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City Council
Sacramento, California
Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Preliminary FY 1981-87 Capital Improvement Program Budget
SUMMARY

Transmitted herewith is the FY 1981-87 City of Sacramento Preliminary
Capital Improvement Program Budget, as amended by the Council's Budget and
Finance Committee and Planning and Community Development Committee (Joint
Committee). The Joint Committee formally received the City Manager's
preliminary budget on August 4, 1981, and held four public hearings during
August and September to review the City Manager's recommendations in detail.
The Joint Committee recommends adoption of the attached budget resolution.
The Joint Committee also calls special attention of the Council to the
entire Parking CIP budget, which it was neither able to approve nor disapprove, owing to a 2-2 tie vote. Therefore, no recommendation is made by
the Joint Committee with respect to the Parking CIP.
The following exhibits are attached for the Council's information:
I. Resolution (buff)
U. Summary of Hearings and Joint Committee Actions (pink)
III. Summary of Fiscal Effect of Joint Committee Changes (green)
IV. Planning Commission Recommendations (blue)
V. Parking CIP excerpt (goldenrod)
VI. Reports-back requested by the Joint Committee (yellow)
BACKGROUND

During the hearing process the Joint Committee reviewed each CIP function
and made the following changes:
1.

was deferred until 1982-83, saving
$104,000 in General Funds. The proposed light rail system
may encompass part of K Street, so until the rail plans are
finalized, no additional funds will be spent on this project.
K Street Mall Phase #2
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2. Hall of' Justice basement remodeling, was postponed until
1982-83 when it was determined that work on the communication
center would not allow the basement to be vacated until late
1982 or 1983. Savings of $80,000 revenue sharing.
.3. Job Corps Center Street Project was deleted, as part of the
$300,000 "contingency fix" adopted by Council on June 23,
1981, for a savings of $172,906 in carryover revenue sharing.
No action has been taken on this project since its initial
•
funding in 1977-78 and none is contemplated.
4. Alkali Flat-Mini . -Park (J. Neeley Johnson) had its remaining
balance, of carryover revenue sharing reduced by $127,094„ to
meet the: remainder of the "contingency fix". The amount being
reduced is in excess of what is needed to complete the project.
5

•

Traffic , Signal at 47th and H was deleted for a savings of
$65,000 in Gas Tax 2106 funds. : It was replaced by moving up a
signal at 24th and Irvin WAI from 1982 783, costing $95,000
in Major Street Construction (MSC) Tax funds. Citizens in
the vicinity of 47th and H opposed placement of a signal at
that intersection. The latter signal ranked 2nd on the signal
priority list, and was thus chosen as a replacement.

6

Undulations Were added as a new item, with funding derived by
shifting $50,000 in Gas Tax 2106 from the So..Land Park & 35th
Ave. Traffit Signal, the latter to be funded totally ($95,000)
with MSC Tax funds. Thus, the net change in funding was an
.
increase of $50,000 in MSC Tax usage. This funding arrangement
.
is discussed in report-back #1 by the City Engineer. Undulation funds'
are not to be spent until the' Committee(s) resolve undulation
criteria and location priorities.

7

McKinley Park improvements were added by moving the picnic area
portion of the proposed 1984-85 improvement to 81-82, using
$40,'.000 in Park Development Funds. This funding arrangement is
discussed in report-back #6 by the Director of Community Services.

8

Landfill acquisition was a particular concern of the Committee.
Carryover funding of $650,000 from 79-80 was reviewed in detail,
• and the Joint Committee voted that such funds not be expended
until Council had approved a particular site. Opposition was
expressed to the 41 acre site near the existing landfill, which was
originally proposed, and support was given to the expediting
action on an alternative 27 acre site adjacent to the present
landfill.
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9.

10.

Garcia Bend Parkwas made subject to a future report-back
on feasibility for funding in 81-82. The Committee did
approve its 83-84 and 84-85 funding in the interim.
Planning Commission recommendations for future CIP reports were
received and approved, with one exception, regarding the
Library. The Committee inserted language into the CIP
stating that the minimal proposed funding was due only to
the Library Master Plan not beingavailable at this time.
(See Resolution Section 16, and Exhibit 1.1)

PARKING CIP BUDGET

•

Approval of the Parking •CIP was withheld by the Joint Committee due to
a 2 to 2 split vote, and staff was directed to detail for the Council the
nature of the impasse.
The issue concerns primarily project F-5, in the amount of $140,000 for
painting the interior of the old section of the City's underground garage
(Lot Oand to a. lesser degree, the related project F-3 (information signs in
the garage); The purpose of project F-5 is to improve the light and general
appearance of the old: section of the garage. The project originally was for
painting only the ceiling of.the garage. The Traffic Engineer and the
merchants believe that based On the effects of ceiling painting in the newer
facilities, this project should add significantly to the light levels in the
old-garage, Making
more attractive to' customers and adding to safety.. To
the extent that this attracts additional customers, it will provide more parking
revenue, more sales tax revenue, and add to-the general Value of downtown,
thereby providing more property tax revenue.
During the Joint Committee's review of this item on August 25th,
representatives of businesses in the Downtown Plaza expressed their concern
that the project be expanded to also include both painting of the walls and
columns of the underground garage, and a unified graphics program to improve
pedestrian orientation in this facility. The Committees were supportive
of using F-3 and/or F-5 to accomplish this end.
City staff and representatives of Downtown Plaza businesses have since
conferred and agreed- that the scope of the project should be expanded to.
include painting the walls and columns and a unified graphics program to
improve pedestrian orientation in this facility, to the extent funds are
available. Each additional item will be listed as a deductive alternate in
the bid specifications, So that deductions may be made, if the low bid exceeds
budget.
However, the Joint Committee split on whether painting the ceiling would
significantly improve lighting and attract more customers. As a result of the
2-2 vote, Parking CIP as a whole received no recommendation
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For Council's information, Parking Facilities adds that an energy audit
of the parking lots by SMUD (April 1980) recommends that the garage interior
be painted since "poor ceiling reflectance can result in a possible reduction
in deliveredlight of lel," and that energy conservation measures aimed at
reducing lighting may be applicableif the garage is painted, resulting in
energy cost savings.
Parking also suggests that to avoid confusion on the Parking tIP, all
references in the budget to "redevelopment funding" be deleted, thereby making
all Parking CIP projects funded solely by the City's Parking Fund.
The -issue before Council is in what form to adopt the Parking CIP;
whether as proposed, or with modifications. The original proposal is attached
as Exhibit V.
RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that the City Council:
1.

Review and approve the City Manager's recommended preliminary
FY 81-87 Capital Improvement Program Budget, for other than
Parking, as amended by the Joint Committee per the attached
resolution (Exhibit I); and

2.

Adopt the Parking CIP as recommended by the City Manager,
with a condition set forth as Section 8 of the Resolution
that expenditure of Items F-3 (informational signs) and F-5
(ceiling painting) funds be conditioned on the prior agreement
between City staff and the Downtown Plaza businesses on a
unified graphics program for-the garage, the cost of such a,
program to be funded from a portion of the amounts appropriated
for F-3 and/or F-5.
Respectfully submitted,

ROBERT C. LELAND
Assistant Director of Finance
Attachments
RECOMMENDATION APPROVED:

WALTER J.
City Mana
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EXHIBIT I

RESOLUTIONNO. $1'1913
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF

RESOLUTION' ADOPTING THE .198187
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET FOR
THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:
NOW THEREFORE,. BE IT RESOLVEMY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:.
Section I.•
That the Preliminary. Capital Improvement Program Budget, dated August 4, 1981,
is hereby approved except as otherwise modified b y this resolution. Said budget,
as modified, shall constitute the 1981-87 Capital Improvement Program Budget
for the City of Sacramento.—
Section 2.
That the source of funding for Item A-18 (Traffic Signal at South Land Park &.
35th Avenue) is changed to a total of $95,000 from Major Street Construction .Tax
_only.
•Section 3.
That Item A-2

Traffic Signal at•47th & H 's deleted.

Section 4.
That a new Item A-39.5 relative to undulations is added to FY 1981-82,
New A-39.5 Undulations (CP-Various) Designated for funding
street undulations in various locations throughout the City.
Source: Gas . Tax 2106 ($50,000)
Such funds are hereby appropriated but shall not be expended until the Council
has first approved proposed criteria for placement, and then ap p roved a priority
list of locations.
Section 5.
That Item A-4

Traffic Signal at 24th & Irvin is moved from - 1982-83 to 1981-82.

Section 6.
That CarrYover Project (Cost Center, 1027) entitled Job Corps Center, 's delete4,
with funding returned to the Revenue Sharing Fund.

APPROVED
ByTHecayco,NcIL
P ;66
.SE

o-51

I
QFFICE OF Ti
ciTY

Section?.
That carryover funds for Item E-2 (landfill acquisition and implementation)
shall not be expended until the Council has approved a specific landfill site,
that appropriation of such funds does not convey approval of the originally
Prop osed 41 acre site, and that the description of . Item E-2 be amended to read:
"Landfill acquisition and implementation - (CP-1). Acquire land,
design landfill and implement a landfill- site operation."
Section 8.
Reserved for Coun il disposition of Parking CIP for which there
is no Committe re mmendation--see transmittal letter.

I
Section 9.;

That Item. G,2.-

Street Mali is deferred frOin 1981-82: to :1982-8

Section.
That the appropriation total for Carryover Project (Cost Center 1130) entitled
Alkali , Flat Mini Park (J. Neeley Johnson) i s reduced by $127,094, which amount
is returned to the Revenue Sharing Fund.
Section
That a.new Item G-12 . .5
read:.

(McKinley Park.- Picnic Area

s added . to FY 1981-82,

New G-12.5 McKinley Park -(CP-6)
IMprovements . to picnic area and access.
Source:. Park Devel opment: Fund ( $40,000 )'
Such funds are hereb y aPPro priated,.but shall not be expended
approves the design for this project.

until the Council

Section 12.
That Item G-43 (McKinleY Park) is revised to reduce the FY 1984-85 appropriation
from $300,000 to $260,000, and to revise the description as follows:
"Improvements to swimming pool• and Playfield."
Section 13.
That funds for Item G-35 (Garcia Bend Park) . for FY 1983-84 are hereby appropriated,
but shall not be expended until the department of Community Services reports back
to the Council on the feasibility of funding improvements for Garcia Bend Park jr
FY 1981.-82.
Section ILL
That Item rki l :Hall of Justice basment-retodell.ng is deferred from 1981-82 to
1982-83.

Section 15.
That the Council hereby adopts City Planning Commission general recommendations
• 1 and 2, and specific recommendations 1, 2 and 4, of attached Exhibit IV and directs
• the appropriate Citystaff to implement these recommendations in the FY 1982-88
CIP budget.
Section 16.
That in response to City Planning Commission's specific recommendation No 3,
per Exhibit IV, the following is added to page 104 of the FY 1981-87 CIP budget:
"Note: The lack of capital improvement funding for the library
system is attributable only to the fact that the Library
Master Plan is not yet completed. U p on completion of this
Plan,. future CIP budgets will incorporate caoital improvements
in an orderlyschedule in accordance with the Master Plan's
priorities.'
Section 17.
Technical Corrections:
(a)

That the funding description of Item G-12 be revised to show all
$10,000 from the Park Development Fund.

(b)

That the description of "General Revenue Sharing Fund" on page
9 be deleted and replaced with
"These federal monies may be spent for any purpose which is
permissible use of the City's own revenues pursuant to local
law."

(c). That all charts and tables be revised to incorporate the .abovechanges.

MAYOR

- ATTEST:.

CITY CLERK

EXHIBIT II

-

SUMMARY OF 1981-87 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM HEARINGS

Unanimously approved; with these changes:
*Item A-24 was deleted (Traffic signal
at 47th & H)
*Item A-58 was moved from 82-83 to
81-82 (Traffic slgnal at 24th &
Irvin Way)
*Carryover Project (1027) Job Corps
Center, was deleted
*Undulations (new A-39.5) funded with
Gas Tax
*Item A-I8 (So. Land Park A 35th Ave.)
funding changed to all MSC Tax

PLANNING COKMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS

REPORTS REQUESTED

JOINT COMMITTEE ACTION

*Funding Sources for Undulations
(see yellow pages, Rot. 1) .,
*Criteria for installation of
undulations (See yellow pages,
Rpt. 2)
'Up-dated traffic signal priority list
(See yellow pages, Rpt. 3)

*Proposed central city street conversion
to one-way streets after 1983-84 also be
identified in 81-87 CIP

*Incorporate recommended improvements to
Richards Blvd. and Florin-Perkins Road
Industrial areas in future CIPs
*Give bikeway improvements higher priority
in future CIPs

•
.

Unanimously approved
Unanimously approved
Unanimously approved

Unanimously approved, with notice that
vote did not convey approval of 41 acre
landfill site; expedited approval was

None

None '

None

None

.*Cost of undergrounding drainage.along
65th Expressway (See yellow pages,
Rpt. 4)
None

None

None

urged for 27 acre site; expenditure
conditioned on Council approval of site;
CIP reference to "41 acre site deleted
No'recommendation. (Rudin, Pope - Yes
on approval; Hoeber. Roble - No on
approval)

*Feasibility of sandblasting parking

None

structure and leaving surface unpainted;

feasibility of F-5 funds being used for
coordinated graphics (walls, signs);
impact of Parking Fund appropriations
on General Fund; Results of meeting with

Downtown Plaza businesses (See yellow
pages. Rpt. 5)
Unanimously approved with these changes:
*item 8-2 was deferred until 82-83 (K
Street Mall)
*Excess funding from carryover project
(1130), Alkali Flat Mini-Park (j.
Neeley Johnson) was deleted
*McKinley- Park Picnic Area only was
moved from 84-85 to 81-82; expenditure

*Feasibility of Upgrading McKinley Park
picnic area from 83-84 to 81-82 (See
yellow pages. Rpt. 6)
*Feasibility of Upgrading Garcia Bend
Park from 83-84 to 81-82 (City staff
to meet with councilmember to discuss

*Give bikeway improvements
in future CIPs

higher

priority

safety problems at the park.)

pending Council approval of design.
New Item 8-12.5
Unanimously approved

None

Unanimously approved with CIP to state
that future funding is lacking only
because Library Master Plan is unfinished

None

Unanimously approved with Item N-1
(Hall of Justice

None

None

*Incorporate Pocket and South ilatomas
library facilities in 81-87 CIP
None

deferred until 82-83
basement remodeling)

Unanimously approved except City Hall
remodeling (which was approved with Pope no)

Unanimously approved except automated
fuel system (which was approved with
Pope - no)

renovation; portions of project
that are safety/code related (see yellow
pages, Rpt.7)
'Cost/benefit analysis of various energy
conservation projects in City building.
(It is understood that such analysis will
be provided on these projects as they are
proposed, but there are none to analyze
at this time.)

None

*Automated Fuel System: savings a City and
Police Department experience (f yellow
pages. Rpt. 8)
14i
1
e

None

*City Hall

EXHIBIT II
FISCAL EFFECT OF
JOINT COMMITTEE CHANGES
TO CIP BUDGET
-FY 1981-82 ONLY- _
Preliminary
. CIP Budget

Changes By Activity
Current Projects
Streets

-- Joint Committee Changes --New Amount increase (Decrease)

$5,955,000

$6,035,000

$80,000

Water

1,398,000

same

-0-

Sewer .

1,511,000

same

-0-

340,000

same

-0-

50,000

same

-0-

Drainage

.

Waste Removal

372,600

Parking

-no. recommendation-

Parks '

1,861,500

1,797,500

Other Community Services

1,945,066

same

-0-

Fire

. 644,000

same

-0-

Police

101,000

Library

Carryover Projects
streets
Parks

same

-0-

1,367,500

same

-0-

95,000
$15,665,866

same

-0(64,000)

3,604,869
4,459,462

(172,906)
(127,094)
300,000

.

3,777,795 (a)
4,586,556 (a)

NET CHANGE IN TOTAL FUNDING
'

(80,000)

21,000

5,000

General Government
Equipment Maintenance

(64,000)

,

__S364,000)

Changes By Funds Affected
General Fund
Revenue Sharing
--Current Projects
--Carryover Projects
Gas Tax 2106
Major Street Construction
Park Development Fund
NET CHANGE IN TOTAL FUNDING

$943,500

$839,500

$(104,000)

. 2,163,000
n.a.

2,0837000
n.a

(80,000
(300,000)

1,115,000
2,340,000
284,454

1,050,000
2,485,000
324,454

(65,000)
' 145,000
40,000
$(364,000)

n.a.

Not applicable (carryover projects are not current budget items)

(a)

Figures are as of 5/1/81
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CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
927 10th Street
Suite 300

SACRAMENTO. CALIF. 95814
TELEPHONE (918) 449-5804

MARTY VAN OWN
PLANNING DIRECTOR
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Budget and Finance Committee
Planning and Community
Development Committee
Sacramento, California
Honorable MeMbers in Ses.sion:SUBJECT: Transmittal of City Planning Commission Recommendation
on 1981-87 Capital Improvements Program , (CIP) (M-603)
SUMMARY

The City Planning Commission on August 27, 1981 found the 1981-87
Capital Improvements Program in conformance with the goals and policies
of the City General Plan and adopted specific plans. The Planning
Commission also approved several comments on the CIP for the Committee's
consideration. These comments are contained in the attached report.
Respectfully submitted,
4.)
Li4
j
e- l,14ty' Van Duyn /
Planning Directo
TRANSM TAL TO COMMITTEE:
I
t

/ /

Jack R. Crist
Director of Finance
MVD:VT:lo
attachment
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City Planning Commission
Sacramento, California
Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Annual Review of the City of Sacramento's Preliminary
1981-87 Capital Improvements Program (CIP) . (M-603) .
SUMMARY
The CI? Committee of the Planning Commission along with City staff
met on August 4, 11, and 20, 1981 to review and evaluate the 1981-87
Capital Improvements Program. The Committee and Planning staff
recommends that the Planning Commission find the 1981-87; Capital
Improvements Program in conformance with „tbI A goals and policies
of the City General Plan and specific plans.
In addition, this report contains Specific comments recommended for
the-Commission's approval and for transmittal to the City Council.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
Section 56.404(c), Review of Public Works Project of the City Code,
provides that the City Planning Commission review the Ca p ital Improve-.
ments Program and re p ort to the City Council as to the conformity with
the City's General Plan and specific plans. The following are comments
recommended by the CIP committee and staff on the Preliminary 1981-87
CIP and findings of conformity.
General Comments:
1.

Project Selection and Priority Order:
In future years, it is recommended that the CIP should include
a brief introductory explanation before each section on how the
beginning fiscal year's various projects were selected and
prioritized. The explanations should also document conformance
with Council adopted plans and rationalize the funding source
mix, if there is such.

2.

Capital Improvement Projects:
In future years, it is also recommended that each beginning
fiscal year's projects in the Preliminary CIP be assigned one
of three priority levels: critical - must implement this fiscal
year, essential - should implement this fiscal year, and discretionary - desirable to implement this fiscal year. Summary
tables for all essential and discretionary projects, including
each funding source and alternate funding sources, could then
be prepared and used to compare and evaluate projects on the
basis of priority, merit and overall City objectives.

M-603

August 27, 1981

Item 19

-2Splcific Comments:
I. Central City Street Conversions:.
The adopted Central City Comprehensive Plan contains an implementation schedule for the conversions of one-way streets, including a review of the program in early 1983. While the
conversions scheduled before the review are in the proposed
CIF, the Commission recommends that the pro p osed street conversions after 1983-84 also be identified in the 1981-87 CIP.
2.

Industrial Area Improvements:
Consideration should be given in future years to the range
of improvements recommended in the studies of 'the'RichardsBoulevard and Florin-Perkins Road Industrial areas. While
some of these improvements are included in the 1981-87 - CIP,
most of the proposed improvements are not; therefore, it is
recommended that this plan continue to be reviewed and
evaluated annually to ensure the projects are incorporated
into future CIP's. (See attached)

3.

Libraries:
The Commission is concerned about the lack of proposed library
funding in the Preliminary 1981-87 CIP. The plans for the
Pocket and South Natomas•communities are adopted City policy
and both indicate library facilities. The Commission strongly
recommends that the library facilities approved in the community plan be seriously reflected in the CIP.

•. Bikeways:
In our opinion, bikeway improvements should be given more
importance as a mode of transportation, yet such Projects have
received little attention in the 1981-67 CIF. Because of energy
shortages, higher fuel costs and a general desire for more
exercise, there is a growing need for new bikeways and improved
safety measures, security of bicycles and maintenance of existing
bike routes.
It is recommended that funding of bikeway improveffients, especially
in the Central City, to accommodate bicycle commuters rather than
auto users be given higher priority in future CIP programs.

M-603

August 27, 1981

Item 19

-3Conformance with Applicable Plans:
The Capital Improvements Committee of the City Planning Commission
forwards a recommendation that the Commission find the.1981-87
Capital Improvements Program generally in conformance with the
goals and policies of the City's General Plan and specific plans
thereof. .Exceptions noted above under specific comments do not,
in our o p inion, warrant a statement of non-conformance, but should
be noted for future CIP planning purposes and for Council consideration.
RECOMMENDATION.
The staff recommends that the City Planning Commission find the
1981-87 Capital Improvements Program in conformance with the goals
and policies of the City General Plan and specific Plans thereof.
It is further recommended that the Commission approve the preceeding
comments for transmittal to the Budget and Finance Committee of the
City Council.
R spectfuliy submitted,

arty Van Iuy
Planning Dir
MVD:TL: VT:lo
ATTACHMENT
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Item 19

Table
Richards Boulevard Industrial Area
RECOMMENDED' IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM:
Estimated .1980 Construction Costs
Street•Related:•
Widening-and Upgrading to.
..Present DayStandardsRichards.. Boulevard
Streets-West of North3.2th Street.
Streets east of North'
12th Street:

$1,820 0003,•900,000
'780- 000

Traffic Signals at I-S Interchange,
North 10th Street, North
7th Street and Bercut
Sewer and Water
Sewer Lines
Improve Water Distribution System
.Total

264

000

$7,.288,000

•

Item

Ail

roved_

C r>c

-4Table II
Florin-Perkins Road Industrial Area
'RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Estimated 1979 Construction Casts

Project
Fruitridge Widening
(Power Inn to Florin-Perkins)
Watt Avenue Extension

500

000

600,000

Folsom/Watt Intersection
Improvements

140,000

Folsom/Howe Intersection
Improvements

150,000

14th Avenue Extension

790,000

Broadway Extension

140,000 •

Elder Creek Road Improvement

$1 510,000

Fruitridge Road Widening(Florin-Perkins to Elk Grove-Florin)

$ 900,000

Kiefer BOulevard Widening
Jackson Road Widening
New Ramona' Colony Road Improvements
Secondary Street Improvements
Total Cost. of City and/or County
of Sacramento
Total
#Several major roadway projects to improve
• already received funding approval and are
in the upcoming year. These projects are
• Road and the realignment and widening of
• evict 4- ?)
**Paid through assessment district.
M-491

August 21, 2980'

'$5,950,000
15,250,000
the area's circulatiOn.have
scheduled for construction
the widening of Power Inn
FlorinPerkins Road(A-q) A-55

Item 1
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ENGINEERING: PARKING
Source of Funds - Various
Last
Year's
C.I.P.

1981-82

New

F-1

Additional Meters (CP-1)
Purchase of 200 heavy duty meters
to replace old meters for revenue
security.
Source: General Fund

$ 27,000

New

F-2

Elevator Communication System (CP-1)
Old Sacramento Parking Garage (Lot R)
Front Street and Capitol Mall
Replacement of elevator telephones,
control buttons and indirect lights,
with vandal proof replacements.
Source: Redevelopment or Parking Fund

10,000

New

F-3

Informational Signs (CP-1)
Provide adequate signs directing
public to parking facilities in the
Downtown Plaza.
Source: Redevelopment or Parking Fund

35,000

New

F-4

Conversion of Lot E to Auto-Exit
Cashiering System (CP-1)
Move ticket collection operation from
lobby to exit booths.
Source: Parking Fund

25,000

New

F-5

Paint Ceilings in Lot K (CP-1)
Paint.ceilings in garage to improve
lighting and customer acceptance.
Source: Redevelopment or Parking Fund

140,000

New

F-6

Paint Lot A (CP-1)
Located at 6th, 7th, L and Capitol Mal
Paint exterior of garage and interior
of garage office.
Source: Parking Fund

• 8,500

New

F-7

Paint Lot B (CP-1)
Located at 10th, 11th, H and I Streets.
Paint exterior of garage and interior
of garage office.
Source: Parking Fund

8,500

.

Last
Year's
C.I.P.

1981-82

New

F-8

Garage Roof Monthly Parking
System (CP-1)
Lot G located at 3rd, 4th, K and
L Streets.
Install automatic employee parking
controls for top level of garage.
Source: Redevelopment or Parking Fund

$ 25,000

New

F-9

Traffic Directional Signs (CP-1)
Lot G located at 3rd, 4th, K and
L Streets.
Improve interior non-illuminated
traffic directional signs.
Source: Redevelopment or Parking Fund

2,000

New

F-10

Graffiti Removal and Graffiti
Proofing (CP-1)
Lot H located at 10th and L Streets.
Sandblast graffiti and apply
graffiti proof seal for easy
graffiti removal.
Source: Parking Fund

7,000

New

F-11

Cyclone Fencing (CP-1)
Located on top four levels of 10th
and L garage Lot H. Install
cyclone fencing to prevent
vandalism and accidents.
Source: Parking Fund

7,500

New

F-12

Monthly Parking Card Control
System (CP-1)
Located in two monthly parking lots
(3-2 and 3-3) at 29th, 30th, K and
Capitol Mall.
Install centralized monthly parking
system to control monthly parking
operations.
Source: Parking Fund

26,800

On-Going

F-13

Parking Meter Conversion (CP-1)
Located throughout central area.
Purchase of vaults for parking
meters.
Source: General Fund

8,500

New

F-14

Elevator Equipment (CP-1)
Located in 10th and L garage,
To fiistail vandal proof control
equipment,
Source: Parking Fund

17,000

Last
Year's
C.I.P.

1981-82

New

F-15

- Renovate Garage Office Lease
Area (CP-1)
Basement level of 10th and L garage.
Recarpet or install tile and renovate
Wood paneling fOr leasing.
Source: Parking Fund

New

F-16

Upgrade Ventilation System (CP-1)
10th and L. garage Lot H.
Install larger ventilating fans,
motors and associated equipment to
. provide adequate fresh air to office
and booths.
Source: Parkin Fund

New

F-17

Air Conditioner Replacement (CP-1)
Parking lot H located 1126 11th Street
Replace 25 ton air conditioner.
Source: Parking Fund

$

5,000

2,000

18,000

$372,800

Total

1982-83
81-82

F-18

Plans and specifications for
Parking Structure (CP-1)
Location: 4th, 5th, J and K block.
Preparation of plans and
specifications to serve additional
commercial development in west
end of Central Business District.
Source: Redevelopment Fund

On-Going

F-I9

Additional Meters (CP-1)
Purchase 400 heavy duty meters to
.
replace old meters for revenue
security.
Source: General Fund
Total

$250,000

54,000

$304,000

-

Last
Year's
C.I.P.

1983-84Additional Meters (CP-1)
Purchase 400 heavy duty meters to
replace Old meters for revenue
security:
Source: General Fund

F-20

On-Going

$ 54,000

1984-85
Additional Meters (CP-1)• Purchase 400 heavy duty meters to
replace old meters for revenue
security.Source: General Fund

F-21

On-Going

$ 54,000

1985-86
F-22

On-Going

•
•

Additional Meters (GP-1)
.Purchase 400 heavy duty meters to
replace old meters for revenue
security.
Source: General Fund

$ 54,000

1986-87
On-Going

•

F 7 23

Additional Meters (CP-l)
Purchase 400 heavy, duty.. meters to
replace old: meters for revenue
security,
Source: General Fund

$ 54,000
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•

September , 1981
The Joint Budget and Finance
Committee and Planning and Community
Development Committee . .
Honorable Members

in Session:

SUBJECT: . Funding of Undulations

DISCUSSION:

At the August 18, 1981 meeting, staff was directed to report back on what project
in the proposed 1981-82 Street Capital Improvement Budget could be funded with
Major Street Construction Tax instead of Gas Tax. Project A-18 (Traffic Signal
at South Land Park Drive and 35th Avenue) is currently funded with $50,000 of
Gas Tax and $45,000 of Major Street Construction funds. This project could
be funded entirely with Major Street Construction funds.
,Staff was also requested to report back on possible sources of funding for undulations. Although staff is opposed to the use of Gas Tax funds for undulations,
there appears to be no legal reason why the above-mentioned $50,000 can not be
used for this purpose.
Respectful ly submitted,

404.,/

R. H. PARKER
City Engineer

For Committee Information:

if

Jack Crist, Finance Director

CITY OF SACRAMENTO

•

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION
1CG3 .1 STREET - SUITE 202

SACRAMENTO, CALIF. 95814
•

TELEPHONES eaug
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING
449-530?
OFF-STREET PARKING
4499354
ON-STREET PARKING . 449.5644. .

September 8, 1981

Joint Budget & Finance Committee
and
Planning & Community Development Committee
'Sacramento,. California
Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Undulations Criteria
SUMMARY
The staff . was:requested to evaluate certain aspects Of the City's undulation
, program and'report back to the combined Budget & Finance/Planning & Community
-Development Committee..
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
At the August 18, 1981 meeting of the combined committees, the Traffic Engineering division was requested to evaluate additional criteria for the
placement of undulations. The suggested criteria by some committee members
included the considering of parks, elementary, middle and high schools -adjacent to the street under consideration for undulations. The second request
from the combined committees was the consideration of single undulations
rather than pairs of undulations.
During the development of the undulation program, various criteria were considered. The staff did literature searches, contacted other agencies as well
as consultants and ultimately coordinated the program through the California
Traffic Control Devices Committee. In fact, a City representative is a member
of a five-person undulation task force currently studying undulations for
recommendations in the California Traffic Manual.
The first criteria presented to the City Council on January 2, 1980,-consisted of (1) the length'of the street, (2) the average daily traffic volume
and • (3) the percent of vehicles in excess of the speed limit. The .candidate
streets were to be primarily residential, be 1,500 feet or more in length and
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have only "T" intersections. The "stop" or "yield" criteria adopted by the
Council in October of 1979 would be 'applied to other streets having four-way
intersections as the other speeding mitigation measure and would be an alternative.
At; the March 25, 1980, meeting of the Budget & Finance Committee, the Committee recommended dropping the distance element. This was done and subsequently the revised guidelines, consisting of the following, were presented
to the City Council on April 1, 1980:
1. It must be primarily a neighborhood collector street.
. 2. It should be 75% or more residential:
3. It should be 1,500 feet or more in length, and
4. All intersections must be "T" intersections.
The City Council approved these guidelines as well as appropriating$40,000
from General Revenue Sharing for the installation of the top ten (10) streets
on the revised criteria undulation priority list. Subsequently, when bids
were received, it was possible to add an eleventh street because the lowest
bid was below the staff estimate.
• the
With regard to including an element in the criteria of consideration of
schools or parks along streets that are candidates for undulations, the fact
that there is activity at these facilities is indicated in the traffic volumes.
As'an example, if a. street did not have schools on it, the volume would be
much lower because of the traffic generated by the school. The same thing
holds true for the park activities. Streets not adjacent to parks usually
have lower traffic volumes than those next to them.
The current City of Sacramento undulation criteria covers the latest state-ofthe art: The elements of distance between controls, volume, speeds and minimum development along the candidate street. The staff does not, however,
recommend inclusion of an element for the type of development such as recreational or institutional.
The follow-up studies conducted by this division indicate that the minimum
distance factor for candidate streets should be increased from 1,500 feet to
1,850 feet. The analysis found the average distance between stop controls
to be 1,850 feet. Using this modified criteria would have the effect of reducing the number of streets on the priority list from 87 to 56 but permit
more effective placement of undulations on streets where speeding over relatively uncontrolled distances can be better distributed. The staff is currently revising the undulation priority list and based upon the Committee and
Council action, the approved criteria will be used.
With regard to the question of whether one or two undulations should be
placed, the City staff recently conducted an experiment on 14tN Street
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between 43rd Avenue and South Land Park Drive. There were two sets of undulations, and because 14th Street will be resurfaced in the near future, the
Street Maintenance division removed one undulation from the southerly pair.

These two different configurations were driven on several occasions by various
staff members. There was no doubt in anyone's mind that the dual undulations
had a much greater effect on speeding vehicles and that the City should continue to place duals or pairs of undulations rather than single sets. It may
be worthwhile for Committee members to drive 14th Street to actually experience
the varied effect of single and dual undulations.
FINANCIAL DATA

None.
RECOMMENDATION

It is,recommended that the existing undulation criteria be modified to increase
the distance element from 1,500 feet to 1,850 feet and retain the remainder as
currently. used. Also, it is strongly recommended that the dual undulations or
pairs continue to be used due to their effectiveness as _a speed deterrent
measure.
•
Resp tfully submitted,

• M. Frink
Traffic Engineer
Recommendation Approved:

Jack R. Crist
Director of Finance

LMF:RJF/mf

September 15, 1981
All Districts
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September ; 1981::

Joint_Budget & Finance Committee
=

Planning &-Community ' Development Committee:
Sacramento, California
Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Status Report on Conversion of One-Way Streets to Two-Way
Streets
SUMMARY

City staff'was requested to provide the combined committees, as well
as the City Planning Commission, with the status on the conversion
process.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

In January of 1981, the City Council requested the staff to proceed
. with the conversion of six streets, S & T, E & F and 3rd and 5th. At
that time, the City Council amended their May 1980 action; The latest
schedule for these conversions are shown below:
Fall 1981:
Spring 1982:
Fall 1982:
Spring 1983:
Fall 1983:

&T from 5th - to 17th Streets:
E &-F. from 17th. to Alhambra Boulevard
E-& F from 7th tO 17th Streets
S'& T from 17th to 34th Streets .
.
3rd & 5thrfrom L to X Street Ord Street converted from S to W Street, July 17,-1980)

The remaining conversion of these six streets, totaling approximately
10 miles, has been accomodated by about a million dollars in Capital
Improvement monies by gas tax. It is intended to review the effect
of these conversions before proceeding with the conversion of additional
streets. It will start as soon as the first conversion takes place
and will continue through the 1982-83 fiscal year As the evaluation
process takes place after each pair of one-way streets has been converted, it.will be possible to determine the actual cost and the effect
on traffic. This will allow for incorporation of additional street
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conversions in the 1983-84 fiscal year Capital Improvements as wel.l as
ensuing years.
To date, the City has completed six-tenths of a mile of one to two-way
conversions with S & T between 3rd and 5th Streets and 3rd Street
between S and W. In the very near future, contractors will begin
work on the S & T conversion from 5th to 17th. At the present time
City forces have done some pavement marking eradication in preparation
for the contractor's part which involves, namely, the traffic signal
modifications. These modifications include additional mast arms and
low-level indications along with corner roundings at selected locations.
FINANCIAL DATA
,

The funds for these conversions are available from the 1980-81 and
1981-82 Street Capital Improvement Projects They are respectively
$150,000 and $75,000 for a total of $225.000.
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the staff continue the plan amended by the City
Council on January 6, 1981.
ctfully,

Recommendation Approve

September 15, 1981
Districts 1, 3, & 4
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING
915 1 STREET
CITY HALL ROOM 207

R. H. PARKER
CITY ENGIN ten

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
TELEPHONE (915) 449.52EI

-1: F. VAROZZA
ASSISTANT CITY EmaiNcen

September 2, 1981
The Joint Budget and Finance
Committee and Planning and Community
Development Committee,
• Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Traffic Signal Priority List
SUMMARY:

At the August 18, 1981 meeting staff was requested to submit the latest Traffic Signal Priority List. Attached
hereto is the subject list.
Respectfully submitted,

R.
PARKER
City Engineer

For Committee Information:

Jack Crist, Finance Director
A
REP MITZ/hIlla

att.

QEMPEI3 1980, paw 1 of 4
•TRAFFIC SIGNAL PRIORITY LIST

POSITION

•

LOCATION

POINT
. .RATING

. COMMENTS
.

TENTATIVE
BUDGET
DATE

. ,

81-82

390

2

College Town Drive & Jed Smith Drive
.
.
.
.
24th Strdet & Irvin Way/26th Avenue

3 .

X Street & 26th Street

263

Cooperative project with California State University.
Sacramento; City to pay 1/4 of cost.
.
No. 4 on previous list.
•
,
Not on previous list.

4

Florin Road & Luther (N)

244 ,

Not on previous list; possible signal here or Luther (5)

5

•W Street & 24th Street

240. Not on previous list.

6

Fruitridge Road & Lawrence Dr/Vista Ave . 224

7

Stockton Boulevard & Riza Avenue

219

Not on previous list; painted left-turn pocket desired.

Florin Road & Luther (S)

207

Not on previous list; possible signal here or Luther (N)

50th Avenue & 24th Street

201

No 22 on previous list.

83-84

10

Stockton Boulevard Lawrence Drive

200

No 7 on previous list.

84-85

11.

Heritage Way & Response Road

199

No. 9 on previous list;, now 4-way stop.

02-83

12

South Land Park . Drive 35th Avenue

199

No. 23 on previous list; new 4-way stop.

81-82

13

Folsom Boulevard & Hornet Drive

192

No. 17 on previous list.

82-83

14

Arden Way & Evergreen Street .

184

No. 26 on previous list.

85-86

15

Valley hi Drive A Center Parkway
-

184

No. 33 on previous list; 4-way stop.

I

9

6
17

2,78

84-85 .
84-85

No. 14 on previous list: Signal, if built, may attract
short-cut traffic from Stockton to Fruitridge.

La Riviera. Drive & Watt Alienue0) ramp , . 181

Na: 18 On previous 1ist.

Northgate Boulevard & Potomac ' Avenue 180

No. 19 on previous

84-85

•
•

81-82

TRAFFIC SIGNAL PRIORITY LIST
Page two
TISITION

POINT
RATING

LOCATION

• 179

COMMENTS

• TENTATIVE
BUDGET
DATE'
•

18

Meadowview Road & 21st Street

19

51rd Avenue & 24th Street

176

No. 36 on previous list

20

Marysville Boulevard & Bell Avenue

176

No. 44 on previous list

.21

Riverside Blvd & Havenside Dr/RiyerCrest Dr 173

22

W Street & 26th. Street

172

No. 12 on previous list

23

Florin Road & Havenside Drive

171

No. 27 on previous list; future fire station on corner
to have signal preemption

24

Meadowview Road & Amherst Street

170

Not on previous list; would require special interconnect

25

S.Street & 28th Street

26

Meadowview Road & 29th Street

.164'

No. 21 on previous list.

No. 16 on previous lift.

162

No. 28 on previous list

. 24th Street 81 Matson Drive/69th Avenue

160

• No. 31 on previous list

28

Marysville Boulevard & North Avenue'

159

No. 48 on previous list

29

Franklin Boulevard & 26th Avenue

153

30

Power Inn Road & Lemon Hill Averiue

152

No. 47 on previous list

31

Fruitridge Road & Wilkinson/Bradford Drive 150

No. 20 on previous list

32

West El Camino Avenue & Truxel Road'

33

Del Paso Boulevard & Evergreen Street

34
35

Street & 45th Street
Land Pirk Drive A 14th Avenue

84-85

82-83

Not on previous list

27

•

.

• Not on previous list

150

No. 35 on previous list; 4-way stop.

149

No. 37 on previous list

148

No. 34 on previous list; signal heeded here or at 47th and
Street for speed control.

147

No. 32 on previous list; now4-way stop

MR.

82-83
om

84-85

'TRAFFIC SIGNAL PRIORITY LIST
Page Three
POSITION

POINT
RATING

LOCATION

conmEiTs

36

H Street & 47th Street

145

No

37

P Street & 28th Street

144

No. 25 on previous list,

3.

Street & 26th Street

• 143

No. 39 on previous list

39

2nd Avenue & 24th Street

40

Gloria Drive & Greenhaven Drive

41

Norwood Avenue A Lindley Drive

42

J Street & 25th Street

43

Capitol Avenue & 24th Street

133

Not on previous list,

44

Rio Linda Boulevard &. South Avenue

132

No. 53 on previous list

45

132

No

46

Center Parkway & Tangerine Avenue.
0
H Street & 19th Street

129 .

Not on previous list.

47

Ethan Way 6 Hurley Way

124

No. 40 on previous list

48 •

H Street & 11th Street -

123

Not on previous list.

49

14th Avenue & 62nd Street

115

No., 13 on previous list

50

43rd Avenue & 13th Street

114'

No. 52 on previous list

51.

Elvas Avenue t F Street

52

F Street & 21it Street

110

No. 45. on privious'ifst

53

Norwood Avenue &.Grand Avenue

107

Not on 'Previous list'

140
..138
.

137
. 133

. 112

24 on previous list,

No. 30 . on previous list.
No..50 on preVious Iistp'now 4- ay stop
No. 42 on previous list •
No

29 on previous , list.

41 • on previous list

Not on previous list -

now 4-Way stop

i

ilTION

I

•

LOCATION

T• FFIC SIGNAL PRIORITY LIST
Page Four
POINT
RATING

54

Broadwaxj Fairgrounds Dr/56th Street

104No
, 43 on previous list.

55

E Street & 15th Street

103 , Not on previous list.

56

Center Parkway & Ehrhardt Avenue

1.03' No. 51 on previous list.

.COMMENTS

TENTATIVE
BUDGET
DATE.

All locations with less than 100 points are not listed.

The following intersections are not included on the Traffic Signal Priority List because they are in he process of being
designed or under construction:
Alhambra Boulevard& K Street
Bruceville/Bamford &.Valley Hi Drive
C Street & 12th Street
Flortn Road & Gloria Drive
Florin Road & Greenhaven Drive .
Florin Road & Riverside Boulevard
Freeport Boulevard A Vallejo Way
• Franklin Boulevard'& Mack Road/Meadowview Road
Greenhaven Drivel'Riverside Boulevard
Florin-Perkins Road;. & Elder Creek Road
Howe Avenue &Swarthmore Drive .
3nd Street h I Street/4J Street
Meadowview Road & Tamoshanter Way/22nd Street
Richards Boulevard & North 7th Street
.Riverside Boulevard & Vallejo Way
14th Street & 58th Avenue .
24th Street & 68th Avenue/Gardendale Road

• CITY OF SACRAMENTO

DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING
915 1 STREET
CITY HALL ROOM 207

R. H. PARKER
CITY ENGIN gait

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
TELEPHONE (916) 449-5201

J. F. VAROZZA
ASSISTANT CITY ENSINSSR

September 3, 1981

The Joint Budget and Finance
Committee and Planning and Community
Development Committee
Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Cost of Drainage for 65th Street Expressway
SUMMARY:

At the September 1, 1981 combined committee meeting, staff
was directed to estimate the cost to construct underground
drainage for the 65th Street Expressway. The estimated
cost for this work is $470,000.
Respec ully submitted,

R. H. P
City Engineer
For Committee Information:

Jack Crist,. Finance Director
RHP/MHJ/hma

s--

CITY OF SACRAMENTO

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING . DIVISION
13 J STREET - SUITE 202

*

SACRAMENTO, CALIF. 95814

TELEPHONES (916)
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING 449.5307
449.5354
OFF-STREET PARKING
449-5644
ON-STREET PARKING

August 28, 1981

Joint Budget & Finance Committee
• and

-

Planning & Community Development Committee
Sacramento, California
Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Parking Capital Improvement Projects

SUMMARY

On August 25, 1981, the Budget .& Finance Committee and the Planninvand Community Development Committee jointly reviewed the
1981-1987 Preliminary Parking Capital Improvement Program. This
report is in response to a request by the Committees to report
back on various projects recommended for the 1981-82 fiscal year.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

F-6 and F-7 ($8,500 each garage): Paint exteriors and office
interiors of Lots A and B:
The Committees requested that staff explore the possibility
of having these two garages sandblasted in order to avoid
the future periodical cost of repainting. These lots were
constructed in the mid-1950's and the concrete surfaces have
• been painted over many times. It was probably a mistake to
paint them in the first place but since it was done, we must
continue if we want the garages to look attractive. Both of
•these lots needed repainting in 1977, and funds were placed
in the 1978-79 Capital Improvement Budget. These items were
later removed as part of the cuts for Proposition 13. The
parking facilities were made self supporting in that year
and it Was felt there would not be sufficient revenue to
cover the painting. Since funds are now available, they
have been placed in the 1981-82 budget. It is estimated
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that painting will cost 25t to 30t per square foot. Dry sandblasting would cost 42t per square foot and wet sandblasting
would cost 55t per-square foot. Either sandblasting method
presents a danger of damage to vehicles in the garage and dry
sandblasting would create a cloud of sand and dust over-a considerable distance while the work is under way. Because of
the age of the concrete, adequate sandblasting to remove all
of the previous layers of paint will also scar the concrete,
.leaving many voids and potholes. It is recommended that since
these garages have been painted many times before, they should
- be repainted, again.
F-3 Infoemational Signs ($35 9 000): Provide adequate signs directing public to parking facilities in the Downtown Plaza:
This item is intended to 0-rovide half of the funds for large
•lighted directional signs on 3rd, 7th, J and L Streets around
the Downtown Plaza Shopping Center to advertise both the parking
• entrances and the Downtown Plaza. It is our intention that
since the signs would advertise the Plaza, the merchants would
the other half of the cost. It is envisioned
be asked t ,
that $70,000 would be more than enough for the signs, and there
could be money left over to provide some of the internal graphics
that the merchants are requesting.
F-5 Paint Ceilings in Lot K ($140,000):
The old part of the underground garage covers two city blocks
and is two levels deep. Therefore, the ceiling area is in the
neighborhood of 500,000 square feet. Considering that the surface will need to be cleaned before painting, $140,000 is a
very reasonable estimate. Based on the effects of ceiling
painting in our newer facilities, this project should add significantly to the light levels in the old garage, making it
more attractive to customers and adding to safety. To the extent that this will attract additional customers, it will provide more parking revenue, more sales tax revenue, and add to
the general value of downtown, thereby providing more property
tax revenue. It is impossible to estimate the number of additional customers-that will be generated by this single improvement, but the sum total of all improvements in the downtown area
that attract customers from the suburban centers undoubtedly has
a significant effect on city revenues. During the Committees'
review of this item on August 25, 1981, representatives of
businesses in the Downtown Plaza expressed their concern that
the project be expanded to also include painting of the walls
and columns of the underground garage and a unified graphics
program to improve pedestrian orientation in this facility.
Staff has since met with representatives of Downtown Plaza
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Associates, Weinstock's and Liberty House; and it was agreed
that, to the extent that funds are available, the project
should be expanded in order to enhance the general environment and improve business. Consideration is being given to
hiring a graphic artist to do a preliminary design. Each
additional item will be listed as a deductive alternate in
the bid specifications, so that it may be deleted in the event
that the low bid exceeds the project budget.
F-1 Additional Meters ($27,000):
The useful life of a parking meter is approximately ten years.
Since we have approximately 4,000 meters in use, we try to replace approximately 400 each year. In fact, we haye not kept
up with the ten-year replacement program and over'1,400 meters
are over ten years old. Some of them are over 15 years old.
We have budgeted for 200 replacement meters in the Operating
Budget and 200 additional meters in the 1981-82 C.I.P. In past
years, we have placed all of the replacement meters in the Operating Budget. Due to funding constraints, we only placed 200
in the Operating Budget this year. We will be requesting 400
meters per year in the future Capital Improvement Budgets.
FINANCIAL DATA

A question was raised during the Committees' review regarding the
effect that funding the Lot K painting project (F-5) will have on
the General Fund. We are recommending that this project be funded
by the City Parking Fund, an enterprise fund into which revenue is
generated from parking fees. This revenue is used to pay annual
lease payments to the Parking Authority for parking bond principal
and iterest.costs. It is also used to pay for the operation and
maintenance of parking facilities and for the costs of improvements
to parking facilities. The City Parking Fund is completely separate
and independent of the General Fund, set up administratively for
such purposes. It's use , is restricted to off-street parking activities and purposes. Any project funded by the Parking Fund has
no effect on the General Fund.
The Parking C.I.P. as originally proposed makes references to Redevelopment funding for certain projects. Due to the confusion
and uncertainties caused by this reference, we proposed that it
be deleted, thereby making all Parking Capital Improvement Projects
funded by the City Parking Fund. The Parking Fund's current balance is $429,000. It is estimated that approximately $500,000 more will flow into the Parking Fund balance by the end of the
1981-82 fiscal year.
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RECOMMENDATION The following are'recOmMended:
1. That the Budget &-Finance/Planning & Community Development
Committees approve of the project for painting Lots A- & B
(F-5 and F-6);
. That the Committees approve of the project for informational
signs for the Downtown Plaza (F-3);
_

3. That the Committees approve of an expanded project to paint
the ceiling of Lot K, with the additions of painting the
columns and walls and graphics for pedestrian orientation,
to the extent that funds are available; and
4. That all *projects in the 1981-1987 Parking C.I.P. be funded
by the Parking Fund and that all references to Redevelopment
funding be deleted.
Respectfully submitted,

. Mark Morgan
ssistant Parkin

tor

Recommendation Approved:

Jack R. ris
Director of Finance

jMM/mf

September15, 1981
All Districts

CITY OF SACRAMENTO

" CROCKER ART

MUSEUM DIVISION •
GOV DIVISION .
METROPOUTAN ARTS olyisloN
MUSEUM AND HISTORY DIVISION
RECREATION DIVISION
.
. PARKS DIVISION
ZOO DIVISION

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
SACRAMENTO, CA 95817

3520 FIFTH AVENUE
(918) 449-5200
SEKWOMMAK
MMXXMX

G. Erling Linggi
Acting Director.
September 2, 1981

Budget and Finance Committee
Sacramento, California
Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Upgrading of McKinley Park Picnic Area

SUMMARY
This report discusses the advancement of the McKinley Park picnic
ground improvements from 1984-85 to 1981-82 CIP.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
At the August 25, 1981 Budget and Finance Committee meeting, Councilwoman Roble requested a report as outlined in the summary above. The
grounds are heavily utilized by the public most of the year and consequently, it is difficult to maintain them at normal park standards
and upgrading would be desirable. A complete 1984-85 CIP item consists of improvements to the swimming pool, play field and picnic area
at an estimated cost of $300400.
Staff has surveyed the problem and proposes the following:
1.

Development of tables and large barbeque areas for group
picnic activities serving approximately 300 people.

2.

Provision of a small surfaced access parking area.adequate to handle vendors' concession trailers, including
service of water and electricity.

3: The remainder of the area would be surfaced with decomposed granite.

Budget and Finance Committee
September 2, 1981
Page Two

• Satellite group picnic areas to serve 30 to 50 people,
each established in the vicinity of the lake and rose
garden to eliminate overcrowding at the main picnic
area.
FINANCIAL DATA

Development of the proposal is estimated to cost $40,000.
RECOMMENDATION

Should the Budget and Finance Committee choose to approve the advancement of the project, it is recommended the funding source be unallocated Park Development Funds.
Respectfully submitted,

G. ERLING
Acting Director of Community Services
Recommendation Approved:

it

JACK CRIST
Director of Finance
GEL: is

September 15, 1981
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August 28, 1981
Budget and Finance Ccmndttee
Sacramento, California
• Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: City Sall Renovation
SOMMARt:

At the August 17, 1981 Committee meeting, staff was requested to report back
on the details of the remaining portions of the City Hall renovation and possible
hays to reduce the scope of the project. This report lists the items to be completed in the final three segnents of this project and points out that code requirements, the mechanical system, and energy conservation measures should be completed
in any case. The cost to complete this work is estimated to be $766,581. Because
this amount is 70% of the total estimated construction cost ($1,088,017) and since
complete modeling would result in a much better utilization of space, it is
recommended that the project be completed-in its entirety.
DISCUSSION:

Listed below by segment, are all of the items remaining in the City Hall Renovation
project. It is staff's opinion that all these items should be completed so that
City Hall space can be best utilized; however, if the scope of the project is
reduced, it is ream:mended that only the items with an asterick be deleted. The
other it deal directly with code requirements, the mechanical system or energy
conservation measures. Sone of the work included with the code items is necessary
to avoid tremendous future costs (ceiling, electric and lighting) and to leave a
finished appearance (i.e., no ducts showing, sprinkler piping not exposed and
electrical wiring not exposed) but without any cosmetic painting, remodeling,
carpeting, finishes, molding or removing or reconstructing partition walls. The
mechanical system is listed because in completing the code items, ceilings will be removed and replaced and it would be extremely prudent to install all mechanical
ductwork and support systems at the same time. Otherwise, when the present obsolete
mechanical system is replaced, the new ceiling will have to be removed, including
lighting, and replaced. This would result in the inevitable conflicts between duct
work, fire sprinkling plumbing, lighting and electrical conduits thereby greatly
escalating the cost. Also, the installation of a new mechanical system is an energy
conservation measure.
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Segment 3
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Construct Stair Tower.
Construct all access to stair tower on all floors.
Remove existing ceilings on third floor.
Construct fire sprinkling on third floor.
Construct fire sprinkling in Council Chambers and Mayor's Old Office 6
Corridor to 207.
6. Relocate fire escape to second floor of annex.
7. Replace drinking fountain on second floor.
8. Modify existing toilets to comply with handicap requiriMents and 65
accomodate mechanical relocation on third floar:r
9: 'Construct new ceiling on third floor.
10. Provide new lighting on third and second floor oorridor and electrical.
U. Construct new ceiling in corridor to Room 207.
12. Finish ceiling in Council Chambers.
13. Remove existing ceiling and construct new ceiling and lighting in
Mayor's Office.
14. Replace missing marble wainscott on third floor.
15. Construct mechanical unit on roof.
16. Construct new duct shafts on all floors.
17.Modify existing plumbing and electrical.
18. Construct attendant mechanical features throughout third floor and
Mayor's Office.
a. duct
b. unit heaters
c. mixing boxes
d. grills
e. * registers
*19.Removing existing partitions.
*20.Construct new partition walls and painting. •
*21.Total remodel of restrooms on third and second floor.
•22. Restoring marble wainsoott where disturbed by restroom remodel.
23. Provide insulation for. energy efficient A/C system in exterior walls.
24. Install new energy efficient glazing.
*25.All finish carpentry.
*26.Renovating exit stairway.
27. Insulating attic space for energy efficiency.
*28.Painting third floor.
*29.Carpeting third floor.
Segment 4
1.
2.
3.
4.

-

Construct fire sprinklers throughout first floor.
Modify existing toilets to comply with handicap reiluirements
Remove existing ceilings throughout first floor.
Construct new ceiling on first floor.

*Items which could be deleted.
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5. Provide lighting and electrical on first floor.

6. Finish period ceiling in foyer after fire sprinkling is -installed
7. Construct electrical service and distribution.
6. Convert Boiler Room in basement to Transformer Vault.

Construct mechanical features throughout first floor.
a. ducts
b. unit heater
c. nixing boxeS
•
d. grills
e.- registers
*10. Total renodel of restrocm on first floor.
9.

11. Provide insulation in exterior walls on first floor for energy

efficiency.
•
.
• 12. Provide energy efficient glazing on first floor.
*13. All• finish carpentry on first floor.
*14. Carpeting on first floor.
*15. Remove existing partition and vault.
*16. Construct new partitions.
Segment 5

fire sprinkling throughout baseme
1 •
2.- Remove existing ceilings.
3. Patch and repair partitions.
4. Modify . existing toilets to comply with handicap requirements.
5. Construct new ceiling in basement.
6. Provide lighting in basement.
*7. Total remodel of restrooms.
FINANCIAL:

The estimated cost to complete the project is as follows:
Total Estimated
Total Estimated
Construction Cost
of Code, Mechanical
Constriction Cost
and Energy Conservation of Items Vghich
Could be Deleted
Related Items
Segrent 3
Segment 4
Segment 5

Total Estimated

Construction Cost-

$4711951

• .213,969
80,661

$207,207
98,411
• 15,818

$ 679,158
312,380.
96,479

$766,581

$321,436

$1,088,017

As of July 31, 1981 there was an unencumbered balance of approximately $425,000
remaining in this project cost center. The preliminary 1981/82 Capital
Improvement Budget recciarrerxied $511,000 for this project and the preliminary

*Items which could be 1 deleted

_
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1982/83 Capital Mmprovement Budget reccusemded $700,000. It will require the
unencumbered balance and the entire 1981/82 appropriation to complete the
' project; however, the 1982/83 appropriation can be reduced by $500,000.
•

RBOWEENDATION:

It is recommended that the City Hall Renovation project, proceed
intended.

as

originally

Respectfaly submitted,

H. PARKER
"-City Engineer.
Reccumenda

Approved:

*-8
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Budget and Finance Committee
Planning and Community Development Committee
Sacramento, California
Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: AUTOMATED FUEL RECORDING AND DISPENSING SYSTEM
SUMMARY
•

This report is in response to the Committee's request of August 18, 1981, for
additional information and justification for installation of automated fuel recording
and dispensing systems at the Corporation Yard and Waste Removal Landfill Site
(Ref: 1981-87 CIP, Pg. 111, P-1).
BACKGROUND

The City's three major fueling points, generating approximately 6500 to 7000
transactions pach.month, are located at the Corporation Yard i Waste Removal Landfill
Site, and . the Public Safety Garage .. The annual amount and cost of the fuel dispensed
• at each of these locations is as follows:.
Annual
•

•

Location
Corporation Yard
5730-24th Street

Gallons
602,791

Cost
$702,961

Waste Removal Landfill Site
28th & A Streets

282,453

308,982

Public Safety Garage
6th & H Streets
Totals

553,716

672,465

1,438,960

$1,684,408

Budget and Finance Committee
Planning and Community Development Committee

September 1, 1981

Of the three locations addressed above, the Public Safety Garage, which was completed
in 1978, is the only location equipped with an automated fuel recording and dispensing
system providing automated fuel utilization records and control.
The Corporation Yard and the Waste Removal Landfill Site are Manually operated systems
that require either the equipment operator or an attendant to handwrite the equipment's
mileage and amount of fuel added. This procedure is both time consuming and allows
chance for error, etc.
Operating manual systems at two locations and an automated system at one location
creates a major problem in the management of the fuel useage since the majority of the
equipment can be fueled at any of the three locations. This results in reduced
.effectiveness of the automated fuel recording and dispensing system due to the need
to interface manual and automated transactions on equipment fueling at the various
locations.
Automation of the fuel dispensing systems at the Corporation Yard and Waste Removal
Landfill Site would leave 29 satellite fueling points, representing 8% of the tonal
fuel consumed, in the manual mode. However, these transactions would be entered
directly into the automated fuel dispensing system by Equipment Maintenance staff,.
thereby reducing the time delay of recording data under the present system.
SYSTEM OPERATION OVERVIEW

The equipment operator or attendant enters the current odometer reading on the terminal
located at the fuel island and inserts the plastic equipment I.D. card into the card
reading slot. If all transactions are valid, the pump will be automatically turned on
and the system will record the transaction. If any steps are incorrect, incomplete,
or unauthorized, an error is signaled and the pump remains off.
SYSTEM BENEFITS

The benefits of the automated fuel system are as follows:
1.

Accountability resulting from the immediate recording of each
transaction versus the 30-to-45 day delay of recording the manual
fuel transactions into the current process;

2.

Elimination of key data entry time, some computer time, and
reduction of clerical time (See Exhibit I);

3.

Monitoring fuel consumption in the event of government mandated
allocation reduction;

4.

Control of fuel pumps which can only be activated by authorized
cards; and

5.

Control of amount of fuel dispensed, minimizing the potential
for fuel misuse which could go undetected under a manual system.

Budget and Finance Committee
Planning and Community Development Committee
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Assuming a slippage in the range of 1/4 of 1%
1/2 of 1%, the annual cost would be:
1/2 of 1% (7200 Gal) = $8,400
1/4 of 1% (3600 Gal) = $4,200
FINANCIAL DATA
The FY 1981-82 Preliminary Budget provides $60,000 from the Fleet Management Fund
for the installation of automated fuel recording and dispensing systems at the
Corporation Yard and the Waste Removal Landfill Site, which is detailed below:
- -Outside Cost:

In-House Cost:

$38,240

Vendor's costs for complete
installation of equipment . and
interface . w/Public Safety .
Garage Site

$21,7%

Estimated City cost for
trenching/backfilling, cutting
pavement ,- conduit, etc.

$60,000

Total. Estimated. ost (not to exceed)

PAYBACK PERIOD.
To install the automated fuel recording and dispensing systems at the Corporation
Yard and the Waste Removal Landfill Site, an initial investment of $60,000 is
estimated. The system is estimated to save about $16,000 per year over the next
four (4) years. With this initial investment and considering annual savings, the
payback period will be 3.75 years (See Exhibit I).
y submitted,

nk ugarteg
D ector of F'
FOR COM TTEE INFORMATION:

ck R. Grist
Director of Finance

.September 8, 1981

•

CITY OF SACRAMENTO

AUTOMATED FUEL RECORDING
AND DISPENSING SYSTEM
.PAYBACK
Costs that will be reduced by the elimination of present
manual fuel dispensing method:
Data Processing:
A. Key data-entry -labor', 210 hts/yr
8. Annual Computer time costs

1 FTE)

1 3,990

•

Equipment Maintenance:
A.
•
•

Clerical time (verifying, adding,
correcting errors in gas sheets)
720 hrs/yr (.3 FTE)

6,240

Total Projected Annual
Cost Reduction

$13030

II. . Payback calculatiOn'is based . on . an assumption of 10% annual inflationary factor.

•

1st Year Savings
2nd Year ,Savings
3rd Year Savings
4th Year Savings

Inc.
$13,930
15,323

16,855
18,540

$13,930
29,253
46,108 47-- 3.75 yrs
64,648

NOTE: No factor calculated for lost fuel.

9/1/81

'

•

EXHIBIT I

$60,000

EXHIBIT I

RESOLUTION NO.

81 693
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF
SEP 23 1981
RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE 1981-87
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET FOR
THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:
Section I.•
That the Preliminary Capital Improvement Program Budget, dated August 4, 1981,
is hereby approved except as otherwise modified by this resolution. Said budget,
as modified, shall constitute the 1981-87 Capital Improvement Program Budget
for the City of Sacramento;
Section 2
That the source of funding for Item A-I8 (Traffic Signal at South Land Park &
35th Avenue) is changed to a total of $95,000 from Major Street Construction Tax
only.
Section 3. •
That Item A-24 (Traffic Signal at 47th & H) is deleted.
Section 4.
That a new Item A-39.5 relative to undulations is added to FY 1981-82, o read:
New A-39.5 Undulations (CP-Various) Designated for funding
street undulations in various locations throughout the City.
Source: Gas Tax 2106 (S50,000)
Such funds are hereby appropriated but shall not be expended until the Council
has first approved proposed criteria for placement, and then approved a priority
list of locations.
Section 5.
That Item A-48 (Traffic Signal at 24th & Irvin) is moved from 1982-83 to 1981-82.
Section 6.
That Carryover,Prbject (Cost Center 1027) entitled Job Corps Center, is deleted,
with funding returned to the Revenue Sharing Fund.

Section 7.
That carryover funds for Item E-2 (landfill acquisition and implementation)
shall not be expended until the Council has approved a specific landfill site,
that appropriation of such funds does not convey approval of the originally
proposed 41 acre site, and that the description of Item E-2 be amended to read:
"Landfill acquisition and implementation (CP-1). Acquire land,
design landfill and implement a landfill site operation."
Section 8.
That no funds are appropriated for Items F-1 to F-23, inclusive, which constitutes
the "Engineering: Parking" portion of the budget.
Section 9.
That Item G-2 (K Street Mall) is deferred from. 1981-82 to 1982-83.
Section 10.
That the appropriation total for Carryover Project (Cost Center 1130) entitled
Alkali Flat Mini Park (J. Neeley Johnson) is reduced by $127,094, which amount
is returned to the Revenue Sharing Fund.
Section 11.
That a new Item G-12.5 (McKinley Park Picnic Area) is added to FY 1981-82, to
read:
New G-12.5 McKinely Park (CP-6)
Improvements to picnic area and access.
Source: Park Development Fund ($40,000)
Such funds are hereby'appropriated, but shall not be expended until the Council
approves the design for this project.
Section 12.
That Item G-43 (McKinley Park) is revised to reduce the FY 1984-85 appropriation
from $300,000 to $260,000, and to revise the description as follows:
"Improvements to swimming pool and playfield."
Section 13.
That funds for Item G-35 (Garcia Bend Park) for FY 1983-84 are hereby appropriated,
but shall not be expended until the department of Community Services reports back
to the Council on the feasibility of funding improvements for Garcia Bend Park in
FY 1981-82.
Section 14.
That Item N-1 (Hall of Justice basement remodeling) is deferred from 1981-82 to
1982-83.
-2-

Section 15.
That the Council hereby adopts City Planning Commission general recommendations
1 and 2, and specific recommendations 1, 2 and 4, of attached Exhibit IV and directs
the appropriate City staff to implement these recommendations in the FY 1982-88
CIP budget.
Section 16.
That in response to City Planning Commission's specific recommendation No. 3,
per Exhibit IV, the following is added to page 104 of the FY 1981-87 CIP budget:.
"Note: The lack of capital improvement funding for the library
system is attributable only to the fact that the Library
Master Plan is not yet completed. Upon completion of this
Plan, future CIP,budgets will incorporate ca p ital improvements
in an orderly, schedule in accordance with the Master Plan's
priorities."
Section 17.
Technical Corrections:
the funding description of Item G-12 be revised to show all
$10,000 from the Park Development Fund.

(a)

That

(b)

That the description of "General Revenue Sharing Fund" on page
9 be deleted and replaced with:
"These federal monies may be spent for any purpose which is.
- permissible use of the City's own revenues pursuant to local
law."

(c)

That all charts and tables be revised to incorporate the above
changes.

MAYOR

ATTEST

CITY CLERK

EXHIBIT

SUMMARY OF 19411-87 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM HEARINGS
ACTIVITY
STREETS

REPORTS REQUESTED

JOINT COMMITTEE ACTION
Unanimously approved, with these
*Item A-24 was deleted (Traffic
at 47th & 4)
*item A-58 was moved from 82-83
81-82 (Traffic signal at 24th
Irvin Way)

changes:
signal

*Funding Sources for Undulations
(see yellow pages. Rpt. 1)
*Criteria for installation of

to
&

undulations (See yellow pages,
Rpt. 2)
'Updated traffic signal priority list

*Carryover Project (1027) Job Corps
Center, was deleted
*Undulations (new A-39.5) funded with
Gas Tax
*Item A-18 (So. Land Park & 35th Ave.)
funding changed to all MSC Tax
WATER •

Unanimously approved

SEWER

Unanimously approved

DRAINAGE

Unanimously approved

WASTE REMOVAL

Unanimously approved, with notice that
vote did not Convey approval of 41 acre
landfill site; expedited approval was
urged for 27 acre site; expenditure
conditioned on Council approval of site;
CIP reference to "41 acre site' deleted

,PARKING

No recommendation. (Rudin, Pope - Yes
on approval; hoeber, Robie - No on
approval)

C UNITY SERVICES

Unanimously approved with these changes:
*item 6-2 was deferred until 82-83 (K
Street Mall)
*Excess funding from carryover project
(1130), Alkali Flat Mini-Park (J.
Neeley Johnson) was deleted
*McKinley Park Picnic Area only was

(See yellow pages, Rot. 3)

PLANNING commisom RECOMMENDATIONS
*Proposed central city street conversion
to one-way streets after 1983-84 also be
identified in 81-87 CIP
*Incorporate recommended improvements to
Richards Blvd. and Florin-Perkins Road
Industrial areas in future CIPs
*Give bikeway improvements higher priority
In future CiPs

None

None

None

None

*Cost of undergrounding drainage along
65th Expressway (See yellow pages,
Rpt. 4)
None

*Feasibility of sandblasting parking
structure and leaving surface unpainted;
feasibility of F-5 funds being used for
coordinated graphics (walls, signs);
Impact of Parking Fund appropriations
an General Fund; Results of meeting with
Downtown Plaza businesses (See yellow
pages. Rpt. 5)
*Feasibility of Upgrading McKinley Park
'picnic area from 83-84 to 81-82 (See
yellow pages. Rpt. 5)
*Feasibility of Upgrading Garcia Bend
Park from 83-84 to 81-82 (City staff
to meet with councilmember to discuss
safety problems at the park.)

None

None

None

*Give bikeway improvements higher priority

in future CIPs

moved from 84-85 to 81-82; expenditure
pending Council approval of design.
New Item 6,12.5
-FIRE

Unanimously approved

None

.EIBRARY

Unanimously approved with CIP to state
that future funding is lacking only
because Library Master Plan is unfinished

None

EOCIEE

Unanimously approved with Item N-1
deferred, until 82-83 (Hal! of Justice
basement remodeling)
•
Unanimously approved except City Hall
remodeling (which was approved with Pope no)

None

GENERAL GOVERNMENT

EQUIPMENT
MAINTENANCE

Unanimously approved

except automated
fuel system (which was approved with
Pope'. no)

None
*Incorporate Pocket and South Natomas
library facilities in 81-87 CIP
None

*City Fall renovation; portions of project
that are safety/code related (see yellow
pales, Rpt.7)
'Cost/benefit analysis of various energy
conservation projects in City building.
(It is understood that such analysis will
be provided on these projects as they are
proposed, but there are none to analyze
at this time.)

None

*Automated Fuel System: savings to City and

None

Police Department experience (See yellow'
pages, Rpt. 8)

EXHIBIT III
FISCAL EFFECT OF
JOINT COMMITTEE CHANGES
TO CIP BUDGET
-FT 1981-82 ONLY'
Changes By Activity

. Preliminary
CIP Budget

Current Projects
Streets

_

-- Joint Committee Changes —
New Amount increase (Decrease)

$5,955,000

$6,035,00

$80,000

Water

1,398,000

same

-0-

Sewer

1,511,000

same

-0-

340,000

same

-0-

same

-0-,

Drainage

50,000

Waste Removal
Parking

'

372,800

-no recommendation-

Parks

1,861,500

Other Community Services-

1,945,066

same

Fire

644,000

same

Police

101,000

Library

(64,000)

-0(80,000)

21,000

5,000

same

-0-

1,367,500

same

-0-

95,000
$15,665,866

same

-0(64,000)

3,604,889
4,459.462

(172,906)
(127,094)
300,000

General Government
Equipment Maintenance

1,797,500

Carryover Projects
Streets
Parks

3,777,795 (a)
4,586,556 (a)

NET CHANGE IN TOTAL FUNDING

(364,000)

Changes By Funds Affected
General Fund
Revenue Sharing
--Current Projects
--Carryover Projects
Tax 2106
Major Street Construction
Park Development Fund
Gas

NET CHANGE IN TOTAL:FUNDING

$943,500

$839,500

$(104,000)

, 2,163,000
n.a,

2,083,000
n.a

(80,000
(300,000)

1,115,000
2,340,000
284,454

1,050,000
2,485,000
324,454

(65,000)
145,000
' 40,000
$(364,000)

n.a.

Not applicable (carryover projects are not current budget items)

(a)

Figures are as of 5/1/81
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MARTY VAN DLIYN
PLANNING DIRECTOR

September 1, 1981
Budget and Finance Committee
Planning and Community
Development Committee
Sacramento, California
_. •

Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Transmittal of City Planning commission Recommendation
on 1981-87 Capital Improvements Program_(CIP) (M-603)
SUMMARY

The City Planning Commission on August 27, 1981 found the 1981-87
Capital Improvements Program in conformance with the goals and policies
of the City General Plan and adopted specific plans. The Planning
Commission also approved several comments on the CIP for the Committee's
consideration. These comments are contained in the attached report.
Respectfully submitted,
1

.4)

1.-12

Marty Van Duyn
Planning Director
TRANSMLTTAL TO CO ITTEE:

,4'Jack R. Grist
tit Director of Finance
MVD:VT:lo
attachment

ITN
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Spscific Comments:
1.

Central City Street Conversions:
The adopted Central City Comprehensive Plan contains an implementation schedule for the conversions of one-way streets, including a review of the program in early 1983. While the
conversions scheduled before the review are in the proposed
CIP, the Commission recommends that the proPosed street conversions after 1983-84 also be identified in the 1981-87 CI?.

2.

Industrial Area Improvements:
Consideration should be given in future years to the range
of improvements recommended in the •studies _of the Richards
Boulevard and Faorin L Perkins Road Industrial areas. While
some of these improvements are included in the 1981-87' CI?,
most of the proposed improvements are not; therefore, it is
recommended that this plan continue to be reviewed and
evaluated annually to ensure the projects are incorporated
into future CIP' s. (See attached)

3.

Libraries:
The Commission is concerned about the lack of proposed library
funding in the Preliminary 1981-87 CI?. The plans for the
Pocket and South Natomas communities are adopted City policy
and both indicate library facilities. The Commission strongly
recommends that the library facilities a p proved in the community plan be seriously reflected in the CI?.

4.

Bikeways:
In our opinion, bikeway improvements should be given more
importance as a mode of transportation, yet such projects have
received little attention in the 1981-87 CIP. Because of energy
shortages, higher fuel costs and a general desire for more
exercise, there is a growing need for new bikeways and improved
safety measures, security of bicycles and maintenance of existing
bike routes.
It is recommended that funding of bikeway improvements, especially
in the Central City, to accommodate bicycle commuters rather than
auto users be given higher priority in future CI? programs.

M-603

August 27, 1981

Item 191

CPC. on A

fbia-rta...heti

Zi lei

Table I
Richards Boulevard Industrial Area
'RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Estimated 1980 Construction Costs

Street Related
-jigidening.and 'Upgrading to
Present Day Standards
Richards Boulevard
Streets west of North
12th Street
Streets east of North
.12th Street

$1 ai0,000
3,100,000
7802000:

, Traffic Signal's at 1-5 Interchange, .
North. 10th Street, North 7th Street and Bercut

332,000

8,832,000H

Subtotal
• Sewer and Water.
Sewer Lines

172,000

Improve Water Distribution System

264,000
$7,268,000.

Total

11-491

Augus't 21, 1980

s

Item 1

EXHIBIT I

RESOLUTION NO.
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF
RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE 1981-87
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET FOR
THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:
Section 1.
That the Preliminary Capital Improvement Program Budget, dated August 4, 1981,
is hereby approved except as otherwise modified by this resolution. Said budget,
•as modified, shall constitute the 1981-87 Capital Improvement Programs Budget
for the City of Sacramento.
Section 2.
That the source of funding for Item A-18 (Traffic Signal at South Land Par* &
38th Avenue) is changed to a total of $95,000 from Major Street Construction Tax
only
Section 3.
That Item A-24 - (Traffic Signal at 47th & H) is deleted.
Section 4.
That a new Item A-39.5 relative to undulations is added to FY 1981-82, to read:
New A-39.5 Undulations (CP-Various) Designated for funding
street undulations in various locations throughout the City.
Source: Gas Tax 2106 ($50,000)
Such funds are hereby appropriated but shall not be expended until the Council
has first approved proposed criteria for placement, and then approved a priority
list of locations.
Section 5.
That Item A-48 (Traffic Signal at 24th & Irvin) is moved from 1982-83 to 1981-82.
Section 6.
That Carryover Project (Cost Center 1027) entitled Job Corps Center, is deleted,
with funding returned to the Revenue Sharing Fund.

Section 7.
That carryover funds for Item E-2 (landfill acquisition and implementation)
shall not be expended until the Council has approved a specific landfill site,
that appropriation of such funds does not convey approval of the originally
proposed 41 acre site, and that the description of Item E-2 be amended to read:
"Landfill acquisition and implementation (CP-1). Acquire land,
design landfill and implement a landfill site operation."
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Section 8.
. That no funds are appropriated for Items F-1 to F-23, inclusive, which constitutes
the "Engineering: Parking" portion of the budget.
Section
That Item 6-2 (K Street - Mal

is.deferred from: 1981-82 to 1982-8 3.
Section10.

That the appropriation total for Carryover Project (Cost Center 1130) entitled
Alkali Flat Mini Park (j. Neeley Johnson) is reduced by $127,094, which amount
is returned to the Revenue Sharing Fund.
Section 11.
That a new Item 6-12.5 (McKinley Park , Picnic Area) is added to FY 1981,82, to
read:
New G-12.5 McKinely Park (CP-6) .
Improvements to picnic area and access.
Source: Park Development Fund ($40,000)
Sikh funds are hereby appropriated, but Shall not be expended Until the Council
approvesthe design for this project.
Section 12.
That Item 6-43 (McKinley Park) is revised to reduce the FY 1984-85 appropriation
from $300,000 to $260,000, and to revise the description as follows:
"Improvements to swimming pool and playfield."
Section 13.
That funds. for item G-35 (Garcia Bend Park) for FY 1983-84 are hereby appropriated,
but shall.not be expended until the department of Community Services reports back
to the Council on the feasibility of funding improvements for Garcia Bend Park in
FY 1981-82.
Section 14.
That Item N-1 (Hall of Justice basement remodeling).is deferred from 1981-82 to
1982-83.
-2-

Section 15.
That the Council hereby adopts City Planning Commission general recommendations
1 and 2, and specific recommendations 1, 2 and 4, of attached Exhibit IV and directs
the appropriate City staff to implement these recommendations in the FY 1982-88
CIP budget.
Section 16.
That in response to City Planning Commission's specific recommendation No. 3,
per Exhibit IV, the following is added to page 104 of the FY 1981-87 CIP budget:.
"Note: The lack of ca p ital improvement funding for the library
system is attributable only to the fact that the Library
Master Plan is not yet completed. Upon completion of this
Plan, future CIP_budgets will incorporate ca p ital improvements
in an orderly_ schedule in accordance with the Master Plan's
.
.
priorities."
Section 17.
Technical Corrections:
(a)

That the funding description of Item G-12 be revised to show all
$10,000 from the Park Development Fund.

(b)

That the description of "General Revenue Sharing Fund" on page
9 be deleted and replaced with:
"These federal monies may be spent for any purpose which is
permissible use of the City's own revenues pursuant to local
law."

(c)

•That all charts and tables be revised to incorporate the above
changes.

MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK.

EXHIBIT It
SUMMARY OF 1981-87 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM HEARINGS
JOINT COMMITTEE ACTION _
Unanimously approved, with these changes:
*Item A-24 was deleted (Traffic signal'
at 47th & H)
*Item A-58 was moved from 82-81 to
81-82 (Traffic signal at 24th A
Irvin Way)
*Carryover Project (1027) Job Corps
Center, waS deleted

REPORTS REQUESTED
*Funding Sources for Undulations
(see yellow pages-, Rpt. 1)
*Criteria for installation of
undulations (See yellow pages,
Rpt. 2)
*Up-dated traffic signal priority list
(See yellow.pages, Rpt. 3)

*Undulations (new A-39.5) funded with
Gas Tax
*Item A-18 (So. Land Park & 35th Ave.)
funding changed to all MSC Tax
Unanimously approved
Unanimously approved
Unanimously approved

Unanimously approved, with notice that

vote did not Convey approval of 41 acre
landfill site; expedited .approval was .
urged for 27 acre site; expenditure
conditioned, on Council apprdval of site;
CP-reference to "41 acre site deleted
No recommendation. (Rudin, Pope - Yes
on approval; Noeber, Robin - Ao on
approval)

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS
*Proposed central city street conversion
• to one-way streets after 1983-84 also be
identified in 81-87 CIP
*Incorporate recommended improvements to
Richards Blvd. and Florin-Perkins Road
Industrial areas in future CIPs
*Give bikeway improvements higher priority
in future CIPs

None

None

None

None

*Cost of undergrounding drainage along
65th Expressway (See yellow pages,
Rpt. 4) •
None

*Feasibility of sandblasting parking
structure and leaving surface unpainted;
feasibility of F-5 funds being used for

None
None

None

coordinated graphics (walls, signs);
impact of Parking Fund appropriations

on General Fund; Results of meeting with
Downtown Plaza businesses (See yellow
pages, Rpt. 5)
Unanimously approved with these changes:
*Item 0-2 was deferred until 82-83 (K
Street Mall)
*Excess funding from carryover project
(1130), Alkali Flat Mini-Park (J.
Neeley Johnson) was deleted
*McKinley Park Picnic Area only was
moved from 84-85 to 81-82; expenditure
pending Council approval of design.

*Feasibility of Upgrading McKinley Park
-picnic area from 83-84 to 81-82 (See
yellow. pages, Rpt. 6)
*Feasibility of Upgrading Garcia Bend
Park from 83-84 to 81-82 (City staff
to meet with councilmember to discuss
safety problems at the park.)

*Give bikeway improvements higher priority
in future CIPs

New Item 8-12.5
Unanimously approved

None

Unanimously approved with CIP to state
that future funding is lacking only

None

Unanimously approved except City Hall
remodeling (which was approved with Pope no)

Unanimously approved except automated

fuel system (which was approved with
Pope .- no)

*Incorporate Pocket and South Natomas
library facilities in 81-87 CIP

because Library Master Plan is unfinished
Unanimously approved with .Item N-1
deferred until 82-83 (Rail of Justice
basement remodeling)

None

None
*City Hall renovation; portions of project
that are safety/code related (see yellow
pages, Rpt.7)
*Cost/benefit analysis of various energy
conservation projects in City building.
(It is understood that such analysis will
be provided on these projects as they are
proposed, but there are none to analyze
at this time.)
*Automated Fuel System: savings to City and
Police Department experience (See yellow
pages, Rpt. 8)

None

None

None

EXHIBIT II
FISCAL EFFECT OF

.

JOINT COMMITTEE CHANGES
TO C/P BUDGET
-FY 1981-82 ONLY . Preliminary

Changes By Activity

CIP Budget

Current Projects
Streets

-- Joint Committee Changes --New Amount increase (Decrease)

$5,955,000

$6,035,000

$80,000

Water

1,398,000

-sane

-0-

Sewer

1,511,000

sane

-0-

340,000

same

_o_

- 50.,000

same

Drainage
.

Waste Removal

372,800

Parking

-. -no recommendation-

Parks

1,861,500

1,797,500

(64,000)

Other Community Services---

1,945,066

same

-0-

644,000

same

-0-

Fire
•

Police

101,000

Library
General Government
Equipment Maintenance

21,000

(80,000)

5,000

same

-0-

1,367,500

same

-0-

95,000

same

-0(64,000)

3,604,889
4,459,462

(172,905)
(127,094)
300,000

$15,665,866
Carryover Projects
streets
Parks

3,777,795 (a)
4,586,556 (a)

NET CHANGE IN TOTAL FUNDING

(364,000)

Changes By Funds Affected
General Fund
Revenue Sharjng
--Current Projects
--Carryover Projects
Gas Tax 2106
Major Street Construction
Park Development Fund
. NET CHANGE IN TOTAL FUNDING

$943,500

$839,500

$(104,000)

- 2,163,000
n.a.

2,083,000
n.a

(80,000
(300,000)

1,115 000
2,340,000
284,454

1,050,000
2,485,000
324,454

(65,000)
145,000
' 40,000
$(364,000)

n.a.

Not applicable (carryover projects are not current budget items)

(a)

Figures are as of 5/1/81

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
EXHIBIT IV

CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
527 10th Street
Suite 300

SACRAMENTO. CAUF, 95814
TELEPHONE (918) 449-5804

MARTY VAN OUYN
PLANNING DIRECTOR

September 1, 1981
Budget and Finance Committee
Planning and Community
Development Committee
Sacramento, California
Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Transmittal of , City'Planning Commission Recommendation
on 198187 Capital Improvements Program (CI?) (M-603)
SUMMARY

The City Planning Commission on August 27, 1981 found the 1981-87
Capital Improvements Program in conformance with the goals and policies
of the City General Plan and adopted specific plans. The Planning
Commission also approved several comments on the CIP for the Committee's
consideration. These comments are contained in the attached report.
Respectfully submitted, •
•/
Marty' Van Duyn

J,
Planning Director
./

TRAUSM TAL TO COMMITTEE:

0/I
t

ffilack

R. Crist
Director of Finance
MVD:VT:lo
attachment

City Planning Commission
Sacramento, California
Members in Session:
SUBJECT: Annual Review of the City of Sacramento's Preliminary
1981-87 Capital Improvements Program (CIF) (M-603)
SUMMARY
The CI? Committee of the Planning Commission along with City staff
met on August 4, 11, and 20, 1981 to review and evaluate the 1981-87
Capital Improvements Program. The Committee and Planning staff

recommends that the Planning Commission find the 1981-8T Capital
Imurovements Program-in conformance with
goals and policies
of the City General Plan and specific plans.
In addition, this report contains specific comments recommended for
the-Commission's approval and for transmittal to the City Council.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
Section 56.404(c), Review of Public Works Project of the City Code,
provides that the City Planning Commission review the Ca p ital Improve-• ments Program and re p ort to the City Council as to the conformity with
the City's General Plan and specific plans. The following are comments
recommended- by the'CIP committee and staff on the Preliminary 1981-87
CIF and findings of conformity.
General Comments:
1.

Project Selection and Priority Order:
In future years, it is recommended that the CIP should include
a brief introductory explanation before each section on how the
beginning fiscal year's various projects were selected and
prioritized. The explanations should also document conformance
with Council adopted plans and rationalize the funding source
mix, if there is such.

2.

Capital Improvement Projects:
In future years, it is also recommended that each beginning
fiscal year's projects in the Preliminary CIP be assigned one
of three priority levels: critical - must implement this fiscal
year, essential - should implement this fiscal year, and discretionary - desirable • to implement this fiscal year. Summary
tables for all essential and discretionary projects, including
each funding source and alternate funding sources, could then
be prepared and used to compare and evaluate projects on the
basis of priority, merit and overall City objectives.

M - 603

August 27, 1981

•

Item 19

-2Sp_f_cific Comments:
1.

Central City Street Conversions
The adopted Central City Comprehensive Plan contains an implementation schedule for the conversions of one-way streets, including a review of the program in early 1983. While the
conversions scheduled before the review are in the proposed
CIP, the Commission recommends that the proposed street conversions after 1983-84 also be identified in the 1981-87 CIP.

2.

Industrial Area Improvements:

Consideration should be given in future years to the range
of improvements recommended in the •studies _of the Richards
Boulevard and ftorin-Perkins Road Industrial areas. While
some of these improvements are included in the 1981-87'CIP,
• most of the proposed improvements are not; therefore, it is
recommended that this plan continue to be reviewed and
• evaluated annually to ensure the projects are incorporated
into future CIP's. (See attached)
3. Libraries:
The Commission is concerned about the lack of proposed library
funding in the Preliminary 1981-87 CI?. The plans for the
Pocket and South Natomas communities are adopted City policy
and both indicate library facilities. The Commission strongly
recommends that the library facilities approved in the community plan be seriously reflected in the CI?.
4

Bikeways:
In our opinion, bikeway improvements should be given more
importance as a mode of transportation, yet such p rojects have
received little attention in the 1981-87 CIF. Because of energy
shortages, higher fuel costs and a general desire for more
exercise, there is a growing need for new bikeways and improved
safety measures, security of bicycles and maintenance of existing
bike routes.
It is recommended that funding of bikeway improvements, especially
in the Central City, to accommodate bicycle commuters rather than
auto users be given higher priority in future CIP programs.

M-803

August 27, 1981

Item

-3Conformance with Applicable Plans:
The Capital Improvements Committee of the City Planning Commission
forwards a recommendation that the Commission find the 1981-87
Capital Improvements Program generally in conformance with the
goals and policies of the City's General Plan and specific plans
thereof. Exceptions noted above under specific comments do not,
in our o p inion, warrant .a statement of non-conformance, but should
be noted for future CIF planning purposes and for Council consideration.
RECOMMENDATION
The staff recommends that the City Planning ComTii<s- ion find the,
1981-87 Capital Improvements Program in conformance with the goals
and policies of the City General Plan and specific Plans thereof.
It is further recommended that the Commission approve the preceeding
comments' for transmittal to the Budget and Finance Committee of the
City Council.
R speotfully submitted,

arty Van
Planning Dir
MVD:TL:VT:lo
ATTACHMENT

M-603

August 27, 1981-

Item 19

Aitioi,rove4 to

CPC or,

zr, 11,

Table I
Richards Boulevard Industrial Area
RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Estimated 1980 Construction Costs
Street Related
• c. widening :and . UtTrading to
Present Day Standards
Richards Boulevard
Streets west of North .
12th'Street .
Streets east of North"
'12th Street.:.
Traffic Signals at I
' change,
North 10th Street; North
7th Street and Bercut
Sewer and Water- .
Sewer Lines
Improve Water Distribution System

Ap,

Táb1II
Florin-Perkins Road Industrial Area

e el

C 1>C.

4.

• RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENT .PROGRAMirr

Estimated 1979

Construction Costs

Project.

Fruitridge Widening
(Power Inn to Florin-Perkins)

.500,000

Watt Avenue Extension

600,000
$ 140,006

Folsom/Watt Intersection
Improvements
•
Folsom/Howe Intersection
Improvements .

150,000'
720,000

14th Avenue Extension
Broadway Extension

$ 140,000

Elder Creek Road Improvement

$1,510,000
$ 900,000

Ak FruitridgeRoadWidening(Florin7-Perkins'to Elk :GroveFlorin)

•

Kiefer Boulevard Widening

$

Jackson Road Widening -

$ 420,0.00

New'Ramona Colony Road improvements

($ 90c,000**.

Secondary Street improvements

($8,40o,0oo)**

Total Cost of City and/or County.
of Sacramento
Total.

$15,250,00.0

$5,1511,000

*Several major roadway projects TO improve the area's circulation have
already received funding approval and are scheduled for construction
in the upcoming year. These projects are the widening of Power Inn
Road and the realignment and widening of Florin-Perkins Roae(A-9 ) A53
g md
•
'P)
**Paid through assessment district.
M-491

August 21, 2980 k

Item 1

Section 7.
That carryover funds for Item E-2 (landfill acquisition and implementation)
shall not be expended until the Council has approved a specific landfill site,
that appropriation of such funds does not convey approval of the originally
proposed 41 acre site, and that the description of Item E-2 be amended to read:
'Landfill acquisition and implementation (CP-1). Acquire land,
design landfill and implement a landfill site operation.
Section 8 .. .
Reserved for Council disposition of Parking CIP. for which there
is no Committe recommendation--see transmittal letter.
tdi
-1
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Section 9.
That Item G-2 (K Street Mall) fdefered from 1981-82 to 1982-83..
Section 10.
That the appropriation total for Carryover Project (Cost Center1130) entitled.
Alkali Flat Mini Park (J..Neeley Johnson) is reduced by $127,094, which amount
is returned to the RevenueSharing Fund.
-Jhat'a 'riew IterkG-12.5 (McKinley Park Picnic Area
)is added'
read:

FY 1981'-8

New P-12. .5 McKinley Park (CP6)
improvements to picnic area and access.
. Source:- Park Development Fund ($40,000)'
Such. funds are hereby appropriated, but shall not be expended until the Council
' approves the design.for-this project.
• Section 12...
That Item .G-43 (McKinley Park) is revised to reduce the FY 1984-85 appropriation
froth $300,000 to $260000; and-to revise the : description as follows
"Improvements to swimming pool and playfield."
Section 13.
That funds for Item 0-35 (Garcia Bend Park) for FY 1983-84 are hereby appropriated,
but shall not be expended until the department of Community Services reports back
to the Council on the feasibility of fundin g improvements for Garcia Bend Park tn
FY 1981-82.
Section 14.
That Item N-1
1982-83.

of Justicelpasment remodeling is deferred from 1981-82 to

