REPORT TO COUNCIL
City of Sacramento

915 | Street, Sacramento, CA 95814-2604
www.CityofSacramento.org

Staff Report
April 10, 2008

Honorable Mayor and
Members of the City Council

Title: The 2030 General Plan Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators
Location/Council District: Citywide/All

Recommendation: 1) Adopt a Resolution accepting the draft implementation programs;
and 2) review and comment on the draft indicators.

Contact: Andrea Koch, Assistant Planner, 808-1943; Tom Pace, Long Range Planning
Manager, 808-6848.

Presenters: Andrea Koch, Assistant Planner, 808-1943; Jim McDonald, Senior Planner,
808-5723. :

Department: Planning
Division: Long Range Planning
Organization No: 4912

Description/Analysis

Issues:

Background

The Council has accepted the draft Preferred Land Use Alternative (now titled “Land
Use and Urban Form Map”) and the draft General Plan goals and policies, including
subsequent modifications presented to the Council on April 1, 2008. See Attachment
7 for the draft goals and policies, and Attachment 8, page 1, for the Land Use and
Urban Form Map.

The next step in the General Plan process is to identify implementation programs and
indicators. Implementation programs are important because they serve as action
plans to ensure that the General Plan’s goals and policies are realized in a timely
manner. They ensure that the policies in the plan will lead to meaningful changes in
the city, thus addressing issues raised during the extensive General Plan outreach
process. Indicators are important in helping to monitor the success of the General
Plan.
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Presently, staff is returning to the Council with the draft General Plan implementation
programs and indicators. Staff is recommending that the Council adopt a Resolution
accepting the draft implementation programs, and that the Council review and
comment on the draft indicators. See Attachment 1 for the draft Resolution.

Implementation Programs

Implementation programs are specific measures, programs, procedures, and/or
techniques that carry out General Plan policies. While policies are more general and
long-term in nature, implementation programs are more specific and time-sensitive.
They are designed to be easily understood, measurable, and feasible given available
staff time and funding. Draft implementation programs are listed in Attachment 2.

Staff has identified a list of priority implementation programs that are key in helping
Sacramento become the “Most Livable City in America”, which is the guiding vision for
the General Plan. Priority implementation programs are those that will make a big
impact and should be executed within the first few years after the General Plan is
adopted. A list of priority implementation programs is included on page 1 of
Attachment 2.

One of the priority implementation programs is the rezoning of key Opportunity Areas
for consistency with the Land Use and Urban Form Map. See Attachment 8, pages 2
and 3, for rezone candidates.

Indicators

Staff is also seeking direction from the Council on the draft 2030 General Plan
indicators. Indicators are Sacramento “statistics” that staff will review annually to
evaluate whether key changes in the city are occurring to make Sacramento the “Most
Livable City in America’. They will help staff assess whether the General Plan is
helping to create a vibrant downtown and town centers, energized commercial
corridors, expanded transportation choices, safe and livable nelghborhoods and
sustainable development. In short, indicators will help the City evaluate whether the
General Plan is being successfully implemented.

Indicators are not intended to provide a comprehensive look at everything that is
changing in the city; rather, they are intended to provide a snapshot of the state of the
city. If annual review of the indicators shows that Sacramento is not making sufficient
progress toward livability, the City can update the General Plan to better achieve this
result. See Attachment 3 for a memo that explains in detail how indicators will be
constructed, monitored, and evaluated. See Attachment 4 for the draft indicators.
Next Steps

Once the Council accepts the draft implementation programs, they will be mcorporated
into the Public Review Draft General Plan, which is scheduled for release in‘May 2008.
The Draft EIR for the General Plan will be released in June 2008. Public heanngs for
adoption of the 2030 General Plan will occur in winter of 2008.

Policy Considerations: The draft implementation programs and indicators are consistent
with both the City’s overall Strategic Plan goal and the guiding vision for the General Plan,
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which is for Sacramento to become the “Most Livable City in America”. They are also
consistent with the Smart Growth Principles adopted by Council in 2001, the Preferred
Blueprint adopted for the region by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG)
in 2004, and the Vision and Guiding Principles for the General Plan adopted by the Council in
2005.

Environmental Considerations: Acceptance of the draft implementation programs and
indicators is not considered a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
under Section 21050 of CEQA and CEQA Guidelines Section 15262. However, formal
adoption of the General Plan requires an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Staff
anticipates releasing the Draft EIR for the General Plan in June 2008. The Final EIR will be
presented to the Council for consideration along with the final draft General Plan in winter of
2008.

Commission/Committee Action: The General Plan Advisory Committee has worked with
staff throughout the General Plan process. They acted to recommend Council acceptance of
the draft implementation programs and indicators at their March 24th meeting. See
Attachment 5 for the GPAC subcommittee minutes, which include comments on the draft
implementation programs and indicators.

Staff has also presented the draft implementation programs and indicators to the following
Commissions:

» Preservation Commission (March 5th)

»  Design Commission (March 19th)

* Planning Commission (March 20th)

= Parks and Recreation Commission (April 3rd)

= Development Oversight Commission (April 7th)

i

A summary of the feedback provided by the commissions is provided in Attachnf\ent 6.

Rationale for Recommendation: The draft implementation programs and indicators are
consistent with the adopted Vision and Guiding Principles for the General Plan.

Financial Considerations: None at this time.

Emerging Small Business Development (ESBD): No goods or services are being
purchased under this report. :
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ATTACHMENT 1
RESOLUTION NO.
Adopted by the Sacramento City Council

2030 GENERAL PLAN DRAFT IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

BACKGROUND

A. The 2030 General Plan provides the direction for the City’s future growth and
development and will replace the existing 1988 General Plan.

B. The 2030 General Plan draft implementation programs are consistent with
Council’s adopted vision, values, and smart growth principles, and are based on
information gathered from community outreach and various City board and
commission hearings.

BASED ON THE FACTS SET FORTH IN THE BACKGROUND, THE CITY COUNCIL
RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1.  The Council accepts the recommended General Plan draft
implementation programs and directs staff to incorporate them into the
Draft 2030 General Plan for public review and comment.
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Introduction

PART 4
ADMINISTRATION AND IMPLEMENTATION

If the General Plan is to serve its purpose effectively, it must be reviewed, maintained, and implemented
in a systematic and consistent manner. This Part starts out with a summary of the most important
programs for implementing the General Plan, particularly those that need to be undertaken in the first
three years (2008-2010) after adoption. This is followed by an outline of the process for reviewing and
updating the General Plan and a program for monitoring the success of the Plan’s implementation. This
Part also outlines requirements for implementing the General Plan consistent with its goals, policies,
standards, and programs and provides an overview of the types of actions or tools the City will use to
implement the Plan’s policies. Finally, Part 4 lists specific implementation measures organized by
General Plan element.

PRIORITY IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

e Updating the Zoning Ordinance and other development review guidelines

e Rezoning key Opportunity Areas consistent with the Land Use and Urban Form Map
e Comprehensively updating the Infill Strategy

e Promoting and requiring energy efficiency (i.e., reducing carbon footprint)

e Updating the community plans

e Expanding the Shovel Ready Program

e Linking City budgeting and CIP to the General Plan

e  Providing adequateinfrastructure to promote infill

e Reporting on implementation of the General Plan and Master Plan/Strategies

e Developing'and reporting the Livability Index

GENERAL PLAN MAINTENANCE & MONITORING

ANNUAL GENERAL PLAN IMPLEMENTATION REVIEW

The City is committed to annually reviewing its progress in implementing the goals and policies of the
General Plan. Since many of the factors and issues that the General Plan addresses change from year to
year, an annual review and reporting of implementation will help ensure the City is moving forward to
achieve the Plan’s vision. This review will report on the status of each specific implementation program
in the General Plan and take into account the availability of new implementation tools, changes in
funding sources, and feedback from plan monitoring activities.

FIVE-YEAR GENERAL PLAN REVIEW AND UPDATE

At least once every five years, the City will thoroughly review the General Plan and revise and update it
as necessary. This review and update process will encompass the entire General Plan including the
goals, policies, and implementation programs.

01/07/2008 DRAFT Page 1 6
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GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS

Key to consistency in implementation of the General Plan is carefully reviewing and evaluating potential
amendments to the goals, policies, and standards. In order to realize the vision of the General Plan,
adherence to the adopted policies and standards is needed. This General Plan calls for limits to the
annual number of amendments that may occur to ensure that changes are carefully reviewed and
weighed against the vision of the entire city. While the General Plan is an evolving document that will
need to be amended to address certain issues, amendments should not be taken lightly as the effects of
such changes can impact other areas of the city and the ultimate vision of becoming the most livable city
in America.

LIVABILITY INDEX

Typically, general plans lack tools to measure implementation effectiveness. This General Plan calls for
an indicators program, called the Livability Index, to monitor the city’s success in becoming the most
livable city in America. Regular monitoring of the Livability Index will track key livability factors relating
to the economy, health of residents, and quality of life. The indicators in the Livability Index were
selected because they:

e Reflect the vision of the General Plan to make Sacramento the most livable city in America;
e Are understandable, reasonable, and easily communicated; and
e (Can be tracked and measured at annual reviews and five-year updates.

GENERAL PLAN CONSISTENCY IN IMPLEMENTATION

To ensure that the policies and proposals of the general plan are systematically implemented, State law
since the early 1970s has increasingly insisted that the actions and decisions of each local government
concerning both its own projects and the private projects it approves are consistent with its adopted
general plan. The courts have supported and furthered this trend through their interpretations of State
law.

The following is a partial list of City actions that must be consistent with the General Plan:

e  Master Plans;

e Redevelopment Plans;

e Specific plans;

e Capital projects (including indirectly facility master plans);
e Development agreements;

e  Subdivision approvals;

e Development projects.

The California’s General Plan Guidelines (2003) defines consistency as follows:

An action, program, or project is consistent with the general plan if, considering all its aspects, it will further the
objectives and policies of the general plan and not obstruct their attainment.

01/07/2008 DRAFT Page 2
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Introduction

CATEGORIES OF IMPLEMENTATION ACTIONS/TOOLS

The City will implement the goals and policies of the General Plan through many actions and tools that
can be grouped according to the following eight categories listed below. The 2-4 letter identifiers (in
parentheses) are used in Part 2 of the General Plan to indicate how each policy will be implemented.
The identifiers are also used in Section 5 of Part 4 to indicate the #pe of specific implementation
program.

e Regulation and Development Review (RDR)

e City Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs (MPSP)
e Financing and Budgeting (FB)

e Planning Studies and Reports (PSR)

e City Services and Operations (SO)

e Inter-governmental Coordination (IGC)

e Joint Partnerships with the Private Sector (JP)

e Public Information (PI)

01/07/2008 DRAFT Page 3
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REGULATION AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW (RDR)

Many General Plan policies are implemented through regulations adopted by the City based on the
City’s “police power” to protect the public health, safety, and welfare. City ordinances also create a
development review process that provides for City review of individual project proposals and authorizes
the City to approve, deny, or condition projects based on their consistency with the General Plan. The
following is a list of regulatory plans and ordinances commonly used to implement the General Plan:

e  Master Plans

e Specific Plans;

e Zoning Ordinance;

e  Subdivision Ordinance;

e Building and other codes;

e Redevelopment;

e Habitat Conservation Plans;

e (California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and
e Development Review.

CITY MASTER PLANS, STRATEGIES, AND PROGRAMS (MPSP)

The City has adopted many master plans, strategies, and programs focusing City attention on various
types of City services and facilities, types of development, or geographic areas. These are prepared to
provide more specific direction for City decision makers, staff, and the public on how the General Plan
will be implemented. They are not elements or components of the General Plan. The following is a list
of master plans, strategies, and programs that the City has adopted or plans to adopt. Specific
implementation programs in Part 4 of the General Plan call for the annual or periodic review of many of
these master plans, strategies, and programs in addition to adoption of some new master plans and
strategies.

o  Wastewater Master Plan

e Infill Strategy e  Storm Drainage Master Plan

e Historic City Cemetery Master Plan e Solid Waste Master Plan

e Economic Development Strategy e Parks and Recreation Master Plan

e 10-year Plan to End Homelessness e American River Parkway Master Plan
¢ Redevelopment Implementation Plan e Sacramento River Parkway Plan

e Consolidated Plan (Redevelopment) e  Fire Department Master Plan

e Public Housing Action Plan e Police Department Master Plan

e Pedestrian Master Plan e Sustainability Master Plan

e Bikeway Master Plan e Comprehensive Flood Management
e Transportation Programming Guide Plan

e Water Distribution System Master Plan

FINANCING AND BUDGETING (FB)

The development, maintenance, and operation of public facilities such as parks and drainage facilities
and the provision of City services require financial resources that are derived from various sources.
Programming of City capital projects and their funding over time is outlined in the City’s Capital
Improvement Program, which is updated annually. The following is a list of revenue sources used by or
available to the City to support public facilities and services:

01/07/2008 DRAFT Page 4
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Introduction

e Property Tax Revenue;

e  Sales Tax Revenue;

e  User Fees;

e Development Fees;

e Quimby Act (Park) Dedications;

e Business Improvement Districts;

e Redevelopment Tax Increment;

e Community Facilities and Special Assessment Districts;
e  Municipal Bonds;

e  Special Taxes; and

e  County, State, and Federal Funding.

PLANNING STUDIES AND REPORTS (PSR)

The City conducts studies and produces reports to collect and evaluate information related to specific
issues. These studies and reports are undertaken at the direction of the City Council as needed or are
prepared annually to report on the status and implementation of the General Plan or a master plan.

CITY SERVICES AND OPERATIONS (SO)

The City provides a broad range of services to its residents, businesses, and visitors and manages and
operates its facilities to meet community needs. How the City provides services and carries out its
operations makes a major difference in how effectively the General Plan is implemented.

INTER-GOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION (IGC)

The City must coordinate with numerous local, regional, State, and Federal agencies to implement the
General Plan. These agencies provide services, facilities, or funding and administer regulations that
directly or indirectly affect many issues addressed in the General Plan. The following is a partial list of
public agencies that may play a role in implementing the General Plan:

e Local agencies such as: Sacramento County; City of West Sacramento; City of Rancho Cordova;
City of Elk Grove; special districts; and school districts.

e Regional agencies such as: Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo); Sacramento
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District; Sacramento Area Council of Governments
(SACOG); Regional Transit; and Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency.

e State agencies such as: Caltrans; General Services; CSUS and UC Davis; and Cal EPA; and
Native American Heritage Commission.

e Federal agencies such as: U.S. Coast Guard; U.S. Military; Fish and Wildlife Services; U.S. Army
Corp of Engineers; and FEMA.

JOINT PARTNERSHIPS WITH THE PRIVATE SECTOR (JP)

The City can combine its efforts with private sector efforts to improve public service delivery, manage
public sector assets, or leverage private sector investment. By expanding the role of the private sector,
the City can use its technical, management, and financial resources in creative ways to achieve objectives
of the General Plan.

PUBLIC INFORMATION (PI)

The City can use a wide range of tools to keep the city’s residents informed of City services or other
issues of current interest. Public information can be distributed through media such as brochures,
pamphlets, the City’s website, workshops, seminars, public access television, radio, newspapers, public
hearings, neighborhood/community meetings, and customer service hotlines.

02/15/2008 DRAFT Page 5
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SPECIFIC IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

Specific implementation programs are listed in the following matrices. Similar to the policies, each
implementation program is followed by a set of letters that identifies the program by a type of action or
tool that the City will use to carry it out. Following each implementation program is a description of
which policy(ies) the program supports, states what City departments are responsible to see that this
implementation gets done, and which departments will support the responsible department. Finally, to
the right of each program is a timeline that identifies when the implementation will be completed. It is
important to note that the timeline for completion of the programs is only an estimated timeframe and
may not occur as indicated due to budget or resource constraints.

LAND USE AND URBAN FORM

2008- 2011- 2016- ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS ZOﬁ 2015 2030 ANNUAL GOING
=
1. The City shall develop and implement an education pro ‘ p U @
inform the development community 2
groups about the new land use and|usbag i
standards and policies of the Gene -
. Implements What Policy(ies): LU 2.8.7
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Neighborhood
Services
The implementation program matrices are organized as follows:
*  Administrative Programs
®= JLand Use & Urban Design Programs
* Historic and Cultural Resources Programs
*  Hconomic Development Programs
=  Housing Programs
* Mobility Programs
= Utilities Programs
* Hducation, Recreation, and Culture Programs
*  Public Health and Safety Programs
= Environmental Resources Programs
=  Environmental Constraints Programs
*  Community Plan Programs
02,/15/2008 DRAFT Page 6
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Administration

ADMINISTRATION IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

ADMINISTRATION 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

1. The City shall prepare an annual report to the City Council on
the status of the General Plan and progress in its
implementation, including the progress in meeting its fair share
of regional housing needs, and submit it to the California -
Office of Planning and Research. (PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
" Supporting Department(s): N/A

2. The City shall review the General Plan every five years and
update it as appropriate. (MPSP)

| |
n Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

3. The City shall work with Sacramento Local Agency Formation
Commission (LAFCO) to update and adopt a Sphere of
Influence consistent with the growth planned for in the

General Plan. (IGC) u
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

4. The City shall work with Sacramento Local Agency Formation
Commission (LAFCO) to prepare and adopt a Municipal
Service Review (MSR) to identify the existing capacity of and
probable need for services based on the growth planned for in

the General Plan. (IGC) .
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Utilities, Police,
Fire, Parks & Rec.

5. The City shall improve upon and expand the City’s MATRIX
program to include outside agencies and neighborhood and

business groups. m
n Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08 DRAFT Page 7
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Administration

ADMINISTRATION 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

6. The City shall develop a Livability Index program (i.e.,
Indicators Program) that monitors the success of the City in

achieving the goals and policies of the General Plan. (PSR) m
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

7. The City shall conduct an annual review of the Livability Index
and report the findings to Council.(PSR/PI)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
" Supporting Department(s): N/A

8. The City shall work with department managers and directors in
evaluating the effectiveness of the General Plan in its role in
guiding City operations, development review, master planning,
and budgeting. A summary of this discussion and evaluation
shall be reported to the City Council on an annual basis. u u
(PSR/S0O)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): = Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): All

9. The City shall prepare and use a public outreach program to
educate business and community groups on the General Plan
and its role in guiding City operations, development review,

master planning, and budgeting. (PI) m
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Neighborhood
Services

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08 DRAFT Page 8
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Administration

ADMINISTRATION 2008- 2011- 2016- ON-
ANNUAL

IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

10. The City shall create a priority list for how sections of the
Sacramento Code and applicable guidelines will be updated for
consistency with the General Plan in areas including, but not
limited to:

e Streamlining infill development;

e Building heights;

e Densities/intensities;

e Transit oriented development regulations;
e Mixed-use development; m
e Urban design and transitions between uses;
e  Green/sustainable development practices;
e Transportation/streetscape standards;

e Neighborhood/building presetvation; and
e Parks and open space standards

e Site Planning. (PSR)

n Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

11. The City shall identify and prioritize key areas (e.g., transit
centers, mixed-use corridors), development sites, opportunity
areas, and infill areas for rezoning to promote infill
development and ensure consistency with the General -

Plan.(PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

12.The City shall review and update the Sacramento Code, Zoning
Otrdinance, and applicable guidelines , consistent with the
policies and maps of the General Plan. (RDR)

|
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08 DRAFT Page 9
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Administration

ADMINISTRATION 2008- 2011- 2016- ON-
ANNUAL

IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

13.As part of its annual review and adoption of the Budget and
Capital Improvement Program, the City shall review the
policies and implementation programs of the General Plan to
ensure consistency in the Budget and Capital Improvement -
Program. (FB)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Financing
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

14. The City shall prepare and adopt an ordinance limiting the
annual number of General Plan Amendments allowed to 4

times a year. (RDR) -
n Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative

. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s): N/A

15. The City shall prepare and implement internal guidelines for
preparation and adoption of geographic and operational
master plans and strategies that includes the types of master
plans and strategies that will be prepared, updated, and -
adopted by City departments in the future. (§O)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): All

16. The City shall prepare an annual report to the City Council
that evaluates implementation of the Priority Implementation

Programs. (PSR)

u
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08 DRAFT Page 10
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Land Use and Urban Design

LAND USE AND URBAN DESIGN IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

LAND USE AND URBAN DESIGN 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

1. The City shall develop and maintain a citywide database of
vacant and underutilized sites to monitor the city’s growth and
change and shall prepare an annual report on the number of
vacant sites and underutilized sites that were developed.

(PSR/PI) m
. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 1.1.3; LU
1.14
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development

2. The City shall prepare a comprehensive update of the Infill
Strategy, including integration of the City’s Commercial
Corridor Revitalization Strategy into the Infill Strategy, to
address obstacles to development in target infill areas,

commercial corridors, and key opportunity sites. (MPSP) u
. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 1.1.4; LU
1.15 LU 1.1.6
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development

3. 'The City shall submit an annual report to the City Council that
evaluates implementation of the Infill Strategy. (PI)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 1.1.4 "
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development
4. The City shall review and update the Infill Strategy every five
years. (MPSP)
| |
= Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 1.1.4
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development
5. In conjunction with the Shovel Ready Program, the City shall
work with SHRA to identify key infill sites in opportunity
areas and established infill areas and ensure that major
entitlements and incentives (e.g., rezone, CIP investment,
environmental review, and economic development assistance) m m
are in place to facilitate development. (IGC/FB)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 1.1.4; LU
1.1.5 LU 1.1.6
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Economic Dev.

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08 DRAFT Page 11
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Land Use and Urban Design

LAND USE AND URBAN DESIGN 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

6. The City shall work with Sacramento County to develop a
master revenue sharing agreement for annexation areas.

(IGC/FB)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 1.1.8
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Economic Dev.

The City shall develop and implement a green neighborhood
design checklist to evaluate large scale residential development in
new growth areas. The checklist would incorporate principles that
support healthy sustainable neighborhoods (e.g. Healthy
Development Checklist and green rating programs such as LEED
for Neighborhood Development). Compliance with the checklist
would qualify the development for incentives such as reduced fees,
expedited entitlement and permit processing, and density bonuses
for new construction.

. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 2.1.3; LU
2.6.1

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): Plannig

7. The City shall work with the Sacramento Housing and
Redevelopment Agency to review and update the
Redevelopment Implementation Plan every five years. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 2.6.2; LU u n n
2.8.1; LU 2.8.2
. Responsible Department: JPA Partners
Coordinator
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

8. The City shall work with the Sacramento Housing and
Redevelopment Agency to prepare midterm implementation
plans status reports every 2.5 years, in accordance with State
Redevelopment Law. (MPSP)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 2.6.2; LU
2.8.1; LU 2.8.2
. Responsible Department: JPA Partners
Coordinator
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Land Use and Urban Design

LAND USE AND URBAN DESIGN
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
2010 2015 2030 GOING

9. The City shall work with the Sacramento Housing and
Redevelopment Agency to review and update the
Consolidated Plan every five years. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 2.6.2; LU
2.8.1; LU 2.8.2
. Responsible Department: JPA Partners
Coordinator
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

10. The City shall work with the Sacramento Housing and
Redevelopment Agency to prepare and submit an annual
report to the City Council that evaluates implementation of

the Consolidated Plan. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 2.6.2; LU
2.8.1; LU 2.8.2
. Responsible Department: JPA Partners
Coordinator
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

11. The City shall provide ongoing training to staff and their
respective commissions to implement the General Plan.

12. The City shall prepare and adopt Citywide Design Guidelines
or Comprehensive Design Guidelines that identify the City’s

expectations for planning, designing, and reviewing

development proposals. (RDR/MPSP)

" Implements Which Policy(ies):
2.7.2

. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s):
Police, Fire

LU 27.1; LU

Development,

13. The City shall develop and implement an education program
to inform the development community and other community
groups about the new land use and urban form guidelines and

standards and policies of the General Plan. (PI)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 2.7.1; LU
2.7.2
. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s):

Development

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Land Use and Urban Design

LAND USE AND URBAN DESIGN 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

14. The City shall conduct a feasibility study to evaluate the
development and implementation of citywide urban design
review. (PSR)

|
= Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 272
= Responsible Department: Planning
= Supporting Department(s): Development
15. The City shall prepare and adopt Central City Urban Design
Guidelines. (MPSP)
. Implements What Policy(ies): LU 2.7.1; LU -
2.7.2; LU 5.6.1; LU5.6.3; LU5.6.4
. Responsible Department: Planning
n Supporting Department(s): Development,
Police, Fire
16. The City shall review and update the Central City Urban
Design Guidelines every 5 years. (MPSP)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 2.7.1; LU n n
2.7.2; LU 5.6.1; LU5.6.3; LU5.6.4
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development,
Police, Fire
17. The City shall work with the City of West Sacramento to
update and adopt the 2003 Sacramento Riverfront Master
Plan. (MPSP) m
= Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 2.2.3
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development
18. The City shall work with the City of West Sacramento to
review and update the Sacramento Riverfront Master Plan
every five years. (MPSP) m m
- Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 223
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development
19. The City shall prepare and adopt guidelines for the conversion
of nonresidential uses to residential uses. (RDR/MPSP)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 2.6.5; LU u
2.6.6; LU 6.1.7
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PART 4, Administration and Implementation
Land Use and Urban Design

LAND USE AND URBAN DESIGN 2008- 2011- 2016- ON-

ANNUAL
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

20. The City shall work with Sacramento State University to
establish a committee that includes City staff, University staff,
and community members to plan development around the

Sacramento State University campus. (IGC/PI) -
. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 8.1.11
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Neighborhood
Services

21. The City shall work with local hospitals to conduct a study to
identify possible locations for a new hospital north of the
American River. (PSK)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): LU 8.1.2; LU .
11.1.11

. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s): Economic
Development

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Economic Development

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES 2008-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010

2011~ 2016- ON-
2015 2030 ANNUAL o oNG

1. The City shall report annually to the City Council on the
status of the Preservation Office, Commission, and
programs. (PSKR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): = HCR 1.1.1;
HCR 1.1.2

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): N/A

2. The City shall review the established criteria and
standards for research, survey, assessment, inventory,
designation, alterations, additions, rehabilitation,
reconstruction, restoration, and preservation of historic
and cultural resources to ensure that they remain
consistent with Federal and State standards and criteria.

(RDR)
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  HCR 1.2.2

. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

3. The City shall expand and update the existing context
statement for Sacramento as necessary to include more
recent history of the Sacramento area in order to

maintain a basis for evaluating the significance of a .
resource. (MPSP)

" Implements Which Policy(ies): = HCR 1.2.9;
HCR 1.2.10, HCR 1.2.11

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): N/A

4. The City shall maintain provisions in the City Code for a
preservation program consistent with the Federal and
State Certified Local Government requirements.

(RDR/S0)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): @~ HCR 1.1.1
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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Economic Development

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

5. The City shall review and evaluate proposed
preservation projects and development projects
involving Landmark parcels and parcels within Historic

Districts based on adopted criteria and standards.(RDR) n
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  HCR 1.2.8;
HCR 1.2.9; HCR 1.2.10; HCR 1.2.11; HCR 1.2.12
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

6. The City shall coordinate with SHRA, other City
departments, and the State Office of Historic
Preservation to ensure that Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act review and compliance
activities are carried out appropriately.

(RDR/IGC/RDR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): HCR 1.2.2
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

7. The City shall review its code enforcement and housing
and dangerous buildings programs and procedures for
consistency with the Historic and Cultural Resources
Element and Preservation Ordinance and adopt and
utilize appropriate procedures and sanctions for non- [ [

compliance. (RDR)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): @~ HCR 1.2.2

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): Code
Enforcement

8. The City shall review the established minimum
maintenance program and standards for historic
properties and identify other options and programs to
provide for maintenance and upkeep of historic

properties and resources. (RDR/PI)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): = HCR 1.2.6

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): Code
Enforcement

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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Economic Development

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

9. The City shall develop a process and schedule for
updating and completing existing surveys and
undertaking surveys in areas previously not surveyed to
ensure that a city-wide survey program is established and n n
implemented by 2030. (PSK)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): = HCR 1.2.1
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

10. The City shall designate additional Landmarks and
Historic Districts based upon the findings of additional

survey efforts. (PSR) n
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = HCR 1.2.1

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): N/A

11. The City shall conduct a study to assess the need for
Historic Preservation Overlay Zones and other
mechanisms to increase protections for historic

resources, and review and revise, as needed, the Zoning ]
Otrdinance. (PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): @~ HCR 1.2.1
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

12. The City shall review its Listed Structure Plan for larger
commercial structures and other resources not covered
in the Preservation Development Standards for
Residential and Neighborhood Commercial Properties. n n

(RDR/IGC/JP)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): =~ HCR 1.2.5
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Economic Development

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES 2008- 2011- 2016-

IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 NNUAL

ON-
GOING

13. The City shall continue to incorporate information on
historic resources into its Geographic Information
System (GIS), Automated Permit System (APS), and
web site, support televised efforts, and make copies of
the above available to interested parties, as well as make
copies of the following informational
brochures/booklets:

e How to Nominate a Property to the Sacramento
Register

e C(City’s application review process

e C(California Historical Building Code

e Loan or grant programs, if any

e Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties, and other
applicable Secretary of the Interior standards

e Sacramento Register

e Preservation Development Standards

e Displays of historic/archaeological artifacts.

e C(alifornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
relative to historic and cultural resources

e Preservation incentive programs (50O, PI)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): @~ HCR 1.3.1
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

14. The City shall amend the Preservation Ordinance
(Chapter 7.134 of the City Code) to require
discoveryprocedures for archaeological resources found
during excavation or construction. These procedures
shall include: cessation of all construction operations
until a qualified professional can examine the find and
provide an evaluation; the hire of a qualified
professional by the project proponent to identify and
evaluate the resource(s) by intensive field survey; and
compliance with recommendations to address any
significant adverse effects where determined by the City

to be feasible. (RDR)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): = HCR 1.2.13
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;

PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Economic Development

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016- ON-
2010 2015 2030 ANNUAL  OING

15.'The City shall explore public/private partnerships in its

preservation program efforts, including partnerships

with business and education interests, and expansion of

shared missions with Sacramento Heritage, Inc.

AGC/]P)

Implements Which Policy(ies): =~ HCR 1.3.3

Responsible Department: Development

Supporting Department(s): Economic
Development; Convention, Culture, and Leisure

16. The City shall provide for the continued training of
City staff and Commission members in historic
preservation standards and procedures, historic and
cultural resource protection, and the use of the State
Historical Building Code, and include staff from
multiple departments and divisions to coordinate
efforts. (IGC/JP)

Implements Which Policy(ies): @~ HCR 1.3.3
Responsible Department: Development
Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Economic Development

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

1. The City shall develop an aggressive marketing campaign that
promotes the City’s assets and strengths to prospective
businesses and employees looking to move to the region.

(MPSP) -

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 1.1.1; ED
2.12;ED 2.14

. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.

. Supporting Department(s): N/A

2. The City shall review and update the Economic Development
Strategy every 5 years. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): ED 1.1.2
. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.
" Supporting Department(s): N/A

3. The City shall submit an annual report to the City Council that
evaluates implementation of the Economic Development

Strategy. (PI) -
= Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 1.1.2

. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.

" Supporting Department(s): N/A

4. The City shall work with government, businesses, and higher
education industries to establish targeted marketing programs
(e.g., “Campus Sacramento Initiative”) to assimilate current
students and new college graduates into the city’s and region’s

workforce. (MPSP) ]
= Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 2.1.1; ED
2.1.3
. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.
" Supporting Department(s): N/A

5. The City shall survey existing businesses and targeted growth
industries to identify workforce skill needs and use this
information to recruit technical institutions with specialized

training programs that focus on these needs. (MPSP/PSR) u
= Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 2.1.2

. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.

. Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Economic Development

ECcONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016-
2010 2015 2030

ANNUAL
GOING

6. The City shall expand and market the “Shovel Ready
Program” citywide and create a certification process for
“shovel ready” sites. “Shovel Ready” sites are those where the
necessary infrastructure and major entitlements are in place to
facilitate development. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 3.1.1; ED
317, ED 3.1.8

. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.

. Supporting Department(s): Planning,
Development

7. In conjunction with the preparation of opportunity area urban
form concepts, the City shall develop specific economic
development strategies for targeted opportunity areas. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 3.1.2
. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

8. The City shall conduct a study to identify and establish one or
more of the city’s opportunity areas as a manufacturing district

and develop a marketing program to attract firms to these

districts. (MPSP/PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 3.1.2; ED
3.13

. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

9. The City shall work with SACTO and other local economic
development organizations to develop an “economic
intelligence” database of market and industry knowledge about
companies the City desires to recruit and locate within the City

limits and the region. (PSR/IGC/]P)

= Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 3.1.5
. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.
" Supporting Department(s): N/A

10. The City shall conduct a study to identify cutting edge
technology businesses (e.g., green technology and research and
development) that Sacramento has a competitive advantage in
attracting and develop a targeted strategy to attract firms in
those industries. (MPSP/PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 3.1.5
. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Economic Development

ECcONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
2010 2015 2030 GOING

11. The City shall conduct a study to identify and establish one of
the city’s opportunity areas as a center for cutting-edge

technology businesses and develop a marketing program to
attract firms to that area. (MPSP/PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 3.1.2; ED
315 ED1.14

. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.

. Supporting Department(s): Planning

12. The City shall develop a “business leads action process” (i.e.,
materials and processes that respond to business leads) that
assures quick and complete responsiveness to business

opportunities. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ED 4.1.2
. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.
n Supporting Department(s): Development

13. The City shall conduct customer service rating surveys to elicit
feedback from businesses in the City on its service and adjust

its customer service policies and procedures to provide the
best possible service. (PSR/PI)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): ED 4.1.2

. Responsible Department: Economic Dev.

. Supporting Department(s): Planning;
Development

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 4, Administration and Implementation

MOBILITY IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

Mobility

MOBILITY
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2011- 2016-
2015 2030

ON-

ANNUAL
GOING

1. The City shall prepare and adopt multi-modal design
standards that include all modes and vary the standards by
facility type to imply a preference to selected modes based on
the context. (RDK)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): M 1.2.1; M
122, M219;M4.21,M423,M4.24,M5.1.2, M
5.1.6

. Responsible Department: Transportation

. Supporting Department(s): Planning

2. The City shall update its Traffic Impact Analysis guidelines to
reflect the Level of Service (LOS) policies standards in the
General Plan. (RDR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 1.2.2
. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

3. The City shall expand the City’s existing wayfinding programs
by improving signage and exploring media options for
alternative modes. (MPSP/PSR/PI)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 1.2.3
. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

4. The City shall conduct a study to identify major bartiers to
connectivity,including rivers, and the appropriate means and
locations to overcome those barriers, including potential river

crossings. (PSR)

" Implements Which Policy(ies):M 1.3.3
. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

5. The City shall develop and adopt multi-modal circulation
plans for all light rail and bus transfer station areas within the
city. (MPSP)

= Implements Which Policy(ies):M 1.3.4; M 3.1.5

. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Mobility

MOBILITY
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016- ON-
2010 2015 2030 ANNUAL NG

6. The City shall update and enhance its Transportation System
Management program consistent with the policies of the

General Plan. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 1.4.1 — M 1.4.4
. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

7. The City shall continue to maintain an ordinance to minimize
the impacts of truck traffic, deliveries, and staging in
residential and mixed use areas to limit the activities and
times during which these activities occur to limit conflicts and
ensure the least amount of impact on residential areas. (RDR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 1.4.4; M 7.1.7
. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

8. The City shall conduct a study to identify economic incentives
for private transportation partners seeking to enhance
mobility in the Central City, centers, corridors, employment
centers, and other high intensity districts in the city. (PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 1.5.3; M 3.3.1,

M332,M33.3

Responsible Department: Transportation

. Supporting Department(s): Planning,
Economic Dev.

9. The city shall conduct a study to identify appropriate routes
for Neighborhood Electric Vehicles (NEVs) within the City,
to identify and fill gaps between routes to allow NEV access
throughout the Central City and between urban centers and

corridors, and to develop appropriate markings for NEV
routes. (PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 1.5.4
. Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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MOBILITY
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016- ON-
2010 2015 2030 ANNUAL NG

10. The City shall review and update its Pedestrian Master Plan
every 10 years. (MPSP)

Implements Which Policy(ies):M 2.1.1; M 2.1.2;
M21.3; M2.1.8;M4.2.2

Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): N/A

11. The City shall submit a bi-annual report to the City Council

that evaluates implementation of the Pedestrian Master Plan.

(PSR)

Implements Which Policy(ies): M 2.1.1, M 2.1.2,
M21.8;M4.2.2

Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): N/A

12. The City shall work with walking advocates, such as
WalkSacramento, to develop a comprehensive educational
and promotional package for pedestrians (JP/ PI).

Implements Which Policy(ies):M 2.1.7
Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): N/A

13. The City shall prepare an annual report to the City Council
that summarizes traffic collision data at the top collision
locations for automobiles, bicycles, and pedestrians, and
recommend countermeasures where needed. (PSR)

Implements Which Policy(ies):M 2.1.9; M 4.3.2;
M5.14

Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): Police

14. The City shall review and update its Bikeway Master Plan
every 3 years. (MPSP)

Implements Which Policy(ies):M 2.1.10; M 5.1.1;
M512;M5.1.5

Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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15. The City shall submit a bi-annual report to the City Council
that evaluates implementation of the Bikeway Master Plan.

(PSR)

Implements Which Policy(ies): M 2.1.10; M
51.1;,M5.15

Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): N/A

16. The City shall conduct a study to identify gaps in transit
service provided within the city and strategies to fill them to
maximize transit mode share for destinations in the Central
City, corridors, centers, and other locations as deemed u
appropriate. (PSR)

Implements Which Policy(ies):M 3.1.1
Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): Planning

17. The City shall prepare and adopt a city-wide transportation
development impact fee program to support the
development of all travel modes needed for new -
development. (FB)

Implements Which Policy(ies):M 3.1.15
Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): Planning

18. The City shall conduct a study to analyze bike and pedestrian
facilities on existing bridges to identify deficiencies and
feasible improvements. (PSR) n

Implements Which Policy(ies):M 4.2.4
Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): N/A

19. The City shall conduct a study of the existing street network
to identify streets that can be more complete based upon
adopted design standards and the policies in the General -
Plan. (PSK)

Implements Which Policy(ies):M 4.2.5, M 4.2.6
Responsible Department: Transportation
Supporting Department(s): Planning

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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20. The City shall conduct a study to identify underused rights-
of-way, such as street lanes, drainage canals, and railroad
corridors, to convert to bikeways and/or pedestrianways.
(PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 5.1.8

. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

21. The City shall develop and adopt an ordinance for bicycle
support facilities (e.g., bicycle racks, personal lockers,
showers, and other bicycle support facilities) (RDR) m

. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 5.1.10

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): Planning;
Transportation

22. The City shall conduct a study of current parking

requirements in the Central City and Urban Centers to

evaluate dedicated parking spaces for car-sharing purposes

and incentives (e.g., receive credit for meeting the “parking

minimum” zoning requirements). (PSR) u

. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 6.1.1; M 6.1.2;
Mo6.1.4

. Responsible Department: Transportation

. Supporting Department(s): Planning;
Development

23. The City shall update the City’s official truck routes
designation. (RDR)
. Implements Which Policy(ies):M 7.1.6

. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

24. The City shall review and update its Helicopter Ordinance to
provide for business and emergency needs. (RDK)

= Implements Which Policy(ies):M 8.1.3

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): Planning;
Transportation; Police; Fire

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08 DRAFT Page 28

33



CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Mobility
MOBILITY 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING
25. The City shall prepare and adopt a city-wide transportation

development impact fee program to support the
development of all travel modes needed for new -
development. (FB)
* Implements Which Policy(ies):M 9.1.1, M 9.1.2
= Responsible Department: Transportation
* Supporting Department(s): N/A
RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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UTILITIES IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

Utilities

UTILITIES
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
2010 2015 2030 GOING

1. The City shall prepare and adopt level of service (LOS)
standards for each City-provided utility (i.e., water, wastewater,
stormwater drainage, and solid waste). (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 1.1.2
. Responsible Department: Utilities
. Supporting Department(s): Development

2. The City shall develop an asset management program for the
maintenance of infrastructure facilities. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 1.1.3;1.1.12

. Responsible Department: Ultilities

. Supporting Department(s): General
Services

3. In conjunction with the LAFCO Municipal Service Review, the
City shall conduct a study of wastewater, storm drainage, solid
waste, and dry utility service districts to determine where
districts might be annexed or consolidated to increase efficiency

and the quality of service and delivery. (PSKR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 1.1.4
. Responsible Department: Utilities
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

4. The City shall update existing and develop new fee programs to
ensure adequate funding is available to provide infrastructure
improvements for new development. (FB)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 1.1.7
. Responsible Department: Utilities
n Supporting Department(s): N/A

5. The City shall prepare and adopt standards for the development
of joint use facilities (e.g., schools/patks/drainage detention).
(RDR)

n Implements Which Policy(ies): U 1.1.9

. Responsible Department: Utilities

. Supporting Department(s): Parks and
Recreation; General Services; Planning; Police; Fire;
Development

6.The City shall review and update its Water Distribution System
Master Plan every 5 years. (MPSP)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): U 2.1.5
. Responsible Department: Utilities
» Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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7.The City shall continue to produce and distribute an annual
Operational Statistics Report which includes a section for water
distribution, wastewater collection, storm drainage collection,
and solid waste collection. (PI) -

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 2.1.4;U
2.1.6;U3.1.1; U411, U4.1.2; U 5.1.4;

. Responsible Department: Ultilities

. Supporting Department(s): N/A

8.The City shall develop and enforce a Water Conservation Plan
that increases water use efficiency throughout the city.
(MPSP/RDR)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 2.1.5; U 2.1.9
. Responsible Department: Utilities

n Supporting Department(s): Parks and
Recreation; Development; General Services

9.The City shall continue to produce and distribute an annual
Water Quality Consumer Confidence Reportt to verify that water
quality standards are being met. (PI) -

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 2.1.6
. Responsible Department: Utilities
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

10.The City shall update its Emergency Operations Center
procedures to include procedures for providing potable water
supplies during emergencies. (PI) -

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 2.1.7
. Responsible Department: Emergency Services
" Supporting Department(s): Utilities

11. The City shall review and update its Wastewater Master
Planning Program every 5 years. (MPSP)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): U 3.1.1;3.1.2
. Responsible Department: Utilities
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

12.The City shall prepare and adopt design standards that reduce
infiltration into new City-maintained sewer pipes. (RDR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 3.1.3
. Responsible Department: Utilities
» Supporting Department(s): N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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UTILITIES
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008-
2010

2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
2015 2030 GOING

13.The City shall review and update its Stormwater Drainage
Master Planning Program every 5 years. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 4.1.1; U 4.1.2
. Responsible Department: Utilities
. Supporting Department(s):N/A

14. The City shall review and update its Solid Waste Master Plan
every 5 years. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 5.1.1
. Responsible Department: Ultilities
. Supporting Department(s):N/A

15. The City shall prepare and adopt an ordinance to require
recycling and reuse of construction wastes, including recycling
materials generated by the demolition and remodeling of

buildings. (RDR)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 5.1.8; U
5.1.9;U5.1.10; U 5.1.11; 5.1.13
. Responsible Department: Utilities
. Supporting Department(s): Development

16.The City shall prepare a plan to achieve energy efficiency
targets. (RDR)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): U 6.1.1; U
6.1.2;U6.1.3,U 6.1.4,
. Responsible Department: General Services

. Supporting Department(s): Development; Planning;
Utlities

17.The City shall prepare,adopt, and implement energy efficiency
standards for rental properties. (RDR)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): U 6.1.11
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): Code Enforcement

18.The City shall develop a public information program to
promote sustainable development and resource conservation.

D

= Implements Which Policy(ies): U 6.1.12
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development, Utilities?

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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19. The City shall annually review and modify building codes and
development standards to facilitate the inclusion of evolving
state-of-the-art telecommunication technologies and facilities.
(RDR) _
. Implements Which Policy(ies): U7.13;U0
714, U715 U071.6;U07.1.7
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s):Information
Technology
RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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EDUCATION, RECREATION, AND CULTURE IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

EDUCATION, RECREATION, AND CULTURE 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

The City shall create a process to explore opportunities with
higher education institutions to encourage the development, joint
development, expansion, and upgrade of higher education
facilities; strengthen links with local K-12 school districts; and

explore the possibility of a multi-university campus. (IGC) [ |
. Implements Which Policy(ies): @~ ERC 1.1.5 -
ERC1.1.8
. Responsible Department: Economic
Development
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

1. The City shall review and update its Parks and Recreation
Master Plan to coincide with updates of the General Plan.

(MPSP) [ [ |
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = ERC 2.2.1

. Responsible Department: Parks and Recreation

. Supporting Department(s): N/A

2. The City shall develop standards for location, design, and
programming of parks and recreational facilities in urban infill

areas. (PSR) [ |
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = ERC
2.2.4Responsible Department: Parks and Recreation
. Supporting Department(s): N/A

3. The City shall establish standards to provide cultural heritage
gardens and teen centers in the Parks and Recreation Master

Plan. (MPSP)

|

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ERC
2.2.5Responsible Department: Parks and Recreation

. Supporting Department(s): Office of Youth
Development

4. The City shall plan for, design, and develop parks and facilities
for youth between the ages of 10-18. (RDR/MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ERC 2.2.15 u

. Responsible Department: Parks and Recreation

. Supporting Department(s): Office of Youth
Development

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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EDUCATION, RECREATION, AND CULTURE
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016- ON-

2010 2015 2030 ANNUAL oG

5. The City shall review and amend, as needed, the City’s Quimby

Otrdinance and Park Development Impact Fee Ordinances to
ensure that fee schedules keep pace with actual costs to acquire
and develop patks/open space citywide. (FB)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): = ERC 2.5.1

. Responsible Department: Parks and Recreation

. Supporting Department(s): Development
Services

6. The City shall complete a study to identify potential new

funding mechanisms to supplement existing ones for: 1)
acquisition and development of regional parks, parkways,
recreation trails, and open space; 2) provision of equal Service
Levels to underserved areas; 3) 100% ongoing maintenance; 4)
recreation and community facilities; and, 5) capital
infrastructure repait/replacement. (FB)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): = ERC 2.5.1

. Responsible Department: Parks and Recreation

. Supporting Department(s): Planning,
Finance

7. The City shall work with the Sacramento Library Authority to

review and update the Library Master Plan every five years.
(MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): = ERC 3.1.1

. Responsible Department: Sacramento Public
Library

. Supporting Department(s):
Finance

Planning,

8. The City shall work with the Sacramento Library Authority
to prepare an annual report on the Library Master Plan.
(PSR

" Implements Which Policy(ies):

. Responsible Department:
Library

. Supporting Department(s):

ERC 3.1.1
Sacramento Public

Planning

. . The City shall study appropriate funding mechanisms to
provide adequate library services. (IGC/FB)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): = ERC 3.1.9 |
. Responsible Department: Sacramento Public

Library
. Supporting Department(s): Finance

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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EDUCATION, RECREATION, AND CULTURE

IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

10. . The City shall conduct a study on the feasibility of expanding

the Sacramento Convention Center. (IGC)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):

and Leisure

Supporting Department(s):

ERC 4.1.5

Responsible Department: Convention, Culture,

Finance

11. The City shall conduct a study to identify alternative locations

for the Sacramento Zoo to facilitate its expansion. (PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):

n
and Leisure

Supporting Department(s):
Recreation, Planning

ERC5.1.2

Responsible Department: Convention, Culture,

Parks and

12. The City shall review and update its Historic Cemetery Master

Plan every five years. (MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):

n
and Leisure

Supporting Department(s):

ERC5.14

Responsible Department: Convention, Culture,

N/A

02/15/08

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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Public Health and Safety

PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING
1. The City shall review and update its Police Master Plan every
five years. (MPSP) - - -
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 1.1.1
. Responsible Department: Police
. Supporting Department(s): N/A
2. The City shall submit an annual report to the City Council that
evaluates implementation of its Police Master Plan. (PSR)
|
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 1.1.1
. Responsible Department: Police
. Supporting Department(s): N/A
3. The City shall prepare and implement a plan to address any
delays in police fire response times due to changes in traffic
levels of service. (MPSP)
|
= Implements Which Policy(ies):  PHS 1.1.2
. Responsible Department: Police
. Supporting Department(s): Fire;
Transportation
4. The City shall develop and implement a public education
program regarding crime prevention measures and support
community programs, activities, and strategies aimed at
preventing crime including youth gang actvites. (IGC/JP/PI) =
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  PHS 1.1.10
. Responsible Department: Police
n Supporting Department(s):N/A
5. The City shall review and update its Fire Department Master
Plan every five years. (MPSP)
| | |
= Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 2.1.1
. Responsible Department: Fire
. Supporting Department(s): N/A
6. The City shall submit an annual report to the City Council that
evaluates implementation of its Fire Department Master Plan.
(PSR) n
= Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 2.1.1
. Responsible Department: Fire
. Supporting Department(s): N/A
RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING
7. The City shall prepare and implement a plan to address any
delays in fire response times due to changes in traffic levels of
service. (MPSP)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 2.1.2
. Responsible Department: Fire m
. Supporting Department(s): Police;
Transportation
8. The City shall adopt official fire service level standards to
provide adequate fire protection and emergency medical
services. (MPSP/SO) -
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 2.1.3
. Responsible Department: Fire
. Supporting Department(s): N/A
9. The City shall review the call volumes of fire companies
annually to evaluate the need for additional response units.
(MPSP/SO/FB) [
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  PHS 2.1.4
. Responsible Department: Fire
. Supporting Department(s): N/A
10. The City shall identify and designate transportation corridors
for preemptive traffic signals. (§O)
|
= Implements Which Policy(ies):  PHS 2.1.10
. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): Police; Fire
11. The City shall prepare and adopt a fire protection
development impact fee program to support the fire
protection services needed for new development. (RDR/FB) -
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  PHS 2.1.12
. Responsible Department: Fire
. Supporting Department(s): Development
12. The City shall develop and implement a community program
for educating city residents in fire prevention and emergency
preparedness. (PI)
|

= Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 2.2.1

. Responsible Department: Fire

. Supporting Department(s): Neighborhood
Services

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING
13. The City shall develop and maintain a list of older buildings
that may be considered fire hazards, and which were
constructed prior to requirements for fire-resistant
construction materials, internal sprinklers, and other fire safety
systems. (PSR) .
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 2.2.3
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): Fire, Code
Enforcement
14. The City shall work with stakeholders to explore possible
development and adoption of a Residential Sprinkler System
Otdinance that requires sprinkler systems to be installed in all
new residential construction. (PSR) )
n Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 2.2.3
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): Fire
15. The City shall enforce code requirements and inspect
occupancies requiring a fire code operational use permit and
occupancies mandated for inspection by the California Health
and Safety Code. (MPSP) -
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 2.2.5
. Responsible Department: Fire
. Supporting Department(s): Development;
Code Enforcement
16.The City shall inspect buildings (e.g., apartments, businesses,
assemblies, schools, hotels/motels) not under authority of the
Office of the State Fire Marshall. (MPSP)
|
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 2.2.5
. Responsible Department: Fire
. Supporting Department(s): Development;
Code Enforcement
17.The City shall maintain and update a list of hazardous sites,
buildings, and uses in the city. (RDR)
= Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 3.1.1 =
. Responsible Department: Fire
. Supporting Department(s): Code
Enforcement

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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18. The City shall review and update its Multi Hazard Emergency
Plan every five years. (MPSP)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 4.1.1 u u u
. Responsible Department: Emergency Services
. Supporting Department(s): Police; Fire;
Transportation
19. The City shall conduct annual emergency response training for
City staff. (§O)
|
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  PHS 4.1.3
. Responsible Department: Emergency Services
. Supporting Department(s): All
20. The City shall develop and implement a program for training
city residents in emergency response and disaster
preparedness. (PI) -
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  PHS 4.1.5
. Responsible Department: Emergency Services
- Supporting Department(s): Police; Fire
21. The City shall work with Sacramento County to develop and
maintain a database of health and human service facilities
within the city and Sacramento County. (RDR/IGC) -
" Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 5.1.1
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s):N/A
22.The City shall continue to work with Sacramento County and
the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency (SHRA)
to end chronic homelessness through strategies found in the
City/County Ten-Year Plan to End Chronic Homelessness -
(2006-2016). (IGC/]P)
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  PHS 5.1.4
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Development
23. The City shall review and update its Code Enforcement
Master Plan every five years. (MPSP)
| | |
. Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 6.1.1
. Responsible Department: Code Enforcement
» Supporting Department(s):N/A

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;

JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016-

24. The City shall submit an annual report to the City Council that
evaluates implementation of its Code Enforcement Master
Plan. (PSK)

Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 6.1.1
Responsible Department: Code Enforcement
Supporting Department(s):N/A

25. The City shall adopt code enforcement service level standards
to provide adequate code compliance services to City residents.

(MPSP)

Implements Which Policy(ies): = PHS 6.1.2
Responsible Department: Code Enforcement
Supporting Department(s):N/A

26. The City shall work with stakeholders and property owners to
develop programs to identify focus areas throughout the city
that need a comprehensive approach to code compliance.
(MPSP/RDR)

Implements Which Policy(ies):
6.1.4
Responsible Department: Code Enforcement

Supporting Department(s): Planning,
Neighborhood Setvices

PHS 6.1.3; PHS

27. The City shall develop and periodically update a
comprehensive survey of older buildings and places of public
assembly within the City, and recommend realistic measures to
rehabilitate or remove those structures determined to be
structurally unsafe. (PSR)

Implements Which Policy(ies):
6.1.4; PHS 6.1.7

Responsible Department: Code Enforcement
Supporting Department(s): Development, Fire

PHS 6.1.8; PHS

28. The City shall work with stakeholders and property owners to
develop and adopt a Proactive Code Enforcement ordinance
that requires systematic inspection of all residential rental
properties in the city. (§SO/RDR)

Implements Which Policy(ies):  PHS 6.1.9
Responsible Department: Code Enforcement

Supporting Department(s):Neighborhood Services,
Development

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

1. The City shall review and update its stormwater quality design
standards every five years to ensure effective Best Management

Practices for stormwater discharges.(MPSP) [
. Implements Which Policy(ies): ER1.1.3
. Responsible Department: Ultilities
. Supporting Department(s): Development

2. The City shall review and amend, as necessary, the subdivision,
grading, and other ordinances of the Sacramento City Code to

ensure that biological resources are protected in accordance
with General Plan policies. (RDR)

|
. Implements Which Policy(ies): ER 2.1.2-ER
2.1.10
. Responsible Department:  Development
. Supporting Department(s): Planning
3. The City shall review and update its Urban Forest Management
Plan every five years. (MPSP)
. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ER 3.1.1 n
. Responsible Department: DOT- Urban
ForestrySupporting Department(s): Planning;
Development; Transportation
4. The City shall continue to work with local and regional tree
experts to review and update every five years a list of preferred
tree species that are adapted to Sacramento’s climate and
cultural conditions. (PSR) -
" Implements Which Policy(ies):  ER 3.1.2
. Responsible Department: DOT- Urban Forestry
. Supporting Department(s): Planning;
Development; Transportation
5. The City shall prepare and continually update an inventory of
trees within the city. (PSR)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): ER 3.1.2 ER
3.13 u u
. Responsible Department: Parks & Recreation
. Supporting Department(s): Planning;

Development; Transportation

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08 DRAFT Page 42
47



CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 4, Administration and Implementation

Environmental Resources
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2010 2015 2030 ANNUAL oG

6. The City shall prepare and adopt an ordinance to require tree
replacements or suitable mitigation for loss of heritage trees.

(RDR/MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ER 3.1.3

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): Planning;
DOT- Urban Forestry

7. The City shall establish in the Parks Master Plan a process for
promoting opportunities to include community gardens and
standards for new growth and infill development. (RDR/PI)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ER 4.1.2
. Responsible Department: Parks & Recreation
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

8. The City shall establish a process to require the completion of
an Air Quality Management Plan for proposed development
projects that would result in substantial air quality impacts
exceeding the SMAQMD ROG and NOx operational
threshold. The Plan shall outline how a project will incorporate
design or operational features that reduce emissions by 15
percent from the level that would be produced by an
unmitigated project. (RDR)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): ER 6.1.2
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

9. The City shall work with the SMAQMD and California Air
Resoutces Board to develop and annually update the City’s
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory. (PSR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):
6.1.4

. Responsible Department: General Services

. Supporting Department(s): Development,
Transportation, Planning

ER 6.1.3, ER

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08 DRAFT

Page 43

48



CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 4, Administration and Implementation
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ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008-
2010

2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
2015 2030 GOING

10.The City shall develop and adopt a Climate Action Plan that
provides a strategy for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and
distributing information to the public on how to improve air
quality. The City shall work with SMAQMD, CARB, and other
appropriate agencies to annually update the Plan. (PSK)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ER 6.1.3, ER
6.1.4,ER 6.1.5, ER 6.1.18

. Responsible Department:  General Services

. Supporting Department(s): Planning,
Development

11. The City shall establish a process to insure that new
development with sensitive uses within 500 feet of a major
roadway be designed with consideration of site and building
orientation, vegetative screening, and appropriate technology
for improved air flow, ventilation, and filtration to reduce
potential health risk due to the project’s proximity to the

roadway. (RDK)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  ER 6.1.9
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

12.The City shall explore ways to enforce existing ordinance which
limits idling of diesel vehicles used in construction projects

. Implements Which Policy(ies): ER 6.1.11
. Responsible Department: Development
- Supporting Department(s): N/A

13.The City shall develop a public information program and
explore providing incentives to encourage employees to use
alternative modes of transportation (e.g. public transit, carpool,
walking, biking) to get to work. (PI)

= Implements Which Policy(ies):  ER 6.1.15
. Responsible Department: Transportation
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

15. The City shall explore the development of new processes to
improve monitoring and enforcement of all CEQA mitigatin
measures, including air quality measures.

= Implements Which Policy(ies):
. Responsible Department:
. Supporting Department(s):

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016- ON-

2010 2015 2030 ANNUAL oG

18.The City shall develop a plan which identifies scenic resources
and views to be protected, and establish standards for

development location and design to protect these resources.
(RDR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): ER 7.1.1
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

19.The City shall develop and adopt an ordinance to require new
development be designed to reduce visual prominence through
methods such as sensitive site design and building orientation,
breaking up massing, hiding parking areas from view,
landscaping that screens or softens the view of development,
and limiting the impacts of new roadways and grading on
natural settings. (RDR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): @ ER7.1.4
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

20. The City shall develop and adopt an ordinance to require
light for development to be directed downward to control on-
site lighting spill-over onto adjacent properties and reduce
vertical glare. (RDR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): @ ER 7.1.5
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

21.The City shall develop and adopt an ordinance to prohibit new
development from: 1) using reflective glass that exceeds 50
percent of any building surface and on the bottom three floors;
2) using mirrored glass; 3) using black glass that exceeds 25
percent of any surface of a building; 4) using metal building
materials that exceed 50 percent of any street-facing surface of
a primarily residential building; and 5) using exposed concrete
that exceeds 50 percent of any building. (RDR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): ER 7.1.6
. Responsible Department: Development
. Supporting Department(s): Planning

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS 2008- 2011- 2016-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030

ON-
ANNUAL
GOING

1. The City shall review and update its seismic and geologic safety
standards when there are updates to he Uniform Building Code
and California Building Code to ensure consistency with these
codes and best management practices. (RDR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): EC1.1.1

. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): Code
Enforcement; Planning

2. The City shall conduct a study to identify and prepare a
database of all existing critical facilities (e.g., hospitals, schools,
police stations, and fire stations) that do not meet current
building code standards and are within areas susceptible to
seismic or geologic hazards. The City shall then coordinate
with other organizations and agencies (e.g., hospitals, schools) | |
to identify a strategy to upgrade, retrofit, and/or relocate those
City facilities identified. (RDR/SO/IGC)
. Implements Which Policy(ies): EC1.1.3
. Responsible Department: Development

. Supporting Department(s): Code
Enforcement; Planning; Police; Fire; General Services

3. The City shall update the General Plan for consistency with the
Central Valley Flood Protection Plan, which is required to be
adopted by 2012, in conformance with SB 5 (chaptered
December 2007). -

= Implements Which Policy(ies): EC2.13,EC
2.15

. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s): Utilities

4. The City shall update the General Plan for consistency with AB
162 (chaptered December 2007) (Government Code 65302)
related to flooding.

= Implements Which Policy(ies): EC 2.1.3, EC
2.15

. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s): Utilities

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;

JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
2010 2015 2030 GOING

5. The City shall explore amending the Zoning Ordinance to be
consistent with the recommendations of the Sacramento River
Corridor Floodway Management Plan. (RDR/MPSP)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): EC2.1.7

. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s): Development,
Utilities

6. The City shall develop and adopt an ordinance to require new
development adjacent to a levee to dedicate the levee footprint
in fee to the appropriate public flood control agency.

(RDR/IGC)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): EC2.1.8
. Responsible Department: Development
n Supporting Department(s): Planning; Utilities

7. 'The City shall annually review and update, as necessary, the
local Comprehensive Flood Management Plan. (MPSP/IGC)

. Implements Which Policy(ies): EC 2.1.14

. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s): Transportation, Police,
Fire, Emergency Services

8. The City shall update the Comprehensive Flood Management
Plan to include current evacuation plans for a Folsom or

Nimbus dam failure. (MPSP/IGC/]P)

= Implements Which Policy(ies): EC 2.1.17
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Transportation, Police,

Fire, Emergency Services

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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COMMUNITY PLAN IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

COMMUNITY PLAN 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS 2010 2015 2030 GOING

1. The City shall conduct a study to prioritize and identify a
strategy for updating the City’s Community Plans. (PSKR)

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  CP 1.1.1 - CP n
1.1.6

. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s): All

2. 'The City shall develop and adopt a program to identify
and prioritize neighborhoods for Strategic Neighborhood
Action Plans (SNAPs) to address infrastructure and
neighborhood design issues. (MPSP)

|
n Implements Which Policy(ies):  Administrative
. Responsible Department: Planning
. Supporting Department(s): Neighborhood
Services

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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COMMUNITY PLAN 2008- 2011- 2016- ANNUAL ON-
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3. The City shall work with residents, business leaders,
educators, non-governmental /non-profit organization to
form a South Area Economic Development Advisory
Board to:

e Monitor economic conditions (e.g., retail leakage and
activity, employment, and business start-ups);

e Provide oversight and input on City economic
development efforts;

e Conduct resident, business-organization, and business
outreach and workshops;

e Coordinate joint-partnerships (e.g., medical/health-
care sector)

e Market business and investment opportunities; and

e Encourage formation of business improvement
districts.

The Economic Development Advisory Board will be staffed by
Planning and Economic Development staff and will include
community members (i.c., residents, business leaders,
educators, non-governmental/non-profit organizations).

. Implements Which Policy(ies):  SAED 1.6; ED
3.1.6

. Responsible Department: Planning

. Supporting Department(s): Economic Dev.

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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RESOLUTION NO. 2004-290

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL
ON DATE OF APR 2 0 2004

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE AIRPORT-MEADOWVIEW COMMUNITY PLAN
TO DELETE LAND USE SECTION IL.D.9 AND 1.D.11, AND
TRANSPORTATION SECTION ILA.5, AND TO ADD THE TOWN OF
FREEPORT SECTION TO THE AIRPORT-MEADOWVIEW COMMUNITY PLAN,
SECTION IV.C.9.

(M0D-047) (APN: 118-0010-027 thru 029, 119-0010-062 thru 065, 119-0030-001, 118-0030-002,
119-0030-004 thru 119-0030-007, 119-0030-010 thru 119-0030-017, 119-0030-019 thru119-0030-
025, 119-0040-001 thru 118-0040-011, 119-0040-014 thru 119-0040-18, 115-0050-001. 118-0050-
005 thru 118-0050-010, 119-0050-013 thru 119-0050-018, 119-0050-21, 119-0050-022, 119-0190-
007, 119-0190-008, 119-0190-010, 118-0190-021, 119-0190-033, 119-0190-035, 119-0190-037,
119-0190-040 thru 119-0190-42, 119-0190-047 thru 119-0190-0503}

. April 1
WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a public hearing on prit 13,2003
concerning the above plan amendment and based on documentary and oral evidence
submitted at the public hearing, the Council hereby finds:

1. The proposed plan amendment is compatible with the surrounding uses,

2. The subject area is suitable for inclusion in the Airport-Meadowview Community
Plan;

3. The proposal is consistent with the policies of the City's General Plan;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Sacramento that the
City Council of the City of Sacramento that the attached amendments, included as Exhibit 1,
be made to the Airport-Meadowview Community Plan.

A@éuﬁ

MAYOR
ATTEST: ; :
CITY CLERK MO00Q-047

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY

resoution No.__2004-230
DATE ADOPTED: APR 2 D 2004

RDR-ReguIaﬁoq & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination;
JP-Joint Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information
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TABLE 1
SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN LIVABILITY INDEX

MEMORANDUM
TO: City of Sacramento
FROM: Larry Mintier, Mintier & Associates

Trish Kelly, California Center for Regional Leadership
Ted Holzem, Mintier & Associates
Jessica Schwartz, Mintier& Associates
DATE: February 15, 2008
SUBJECT: 2030 General Plan—Livability Index & Indicators Program

CC: 2030 Sacramento Consultant Team

This memo describes the conceptual framework for creating an indicators program;
identifies potential indicators for a “Livability Index” that might be initially reported on
in the first stages of the indicators program; suggests how the Livability Index report
could be presented and disseminated; and presents a suggested protocol for how the City
can implement an ongoing indicators program.

Conceptual Framework for the Indicators Program

The purpose of an indicators program is to measure progress over time in achieving the
goals or targets of a plan or a program. The value of community-specific indicators is
that they provide balanced measurements of the key factors which contribute to sustained
community vitality and a healthy economy. They reflect the issues and values of
importance to the community, providing a “snapshot” of how the community is doing
across an integrated set of measures that together reflect the community’s vision for its
“quality of life.” They provide a valuable assessment and accountability tool for elected
officials, city administrators and staff, community leaders and residents, and can act as a
guide to mobilize action for improved community outcomes.

In the case of the Sacramento 2030 General Plan, the conceptual framework for the
indicators program is based on tracking progress toward the broad goals of the General
Plan rather than specific goals in each of the elements. The Vision and Guiding
Principles set the framework for the entire General Plan including the goals, policies,
implementation programs, and indicators. The goals and policies in the General Plan’s
elements inform actions which are carried forth through program implementation, and
ultimately measured through the indicators program. The graphic below illustrates how
the process flows.

Page 1

56



Livability Index
2030 Sacramento General Plan

Vision & Guiding
Principles

Indicators &
Monitoring

Goals & Policies

Implementation
Programs

The guiding vision of the General Plan is that Sacramento will be the most livable city
in America. The guiding principles that support the vision were developed for the
following categories: land use, urban design, housing, mobility, economic development,
public safety, environmental resources, parks and recreation, and services and facilities.
Underlying the vision, and connecting it to the policies, is a set of six themes that form
the “glue” for the 2030 General Plan:

e Making Great Places;

e Growing Smarter;

e Maintaining a Vibrant Economy;

e C(Creating a Healthy City;

e Living Lightly-Reducing Our “Carbon Footprint;” and

e Developing a Sustainable Future.

These themes are threaded throughout the goals and policies in Parts 2 and 3 of the
General Plan and form a framework for the indicators program. Just as the General Plan
policies and implementation programs align with the vision of making Sacramento the
most livable city in America, the indicator programs will measure progress towards
livability. The indicators program should also be guided by the City’s Sustainability
Master Plan, which lays out specific goals and targets for both City operations and the
overall community.
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2030 Sacramento General Plan

Development of a List of Indicators

This memo includes a draft list of prospective indicators that could constitute the baseline
for the City’s first indicators report. This list was determined through a thorough review
of criteria for selecting indicators, best practices in the field, regional and city indicator
projects in California and nationally including those with an explicit focus on
sustainability, and City and regional policy documents, plans, reports, and data sources.
This process was conducted through the lens of the conceptual framework described
above. This list is also based on a first cut assessment of data sources and potential data
availability. Through this review process an extensive set of reference resources,
including reports and online interactive projects, was prepared which provide an
additional information source to support the indicators program.

The following criteria were used to identify and review potential indicators:

e Aligns with General Plan Guiding Principles categories;

e Reflects the fundamentals of the community’s long-term well-being;
e Can be easily understood and accepted by the community;

e Provides a reliable source of objective information;

e [s available for the city and/or community plan area;

e Can be statistically measured at regular intervals over time;

e Is cost effective in data collection and reporting; and

e Indicates an output rather than an input.

The initial data collection resulted in a list of approximately 80 indicators that covered a
range of policy areas included in the General Plan. They were organized based on
General Plan elements, alignment with the Guiding Principles, and other guides such as
the Sustainability Master Plan. The initial list was further refined based on the above
criteria and feedback from the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), the General Plan
Advisory Committee (GPAC), and City staff and departments.
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Proposed Indicators Program: Sacramento’s Livability Index

Based on the review process conducted above, we recommend that the City’s baseline
indicators report includes fifteen integrative indicators that together capture the
dimensions of “livability” as expressed in the General Plan’s Vision and Guiding
Principles, goals, and policies (see Table 1).
“Livability Index” that can be used to gauge the City’s progress towards becoming the
most livable city in America. The Livability Index should be updated on an annual basis
in conjunction with an indicators report.

These indicators provide a composite

The following is a list of the fifteen indicators included in the Livability Index:

A e

10.
1.
12.
13.
14.
15.

Complete Neighborhoods;
Equity;

Vibrant Downtown,;
Infill/Sustainable Development;

Historic Resources &
Preservation;

Economy & Business
Development;

Housing Affordability &
Diversity;

Mobility;

Energy;

Civic Involvement;

Safety;

Solid Waste;

Global Warming;

Rivers & Flood Protection; and

City Operations

Page 4

59



Livability Index
2030 Sacramento General Plan

Each indicator includes a data source for where the information is most likely gathered
from; geography at which it will be collected (citywide or by community plan area); and
a place for additional comments. All data collection should be standardized so that
annual reports contain consistent methods. Indicators that list the City as the source are
customized indicators that will initially require additional time to gather. Some
indicators (i.e., Complete Neighborhoods, Equity, and Historic Resources &
Preservation) need to be analyzed at the community plan level in addition to the citywide
scale, to identify the finer-grain data trends.

The first fourteen indicators measure Sacramento’s overall progress while the fifteenth
indicator tracks progress reflecting the City’s direct operations. While the Livability
Index measures the City’s successes and progress, indicators can be benchmarked against
the region, other regions, or the State when useful and appropriate. Eventually, targets
for each indicator may be established by matching existing goals and objectives (e.g.,
emission targets from the Sustainability Master Plan) or through a larger public process.

Since one data point is not usually sufficient to encompass the complexity of the topic,
each indicator contains a series of sub-indicators or data points that will provide for an
enriched perspective on each key area. For example, the indicator for Historic Resources
includes sub-indictors that measure property values of structures within historic districts
over time, and percentage of eligible properties within historic districts that are listed in
the national, state, and City historic registers.

The indicators report should include a preface with a set of “context indicators” that
highlight overall trends. Context indicators typically cover national or regional factors
that the City currently plans for such as macro-economic trends or regional air quality.
Context indicators are too general or broad to be directly affected by the General Plan’s
policies and programs, but they measure important statistics that could change over the
long-term. It is recommended that these indicators include at least: population growth,
including ethnic diversity; population density; educational attainment; number of English
language learners and proficiency; school enrollment and languages spoken;
unemployment; poverty; median household and per capita incomes; youth fitness; asthma
rates; air quality; cost of living; and city bond rating.

Presentation of the Livability Index

Included with this memo is a bibliography of indicator reports and projects that the City
can review to determine the general look and format for reporting and presenting the
indicators. However, the Livability Index should be presented in a format that answers
the following questions: what is the indicator; why is it important; and how are we doing?
This format is typically used in indicator projects and provides a clean explanation about
why each indicator has a value, why it has been chosen, and what it tells us. The
following are additional elements to consider in presenting the indicators:

e More than one data element should be provided as a composite indicator to
present greater depth and information on the subject area, as noted in the previous
section (see Table 1 for examples of data points);
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Where relevant and where data are available, the indicators can present
information at the citywide and community plan area level;

A variety of visuals, including fever charts, bar charts , maps, or other graphics
should be provided;

The data can either be presented over time or at the most recent data point, which
is sometimes more useful when comparing within a community;

Consideration should be given to comparison with external benchmarks, such as
other cities, the State, or a national comparison of a best practice;

Where possible, the analysis of the indicator should make connections across
subject areas; and

The analysis should include the degree to which each indicator can be directly
impacted by the General Plan.
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Process for Implementing the Indicators Program

It is envisioned that the indicators process will be set up to be efficiently managed and
updated by City staff with a reasonable time commitment. Some technical support might
be required in the beginning to set up the process and the baseline. The first baseline
report will provide the framework and format for data presentation and analysis, to be
updated on an annual basis, assuming data availability. Additional time will be required
in the beginning to set up the process; determine the specific data points to be used within
each indicator, including data availability; data gathering and interpretation; and format
and presentation.

While the indicators do not require original research, some will require the configuration
of existing data into the baseline required for reporting and tracking over time and
working with the appropriate departments to identify and obtain the data and set up the
process for documentation with standardized formats. Once the protocols are in place the
data should be able to be gathered efficiently each year. The process of developing an
indicators project often reveals that the data is not always available to measure what is
most desired or important. In this case, the City can consider a process to develop
methodologies that will provide more meaningful or insightful data.

Indicators projects are an ongoing process, looping back on what the data tells the
community as well as identifying and tracking emerging issues of importance. This can
be addressed by maintaining a core of key indicators but adding selected indicators over
time, dropping the ones that are no longer relevant, or adding additional indicators. The
City may do periodic special features or more in-depth analyses of specific indicator or
issue areas. Part 4 of the General Plan supports development and annual reporting on the
Livability Index with the following implementation programs:

e The City shall develop and implement a Livability Index program (i.e., Indicators
Program) that evaluates the City’s progress in implementing the General Plan
policies and programs to reach the Goals and Vision of the General Plan. (PSR)

e The City shall conduct an annual review of the Livability Index and prepare a
report on the progress in implementing the General Plan policies and programs to
reach the Goals and Vision of the General Plan. (PSR/PI)

The City may also consider having an advisory group on overall issues, and a team from
city departments and other experts on technical issues to provide data, develop new
metrics and help interpret what the indicators mean.

The Livability Index can be presented either though a published report or online. The
goal to engender discussion among community leaders and residents and mobilize them
to take action for improved progress and celebrating successes can be accomplished
through a wide-range of forums:

e State of the City forum and City Council meetings;
e Community Forums and meetings;
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e Reports to City Departments and to review programs;
e Reports to local, regional, state and federal agencies and partners;
e Use in grant applications; and
e Consistent source of data for marketing and communications.
For presentations, the City can consider summarizing the key points into a “report card”

to rate progress overall and foster city, community and civic leadership dialogue and
action and to provide guidance to the implementation of the General Plan.

Page 8

63



Livability Index
2030 Sacramento General Plan

Indicators Program Bibliography
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INDICATOR

SOURCE

GEOGRAPHY

DESCRIPTION

Complete Neighborhoods

Overall density within % mile of LRT stations and major bus corridor (median per

City; Community

light rail station

community plan area) City Plan Area
. . City; Community
Density of new development City Plan Area
Number of acres of parkland per 1,000 population; and total acres added each City City; Community
year Plan Area
Number of neighborhoods with more than 6 amenities (e.g., schools, banks, City; Community Optional Indicator: Due to difficulty of
grocery stores, shopping, offices, hospital) within a 1/2 mile from any bus stop or | City Plan Area data collection, this indicator can be

added later.

Number of trees per capita

US Forest Service/Sac

City; Community

violence, job training, food banks, etc.)

Services Council

Tree Foundation Plan Area
US Forest Service/Sac City; Community
Number of trees planted per year Tree Foundation Plan Area
. - . . . City; Community
Miles of pedestrian improvements by type (e.g., sidewalks, trails) City Plan Arca
Equity
Number of homeless persons Sacramento County City; Community
Plan Area
Number of people served through social-service agencies by type (i.e. domestic Sacrameqto County; City; Community
e Community Plan Plan Area

Number of residents below poverty level (map city by density)

City

City; Community

Plan Area
Number of subsidized school lunches (measure at community plan level) Sacramento Unified ](3113; ACr(::mumty
. s . . . City; Community What is the standard of care for
Percentage of city within XX miles of a hospital City Plan Area Hospitals?
Vibrant Downtown/Central Business District (CBD)
Number of jobs in Central Business District City ant{al Business
District
Number of housing units in Central Business District City Central Business
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Livability Index

2030 Sacramento General Plan

) ATOR OUR OGRAP ) RIP O
strict
Square footage of office/commercial space in Central Business District City ]C)T:ttriaclt Business
Total annual tax revenue from eating and drinking establishments in Central Cit Central Business
Business District Y District
City should consult with Visitors
Total annual attendance at major arts and cultural venues City C'ent{al Business Bureau an.d establish 5-6 venues that
District have consistent attendance data
collection
Annual "hotel tax" revenues (Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)) Central Business . Central Business
o City o
District as percentage of total TOT District
Infill/Sustainable Development
Percentage of re-use/infill development out of total development City City
Total acres of vacant land in historic districts, opportunity areas, and . .
. City City
redevelopment sites by type
Number of certified “shovel ready” sites; and number of certified "shovel ready" Ci .
e e . ity City
sites in dev
Square footage of LEED/BIG certification buildings (public vs. private) City City
Historic Resources & Preservation
Property values of structures within historic districts City C{ty; .HIStOHC
District
Percentage of properties within the City of Sacramento deemed eligible or
potentially eligible in historic districts that are listed in the National Register of City: Historic
Historic Places, the California Register of Historical Resources, and the City ¥ District
Sacramento Register of Historic and Cultural Resources; and number of historic
districts
Economy & Business Innovation
City will have to define which
Employment in selected industries or clusters SARTA City industries or clusters they would like
to track
Number of clean/green technology industries in operation SARTA City
Number of startups/new businesses SARTA City
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Livability Index
2030 Sacramento General Plan

) ATOR OUR OGRAP O
Number of BERC certified sustainable businesses BREC City
Median annual sales at farmers markets/Number of certified farmers markets City City
Percentage of minority- and women-owned businesses SARTA City
Housing Affordability & Diversity
Percentage of households that can purchase the median-priced home. SHRA; CA Association City
of Realtors
Number of units produced by income category SHRA; City
Production/Loss of affordable housing units by type (e.g., inclusionary housing) SHRA; City City
.. . SHRA; Locked Out, Cal .
Affordability of median rent Budget Project City
T, . . g . SHRA; City; City; Community
Percentage of single-family housing units that are owner-occupied www.cbia.org Plan Area
Mobility
Mode Split by type (work vs. non-work trips) City; SACOG City
Vehicle miles travelled by type City City
Ridership on public transit by type City; Regional Transit City
Service miles of public transit by type City; Regional Transit City
Miles of Class I and Class II bike lanes; and miles per 1,000 population City City
Energy
Fuel consumption (transportation) per capita City City
Percentage of residents enrolled in green energy program SMUD/PG&E; City City
Percentage of citywide energy use from renewable and more efficient sources SMUD/PG&E; City City
Residential electricity consumption (1) per capita (change due to efficiency), (2) SMUD/PG&E; City City
overall (change due to growth)
Residential natural gas consumption (1) per capita (change due to efficiency), (2) SMUD/PG&E; City City
overall (change due to growth)
Non-residential electricity consumption (overall by square footage) SMUD/PG&E; City City
Non-residential natural gas consumption (overall by square footage) SMUD/PG&E; City City
Civic Involvement
I Number of volunteer hours per year I Great Valley Center; | City
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INDICATOR

SOURCE

Livability Index
2030 Sacramento General Plan

GEOGRAPHY DESCRIPTION

Hands on Sacramento
. . Neighborhood Services; .
Annual attendance at City outreach meetings City Planning City
Safety
Number of residents trained in emergency preparedness (or measure of public . .
City City
safety around levees)
- . . . Office of Traffic .
Number of total collisions by type (i.e., pedestrian, bicycle, auto) Safety/Police Dept City
Average response times for 1% and 2" responders City City
Solid Waste
Percentage of solid waste diverted from landfills and into recycling programs City City
Recycling volume by type (i.e., green, hazardous, electronic (e-waste), other) City City
Global Warming
City carbon emissions; and SACOG region carbon emissions City City
Total emissions per capita (by electric vs. by natural gas) City City
Number of rooftop gardens City City
Rivers & Flooding Protection
Percentage of city without 100-year flood protection City; FEMA City
Percentage of city without 200-year flood protection City; FEMA City
Levee Improvements (number of miles of levees repaired) City; FEMA City
Miles of improved public access along Sacramento and American rivers City City
City Operations
Percentage of purchases from “Buy Green” programs City City
Total annual pesticide use City City
Fuel consumption of City-owned vehicles City City
Square footage of LEED/BIG certification buildings City City
Carbon emissions from City-owned vehicles City City
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Minutes

City of Sacramento

General Plan Advisory Committee
Community/Urban Design, Preservation, Cultural
Resources, and Community Outreach/Involvement
Subcommittee

SUBCOMMITTEE MEMBERS:

Phyllis Newton, Chair Bruce Starkweather
Bartley Lagomarsino, Vice-Chair Malachi Smith
Monica Rothenbaum

CITY STAFF:

Tom Pace, General Plan Executive
Susanne Cook, Associate Planner — Meeting Coordinator

New City Hall
915 | Street, 3" Floor, Room 3114

Monday, March 10, 2008 — 6:00 P.M.

The General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC) is a board of the City Council with review and recommendation
authority. Its purpose is to build community support and review and comment on the General Plan Update
process. The GPAC will host public meetings to hear public comments before providing any recommendations to
the City Council on the General Plan Update.

NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC

You are welcomed and encouraged to participate in this meeting. Public comment is taken (3 minutes maximum)
on items listed on the agenda when they are called. Public Comment on items not listed on the agenda will be
heard at the end of the meeting as noted on the agenda. Comments on controversial items may be limited and
large groups are encouraged to select 3-5 speakers to represent the opinion of the group.

Notice to Lobbyists: When addressing the Committee you must identify yourself as a lobbyist and announce the
client/business/organization you are representing (City Code 2.15.160).

Speaker slips are located on the materials table in the hearing room and should be completed and
submitted to the Meeting Coordinator.

Government Code 54950 (The Brown Act) requires that a brief description of each item to be transacted or
discussed be posted at least 72 hours prior to a regular meeting. The City posts Agendas at City Hall as well as
offsite meeting locations. The order of agenda items is for reference only; agenda items may be taken in any
order deemed appropriate by the Committee. The agenda provides a general description and staff
recommendations; however, the Committee may take action other than what is recommended. The agenda is
available for public review three days prior to the meeting. Hard copies of the agenda, synopsis, and staff reports
are available from the Planning Department at 915 | Street, New City Hall, 3" Floor (25 cents per page).

Meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities. If you require special assistance to participate in the
meeting, notify the Planning Department at (916) 808-2022 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.
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MINUTES

Monday, March 10, 2008
New City Hall
915 | Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

All items listed are heard and acted upon by the GPAC Subcommittee unless otherwise noted.

Call to Order — 6:08 p.m.

Roll Call

All subcommittee members present.

City staff present: Alan Porter, Bill Crouch, Andrea Koch.

Consultants present: Larry Mintier and Ted Holzem from Mintier & Associates.

Staff Reports
Staff reports include oral presentations and those recommending receive and file.

1. Discussion of the 2030 General Plan Draft Implementation Programs and
Indicators
Recommendation: Receive and Provide Input
Contact: Alan Porter, Senior Planner, 808-1941; Tom Pace, General Plan Executive,
808-6848

Alan Porter presented background information. Andrea Koch summarized changes to
the draft goals, policies, and implementation programs requested by the Preservation
Commission at their March 5 meeting.

The following are the subcommittee’s comments.

Policies:

o Policy 1.2.1: As recommended by the Preservation Commission, add language
about identifying contributing elements as well. Also, per Larry Mintier's
recommendation, delete “to provide adequate protection of resources” from this

policy, as this policy is about identifying resources.

° Policy 1.2.10: In contrast to the Preservation Commission’s recommendations,
retain this policy. It is important to retain it because it gives protection to

contributing resources. It is okay to specifically refer to promoting the protection

of landscapes, streetscapes, and trees in this policy, in accordance with the
Preservation Commission’s recommendations.

. Larry Mintier was concerned about the renumbering of goals and policies in a

way that doesn’t conform with the numbering in the rest of the draft General Plan.

Bill Crouch and the subcommittee agreed that the goals and policies should be
numbered for consistency with the numbering in the rest of the General Plan.

. Change Policy 1.3.3 (Coordination with Other Entities) to integrate preservation
with redevelopment.
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Action: The subcommittee voted to recommend that the Council accept the draft
Historic and Cultural Resources goals and policies and the Preservation Commission’s
recommendations, with the exception of the modifications made by the subcommittee
(above).

Implementation Programs

o The Preservation Commission had recommended addition of an implementation
program establishing a list of historic structures out of compliance with
maintenance standards and requiring that the City ensure that these resources
are brought into compliance. The subcommittee thought that an implementation
program addressing this issue should be included somewhere in the General
Plan, but not necessarily under Historic and Cultural Resources. Some members
thought that Code Enforcement may be a more appropriate place.

Action: The subcommittee voted to recommend that the Council accept the draft
Historic and Cultural Resources implementation programs and the Preservation
Commission’s recommendations, with the exception of the modification made by the
subcommittee (above).

Indicators

o Indicators should include targets so that it is clear what we are looking for (types
of trends, thresholds, etc.) when reviewing indicator data.

° Ensure that indicators will be relevant over the life of the General Plan.

o Ensure that indicators use widely used data available for other jurisdictions so
that we can compare Sacramento with other areas.

Action: The subcommittee voted to recommend to the City Council that the indicators
be accepted as “headed in the right direction”.

Public Comments - Matters Not on the Agenda

2. To be announced
None.

Questions, Ideas, and Announcements of Committee Members

3. To be announced
None.
Adjournment

Adjourned at 7:35 p.m.
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Minutes

City of Sacramento

General Plan Advisory Committee

Land Use & Economic Development Subcommittee

SUBCOMMITTEE MEMBERS:

Steven Kahn, Chair Deanna Marquart
Jennifer Daw, Vice-Chair Richard Ratliff
Miranda Maison

CITY STAFF:

Tom Pace, Long Range Planning Manager
Robert Cunningham, Assistant Planner — Meeting Coordinator

New City Hall
915 | Street, 3rd Floor, Room 3114

Wednesday, March 12, 2008 — 6:00 P.M.

The General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC) is a board of the City Council with review and recommendation
authority. Its purpose is to build community support and review and comment on the General Plan Update
process. The GPAC will host public meetings to hear public comments before providing any recommendations to
the City Council on the General Plan Update.

NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC

You are welcomed and encouraged to participate in this meeting. Public comment is taken (3 minutes maximum)
on items listed on the agenda when they are called. Public Comment on items not listed on the agenda will be
heard at the end of the meeting as noted on the agenda. Comments on controversial items may be limited and
large groups are encouraged to select 3-5 speakers to represent the opinion of the group.

Notice to Lobbyists: When addressing the Committee you must identify yourself as a lobbyist and announce the
client/business/organization you are representing (City Code 2.15.160).

Speaker slips are located on the materials table in the hearing room and should be completed and
submitted to the Meeting Coordinator.

Government Code 54950 (The Brown Act) requires that a brief description of each item to be transacted or
discussed be posted at least 72 hours prior to a regular meeting. The City posts Agendas at City Hall as well as
offsite meeting locations. The order of agenda items is for reference only; agenda items may be taken in any
order deemed appropriate by the Committee. The agenda provides a general description and staff
recommendations; however, the Committee may take action other than what is recommended. The agenda is
available for public review three days prior to the meeting. Hard copies of the agenda, synopsis, and staff reports
are available from the Planning Department at 915 | Street, New City Hall, 3" Floor (25 cents per page).

Meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities. If you require special assistance to participate in the
meeting, notify the Planning Department at (916) 808-2022 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.
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MINUTES

March 12, 2008

New City Hall, 915 | Street
3rd Floor, Room 3114

All items listed are heard and acted upon by the GPAC Subcommittee unless otherwise noted.

Call to Order — 6:00 p.m.

Roll Call -Daw, Maison, and Ratliff were present.

Staff Reports
Staff reports include oral presentations and those recommending receive and file.

1. Discuss the 2030 General Plan Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators
Recommendation: Forward recommendation to full Committee that GPAC
recommend Council acceptance of Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators
Contact: Tom Pace, General Plan Executive 808-6848

Tom Pace introduced the staff report and gave an overview of the implementation programs,
eliciting general comments.

Implementation Programs
The Subcommittee had the following general comments about the implementation measures:
» Concern over the large number of measures (will they all get done?).
« How was the scheduling was determined?
» Had other City departments agreed to the workload assigned?
« Too many of the measures are “studies” which may get shelved.
«  Why the Zoning Ordinance update could not be left to development review, e.g.
variances, special permits etc.
« The outreach processes for the zoning update and community plans could be rolled into
one.

Pace and Larry Mintier (General Plan Consultant), from Mintier & Associates, provided
responses to the concerns and questions stated above.

The Subcommittee agreed on these top three implementation programs:
« Zoning update
« Community plan updates
« Provision of adequate infrastructure in infill opportunity areas

The Subcommittee had the following specific comments on the implementation measures in
the Land Use section:
« LU 13 is very similar to # 9 under Administrative and they could be combined.
« LU 19 (conversion of property to residential) is a good idea and the city should help
developers with these conversions.
« Concern about the lack of citywide design review — Pace explained that this would
require hiring many more architects on staff than the current budget allows.
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« Concern about the future of Form-Based Codes — Pace and Mintier explained that the
General Plan takes form into account to some extent, and that FBC are too expensive
and time-consuming for the city to undertake on a wide basis.

The Subcommittee had the following specific comments on the implementation measures in
the Economic Development section:

« Why is the Economic Development Strategy is updated every five years instead of
continuously (ED 2)7?

» Expressed concern about ED 4 as a “one-stop-shop” measure, which could mean
shortcuts to development and lowering standards. In discussion, the Subcommittee
decided that the measure should be rewritten to reflect an emphasis on helping small
businesses rather than development.

« Described ED 12 as confusing with “major syntax problems.”

The Subcommittee had the following specific comments on the implementation measures in
the other sections:

« Expressed concern about the LOS E standard in Mobility and wondered whether the
effect of traffic on neighborhood livability was considered. This led to a discussion on
the relationships between traffic, street design, and livability. Pace and Mintier
discussed traffic calming measures and keeping streets viable for multiple modes of
transportation.

Indicators

Pace pointed out that the separate categories of Energy, Solid Waste, Global Warming, and
City Operations could possibly be rolled into one category. All these categories seem to point
towards energy efficiency and protection of the environment.

The Subcommittee expressed satisfaction with the Indicators and did not give any other
specific comments.

The Subcommittee voted unanimously to forward a recommendation of the Land Use and
Economic Development Implementation Measures and Indicators with their comments
incorporated to the full GPAC.

Public Comments - Matters Not on the Agenda

3. To be announced — There were none.

Questions, Ideas, and Announcements of Committee Members

4, To be announced - There were none.

Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 8:05PM.
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Minutes

City of Sacramento

General Plan Advisory Committee
Mobility/Transportation and Air Quality
Subcommittee

SUBCOMMITTEE MEMBERS:
Rick Williams, Chair Michael Notestine
Christopher Holm, Vice-Chair Joseph Yee
Melvin Billingsley, Jr.

CITY STAFF:

Tom Pace, General Plan Executive
Susanne Cook, Associate Planner — Meeting Coordinator

New City Hall
915 | Street, 3" Floor, Room 3114

Monday, March 3, 2008 — 6:00 P.M.

The General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC) is a board of the City Council with review and recommendation
authority. Its purpose is to build community support and review and comment on the General Plan Update
process. The GPAC will host public meetings to hear public comments before providing any recommendations to
the City Council on the General Plan Update.

NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC

You are welcomed and encouraged to participate in this meeting. Public comment is taken (3 minutes maximum)
on items listed on the agenda when they are called. Public Comment on items not listed on the agenda will be
heard at the end of the meeting as noted on the agenda. Comments on controversial items may be limited and
large groups are encouraged to select 3-5 speakers to represent the opinion of the group.

Notice to Lobbyists: When addressing the Committee you must identify yourself as a lobbyist and announce the
client/business/organization you are representing (City Code 2.15.160).

Speaker slips are located on the materials table in the hearing room and should be completed and
submitted to the Meeting Coordinator.

Government Code 54950 (The Brown Act) requires that a brief description of each item to be transacted or
discussed be posted at least 72 hours prior to a regular meeting. The City posts Agendas at City Hall as well as
offsite meeting locations. The order of agenda items is for reference only; agenda items may be taken in any
order deemed appropriate by the Committee. The agenda provides a general description and staff
recommendations; however, the Committee may take action other than what is recommended. The agenda is
available for public review three days prior to the meeting. Hard copies of the agenda, synopsis, and staff reports
are available from the Planning Department at 915 | Street, New City Hall, 3" Floor (25 cents per page).

Meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities. If you require special assistance to participate in the
meeting, notify the Planning Department at (916) 808-2022 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.
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MINUTES

March 3, 2008
New City Hall
915 | Street, 3" Floor, Room 3114
Sacramento, CA 95814

All items listed are heard and acted upon by the GPAC Subcommittee unless otherwise noted.

Call to Order — 6:00 p.m.

Roll Call - Members present included: Holm, Billingsley, and Yee.

Staff Reports
Staff reports include oral presentations and those recommending receive and file.

1. Discuss the 2030 General Plan Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators

Recommendation: Forward recommendation to full Committee that GPAC recommend
Council acceptance of Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators

Contact: Jim McDonald, Senior Planner, 808-5723; Tom Pace, General Plan Executive,
808-6848

Jim McDonald, City Staff, indicated that the meeting is to focus on the draft Implementation
Programs and Indicators and not the policies. Larry Mintier of Mintier & Associates (the
General Plan Consultant) gave a brief overview of the rest of the General Plan.

GPAC had the following comments on the draft Implementation Programs:

e Yee: The page numbers are difficult to follow, as there are multiple pages with the
same page number. How about numbering the pages from 1 through the end.

e Holm: The priority implementation programs on page 2 indicates updating
community plans as a priority. In a way, this is priority, but the General Plan makes
it not.

e Billingsley: Updating of the community plans is a priority for me, as East Broadway
doesn’t have a community plan, just a lot of area plans.

e Billinglsey: There should be a list of plans and a checklist to see if it has been
updated. This should be an implementation program.

e Billingsley: #17 and #25 look the same. McDonald suggested that #25 could be
collapsed into #17.

e Holm: Don't like programs that say going to study something. Would add to #22
about acting on it as well.

e Holm: There should be an implementation programs on improvements to residential
streets to implement Policy 4.3.3. Seems that 4.3.3 is a weak policy by waiting for
residents to do something since Neighborhood Management Traffic Plans (NMTPs)
are driven by requests.
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e Billingsley: Reference the policies in the Ips that implement the grid pattern.

e Holm: LU 2.7.6 — sounds like mid-block crossings. Sounds like there’s going to be a
paseo on every mid-block crossing. This might be a glossary item.

e Billingsley: #5 seems too restricted, as it talks about light rail and busses but not
trolleys. What I’'m looking for in #5, is a neighborhood enhancing feature. Holm
added that to get the word trolley into #5, could say, “within the city and in multi-
modal district.”

e Yee: Take out references to a specific organization, as those could change over
time, such as taking out WalkSacramento in #12.

e Holm: There is no policy on wayfinding.
e Yee: Wayfinding could be a glossary term.

e Billingsley: #10 and #11, did that address pedestrians pathways and crossings in a
broad way. If the policies address them, I’'m fine with referencing them.

GPAC had the following comments on the draft Indicators:

e Billingsley & Holm: Need to look at our environment and how it changes. This could
be an indicator.

e Billingsley: My indicator would be to have before and after photos of an area, like a
regional center to see what the changes are.

e Holm: Traffic counts would be a good indicator.

e Billingsley: Take a survey every 5 years on transportation to see if we have
changed.

e Holm: Do walking and biking counts at selected points in the City.

e Yee: Since an indicator is tied to free data, I'm afraid that if it isn’t tied to free data, it
probably won’t get done.

e Billingsley: The City needs to influence data gatherers (such as SACOG, RT, etc.)
for multi-modal data gathering.

e Yee: Vehicle registration. If private vehicle registration goes up, and transit goes
down, then could make an assumption that people are driving more.

e Yee: Where is safe neighborhoods? Don’t see it here. Also, add crime data.

The Subcommittee agreed to forward a recommendation to the full GPAC for acceptance of
the Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators.

Public Comments - Matters Not on the Agenda

2. To be announced — There were none.

Questions, Ideas, and Announcements of Committee Members

3. To be announced — There were none.

Adjournment — The meeting was adjourned at 8:30PM.
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Minutes

City of Sacramento

General Plan Advisory Committee

Parks, Recreation, Open Space, Health, Safety,
Environmental, and Regional Issues Subcommittee

SUBCOMMITTEE MEMBERS:

Panama Bartholomy, Chair Roxie Anderson
Bill Batts, Vice-Chair Michael Mendez
Todd Leon
CITY STAFF:

Tom Pace, General Plan Executive
Susanne Cook, Associate Planner — Meeting Coordinator

New City Hall
915 | Street, 3" Floor, Room 3114

Thursday, March 13, 2008 — 6:00 P.M.

The General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC) is a board of the City Council with review and recommendation
authority. Its purpose is to build community support and review and comment on the General Plan Update
process. The GPAC will host public meetings to hear public comments before providing any recommendations to
the City Council on the General Plan Update.

NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC

You are welcomed and encouraged to participate in this meeting. Public comment is taken (3 minutes maximum)
on items listed on the agenda when they are called. Public Comment on items not listed on the agenda will be
heard at the end of the meeting as noted on the agenda. Comments on controversial items may be limited and
large groups are encouraged to select 3-5 speakers to represent the opinion of the group.

Notice to Lobbyists: When addressing the Committee you must identify yourself as a lobbyist and announce the
client/business/organization you are representing (City Code 2.15.160).

Speaker slips are located on the materials table in the hearing room and should be completed and
submitted to the Meeting Coordinator.

Government Code 54950 (The Brown Act) requires that a brief description of each item to be transacted or
discussed be posted at least 72 hours prior to a regular meeting. The City posts Agendas at City Hall as well as
offsite meeting locations. The order of agenda items is for reference only; agenda items may be taken in any
order deemed appropriate by the Committee. The agenda provides a general description and staff
recommendations; however, the Committee may take action other than what is recommended. The agenda is
available for public review three days prior to the meeting. Hard copies of the agenda, synopsis, and staff reports
are available from the Planning Department at 915 | Street, New City Hall, 3" Floor (25 cents per page).

Meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities. If you require special assistance to participate in the
meeting, notify the Planning Department at (916) 808-2022 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.

GPAC — March 13, 2008 Minutes 79 4




MINUTES

Thursday, March 13, 2008
New City Hall
915 | Street, 3" Floor, Room 3114
Sacramento, CA 95814

All items listed are heard and acted upon by the GPAC Subcommittee unless otherwise noted.

Call to Order — 6:00 p.m.

Roll Call - Members present included: Bartholomy, Batts, Anderson, Mendez.

Staff Reports
Staff reports include oral presentations and those recommending receive and file.

1. Discuss the 2030 General Plan Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators

Recommendation: Forward recommendation to full Committee that GPAC recommend
Council acceptance of Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators

Contact: Jim McDonald, Senior Planner, 808-5723; Tom Pace, General Plan Executive,
808-6848

Cook gave a brief overview of the purpose of tonight's meeting. The Subcommittee then
launched into discussion of the Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators.

The Subcommittee had the following comments regarding the suggested Priority
Implementation Programs:

e Batts: Could combine a couple of these priority programs.

e Bartholomy: The first two and the budget ones are my top priorities. Part of the
rezoning one would help cover a lot of these, like sustainability.

e Anderson: Would like to see annual reporting.

e Batts: Would like to see design guidelines for complete streets. This wasn'’t listed
as a priority, but it could be folded into the zoning one.

e Bartholomy: Providing adequate infrastructure and looking at new funding streams.
Infrastructure is the biggest obstacle to do infill and environmental issues.

In summary, the Subcommittee felt that the first, part of the second, the fourth, seventh,
eighth, and ninth priority implementation programs were there priorties.

The Subcommittee had the following comments regarding the Implementation Programs:

Education, Recreation, and Culture

e Batts: Glad that you mentioned updating the Parks Master Plan.

e Mendez and Bartholomy: 1b - There should be a joint-use component to this.

e Mendez: Would like something about land being set aside for schools.

e Anderson: #7, Add something in here about a reason why you’re establishing a
setback. For example, that the setback is being established for environmental
reasons.
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Batts: When discussing setbacks, mention how that would facilitate public access.

Public, Health, and Safety

Batts: Public health is a misnomer. The true title should be Fire and Police
Protection. This doesn’t deal with public health except for one place.

Anderson: Disappointed not to see any educational programs about nutrition.
Mendez: #21, Sometehing different from the database is to look at siting of the
facilities. Or by underserved areas.

Mendez: #17 should encompass brownfield sites as well.

Batts: It's important that #13 and #27 should indicate that historical people should
be contracted because these are dealing with older buildings. Contractors with
knowledge of older buildings understand what can and cannot be done to preserve
the building.

Environmental Resources

Anderson: Sac Tree Foundation is doing a tree inventory. There is a potential
partnership for the City and the Tree Foundation.

Bartholomy: Using trees to adapt and mitigate for climate change could be a part of
#11. We could add this to ER 6.1.11.

Environmental Constraints

Batts: #2 — the City doesn’t need to do this; it's already a State requirement. This
could say that the City coordinates instead of conduct.

Bartholomy: A lack of programs on regional partnerships. There should be some
kind of program to allow us to be the regional leader as indicated in the vision and
guiding principles.

Bartholomy had a comment regarding the Utilities Implementation Program: Page 35,
#16 and #17 — There should be an Implementation Program on the Point of Sales
Ordinance.

Schwartz then gave a brief overview of the Indicators. The Subcommittee had the
following comments regarding the Indicators:

Complete Neighborhoods

Bartholomy, Mendez, and Anderson: Combine the first two and combine the
number of trees Indicators and get rid of the per capita.
Bartholomy: The amenities one is better than the pedestrian improvements one.

Equity

Mendez: Like the first 3.
Bartholomy: Combine #2 and #4.

Vibrant Downtown/Central Business District (CBD)

Bartholomy: Combine the first two.
Mendez: Like the attendance at major arts and cultural venues one.
Bartholomy: Take out the ones about the square footage and the hotel taxes.

Infill/Sustainable Development

Bartholomy: Like the first one.
Mendez: Like the first two. Also like the shovel ready one.
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Historic Resources & Preservation
e Mendez, Bartholomy: Think #2 is important.

Economy & Business Innovation

e Bartholomy: Like #4 better than #2. Combine #2 and #4.

¢ Anderson: Like the last one. Would like to add something about businesses to
indicate the type of businesses.

Housing Affordability and Diversity

e Mendez: Like #1.

Bartholomy: #4 could be added to #1. Keep all of these, as they are all good.
Anderson: It would be interesting to see the geographical locations.

Batts: Should add the community plan areas to all of these.

Mobility

Bartholomy: Like mode split by type. Not interested in #4.

Mendez: Not interested in last one.

Anderson: Think the last one is important.

Bartholomy: Keep last one and add something about new construction.

Energy
e Bartholomy: Would be interested in seeing something about a residential program.

Like #3, but this should be restricted to renewable sources. Combine #4 and #5.
Combine #6 and #7. Having this by community plan area would be great.

Civic Involvement

e Bartholomy: Question the value of attendance at City outreach meetings. Maybe
include something about voter turnout.

e Mendez: Voter turnout in local elections.

Safety
Bartholomy: Where’s the crime data? Could we do this by Community Plan area?

[ ]
e Mendez: How about the green cards for restaurants as a data point?
Solid Waste

e Bartholomy: The two there are good.

Global Warming

e Bartholomy: Don’t support rooftop gardens because we only have a couple. Would
be happy with the first two.

e Anderson, Batts: Think it's a good indicator to measure heat island effect.

Rivers and Flooding
e Bartholomy: Move the rivers into parks and remove parks. Combine the first two.

City Operations
e Bartholomy: Not interested in LEED certified buildings because of how little City
growth there is. Nix that one completely.
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e Bartholomy: Think electricity usage could be integrated into #3 and #5. Instead of
carbon emissions and fuel consumption as indicated in #3 and #5, measure
electricity and natural gas usage. How about carbon footprint per employee?

Mendez made a motion to forward a recommendation to the full GPAC that the GPAC
recommend Council acceptance of the Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators.
Batts seconded the motion.

Public Comments - Matters Not on the Agenda

2. To be announced — There were none.

Questions, Ideas, and Announcements of Committee Members

3. To be announced — Batts thought the book titled, “Urban Sprawl and Public Health” should
be used to influence the Indicators and should therefore be in the Bibliography.

Adjournment — The meeting was adjourned at 8:25PM.
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City of Sacramento

General Plan Advisory Committee

Infill, Housing, Finance, and Infrastructure
Subcommittee

SUBCOMMITTEE MEMBERS:

Jeanne LeDuc, Chair Barbara Sutton
Patti Uplinger, Vice-Chair Verne Gore
Stacy Jarvis
CITY STAFF:

Tom Pace, General Plan Executive
Susanne Cook, Associate Planner — Meeting Coordinator

New City Hall
915 | Street, 3" Floor, Room 3114

Thursday, March 6, 2008 — 6:00 P.M.

The General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC) is a board of the City Council with review and recommendation
authority. Its purpose is to build community support and review and comment on the General Plan Update
process. The GPAC will host public meetings to hear public comments before providing any recommendations to
the City Council on the General Plan Update.

NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC

You are welcomed and encouraged to participate in this meeting. Public comment is taken (3 minutes maximum)
on items listed on the agenda when they are called. Public Comment on items not listed on the agenda will be
heard at the end of the meeting as noted on the agenda. Comments on controversial items may be limited and
large groups are encouraged to select 3-5 speakers to represent the opinion of the group.

Notice to Lobbyists: When addressing the Committee you must identify yourself as a lobbyist and announce the
client/business/organization you are representing (City Code 2.15.160).

Speaker slips are located on the materials table in the hearing room and should be completed and
submitted to the Meeting Coordinator.

Government Code 54950 (The Brown Act) requires that a brief description of each item to be transacted or
discussed be posted at least 72 hours prior to a regular meeting. The City posts Agendas at City Hall as well as
offsite meeting locations. The order of agenda items is for reference only; agenda items may be taken in any
order deemed appropriate by the Committee. The agenda provides a general description and staff
recommendations; however, the Committee may take action other than what is recommended. The agenda is
available for public review three days prior to the meeting. Hard copies of the agenda, synopsis, and staff reports
are available from the Planning Department at 915 | Street, New City Hall, 3" Floor (25 cents per page).

Meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities. If you require special assistance to participate in the
meeting, notify the Planning Department at (916) 808-2022 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.
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MINUTES

Thursday, March 6, 2008
New City Hall
915 | Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

All items listed are heard and acted upon by the GPAC Subcommittee unless otherwise noted.

Call to Order — 6:00 p.m.

Roll Call:

All committee members present.

Staff present: Erik deKok and Andrea Koch.

Consultants present: Ted Holzem and Jessica Schwartz from Mintier & Associates.

Staff Reports
Staff reports include oral presentations and those recommending receive and file.

1. Discuss the 2030 General Plan Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators
Recommendation: Forward recommendation to full Committee that GPAC recommend
Council acceptance of Draft Implementation Programs and Indicators
Contact: Jim McDonald, Senior Planner, 808-5723; Tom Pace, General Plan Executive,
808-6848

The following are the subcommittee’s comments on the draft implementation programs and
indicators.

Key and Administrative Policies/Implementation Programs:

o Most subcommittee members thought that implementation programs should prioritize
funding of infrastructure for key catalyst infill projects already underway before devoting
resources to other infill projects. Examples of such key projects are K Street, The
Railyards, Township 9, Richards Boulevard, and any important projects outside of the
Central City. These projects are important for the economic vitality of Sacramento.

. The key implementation program about providing shovel-ready sites is too parcel-
specific and should concentrate on broader geographic areas.

o Barbara Sutton: The City needs to prioritize infrastructure upgrades in existing areas of
the city before devoting resources to new projects. She cited lack of lighting, lack of
pedestrian amenities, and inadequate bridges in existing developed areas.

. Key implementation programs need to be more action-oriented and less administrative
in nature.
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Implementation Program #11 in the Administration section should be moved to the Land
Use section. In addition, it should be reworded to state: “The City shall identify and
prioritize key areas for rezoning to achieve infill objectives”. Remove the words
‘conduct a study”.

There was disagreement over Implementation Program #14 in the Administration
section, which would limit General Plan amendments. Stacy Jarvis thinks that GP
amendments should not be limited, as the number of amendments indicates how well
the GP is working. Jeanne LeDuc and Verne Gore think that amendments should be
limited, and that the language in the implementation program should be stronger, as GP
amendments weaken the GP. Maybe there should be an Administration policy stating:
“It is the intent of the General Plan to limit amendments annually with the understanding
that amendments compromise and weaken the General Plan.” Though the introduction
to the GP states this, there also needs to be a policy.

Implementation Program #16 in the Administration section needs to use the same
“livability index” language used in #s 6 and 7 for consistency. You may even be able to
collapse all of these implementation programs into one.

Include an implementation program requiring that the City create a policy checklist for
new development, especially large or important projects, to ensure that projects are
reviewed for consistency with GP policies. This would also streamline the process for
developers, as it would communicate requirements upfront.

Land Use Implementation Programs

Combine implementation programs 15 and 16.

Change “prepare” in implementation program 15 to “update”. Also change the language
to state that updates can be periodic as necessary or as indicators require so that staff
is not required to do unnecessary updates.

Economic Development Policy/Implementation Programs

There needs to be a policy and implementation program about providing workforce
housing to make Sacramento attractive as a business location. (Workforce housing is
affordable for those making about 80% of the median income.)

Reference workforce housing policies and implementation programs in both the
Economic Development and Housing elements.

Utilities Policy/Implementation Programs

Implementation programs should address the problem of people leaving waste behind
when their houses are in foreclosure.

Policy language and implementation programs need to be strengthened to require
recycling at multi-family residential and commercial properties. Currently, recycling is
only offered at single-family residential properties.

Policy language and implementation programs also need to address capturing other
items in the waste stream for recycling, such as batteries.
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There was debate over whether or not to include number of residential water meters
installed as an indicator. Ted Holzem and Jessica Schwartz pointed out problems with
including this as an indicator (e.g., water meter installation doesn’t guarantee that the
meters will be read, water meter installation may lead to water conservation but doesn't
reflect it, etc.).

Implementation Program #17 needs to be clarified to indicate whether it applies to new
or existing units, or to residential or commercial properties. Also, change the wording to
talk about the City providing incentives instead of adopting standards.

Use the fee structure mentioned in Implementation Program #4 to reinforce the General
Plan’s emphasis on infill. Assess different fees for infill and greenfield development,
which would bring the externalities of greenfield development into focus.

Mobility Implementation Programs

What about converting underutilized right-of-ways to transit corridors and not just to
bikeways? Also, we should consider converting commercial corridors to transit
corridors. Transit is not sufficiently addressed.

Implementation programs should address building bridges over the rivers.

Indicators

Make it clear that the indicator discussing density near transit stations refers to
development density, not population density.

Include indicators for redevelopment, many of which can be obtained from the
Redevelopment Agency.

Include number of trees removed as an indicator. We could also include canopy cover
as an indicator. This could be assessed through aerial photographs.

Some equity indicators could be increase in income over time, educational attainment.
Energy-related issues are overrepresented in the indicators.

“‘Economy and Business Innovation” category needs to address human capital.

Change “Infill/Sustainable Development” category into “Infill/Redevelopment”, and move
sustainable development indicators to the category relating to energy and global
warming.

Include as an indicator the number of low-income, elderly, or special needs people
paying more than 30% of their income in rent. Another indicator should be the number

of units created as part of the 10-Year Plan to End Chronic Homelessness.

Include a personal safety indicator. (The consultants said that this was accidentally
removed, but that they will include it again.)

A mobility indicator could be the percentage of the city accessible by transit.

GPAC - March 6, 2008 Minutes 87 4



Public Comments - Matters Not on the Agenda

2. To be announced
None.

Questions, Ideas, and Announcements of Committee Members

3. To be announced
None.

Adjournment
Adjourned at 9:02 pm.
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Summary of Commission Comments

Preservation Commission, 3/5/08:
Policies:

. HCR 1.2.1  Identification. The City shall identify historic and cultural
resources, including individual properties, districts, and sites, including

archaeological sites, to provide adequate protection of these resources.
(PSR)

The Preservation Commission asked that this policy be revised to include
language referring to historic landscapes, streetscapes, and trees as well.

. HCR 1.2.10 Preservation of Contributing Elements. The City shall
promote the preservation, rehabilitation, restoration, and/or reconstruction,
as appropriate, of buildings and other contributing elements (e.g. historic
landscapes, street lamps, signs) to the area as defined by the historic
context.(RDR)

The Preservation Commission asked that this policy be deleted, as their
revision to HCR 1.2.1 covers this policy.

. Planning. The City shall take historical and cultural resources into
consideration in the development of planning studies and documents.

This is a new policy suggested by the Preservation Commission.

Implementation Programs:

. Implementation Program 2: The City shall review the established criteria
and standards for research, survey, assessment, inventory, designation,
alterations, additions, rehabilitation, reconstruction, restoration, and
preservation of historic and cultural resources to ensure that they remain
consistent with Federal and State standards and criteria. (RDR)

The Preservation Commission asked that the timeline for implementation
be changed from 2008-2010 to 2011-2015.

o Implementation Program 8: The City shall periodically review the
established minimum maintenance standards for historic properties and
identify other options and programs to provide for maintenance and
upkeep of historic properties and resources. (RDR/PI)
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The Preservation Commission asked that after this program, a program be
added for the City to establish a list of historic structures not in compliance
with maintenance standards, and for the City to actively enforce standards
on these structures.

. Implementation Program 11: The City shall explore the need for Historic
Preservation Overlay Zones and review and revise, as needed, the Zoning
Ordinance. (PSR)

The Preservation Commission changed the wording to:

Implementation Program 11: The City shall conduct a study to assess the
need for Historic Preservation Overlay Zones and other mechanisms to
increase protections for historic resources, and review and revise, as
needed, the Zoning Ordinance. (PSR)

. The City shall integrate preservation with other land use and planning
efforts, including but not limited to Community Plans, Redevelopment Area
Plans, Specific Plans, etc.

The Preservation Commission suggested the addition of this
implementation program.

o The Preservation Commission would also like to see an implementation
program for Policy HCR 1.3.2 (Heritage Tourism).

The Preservation Commission voted to recommend that the City Council accept
the implementation programs with the Preservation Commission’s modifications.

Desigh Commission, 3/19/08

No suggested revisions. Pleased with the policies and implementation programs.

Planning Commission, 3/20/08

Comments from members included:

J Add an implementation program for bringing Planning, the Department of
Transportation, and Development Services together again in one
department.

o Involve the Planning Commission in helping to prioritize updates to the

Zoning Code for conformance with the General Plan (a priority
implementation program).

. Include an implementation program under the Utilities section about the
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City providing new types of utility services that become important in the
future, such as WiFi.

Add three indicators to assess whether the General Plan is helping to
improve or enhance: the city’s sense of place, the jobs/housing balance,
and the city’s role as a regional center.

(Note: It is difficult to find a measurable indicator for sense of place. Data
for evaluating “sense of place” would be more subjective and qualitative,
rather than objective and quantitative. Also, we have not identified any
readily available data for such an indicator.)

Add an equity indicator speaking to changes in geographic concentration
of low income households. Also, add an equity indicator speaking to
health differences between low-income and higher income populations.
(Health statistics can be obtained from Valley Vision’s website.)

The complete neighborhoods indicator speaking to distances from homes
to amenities is also an equity indicator.
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PART 2, CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES

Land Use and Urban Design

2030 Sacramento General Plan
FINAL DRAFT POLICIES

LAND USE and URBAN DESIGN (LU)

As a healthy, growing city, Sacramento’s focus is on how to accommodate growth and change
while preserving and enhancing the qualities and characteristics that make it such a desirable
place to live. The City recognizes that the quality of life in Sacramento is dependent on both
creating and preserving attractive buildings, streets, and public spaces that facilitate and enrich
the life of the community, and on creating a compatible and complementary mix of residential,
employment, commercial and service uses that can sustain a vibrant economy, a healthy
environment, and a vital social life. In recognition of their interdependence, policies addressing
land use and urban design are combined in this element to ensure that the physical forms and
patterns of future development advance the City’s desire for a higher quality of life and a more
sustainable future.

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination; JP-Joint
Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08 DRAFT Page 1
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PART 2, CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES

Land Use and Urban Design

GROWTH and CHANGE (LU 1)

Growth and Change policies provide for strategic growth and change that preserves existing
viable neighborhoods and targets new development to infill areas that are vacant or underutilized,

as well as new

greenfield” areas. Changes proposed to established areas focus on enhancing the

quality of life through improved connectivity with other parts of the City, greater access to
amenities, enhanced safety, and greater housing and employment choices.

Goals
LU 1.1

Policies

LU 111

LU 11.2

LU 1.1.3

LU 114

LU 1.1.5

LU 1.1.6

LU 1.1.7

Growth and Change. Support sustainable growth and change through orderly
and well-planned development that provides for the needs of existing and future
residents and businesses, ensures the effective and equitable provision of public
services, and makes efficient use of land and infrastructure.

Compact Development. The City shall take an active role as the regional leader
of sustainable development and encourage compact, higher-density development
that conserves land resources, protects habitat, supports transit, reduces vehicle
trips, improves air quality, conserves energy and water, and diversifies
Sacramento’s housing stock. (RDR)

Building Intensity and Population Density. The City shall regulate the levels
of building intensity and population density according to the standards and land
use designations set out in the General Plan and the Sacramento City Code.
Within these designations, cumulative development shall not exceed 650,000
persons and 474,000 employees by 2030. (RDR/PSR)

Growth and Change Evaluation. The City shall review and adjust the General
Plan’s land use, population, and employment capacities every five years, subject
to the evaluation of their impacts. (RDR)

Regional Leadership. The City shall take an active role as the regional leader in
the promotion of sustainable forms of growth and development. (IGC)

Leading Infill Growth. The City shall facilitate infill development through
active leadership and the strategic provision of infrastructure and services and
supporting land uses. (MPSP)

Infill Development. The City shall promote and provide incentives (e.g., focused
infill planning, zoning/rezoning, revised regulations, provision of infrastructure)
for infill development, redevelopment, mining reuse, and growth in existing
urbanized areas to enhance community character, optimize City investments in
infrastructure and community facilities, support increased transit use, promote
pedestrian- and bicycle-friendly neighborhoods, increase housing diversity,
ensure integrity of historic districts, and enhance retail viability. (RDR/MPSP)

Infill Below the Minimum. The City shall allow renovations and expansions of
existing development on existing parcels that fall below the allowed minimum
density and floor area ratio (FAR) provided they do not demolish the existing
structure. (RDR)

RDR-Regulation
PSR-Planning Stu

02/15/08

Cross Reference: See the Utilities Element for additional policies on the provision of
infrastructure facilities and services
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 2, CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES

LU 1.1.8

LU 119

LU 1.1.10

LU 1111

Land Use and Urban Design

Transition from Zoning. In areas where inconsistent zoning has not been
brought into conformity with the General Plan, the City shall allow property
owners to develop consistent with the existing zoning if they only require a
ministerial permit. For property owners requiring a discretionary permit, the
City shall allow development under the existing zoning if the City can make
specified findings or allow development under the General Plan designation, in
which case the City will waive fees related to rezoning consistent with the
General Plan.

Annexation Prior to City Services. Prior to the provision of City services to
new unincorporated areas, the City shall require those unincorporated properties
be annexed into the city, or that a conditional service agreement be executed
agreeing to annex when deemed appropriate by the City. (RDR)

Balancing Infill and New Growth. The City shall maintain a balanced growth
management approach by encouraging infill development within the existing
Policy Area where City services are in place, and by phasing city expansion into
Special Study Areas where appropriate.

New Growth. The City shall continue to plan for future expansion and new
growth in Special Study Areas to ensure that regional growth is adequately
accommodated and served by the City, particularly when it cannot be absorbed in
i
n

f Cross Reference: See 1.U 10 for additional policies on Special Study Areas.
i
]

| areas.

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination; JP-Joint

Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08

DRAFT Page 3
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 2, CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES

Land Use and Urban Design

CITYWIDE LAND USE and URBAN DESIGN (LU 2)

Citywide Land Use and Urban Design policies articulate a vision for a sustainable city comprised
of livable residential neighborhoods and distinctive and vibrant centers and corridors that
incorporate more compact mixed use development, energy- and resource-efficient buildings and
landscapes, effective public transit, attractive pedestrian-friendly streets, and a robust urban
forest. The policies promote development that utilizes the city’s natural and cultural assets as
keys to enhancing Sacramento’s position as an attractive place to live and work and a unique
destination to visit. Additionally, these policies promote uses that equitably support the diverse
needs of Sacramento’s residents including opportunities for commerce, employment, recreation,
education, culture, entertainment, and civic engagement.

Goal
LU 2.1

Policies

LU 2.1.1

LU 2.1.2

LU 2.1.3

LU 2.14

City of Neighborhoods. Create a city of diverse, distinct, and well-structured
neighborhoods that meet the community’s needs for complete, sustainable, and
high-quality living environments, from the historic downtown core to well-
integrated new growth areas.

Cross Reference: See the LU 4, Neighborboods for additional policies on residential
development and neighborhood design.

Neighborhoods as a Basic Unit. Recognizing that Sacramento’s neighborhoods
are the basic living environments that make-up the city’s urban fabric, the City
shall strive through its planning and urban design to preserve and enhance their
distinctiveness, identity, and livability from the downtown core to well integrated
new growth areas. (RDR/MPSP)

Protect Established Neighborhoods. The City shall preserve, protect, and
enhance established neighborhoods by providing sensitive transitions between
these neighborhoods and adjoining areas, and requiring new development, both
private and public, to respect and respond to those existing physical
characteristics—buildings, streetscapes, open spaces, and urban form—that
contribute to the overall character and livability of the neighborhood. (RDR)

Complete and Well-structured Neighborhoods. The City shall promote the
design of complete and well-structured neighborhoods whose physical layout and
land use mix promote walking to services, biking and transit use; foster
community pride; enhance neighborhood identity; ensure public safety; are
family-friendly and address the needs of all ages and abilities. (RDR)

Neighborhood Centers. The City shall promote the development of
strategically-located (e.g., accessible to surrounding neighborhoods) mixed-use
neighborhood centers that accommodate local-serving commercial, employment,
and entertainment uses; provide diverse housing opportunities; are within
walking distance of surrounding residents, and are efficiently served by transit.

(RDR)

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination; JP-Joint

Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08

DRAFT Page 4
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 2, CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES

LU 2.1.5

Goal
LU 2.2

Policies

LU 2.2.1

LU 2.2.2

LU 2.2.3

Goal
LU 2.3

Policies

LU 2.3.1

LU 2.3.2

Land Use and Urban Design

Neighborhood Enhancement. The City shall promote infill development,
redevelopment, rehabilitation, and reuse efforts that contribute positively (e.g.,
architectural design) to existing neighborhoods and surrounding areas. (RDR)

City of Rivers. Preserve and enhance the Sacramento’s riverfronts as signature
features and destinations within the city and maximize riverfront access from
adjoining neighborhoods to facilitate public enjoyment of this unique open space
resource.

Cross Reference: See the Environmental Resources Element for additional policies on
rivers, waterways, and riparian babitat.

World-Class Rivers. The City shall encourage development throughout the city
to feature (e.g., access, building orientation, design) the Sacramento and
American Rivers and shall develop a world-class system of riverfront parks and
open spaces that provide a destination for visitors and respite from the urban
setting for residents. (MPSP)

Waterway Conservation. The City shall encourage the conservation and
restoration of rivers and creeks within the urbanized area as multi-functional
open space corridors that complement adjoining development and connect the
city’s parks and recreation system to the Sacramento and American Rivers.
(RDR/MPSP)

Improving River Development and Access. The City shall require new
development along the Sacramento and American Rivers to use the natural river
environment as a key feature to guide the scale, design, and intensity of
development, and to maximize visual and physical access to the rivers.
(RDR/MPSP)

City of Trees and Open Spaces. Maintain a multi-functional “green
infrastructure” consisting of natural areas, open space, urban forest, and parkland,
which serves as a defining physical feature of Sacramento, provides visitors and
residents with access to open space and recreation, and is designed for
environmental sustainability.

Cross Reference: See the Education, Recreation, and Parks and Environmental
Resources Elements for additional policies on parks, gpen space, and nrban forests.

Multi-functional Green Infrastructure. The City shall strive to create a
comprehensive and integrated system of parks, open space, and urban forests that
frames and complements the city’s urban areas. (MPSP)

Adjacent Development. The City shall require that development adjacent to
parks and open spaces complements and benefits from this proximity by:

»  Preserving physical and visual access;

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination; JP-Joint

Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08

DRAFT Page 5
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 2, CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES

Goal
LU 24

Policies

LU 24.1

LU 2.4.2

LU 24.3

LU 244

LU 2.4.5

Goal
LU 2.5

Land Use and Urban Design

» Requiring development to front, rather than back, onto these areas;

» Using single-loaded streets along the edge to define and accommodate public
access;

*  Providing pedestrian and multi-use trails;

* Augmenting non-accessible habitat areas with adjoining functional parkland;
and

» Extending streets perpendicular (i.e., along edges) to parks and open space
and not closing off visual and/or physical access with development. (RDR)

City of Distinctive and Memorable Places. Promote community design that
produces a distinctive, high-quality built environment whose forms and character
reflect Sacramento’s unique historic, environmental, and architectural context,
and create memorable places that enrich community life.

Cross Reference: See ER 7, Aesthetic Resonrces for additional policies on maintenance
and protection of significant visual and aesthetic resources that contribute to the identity and
character of Sacramento.

Unique Sense of Place. The City shall promote quality site, architectural and
landscape design that incorporates those qualities and characteristics that make
Sacramento desirable and memorable including: human-scaled blocks, figurative
parks and open spaces, tree-lined streets, and varied architectural styles. (RDR)

Responsiveness to Context. The City shall promote building design that respects
and responds to the local context, including use of local materials where feasible,
responsiveness to Sacramento’s climate, and consideration of cultural and
historic context of Sacramento’s neighborhoods and centers. (RDR)

Enhanced City Gateways. The City shall ensure that public improvements and
private development work together to enhance the sense of entry at key gateways
to the city to create a unique and well-defined identity for Sacramento’s various
entries. (JP)

Iconic Buildings. The City shall encourage the development of iconic public and
private buildings in key locations to create new landmarks and focal features that
contribute to the city’s structure and identity. (RDR /MPSP)

Distinctive Urban Skyline. The City shall encourage the development of a
distinctive urban skyline that reflects the vision of Sacramento with a prominent
central core that contains the city’s tallest buildings, complemented by smaller
urban centers with lower-scale mid- and high-rise development. (RDR /MPSP)

City Connected and Accessible. Promote the development of an urban pattern
of well connected, integrated, and accessible neighborhoods corridors, and

Cross Reference: See the Mobility Element for additional policies on pedestrianways,
bikeways, transit, roadways, and other modes of transportation.

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination; JP-Joint

Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

02/15/08

DRAFT Page 6
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

PART 2, CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES

Policies

LU 2.5.1

LU 2.5.2

Goal
LU 2.6

Policies

LU 2.6.1

LU 2.6.2

LU 2.6.3

Land Use and Urban Design

centers.

Connected Neighborhoods Centers, and Corridors. The City shall require that
new development, both infill and greenfield, maximizes connections and
minimizes barriers between neighborhoods corridors, and centers within the city.

(RDR)

Overcoming Barriers to Accessibility. The City shall strive to remove and
minimize the effect of natural and manmade barriers to accessibility between and
within existing neighborhoods corridors, and centers. (MPSP/RDR)

City Sustained and Renewed. Promote sustainable development and land use
practices in both new development and redevelopment that provide for the
creation, repair, and transformation of Sacramento into a sustainable urban city
while preserving choices (e.g., where to live, work, and recreate) for future

Note: Sustainability policies are threaded throughout the General Plan policies in all elements
of the Plan.

generations.

Sustainable Development Patterns. The City shall promote compact
development patterns and higher-development intensities that use land
efficiently, reduce pollution and the expenditure of energy and other resources,
and facilitate walking, bicycling, and transit use. (RDR)

Redevelopment and Revitalization Strategies. The City shall employ a range
of strategies to promote revitalization of distressed, under-utilized, and/or
transitioning areas, including:

e Targeted public investments;

e Development incentives;

e Redevelopment assistance;

e Public-private partnerships;

e Revised development regulations and entitlement procedures; and

e Implementation of City or SHRA sponsored studies and master plans.
(MPSP/RDR/FB/]P)

Sustainable Building Practices. The City shall promote sustainable building
practices that incorporate a “whole system” approach to designing and
constructing buildings that consume less energy, water and other resources,
facilitate natural ventilation, use daylight effectively, and are healthy, safe,
comfortable, and durable. (RDR)
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LU 2.6.4

LU 2.6.5

LU 2.6.6

LU 2.6.7

Goal
LU 2.7

Policies

LU 2.7.1

LU 2.7.2

LU 2.7.3

LU 2.7.4

Land Use and Urban Design

Reduced Automobile Dependence. The City shall encourage development that
reduces automobile dependence and promotes more sustainable (e.g., more
energy efficient, less polluting) modes of transportation, such as walking,
bicycling, and transit use. (MPSP)

Existing Structure Reuse. The City shall encourage the retention of existing
structures and promote their adaptive reuse and renovation with green building
technologies to retain the structures embodied energy, make it more energy
efficient, and limit the generation of waste. /RDR]

Green Building Retrofit. The City shall promote the retrofitting of existing
structures with green building technologies/practices and encourage structures
under renovation to be built to a green building standard such as LEED
(Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design)./RDR]

Cross Reference: See ER 3, Urban Forest for additional policies on the city’s urban
Sorests.

Heat Island Effect. The City shall seek to reduce the “heat island effect” by
promoting such features as reflective roofing, green roofs, light colored
pavement, and urban shade trees and reducing the un-shaded extent of parking

lots. (RDR)

City Form and Structure. Require excellence in the design of the city’s form
and structure through development standards and clear design direction.

Development Regulations. The City shall promote design excellence by
ensuring City development regulations clearly express intended rather than
prohibited outcomes and reinforce rather than inhibit quality design. (RDR)

Design Review. The City shall require design review that focuses on achieving
appropriate form and function for all new and redevelopment projects to promote
creativity, innovation, and design quality. (RDR)

Transitions in Scale. The City shall require that the scale and massing of new
development in higher-density centers and corridors provide appropriate
transitions in building height and bulk that are sensitive to the physical and visual
character of adjoining neighborhoods that have lower development intensities
and building heights. (RDR)

Public Safety and Community Design. The City shall promote design of
neighborhoods, centers, streets, and public spaces that enhance public safety and
discourage crime by providing street-fronting uses (“eyes on the street”),
adequate lighting and sight lines, and features that cultivate a sense of
community ownership. (RDR)
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LU 2.7.5 Development Along Freeways. The City shall promote high quality
development character of buildings along freeway corridors and protect
the public from the adverse effects of vehicle-generated air emissions,
noise, and vibration, using such techniques as:

» Requiring extensive landscaping and trees along the freeway
fronting elevation;

= Establish-a consistent building line, articulating and modulating
building elevations and heights to create visual interest;

* Include design elements that reduce noise and provide for proper
filtering, ventilation, and exhaust of wvehicle air emissions.
(RDR/MPSP)

LU 2.7.6 Walkable Blocks. The City shall require new development and redevelopment
projects to create walkable, pedestrian-scaled blocks, publicly-accessible mid-
block pedestrian routes where appropriate, and sidewalks appropriately-scaled
for the anticipated pedestrian use. (RDR)

Cross Reference: See M2, Walkable Communities for additional policies on pedestrian
facilities.

LU 2.7.7 Buildings that Engage the Street. The City shall require buildings to be
oriented to and actively engage and complete the public realm through such
features as building orientation, build-to and setback lines, fagade articulation,
ground-floor transparency, and location of parking. (RDR)

LU 2.7.8 Screening of Off-street Parking. The City shall reduce the visual prominence of
parking within the public realm by requiring most off-street parking to be located
behind or within structures or otherwise fully or partially screened from public
view. (RDR/MSPS)

Goal
LU 2.8 City Fair and Equitable. Ensure fair and equitable access for all citizens to
employment, housing, education, recreation, transportation, retail, and public
services, including participation in public planning for the future.
Policies
LU 2.8.1 Equitable Distribution of Uses and Amenities. The City shall strive to ensure
that that desirable uses and neighborhood amenities are distributed equitably
throughout the city and strive to remove undesirable uses from existing
neighborhoods. (RDR/MSPS)
Cross Reference: See the LU 8, Public Quasi-Public for additional policies on the
equitable distribution of public facilities.
LU 2.8.2 Public Facilities and Services. The City shall strive to equitably distribute

public facilities, improvements, and services throughout the city, with priority
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given to remedying existing deficiencies in blighted or wunder-served
neighborhoods. (MPSP)

LU 2.8.3 High-Impact Uses. The City shall avoid the concentration of high-impact uses
and facilities in a manner that disproportionately affects a particular
neighborhood, center, or corridor to ensure that such uses do not result in an
inequitable environmental burden being placed on low-income or minority
neighborhoods. (RDR)

LU 2.8.4 Housing Type Distribution. The City shall promote an equitable distribution of
housing types for all income groups throughout the city and promote mixed-
income developments rather than creating concentrations of below-market-rate

Cross Reference: See the Housing Element for additional policies on the equitable
distribution of house types.

housing in certain areas. (RDR/MPSP)

LU 2.8.5 Jobs Housing Balance. The City shall encourage a balance between job type,
the workforce, and housing development to reduce the negative impacts of long

commutes and provide a range of employment opportunities for all city residents.
(RDR/MPSP)

LU 2.8.6 Community Outreach. The City shall strive to engage all segments of the
community in planning decisions, including non-English-language speakers, the
elderly, youth, working parents, low-income residents, and other similar special
needs groups. (PI)
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LAND USE and URBAN FORM
DIAGRAM: OVERVIEW (LU 3)

The Land Use and Urban Form Diagram overview section includes the Land Use and Urban Form
Diagram as well as an overview of urban form guidelines and State planning law requirements for
standards of population density and building intensity and allowed uses for the various land use
designations in the plan.

The General Plan includes a diagram and set of designations that give direction for both land use
and urban form. The system includes components that address legal requirements for allowed uses,
population density, building intensity, and urban form criteria for the different neighborhoods,
centers, and corridors throughout the city. These components work together to define the overall
role of each area of the city, whether it’s for living (neighborhoods), gathering and employment
(centers), travel and commerce (corridors), preservation (open space), or a unique role (other district)
such as a college.

Land Use & Urban Form Designations and Development Standards

State planning law requires general plans to establish “standards of population density and
building intensity” as well as allowed uses for the various land use designations in the plan
(Government Code Section 65302(a)). Each of the land use and urban form designations
describes existing and future uses in terms of 1) urban form guidelines, 2) allowed uses, and 3)
development standards.

Urban Form Guidelines

Urban form describes key physical form characteristics envisioned for each designation. Urban
form guidelines are intended to inform future development by ensuring that all parties (i.e.,
developers, the City, and the public) share a common understanding of the characteristics that
contribute to good design and consider the implications of individual project design on the form
and character of the community as a whole.

These qualities include characteristics such as the height and bulk of buildings, the location of
buildings on their lots, the relationship of buildings to streets, the height of buildings relative to
adjacent neighborhoods, and the location and character of parking and pedestrian facilities.
Unlike the allowed uses and development standards described below, the urban form
guidelines are recommendations not required standards.

Allowed Uses
These descriptions outline the range of uses that are allowed within each designation.
Development Standards

These are legal standards of density for residential uses and standards of building intensity for
non-residential and mixed-use the following explains how these standards operate.

Standards of building density for residential uses are stated as the allowable range (i.e. minimum
and maximum) of dwelling units per net acre. Standards of population density for residential uses
can be derived by multiplying the maximum number of dwelling units per net acre by the average
number of persons per dwelling unit assumed for the applicable residential designation (e.g., two
persons per dwelling unit).
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Standards of building intensity for non-residential uses such as mixed-use, commercial, and
industrial development are stated as a range of (i.e., minimum and maximum) floor-area ratios
(FARs). In the case of mixed-use developments that include residential uses, the FAR includes
residential building square footage, and the density range is not applicable.

A floor-area ratio is the ratio of the useable floor area of a building on a lot to the area of the lot
(or parcel). The floor area of a building is the sum of the useable area of each floor of the
building, excluding mechanical space, cellar space, floor space in open balconies, elevators or
stairwell bulkheads, and floor space and lot area used for parking. For example, on a lot with
25,000 square feet of land area, a FAR of 0.50 will allow 12,500 square feet of useable building
floor area to be built, regardless of the number of stories in the building (e.g., 6,250 square feet
per floor on two floors or 12,500 square feet on one floor). On the same 25,000-square-foot lot, a
FAR of 1.00 would allow 25,000 square feet of useable floor area, and a FAR of 2.00 would
allow 50,000 square feet of useable floor area. The diagram above shows how various building
configurations representing FARs of 0.50, 1.00, and 2.00.

While FAR provides for the overall development size and intensity, it does not specify the form
or character of the building. Different interpretations of the same FAR can result in buildings of
very different character. The urban form guidelines for each designation describe key physical
form characteristics envisioned for the designation. In addition, other City regulations (e.g.,
zoning or design guidelines height limits, building setbacks, and open space requirements) guide
the form of buildings within a given FAR range.

Variaus Euilding fastprins
el an FAR of 1.0
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General Plan Land Use/Urban Form Diagram
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Land Use and Urban Design

Guidelines Standards
Land Use and Urban Form Building Height | Minimum | Maximum | Minimum | Maximum
Designation (Number of Density Density | Floor Area | Floor Area
Stories) ) (dwelling | (dwelling Ratio Ratio
units per | units per (FAR) (FAR)
acre) acre)
[Neighborhoods |
Rural Residential 1-3 0.25 3.0 - 1.50
Suburban Neighborhood Low Density ® 1-3 3.0 8.0 - 1.50
Suburban Neighborhood Medium Density ) 1-3 7.0 15.0 - 1.50
Suburban Neighborhood High Density @ © 1-3 15.0 30.0 0.35 1.50
Traditional Neighborhood Low Density®) 1-3 3.0 8.0 - 1.50
g)raditional Neighborhood Medium Density 1-3 8.0 21.0 - 1.50
Traditional Neighborhood High Density @ © 1-3 18.0 36.0 0.50 1.50
Urban Neighborhood Low Density @ ©) 2-4 12.0 36.0 0.50 1.00
Urban Neighborhood Medium Density @) 3-8 33.0 101.0 1.50 4.00
Urban Neighborhood High Density ®©®) 4-24 101.0 250.0 2.00 8.00
|Centers
Suburban Center 1-4 0.25 2.00
Traditional Center ) 1-4 0.30 2.00
Regional Commercial 1-6 32.0 80.0 0.25 3.00
Urban Center Low 2-7 20.0 150.0 0.40 4.00
Urban Center High @ 2-24 24.0 250.0 1.75 8.00
Central Business District 4+ 61.0 450.0 3.00 10.00
|C0rrid0rs
Suburban Corridors 1-4 15.0 36.0 0.30 2.00
Urban Corridor Low 2-6 20.0 60.0 0.40 3.00
Urban Corridor High @ 3-8 33.0 150.0 0.35 6.00
(Other Designations
Employment Center Low Rise 1-3 - - 0.35 1.00
Employment Center Mid Rise ® 3-12 18.0 60.0 0.35 2.00
Industrial - - - 0.10 1.00
Public/Quasi-Public - - - - -
Open Space - - - - -
Special Study Area - - - - -
Planned Development - - - - -

@ Height guidelines are an urban form guidelines, not land use standards.
@ Residential development (i.e., density) is included in mixed-use FAR.
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Guidelines Standards
Land Use and Urban Form Building Height | Minimum | Maximum | Minimum | Maximum
Designation (Number of Density Density | Floor Area | Floor Area
Stories) (dwelling | (dwelling Ratio Ratio
units per | units per (FAR) (FAR)
acre) acre)

& Neighborhood support uses (schools, parks, libraries, community centers, and childcare/elderly care facilities)
are also allowed.
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NEIGHBORHOODS (LU 4)

Neighborhood policies provide for the protection, maintenance, and enhancement of
Sacramento’s residential neighborhoods, assuring that new development complements and
reinforces their unique characteristics through sensitive infill and transitions in scale from
adjacent centers and corridors. They provide for residential neighborhoods that contain a diversity
of housing types and for the development of more complete residential neighborhoods that
include a diversity of housing types and complementary community-supportive, uses such as
neighborhood-serving commercial and appropriately scaled public and quasi-public uses, such as

Cross Reference: See the Housing Element for additional policies related to residential development and
housing.

schools parks, and libraries; fire and police facilities; community centers, private social halls,
religious institutions and other places of assembly; cultural facilities; hospitals; and
transportation-related and utility facilities.

Rural Residential

Rural Residential has a limited role in Sacramento’s future. Rural neighborhoods

contribute to variety and choice in housing and lifestyle. However, given the inefficient

use of land and infrastructure, this development pattern will be limited to a few areas of

the city. Rural neighborhoods are the preferred residential designation to provide

“buffers” and serve as a physical transition between Suburban Neighborhoods and the

city’s outer edges that abut open space.

Rural Residential Urban Form Guidelines

Key urban form characteristics of the Rural Neighborhood that should be preserved, enhanced,

and/or introduced include:

= Large parcels relating to the size and shape of older agricultural landholdings;

= Large residential lots with low building coverage (e.g., less than 10 percent);

* Building heights that generally range from 1 to 3 stories;

» Buildings are sited centrally within the parcel with deep front, side, and rear setbacks;

»  QGenerally straight, narrow streets designed to accommodate lower traffic volumes generated
by low-density development (i.e., not designed to urban standards); and

= Rural street improvement standards that include:

o compacted shoulders and open drainage swales with limited curb and gutter
improvements;

o minimal or no street lights;

o no on-street parking lanes;

o paved and/or compact aggregate pedestrian/multi-use trails separated from and
aligned along one side of the public roadway (rather than sidewalks on both sides of
roadway); and

o large street trees scaled to the open character of the rural landscape and set back from
the roadway

Rural Residential Development Standards

This designation provides for the following uses:

» Single family detached residential uses normally associated with urban/rural interface areas;
= Accessory second units;

* Limited neighborhood-serving commercial uses; and
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= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 0.25 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 3.0 Units/Net Acre
-  Maximum FAR 1.5 FAR

Suburban Neighborhoods

The suburban neighborhood designations (low, medium, and high) will continue to be the

predominant residential development pattern in existing neighborhoods. As a result, the

magnitude of change anticipated for these areas is substantially less than what is

anticipated for the commercial corridors and centers that serve them. Changes proposed

in areas identified as suburban neighborhoods are more subtle, focusing on how to

enhance the quality of such areas by improving characteristics such as connectivity,

pedestrian safety, neighborhood character, and housing choice.

Suburban Residential Urban Form Guidelines

Key urban form characteristics envisioned for the suburban neighborhood designations include:

* Predominantly single-family residential scale;

» Higher-density uses near centers or major transit routes;

= Lot coverage that generally does not exceed 60 percent;

* Building heights that generally range from 1 to 3 stories;

= A street system that provides distribution of traffic and route flexibility;

* Neighborhood parks within walking distance of local residents;

* A range of housing types and designs consistent with existing forms and patterns;

= Street design that balances pedestrian and bicycle use with vehicular circulation by
incorporating traffic-calming measures and more attractive and functional pedestrian/bicycle
facilities; and

= Consistent patterns of street trees that provide shade and enhance character and identity.

Suburban Neighborhood Low Density Development Standards

This designation provides for low intensity housing and neighborhood support uses including:
=  Single family detached dwellings;

= Single family attached dwellings (e.g., duplexes, triplexes, townhomes);

= Accessory second units;

» Limited neighborhood-serving commercial on lots three acres or less; and

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 3.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 8.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum FAR 1.5 FAR

Suburban Neighborhood Medium Density Development Standards

This designation provides for medium density housing and neighborhood support uses including:
= Small lot single family detached dwellings;

= Small lot single family attached dwellings (e.g., duplexes, triplexes, townhomes);

= Accessory second units;

= Multifamily dwellings (e.g., apartments and condominiums);

* Limited neighborhood-serving commercial on lots three acres or less; and

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 7.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 15.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum FAR 1.5 FAR
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Suburban Neighborhood High Density Development Standards

This designation provides for single use multifamily housing and predominantly residential
mixed-use development in areas served by major transportation routes and facilities, and near
major shopping areas, including:

*  Multifamily dwellings (e.g., apartments and condominiums);

*  Mixed-use neighborhood-serving commercial; and

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 15.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 30.0 Units/Net Acre
- Minimum FAR 0.35 FAR

- Maximum FAR 1.5 FAR

Note: Residential densities are only required for single use residential projects. Residential
development that is constructed as part of a mixed use project is only required to be built within
the allowed floor area ratio (FAR) range.

Traditional Neighborhood

Traditional neighborhoods and the characteristics associated with them are highly

desirable and expected to be highly sought after in the future. Many existing traditional

neighborhoods are well-established and generally well-preserved; thus, changes to these

areas will be relatively modest. Conversely some traditional neighborhoods, such as Oak

Park, have many of the key formal characteristics of a traditional neighborhood, but have

declined over time. These neighborhoods will experience more substantial change related

to rehabilitation of units, infill development, and streetscape improvements. Changes

proposed in these traditional neighborhoods will focus on preserving and restoring the

quality of such areas by protecting and enhancing features such as scale and quality of

housing, neighborhood character, and housing choice. It should be noted that Traditional

Neighborhoods contain a wide diversity of development and thus some houses and

buildings fall outside the allowed development standards. The City expects to retain this

diversity. It is also anticipated that future new development areas will be planned with

attributes that emulate the traditional neighborhood form and character and include

adequate neighborhood-serving uses.

Traditional Neighborhood Urban Form Guidelines

Key urban form characteristics of low, medium, and high density residential development in

traditional neighborhoods include:

* Predominantly single-family residential scale and that includes a mix of single family units,
second units, duplexes, tri-plexes, four-plexes, and apartments;

= Lot coverage that generally does not exceed 70 percent;

* Building heights that generally range from 1 to 3 stories for all traditional neighborhood
designations;

* A highly interconnected street system that facilitates flow of traffic, connectivity, and route
flexibility;

= Pedestrian-scale blocks that are easy to navigate;

* A comprehensive, integrated, and interconnected pedestrian/bicycle system;

= Neighborhood services, transit, parks and schools within walking distance of local residents;

» Limited garages and curb cuts along the street frontage with rear, alley, and side garage
access common;
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* Diverse architectural designs consistent with the neighborhoods forms and patterns;

= Street design that balances pedestrian and bicycle uses and safety with vehicular circulation;

» Traffic-calming measures, sidewalks with parkways (e.g., planting strips), and more attractive
and functional pedestrian/bicycle facilities; and

= Dense street tree canopy that provides shade and enhanced neighborhood character and
identity.

Traditional Neighborhood Low Density Development Standards

This designation provides for moderate intensity housing and neighborhood support uses
including:

» Single family detached dwellings

» Single family attached dwellings (e.g., duplexes, triplexes, townhomes);

= Accessory second units;

* Limited neighborhood-serving commercial on lots two acres or less; and

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 3.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 8.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum FAR 1.5 FAR

Traditional Neighborhood Medium Density Development Standards

This designation provides for higher intensity medium density housing and neighborhood support
uses including:

= Small-lot single family dwellings,

= Small lot single family attached dwellings (e.g., duplexes, triplexes, townhomes);

= Accessory second units;

*  Multifamily dwellings (e.g., apartments and condominiums);

* Limited neighborhood-serving commercial on lots two acres or less; and

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 8.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 21.0 Units/Net Acre
-  Maximum FAR 1.5 FAR

Traditional Neighborhood High Density Development Standards

This designation provides for single use multifamily housing and predominantly residential
mixed-use development in areas served by major transportation routes and facilities, and near
shopping areas, including:

*  Multifamily dwellings (e.g., apartments and condominiums)

= Mixed-use neighborhood-serving commercial uses; and

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 18.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 36.0 Units/Net Acre
- Minimum FAR 0.5 FAR
- Maximum FAR 1.5 FAR

Note: Residential densities are only required for single use residential projects. Residential
development that is constructed as part of a mixed use project is only required to be built within
the allowed floor area ratio (FAR) range.

Urban Neighborhood
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While the area proposed for Urban Neighborhoods is relatively small compared to the
other neighborhood form categories, Urban Neighborhoods will play a significant role in
Sacramento’s future. The city’s continued growth as a regional center for business,
culture and entertainment increases the demand for and interest in urban residential
living. Urban Neighborhoods are highly active areas where of people live, work and
recreate seven-days a week and around the clock. As the city continues to grow, new
Urban Neighborhoods will be developed in urban centers outside the Central City.
Urban Neighborhood Urban Form Guidelines
Key urban form characteristics of low, medium, and high density residential development and
support uses in urban neighborhoods include:
=  Buildings that establish a consistent setback from street that produces a pleasing definition to
the public right-of-way (e.g., sidewalk, parkway strip, and street);
» Building fagades and entrances that directly address the street and have a high degree of
transparency (i.e., numerous windows) on street-fronting facades;
* Building heights that generally range from:
o 2 to 4 stories for Low Density,
o 3 to 8 stories for Medium Density, and
o 4 to 24 stories for High Density;
= Lot coverage that generally does not exceed 80 percent;
* Aninterconnected street system that provides for traffic and route flexibility;
» Vertical and horizontal integration of complementary non-residential uses;
= Off-street parking that is integrated into the buildings or placed in separate parking structures;
»  Minimal or no curb cuts along street fronts and facades;
= Side or rear access to parking and service functions;
* Broad sidewalks appointed with appropriate pedestrian amenities/facilities;
= Street design that integrates pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular use and incorporates traffic-
calming features and on-street parking;
= Consistent planting of street trees that provide shade and enhance character and identity; and
= Public parks and open space areas within walking distance of local residents.

Urban Neighborhood Low Density Development Standards

This designation provides for moderate intensity urban housing and neighborhood support uses
including;:

= Small-lot single family dwellings,

= Small-lot single family attached dwellings (e.g., duplexes, triplexes, townhomes);

= Accessory second units;

= Mixed-use neighborhood-serving commercial; and

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 12.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 36.0 Units/Net Acre
- Minimum FAR 0.5 FAR
- Maximum FAR 1.0 FAR

Note: Residential densities are only required for single use residential projects. Residential
development that is constructed as part of a mixed use project is only required to be built within
the allowed floor area ratio (FAR) range.

Urban Neighborhood Medium Density Development Standards
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This designation provides for moderate to higher intensity urban housing and neighborhood
support uses including:

*  Small-lot single family dwellings,

= Small-lot single family attached dwellings (e.g., duplexes, triplexes, townhomes);

*  Multifamily dwellings (e.g., apartments and condominiums);

= Mixed-use neighborhood-serving commercial; and

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 33.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 101 Units/Net Acre
- Minimum FAR 1.5 FAR
-  Maximum FAR 4.0 FAR

Note: Residential densities are only required for single use residential projects. Residential
development that is constructed as part of a mixed use project is only required to be built within
the allowed floor area ratio (FAR) range.

Urban Neighborhood High Density Development Standards

This designation provides for single use urban multifamily housing and predominantly residential
urban mixed-use development in areas served by major transportation routes and facilities, and
near major shopping areas, including:

= Small-lot single family attached dwellings (e.g., duplexes, triplexes, townhomes)

*  Multifamily dwellings (e.g., apartments and condominiums)

* Mixed-use neighborhood-serving commercial; and

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses.

- Minimum Density 101.0 Units/Net Acre
- Maximum Density 250.0 Units/Net Acre
- Minimum FAR 2.0 FAR
-  Maximum FAR 8.0 FAR

Note: Residential densities are only required for single use residential projects. Residential
development that is constructed as part of a mixed use project is only required to be built within
the allowed floor area ratio (FAR) range.
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Comparison of Neighborhood Type Urban Form Guidelines

Land Use & Urban Design Element

Predominant Setbacks/ Primary
Neighborhood Building Building Building Street Width/| Vehicular On-Street Pedestrian
Types Types Lot Size Coverage Placement |Block Pattern| Orientation Loading Parking Realm
Minimal Public
Rural Single- Very Large Large Front, Interconnected [Narrow / [mprovements
. . Family YLATEE | Low: <10% |Side and Rear . Front No \With Private
Residential g — Large ILarge Blocks [Vehicular
Dwellings Yards Landscape
|IAmenities
Large Front Interconnected
Single- N and Rear . Wide — Medium-Width
Suburban . Large - Medium: . Medium to . .
. Family . o Yards with . Moderate / Front or Alley |Optional Zone With
Neighborhood f Medium <60% . . Pedestrian-
Dwellings Medium Side Balanced Street Trees
Scaled Blocks
Yards
Medium to
Small-lot \S{'r;lr'c:ill I\jvri(slrllt I}rlllt%:}rlznnected %i(iiéugz)r;e
Traditional Single- Medium - | Medium — 11 Sid destri Narrow / Alley / Side ith |
Neighborhood | Family Small High: <70% | omall Side Pedestrian- g1 coq Street Yes With Densely
Dwelli ' Yards with Scaled Blocks Placed Street
Wellings, Consistent in Grid Pattern Trees
Setbacks
Minimal or Hichl
Townhouses No Front and Intgerc}(/)nnec ted Moderate — IWide Zone
Urban and . Side Yards . |Alley / Side \With Densely
. e Small High: <80% . Pedestrian- Narrow/ Yes
Neighborhood | Multifamily with Street Placed Street
. . Scaled Blocks [Balanced
Dwellings Consistent . . Trees
in Grid Pattern
Setbacks

Note: This matrix compares the urban form of the four neighborhood types as established by the respective guidelines.
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Land Use & Urban Design Element

Neighborhood
Types

Predominant
Building
Types

Lot Size

Building
Coverage

Setbacks/
Building
Placement

Block Pattern

Street Width/
Orientation

Primary
Vehicular
Loading

On-Street
Parking

Pedestrian
Realm

Source: WRT; September 2007
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Goal

LU 4.1 Neighborhoods. Promote the development and preservation of neighborhoods
that provide a variety of housing types, densities, and designs and a mix of uses
and services that address the diverse needs of Sacramento residents of all ages,
socio-economic groups, and abilities.

Policies

LU 4.1.1 Mixed-use Neighborhoods. The City shall promote neighborhood design that
incorporates a compatible and complementary mix of residential and non-
residential (e.g., retail, parks, schools) uses that address the basic daily needs of
residents and employees. (RDR)

LU 4.1.2 Neighborhood Amenities. The City shall encourage appropriately-scaled
community-supportive facilities and services within all neighborhoods to
enhance neighborhood identity and provide convenient access within walking
and biking distance of city residents. (RDR/MPSP)

LU 4.1.3 Walkable Neighborhoods. The City shall encourage the design and
development of neighborhoods that makes them more pedestrian-friendly
including features such as short blocks; broad and well-appointed sidewalks (e.g.,
lighting, landscaping, adequate width); tree-shaded streets; buildings that define
and are oriented to adjacent streets and public spaces; limited driveway curb cuts;
paseos and pedestrian lanes; alleys, traffic-calming features; and convenient
pedestrian street crossings. (RDR/MPSP)

Cross Reference: See the M2, Walkable Communities for additional policies on
pedestrian facilities.

LU4.14 Alley Access. The City shall encourage the use of alleys with safety by
design to access individual parcels in neighborhoods in order to reduce the
number of curb cuts, driveways, garage doors, and associated pedestrian/
automobile conflicts along street frontages. (RDR)

LU 4.1.5 Connecting Key Destinations. The City shall promote better connections
between residential neighborhoods and key commercial, cultural, recreational,
and other community-supportive destinations for all travel modes. (RDR/MPSP)

LU 4.1.6 Neighborhood Transitions. The City shall provide for appropriate transitions
between different land use and urban form designations along the alignment of
alleys or rear lot lines and along street centerlines, in order to maintain consistent
scale, form and character on both sides of public streetscapes. (RDR)

LU 4.1.7 Connections to Open Space. The City shall ensure that new and existing
neighborhoods contain a diverse mix of parks and open spaces that are connected
by trails, bikeways, and other open space networks and are within easy walking
distance of residents. (RDR/MPSP)

LU 4.1.8 Neighborhood Street Trees. The City shall encourage the strategic selection of
street tree species to enhance neighborhood character and identity and preserve
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the health and diversity of the urban forest. (RDR/MPSP) [Cross reference with
Urban Forest section]

Cross Reference: See the ER 3, Urban Forest for additional policies on the city’s trees
and nrban forest management.

LU 4.1.9 Residential Diversity. The City shall avoid concentrations of single use high-
density multi-family residential uses (e.g., apartments and condominiums) in
existing or new neighborhoods. (RDR)

Cross Reference: See the Housing Element for additional policies related to residential
development and housing.

LU 4.1.10 Balanced Neighborhoods.  The City shall require new major residential
development to provide a balanced housing mix that includes a range of housing
types and densities. (RDR)

LU 4.1.11 Senior Housing Development. The City shall encourage the development of
senior housing in neighborhoods that are accessible to public transit, commercial
services, and health and community facilities. (RDR/MPSP)

LU 4.1.12 Family-Friendly Neighborhoods. The City shall promote the development of
family-friendly neighborhoods throughout the city that provide housing that
accommodates families of all sizes and provides safe and convenient access to
schools, parks, and other family-oriented amenities and services. (RDR/MPSP)

LU 4.1.13 Gated Communities. The City shall discourage creation of gated communities
in an effort to promote social cohesiveness and maintain street network
efficiency, adequate emergency response times, and convenient travel routes for
all street users. (RDR)

Goal

LU 4.2 Suburban Neighborhoods. Encourage the creation of more complete and well-
designed suburban neighborhoods that provide a variety of housing choices and mix
of uses that encourage walking and biking.

Policies

LU 4.21 Enhanced Walking and Biking. The City shall pursue opportunities to promote
walking and biking in existing suburban neighborhoods through improvements
such as:

= Introducing new pedestrian and bicycle connections;

=  Adding bike lanes and designating and signing bike routes;

=  Narrowing streets where they are overly wide;

= Introducing planting strips and street trees between the curb and sidewalk;
and

= Introducing traffic circles, speed humps, traffic tables, and other appropriate
traffic calming improvements. (RDR/MPSP)

Cross Reference: Sce the M2, Walkable Commmunnities, M 3, Public Transit, and M 5,
Bikeways for additional policies on pedestrian, transit, and bicycle facilities and services.
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LU 4.2.2 Enhanced Urban Forest. The City shall pursue opportunities to enhance the
urban forest in existing suburban neighborhoods by undertaking neighborhood
street tree planting programs that introduce more trees into the public right-of-
way, rather than depending on trees in private yards. Potential strategies include:

= Introducing new planting strips and street trees between the curb and
sidewalk;

= Creating tree wells in existing sidewalks;

=  Adding trees in new curb extensions and traffic circles; and

= Adding trees to public parks and greenways. (MPSP/SO)

Cross Reference: See the ER 3, Urban Forest for additional policies on the city’s trees
and nrban forest management.

LU 4.2.3 Suburban Infill and Secondary Units. The City shall continue to support
efforts to provide more varied housing opportunities in existing suburban
neighborhoods through infill and intensification on existing available sites, and
by allowing secondary units on single family lots (Second Unit Ordinance), and
implementing deep lot provisions that allow for additional development on
excessively large lots. (RDR)

Goal

LU 4.3 Traditional Neighborhoods. Retain the pedestrian-scale, pre-automobile form,
and lush urban forest that typifies traditional neighborhoods and contributes to
their special sense of place.

Policies Cross Reference: See the Historic and Cultural Preservation Element for additional
policies related to preservation of structures and neighborboods.

LU 4.3.1 Traditional Neighborhood Protection. The City shall protect the pattern and
character of Sacramento’s unique traditional neighborhoods, including the street-

grid pattern, architectural styles, tree canopy, and access to neighborhoods services
and amenities. (RDR)

LU 4.3.2 Traditional Neighborhood Densities. The City shall preserve the existing
diversity of housing types and densities on each block of Traditional
Neighborhoods. Where proposed residential development on a parcel within a
Traditional Neighborhood block exceeds the maximum allowed density, the
development may be allowed if it would not cause the overall density for the block
to be exceeded. However, where existing development on a Traditional
Neighborhood block does not conform to the development standards and urban
form guidelines, deviations from those standards and guidelines may be allowed if
replacement of existing housing units does not result in a net increase or decrease in

density on the parcel. (RDR)

LU 4.3.3 Single Family Housing in Traditional Neighborhoods. The City shall
encourage the retention of existing single-family dwellings in Traditional
Neighborhoods and discourage rezoning of single-family districts to multifamily
districts. /New Policy per Iong Range Planning 12/14/2007] (RDR)

Goal
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LU 44 Urban Neighborhoods. Promote vibrant, high-density, mixed-use urban
neighborhoods with convenient access to employment, shopping, entertainment,
civic uses (e.g., school, park, place of assembly, library, or community center),
and community-supportive facilities and services.

Policies

LU 441 Well-defined Street Fronts. The City shall require that new buildings in urban
neighborhoods maintain a consistent setback from the public right-of-way in
order to create a pleasing definition to the public sidewalk and street. (RDR)

LU 44.2 Building Orientation. The City shall require that building facades and entrances
directly face the adjoining street frontage and include a high proportion of
transparent windows facing the street in buildings with non-residential uses at
street level. (RDR)

LU 443 Building Design. The City shall encourage sensitive design and site planning in

urban neighborhoods that mitigates the scale of larger buildings through careful
use of building massing, setbacks, facade articulation, fenestration, varied
parapets and roof planes, and pedestrian-scaled architectural details. (RDR)

LU 44.4 Ample Public Realm. The City shall require that higher-density urban
neighborhoods include small public spaces and have broad tree-lined sidewalks
furnished with appropriate pedestrian amenities that provide comfortable and
attractive settings to accommodate high levels of pedestrian activity. (RDR)

LU 4.4.5 Parking and Service Access and Design. The City shall require that, to the
degree feasible, parking and service areas in urban neighborhoods be accessed
from alleys or side streets to minimize their visibility from streets and public
spaces. Curb cuts for driveways should not be allowed along the primary street
frontage. (RDR)

LU 4.4.6 Mix of Uses. The City shall encourage the vertical and horizontal integration of a
complementary mix of commercial, service and other non-residential uses that
address the needs of families and other household types living in urban
neighborhoods. Such uses may include daycare and school facilities, retail and
services, and parks, plazas, and open spaces. (RDR)

Goal

LU 4.5 New Neighborhoods. Ensure that complete new neighborhoods embody the
City’s principles of Smart Growth and Sustainability.

Policies Cross Reference: See LU 1, Growth and Change for additional policies related 1o city

expansion, new growth, and development.

LU 4.5.1 New Growth Neighborhoods. The City shall ensure that new residential growth
areas include neighborhoods that maintain a mix of residential types and densities,
and that the residential mix will provide appropriate transitional features that
integrate the area with adjacent existing neighborhoods and development. (RDK)

LU 4.5.2 Compact Neighborhoods. The City shall encourage developers to create new

residential neighborhoods that are pedestrian and bicycle friendly, are accessible by

RDR-Regulation & Development Review; MPSP-Master Plans, Strategies, and Programs; FB-Financing and Budgeting;
PSR-Planning Studies and Reports; SO-City Services and Operations; IGC-Inter-governmental Coordination; JP-Joint
Public-Private Partnerships; PI-Public Information

03,/27,/2008 DRAFT POLICIES Page 27
118



CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PART 2, CITYWIDE GOALS AND POLICIES
Land Use and Urban Design

transit, and make efficient use of land and infrastructure by being compact with
higher average densities. (RDR)

LU 4.5.3 Green Neighborhoods. The City shall encourage new development to build to a
green neighborhood rating standard and apply for certification in a green
neighborhood system such as LEED-ND (Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design-Neighborhood Development)./RDK/

LU 4.5.4 New Neighborhood Core. The City shall require all parts of new neighborhoods
be within %2-mile of a central gathering place that is located on a collector or minor
arterial and that includes public space, shopping areas, access to transit, and
community-supportive facilities and services. (RDR)

LU 4.5.5 Traditional Grid. The City shall require all new neighborhoods to be designed
with traditional grid block sizes ranging from 300 to 400 feet in length. (RDR)

LU 4.5.6 Connections to Transit. The City shall require new neighborhoods to include
transit stops that connect to and support a citywide transit system and are within a

Y2 mile walking distance of all dwellings. (RDR/MPSP)

Cross Reference: See the M 3, Public Transit for additional policies related to transit
facilities and service.
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CENTERS (LU 5)

Center policies provide for the intensification, redevelopment, and revitalization of Sacramento’s
uniquely identifiable centers that are defined by their common functional role, mix of uses,
density/intensity, physical form and character, and/or environmental setting as places for
commerce, employment, entertainment, culture, and living. Pedestrian-oriented activities are
encouraged with plazas, cafes, bookstores, and restaurants that draw a variety of people and offer
a welcome setting. Policies accommodate development of property exclusively for commercial
and employment uses (without housing) and/or mixed-use projects that integrate housing with
retail, office, community facilities, and other uses within the same structure or on the same site.
These areas also integrate community-serving uses, such as public meeting rooms and daycare
facilities in key activity areas. Center policies ensure that their development is consistent with
adjacent neighborhoods through the siting of buildings, transitions in scale, and land use mix.

Suburban Center

Sacramento has numerous automobile-oriented suburban centers that represent a significant

opportunity for transformation and enhancement. Because of the large amount of land dedicated

to parking, new infill development can be added to surface parking areas and along adjoining

public corridors to create more compact and consistent development that adds character and

spatial definition to the centers. Parking can be relocated behind buildings and out of public

view, while residential and office uses can be integrated into the suburban centers to create a

more balanced mix of uses. Broad sidewalks with street trees and pedestrian zone amenities as

well as public gathering places can be created to accommodate an active pedestrian component

that offers connections and attraction to surrounding neighborhoods.

Suburban Center Urban Form Guidelines

Key urban form characteristics envisioned for suburban centers include:

= A compact development pattern with buildings sited near adjacent streets to add character and
spatial definition to the public realm;

= Centrally-located gathering places that may include a small park or greenspace, outdoor
restaurant/café seating, or other publicly accessible area that supports surrounding uses;

» Building fagcades and entrances with a high degree of transparency and on-street and internal
street fronting fagades;

» Building heights that generally range from 1 to 4 stories (taller heights are acceptable if
supported by context and market);

= Lot coverage that generally does not exceed 60 percent;

= Integrated (vertical and horizontal) residential and office uses;

= Separated parking such as between buildings, pedestrian paths, and landscaping;

» Attractive pedestrian streetscapes both internally and externally with broad sidewalks
appointed with appropriate landscaping, lighting, and pedestrian amenities/facilities;

» Convenient and attractive pedestrian connections from adjoining neighborhoods and transit;

= Streets designed to integrate and balance safe pedestrian, bicycle, and transit use with
efficient vehicular traffic flow; and

= Attractive landscaping of public right-of-way with street trees and other plantings to enhance
center character and identity.

Suburban Center Development Standards

» This designation provides for predominantly non-residential, lower intensity single use
commercial development or horizontal and vertical mixed-use development that includes:

= Retail, service, office, and/or residential uses;
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= Central public gathering places;

= Compatible public, quasi-public, and special uses; and
- Minimum FAR 0.25 FAR
- Maximum FAR 2.0 FAR

Note: Residential development that is constructed as part of a mixed use project is only required
to be built within the allowed floor area ratio (FAR) range. Infill of existing Suburban Centers
with residential development will be considered mixed use and will be allowed provided the
existing and proposed development in the center does not exceed the maximum allowed FAR.

Traditional Center

Sacramento’s traditional centers are a critical element of many sustainable, walkable

traditional neighborhoods that provide essential daily services retail needs within walking

distance of the surrounding residents. Infill development in areas designated as

Traditional Center can create additional character and spatial definition to traditional

neighborhoods. Residential and office uses can also be integrated into traditional centers

to create a more balanced mix of uses and additional job opportunities for surrounding

residents. Sidewalks integrated with pedestrian amenities can also provide an active

pedestrian component and physical connections to adjoining neighborhoods.

Traditional Center Urban Form Guidelines

Key urban form characteristics envisioned for traditional centers include:

= Blocks that are small and rectangular, allowing for convenient pedestrian access from
adjacent areas;

= Lot sizes that are relatively small and narrow, providing a fine-grained development pattern;

* Building heights that generally range from 1 to 4 stories (taller heights are acceptable if
supported by context and market);

= Lot coverage that generally does not exceed 80 percent;

* Buildings that are sited at or near the sidewalk and typically abut one another with limited
side yard setbacks;

* Building entrances are set at the sidewalk with preference for corner entrances when
buildings are located on a corner lot;

= Rear alleys and secondary streets that provide vehicular and service access to reduce the need
for driveways and curb cuts on the primary street;

» Parking that is provided on-street as well as in individual or shared lots at the side or rear of
structures, or in screened parking structures;

= Building frontages that are transparent with pedestrian-scaled articulation and detailing;

= Sidewalks are moderately wide (e.g., 6-10 feet), and are furnished with street trees, outdoor
seating areas, and other amenities that create inviting streets