DECTSTON

BEFORE THE CIW OF SACRAMENTO PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION

ln re the Request for Reconsideration of the Decision of the Parks and Recreation Commission to Deny

the Removal and Replacement of Three {3} City Street Trees at LSLT and 1531 N Streets

BACKGROUND

f..

Sacramento City Code section L2.56.LZA provides the opportunity for any person who objects to
the removal of a street tree to meet personally with the Director of Public Works to review the
permit application or the proposed work, and that any person aggrieved by the director's
decision may appeal such decision to the Parks and Recreation Commission.

2.

The Capital Area Development Authority (CADA), in cooperation with UrbanCore Development,

the northwest corner of 16th and N
to
Streets. There were five existing city street trees adjacent the site to be removed pursuant
to the final tree permit including a Modesto Ash, Liquidambar, and three Chinese Pistache trees.
Replacement City street trees will be planted along the perimeter of the project site per
approved plans.
is developing a new seven story mixed use development at

3.

On April 9, 2OL4, Ms. Leilani Fay appealed the decision

to remove the five City street trees to the

Parks and Recreation Commission.

4.

On May !,2OL4, the Parks and Recreation Commission held a de novo appeal hearing, and
heard an appeal filed by Ms. Fay regarding the proposed removal of the five existing street
trees.

5.

The appeal was granted in part. The three Chinese Pistache trees were to remain, being in good

health, drought tolerant in nature, and would provide shade canopy sooner than new trees.
The Modesto Ash and Liquidambar trees could be removed and replaced. New replacement

trees are to have the largest caliper available, such as three or four inches.

6.

On June 6,20L4, CADA and UrbanCore Development requested reconsideration of the Parks and

Recreation Commission's decision to deny the request to remove three (3) Chinese Pistache

street trees based on new information regarding the cost and difficulty to protect the trees
during construction.

7

.

On June L2,2A14, the Parks and Recreation Commission held a de novo hearing to consider the

request pursuant to the reguirements of Section 2.62.030 of the Sacrarnento City Code and the
Rules and Procedures for Conducting Administrative Hearings adopted by the Parks and
Recreation Commission. Representatives from CADA and UrbanCore Development testified in
regard to the construction process and the analysis and cost estimates arrived at to save the

trees. The appellant Ms. Fay testified and objected to the development and
design process, the lack of consideration to preserve shade canopy trees, and to removing the
Chinese Pistache

trees in question. Testimony was also heard from Ms. Fay's representative, Council Member
Hansen and his staff, dnd a landscape architect for the project.

FINDINGS

Based upon the new information, testimony, evidence and other matters in the record of the request to

reconsider the May 1't decision, the Parks and Recreation Commission finds and decides as follows:
The three Chinese Pistache trees may be removed and replaced with the largest caliper tree that the

Arborist recommends. To mitigate the loss of these three trees and their shade canopy, twelve (LZl new
City street trees are to be paid for and installed by the applicant in locations selected by the City and in
the vicinity of the project site. Specific planting locations, tree species and caliper size are to be
determined by City of Sacramento's Urban Forestry Section.
DECISION

This is a final decision. Judicial review of this decision is subject to review within the time limits set forth
in Code of Civil Procedure Section L094.6.
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