is conceivable that cultural resources
could be uncovered during excavation given the site's proximity to
the Sacramento River.
It is concluded that the impacts in this category are potentially
significant. Impacts can be reduced to less than significant by
requiring that if, during construction activities, unusual amounts
of historic glass, ceramics, metal, nails and the like, or
prehistoric artifacts such as arrowheads (projectile points),
beads, mortars, or human bones are discovered, work will be halted
immediately and a professional archeologist will be called in to
assess the find and determine significance.

REFERENCES
The subject environmental analysis has been prepared based on the
following studies and exhibits which are hereby incorporated by
reference into this Initial Study:
SacramentpCity General Plan and EIR, 1988
Airport-Meadowview Community Plan and EIR, 1984
Delta Shores/Village Meadows Final EIR, 1979
City Master Plan for Park Facilities and Recreation Services,
1984

10
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FINDINGS REGARDING FLOOD-RELATED IMPACTS
1.

The project, CB21, (the "Project"), is located in the area of the City determined to have
less than 100-year flood protection. Implementation of the Project will therefore expose
people and property to the risk of injury and damage in the event of a 100-year or lesser
flood. These risks are considered significant adverse impacts under CEQA.

2.

The City Council has evaluated these impacts in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
prepared in connection with the Land Use Planning Policy Within the 100-Year
Floodplain (M89-054) adopted by the Council on February 6, 1990. The EIR is
available through the Department of Planning and Development, 1231 I Street, Room
300, Sacramento, California. This document serves as a program EIR addressing the
flood-related risks to people and property created by new development in the 100-year
floodplain in the City.

3.

The flood-related risks created by the Project fall within the scope of the program EIR.
Accordingly, the findings adopted by the Council in connection with its certification of
the program EIR and its adoption of the Policy are applicable to and are hereby adopted
in connection with the Project. These findings are set forth in the Findings of
W.
the 100-Year Floodplain in the City of Sacramento ("Findings"). This document is
appended to the program EIR available through the Department of Planning and
Development.

11
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING

In January, 1989, Assembly Bill 3180 went into effect requiring the City to monitor all
mitigation measures included in this Negative Declaration. For this project, mitigation
monitoring will be performed by the City Department of Parks and Community Services in
accordance with the monitoring and reporting program being developed by the City to implement
AB 3180.
This Initial Study identifies the following mitigation measure to be implemented by the
Department:
Halt construction and review by professional archeologist in the event that cultural
resources are uncovered.
Asbestos abatement must comply with State and Federal regulations should
asbestos be found.

•
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ATTACHMENT B
SITE LOCATION MAP
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ATTACHMENT C

NEXT STEPS
This final part of the plan deals with how to go about doing the things
suggested in the recommendations. This listing identifies those policies and
actions that require implementing action, or those of which other groups or
departments should be aware of. The responsible groups or departments include:
• City Planning Commission/City Council
• Community Development Department
Planning Division
Building Inspections Division
• City Manager/City Planning Division
• Citizen Group(s)/Merchant Association(s)
• City Public Works Department
Engineering
Traffic Engineering
Waste Removal
Street Maintenance
• Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency (SHRA)
• City Community Services Department
• City Fire Department
• Sacramento City Unified School District
• Sacramento Transit Development Agency
• Regional rransit (RI)
• County of Sacramento
• Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFC0)
• Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUO)

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION/CITY COUNCIL
•

Adopt Residential Design Guidelines and Density Standards to encourage
quality and efficient units (See Appendix 0).

•

Adopt a Special Planning District zone for the Meadowview Road/24th Street
Special Planning District.

•

Establish the Special Planning District as a Design Review District.

•

development
To the maximum extent possible, encourage new commercial
within Delta Shores to consist of uses that will not compete with uses in
existing commercial development in the Airport Meadowview community.

▪

Protect the Town of Freeport from adverse impacts of adjacent development,
for the
and encourage a joint City/County study to determine plans
long-range development of Freeport and the surrounding lands.

•

Attempt, for the long-term, to obtain funds and build a community center
to serve the need of residents for a permanent facility.

•

The City should adopt a city-wide hazardous materials management program
and/or ordinance to ensure that City policies, in coordination with other
public agencies and private companies, adequately address the issue of
hazardous and toxic materials, in the event that potential industrial
companies are involved with these materials.
106
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ATTACHMENT D

V. A site master plan of each park shall be developed through a
involvement process ,prior to site development or
public
Wherever possible, the residents of the parks
redevelopment.
service area shall be consulted for assistance in choosing the
recreation elements to be included in the park.
VI. The actual development of a neighborhood or community park shall
not proceed until 50 percent of the housing units in the park
service area are completed.
VII. Neighborhood parks shall not contain the following elements:
community centers, swimming pools, on-site parking, wading pools,
and permanent restrooms.
There shall be no restrictions on
recreation elements for community, regional or special use parks.
VIII. All major recreation construction projects as identified by the
Department Director shall be preceeded by a formal feasibility
If the prostudy to determine the need for such development.
posed facility is not self-supporting, the feasibility study
should include evidence of the opinion of the community on the
need for the facility and an exploration of shared use of already
existing public or private facilities. A maintenance and operations impact report shall accompany all studies. The environmental effects of the project shall also be studied throughout the
feasibility process.

IX. All new or redesigned facilities shall be wherever feasible
designed to accommodate handicapped and disabled users.
X. The Department shall develop a greater emphasis on a river
oriented network of parks that will enhance the public's ability
to use this important recreation resource.

Goals and Objectives
I. To develop site master plans for all City park sites as an aid to
long-term development.
A. Objective: The Department shall develop a feasibility study
f ormat for site master planning that shall include an
environmental check list, cost/benefit estimate, and evidence
of user demand for such facilities (FY 1984-85, Parks •and
Recreation Division).

B. Objective:
Complete or update site master plans for all
neighborhood and community parks in the order recommended by
the master plan quadrant committees for their areas. Plans
should address recreation element deficiencies identified by
the committees for their areas (FY 1987-88, Parks and
Recreation Divisions).
C. Objective: Complete or review site master plans for all City
regional facilities in the following order of priority:
120

3,;),

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Hansen Park
Sacramento River Parkway and Marina
Riverfront Park Site (City Landfill)
Land Park
Shepard Garden and Art Center
Del Paso Park
Granite Park Site

(FY 1988-89,.Parks and Recreation Divisions).
II. To develop a priority list of projects for study or development.
A. Objective: The Department shall develop a priority development list for currently owned but undeveloped sites that
reflects the relative deficiencies of park land in each area
(FY 1983-84, Administration Division).
The Department staff shall establish a methB. Objective:
odology to allocate a distribution of new recreation elements
and facilities to parks and school parks that already have
the basic development com-pleted.
This methodology should
address both additions to partially developed sites and redevelopment of obsolete sites.
Development shall proceed as
available
Administration
funding becomes
(FY 1984-85,
Division).
The Department shall actively seek funding to
C. Objective:
study the need and feasibility of the three highest priority
City regional facilities for both subsidized and selfsupporting operation (FY 1984-85, Parks and Recreation
Division).
1. Expanded or additional marinas, both in stream and
inland.
2. A night lighted, multi-use stadium for amateur athletics.
3. A softball complex.
The Department shall also investigate the need and potential
for the following types of City regional or special use
recreation facilities, for both subsidized and selfsupporting operation, as funding permits:

Bicycle Motocross Course
Additional Community Centers
Tennis Complex(s)
Year-round Swimming Pools
Arcade Creek Nature Area
Regulation Baseball Complex

121

Multi-Field Soccer Complex
Environmental Education
Center
Recreation Center for
Handicapped
Racquetball/Handball Facility

III. To improve access to facilities for the handicapped.
A. Objective: Department will conduct a survey , with assistance
of the State Rehabilitation Department (C.A.N. Network), of
all existing City recreation facilities to ascertain the preResults will be published in
sent state of accessibility.
facility guide for immediate use by the handicapped (FY
1984-85, Parks Division).
Current state accessibility guidelines will be
B. Objective)
Retrofitting of existing
applied to all new construction.
facilities will be done as funds become available (ongoing,
Parks Division).
C. Objective:
The Department shall conduct a survey of service
agencies and advocacy groups for the handicapped to develop a
facility and program needs analysis (FY 1985-86, Recreation
Division).
IV. Increase accessibility to City recreation sites by public and
alternative transit.
A. Objective: The Department shall work with Regional Transit to
place bus routes near all community and City regional park
The Department shall support the efforts of the
sites.
Para-Transit bus system to provide handicapped transit to the
park system. The Department shall request Regional Transit to
place wheelchair lift-equipped buses on routes passing major
recreation facilities (FY 1983-84, Administration Division).
The Department shall encourage development of
B. Objective:
railway access from Old Sacramento through Miller Park to Land
Park and shall investigate further connections of this type to
other current and proposed parks (ongoing, Parks and
Recreation Division).

The Department shall work with the Traffic
C. Objective:
Engineering Divisions to connect all community and City
The
regional park sites to the City bikeway system.
Department shall continue its effort to create an off - road
bicycle network connecting City parks together (FY 1983-84,
Administration Division).
V. To allow greater access to or make more efficient use of existing
facilities.
A.

Obj ective: The Department shall survey all public and private
bu ildings and open spaces in the City to assess their potential for use by the Department and citizens groups as
recreation programming sites. A guide to such sites shall be
prepared and periodically updated (FY 1984-85 and ongoing,
Recreation Division).
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B. Objective: The Department shall develop and maintain a guide
to facilities available for distribution to residents through
special publications and public oriented media such as the
phone directory (FY 1983-84, Administration Division).
Site inventories or maps shall be made available
C. Objective:
on site at all City-wide facilities.
Whenever possible,
information and. signs shall be designed for access by the
blind or handicapped: All City regional parks shall be well
signed on site and on major roadways nearby (FY 1985-86, Parks
Division).
The Department shall acquire the capability to
D. Objective:
computer schedule site reservations and night activity
(FY 1984-85,
lighting of sites
Recreation
and Parks
Divisions).
Through its landscape review function of new
E. Objective:
building designs, the Department shall encourage greater
development by the private sector of mini-parks, outdoor
seating areas, roof gardens and other green spaces.
These
facilities are especially needed in the downtown area where
separate land for recreation use is not feasible (ongoing,
Park and Recreation Divisions).
The Department shall expand its comprehensive
F. Ob4ective:
joint use agreement with school districts to allow greater use
of fields and buildings at sites not designated as school
parks (FY 1984-85, Recreation Division).
The Department shall seek multi-purpose use of
G. Ob4ective:
parking lots and other open areas, both public and private,
during off hours to expand recreation in the facilitydeficient downtown area (FY 1984-85, Parks and Recreation
Divisions).
H. Objective: The Department shall work to increase access for
CTty residents to the American and Sacramento River park
systems and other existing recreation facilities in and near
the City (FY 1984-85, Administration Division).

I. Objective: The Department shall initiate cooperative planning
di scussions with other recreation providers in the area with
the aim of coordinating facility development so as to maximize
the diversity of opportunities available to residents
(ongoing, Parks and Recreation Divisions).
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EXHIBIT D

Meadowview Community Center
Budget for Land & Construction - $4,026,085
Facility Configuration

SQ. FT.

Land***

Community Center
Original Estimate*
Current Estimate**
Sized to Budget**

12,000
12,000
9,520

$895,000
895,000
895,000

Renovate Shopping Center
Gymnasium Only**
Gymnasium and Center**

27,000
13,000
17,000

895,000
895,000
895,000

Construction

$2,811,085 $3,706,085
3,667,658 4,562,658
3,131,085 4,026,085

5,372,539
3,502,755
4,843,241

. 1/1990
timate includes:
Site Demolition @ $173,000
Asbestos Removal @ $168,000
Inflation Escalator of 12 months

:40

*** Value of land given away by City less Little League Facility costs
Note: All estimates are based on preliminary design and subject to change

•

Total

6,267,539
4,397,755
5,738,241

Surplus
(Deficit)

$320,000
(536,573)
0

(2,241,454)
(371,670)
(1,712,156)

