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January 30, 2007 Action Summary on
Item No.17 2006 American River Parkway Plan Update Draft
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Grunwa!dt Faith

T gy

From: Clerk of the Board-

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 22, 2008 8:31 AM

To: Grunwaldt. Falth; Smartt. Sylvia (MSA)

Cc: 'craig.osborn@yahoo.com'

Subject: FW: Sunriver Neighborhood request regarding Parkway Update

Atftachments: pat700308566
Good Moming:
Please distribute to the commissionets as requested by Mr. Osborn.

Thank you,
Cathy Pata for Cyndi Lee

From. Craig Osborn [mailto:craig. osborn@yahoo com] . .-
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2008 2:46 AM
To: Clerk of the Board ' E
Subject: Sunriver Neighborhood request regarding Parkway Update

. Dear Clerk of the Board, please ensure that the following letter is forwarded to both the Recreatlon and
. Park Commission and the Policy and Planning Com13510n : .

. I'libe glad to forward myself, if appropriate - please gust let me know!

Thank you so much,

Craig Osborn

Neighborhood Improvement Director
Sunriver Neighborhood Association

Craig Osborn Qraig‘osborn@vakoo com> wrote:

Date: Tue, 22 Apr 2008 02:42:59 0700 ®DT)

From: Craig Osborn <craig.osborn@yahoo.com>

Subject; Sunriver Neighborhood request regarding Parkway Update

| To: nottolid@saccounty.net, dickinsonr@saccounty.net, jyee(@saccounty.net,
susanpeters@saccounty.net, macglashanr@saccounty.net

CC: tkonarski®5670@yahoo.com, Ginger Enrico <gennco@sunrweronhne org>,
Ray Fox <rfox@sunriveronline.org>,

Troy Konarski <tkonarski@sunriveronline.org>,

Jessica Ocenosak <jocenosak@sunriveronline.org>,

Gail Osborn <gosborn@sunriveronline.org™>

Dear Supervisors -

The Sunriver Neighborhood Association would appreciate your consideration of the following
short letter. It's attached as well as transeribed below for convenience.

.4;22/2008 cd ! W_} & & > D = el ; pﬁWﬂ%
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Thank you,

Craig Osborn

Neighborhood Improvement Director
Sunriver Neighborhood Association

From: Sunriver Neighborhood Association

To: Sacramento County Board of Supervisors
Sacramento County Recreation and Park Commission
Sacramento County Policy and Planning Commission

Date: April 21, 2008
Subjeci: American River Parkway Plan Update
Dear Public Officials:

With regard to the American River Parkway Plan Update process currently underway, the
Sunriver Neighborhood Association respecifully submits a technical correction and proposed - - -
change, shown below. . We recognize that the Draft EIR has been released, and-we are requesting
that the two items listed below be incerporated into the Plan Update prior to issuance of the

Final BIR and subsequent approval of the Plan Update document by the Board of Supervisors.

The Sunriver Neighbofhood Association is comprised of just over 1,000 homes in the Sunriver
neighborhood — approximately 865 single-family homes, plus approximately 140 condominium

The Sunriver neighborhood is the only neighborhood bordering the Lower Suntise Recreation
Area. Our homes are the only ones directly affected by the usage of this portion of the
Parkway. Many of us purchased our homes specifically because of the proximity fo the river
and the Patkway. In fact, the Parkway directly borders the individual residential lots of about a

dozen Sunriver homes.

Technical Correction: The statement .. .bordered on the landward side by Gold River...”
actually refers to the Sunriver neighborhood, not Gold River. This was apparently an etror in
the 1985 version, which has yet to be corrected in the Update. It appears in the “Location and
Description” of the Lower Sunrise Recreation Area, as shown on p. 10-44 (1985 Plan) and p.

192 (Update).

Proposed Change: We agree with the statement on pp. 10-44, which is kept in the Updafe,
regarding the Lower Sunrise Recreation Area: “Additional facilities for picnickers could be
provided, although the proximity of the park to residences precludes intensive development.”
Accordingly, we propose that one portion of land, current designated for developed recreation,
remain as developed recreation foi a certain part of it, but the remainder be limited recreation.
This would be consistent with actual usage today and in the past, and consistent with the
statement quoted above. Specifically: within the Lower Sunrise Recreation Area, as shown on
p. 10-46 (1985 Plan), there is a plot designated “developed recreation” — roughly hourglass-
shaped, with a large western lobe, a narrow neck, and a large eastemn lobe. It’s bordered by
Sunrise Blvd. to the east, protected areas to the east and west, and residences to the south, We
propose that the eastern lobe remain developed recreation, which contains a parking lot, beach,
current equestrian area, access roads, etc. We propose that the neck and western lobe be limited

412212008 ' :5’ )
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recreation.

Our proposed change would not change any actual usage patterns from current usage, but would
protect/preserve the affected erea from further development, Please note that we arenot
proposing any change to the protected area to the southeast of the hourglass, bordering Sunrise

Blvd., for cultural preservation.

Our proposed change docs not prevent a raft concession from being added to the eastern lobe of
the hourglass. However, it beneficially restricts development of current open space areas that
immediately border the residential neighborhood.

Reasons for this proposed change in designation:

Preserves current actual usage patterns

Promotes continuation of this important open space

Protects quality of life for residents, both current and future

Protects parkway users (bicyclists, hikers, picnickers,...) from further development
Preserves the natural beauty of the area . :

Does ot interfere with any existing or proposed use

To recap: . . IR .

s The Sunriver neighborhood is the only neighborhood bordering the Lower Sunrise
Recreation Area. Our homes are the only ones directly affected by the usage of this pertion. -
of the Parkway.

. & Many of us purchased our homes specifically because of the proximity to the river-and the
Parkway. : B ’ e
_ e The section of land in question directly borders the individual residential lots of abouta . -
dozen Sunriver homes. : . :

We respectfully ask that the County protect this beautiful natural area for years to come
by making the technical correction and proposed designation change in the Plan Update

document.
Thank you for your consideration of this request,

Craig Oshorn, Sunriver Neighborhood Association, Chair of American River Patkway Task
Force

Troy Konarski, Suntiver Nejghborhood Association, Governmental Affairs Director

Ginger Enrico, Suntiver Neighborhood Association, American River Patkway Liaison

Ray Fox, Sunriver Neighborhood Association, American River Parkway Task Force Member
Jessica Ocenosak, Sunriver Neighborhood Association

Gail Osborn, Sunriver Neighborhood Association, American River Parkway Task Force

Member

Nicki Batchelor, American River Parkway Task Force Member
Jeannie Boulden, American River Parkway Task Force Member
‘Mike Britton, American River Parkway Task Force Member
Doug Campbell, American River Parkway Task Force Member
Sydney Cooley, American River Parkway Task Force Member
Jerry Houston, American River Parkway Task Force Member.

4/22/2008



Lee Lundgren, American River Parkway Task Force Member
Dan Prosperi, American River Parkway Task Force Member
Dick Shultz, American River Parkway Task Force Member
Dave Smith, American River Parkway Task Force Member
Chris Wajda, American River Parkway Task Force Member

442212008
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'Hocker Lauren

From: Peterson. Michael (MSA)

Sent:  Tuesday, Aprit 22, 2008 1:48 PM .
To: Peterson. Michael (MSA); Hocker, Lauren
Ce: Lugani. Regina (MSA); Booth. George (MSA) DEPARTHENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL

: JE 010 ASSESSMENT
Subject: RE: Ametican River Parkway Plan Update Draft EIR (03-GPB-0332) REVIEW A1l ASSESSH

L.auren,

Pursant to our discusison today, and upon reviewing the proposed document agaln, Water Resources had
delermined there is no concern with draft Policies contained in the Parkway Plan Update nor with the Draft EIR.

Please contat_:t me at 48913 if you have any guesitons.
Micha-el L Pete:rson

Principal Civil Engineer

Sacramento Courdy Department of Water Resources

827 71‘1; Sfreet, Room 301

Sacramento, C;A 95814_

916-874-8913

petersonmi@gsaccounty.net

Fromy Peterson, Michael (MSA)
Sent: Friday, April 18, 2008 12:01 PM

. To: Hocker. Lauren

Subject: American River Parkway Plan Update Draft EIR (03-GPB- 0332)
4118108

Lauren,

Water Resources would like to provide the following comments on the American River Parkway Plan Update Draft
EIR {(03-GPB-0332).A

The DEIR for the project identifies less than signficant impact regarding Public Services.. Upon
review of the Parkway Plan Policies, it dees not clearly address on the ability for local drainage
and flood control agencies 1o provide for routine maintenance and fo prevent vegetation from
lmpactmg the function of local outfalls. DWR makes the following recommended policy

revisions fo.provide clanty on this issue.

Flood Control Policies

47221200
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DWR recommends adding the following flood control policy fo address routine maintenance of
the local drainage outfalls. ‘

(New Policy, 4.##)  Vegetation can grow rapidly each year within the Parkway and -
result in blockages to local drainage system outfalls (pipe and channel). Ifis '
recognized that local drainage and flood control agencies have the authority fo cérry
out routine-maintenance of local drainage system outfalls within the parkway. The

- removal of such blockages in the parkway is allowed and does not require
compensating mitigation provided that removal of vegetation blocking outfalls is
minimized and is only to the level sufficient to allow access fo and accommodate the
free and unrestricted-hydraulic function of the outfalls. Roufine maintenance of
drainage outfalls shall be carried out in-a manner that preserves the environmental,
-aesthetic and recreation guality of the Parkway. :

Land Use Policies
Policy 7.21
DWR recmﬁmends th'e‘foiiowing revision to Land Use Policy 7.21:

7.21  “New drainage outfalls.....into a compreherisive grading and landscaping plan that.
screens the outfall with native vegetation, while nof impacting the free and unrestricted

- hydraulic function of the drainage outfall.”

Thanks.

Michae;f L, Peterson

Principal Civil Engineer _

Sacramento County Department of Water Resources
827 7th Street, Room ém |
Sac.rf_amer.rto, CA 95814

916-874-8913

. petersonmif@saccounty.net

A N0OR



COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO
NI 5;?1 TER-DEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

YEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

gfjﬁ MEMORANDUM

DEPARTIENT OF £ IVIECHIAEHTAL . , y
REvi ¥ AND ASEERGHMEN . ] PR -

T April 18, 2008

TO: Lauren Hocker

FROM: George Booth
phone (916)874-6484

SUBJECT: American River Parkway DEIR  Control No. 03-0332
The following are my comments on the subject draft environmental impact report:

o Please ensure that all buildings, electrical, mechanical, and plumbing is above
the floodplain and constructed of flood resistant foundation materials in
accordance with the County Floodplain Management Ordinance.

o Policy 3.12 ~ Who will pexform the tecommended grading to reduce
straudmg fish in ﬂoodplam ponds? State and Federal permits will likely be

required,

o Policy 4.18 indicates that flood control is of primary interest and none of the
policies shall citcumvent the pursuit of levee maintenance and levee

improvement work, this is good.

o Policy 4.2 and 4.3 - Please assure that these flood control and water rights
policies are reviewed by all interested agencies.

o Water quality in the river is a complex subject. This pohcy might better
- recommend that a committee be formed to learnedly consider source controls,
blOngIC impacts, and implementation (if necessary). Nevertheless, nothing
. in these policies should diminish the County's ability to dlscharge stormwater
to the American River, See Policies 4.4, 4.5, 4.6.

o Please assure that American River Flood Conirol, Sacramento Area Flood
Control Agency, and the Bureau of Reclamation have an opportunity to
chime in on any inferénce of re-operation of Folsom Dam and bolstering the
levee system (eg. Policy 4.9, 4.13, 4.14, 1.15).

o Policy 4.16 — who will study and improve scour issues around bridges?



03-332 SACRAMENTO COUNTY WATER RESOURCES
- Drainage and floodplain management comments page 2

o Policy 7.7 — one might include the possible use of permeabie' conciete or
asphalt concrete for trails.

o Is the graphical representation of the floodplain, included in this document,
the 160,000 cfs flow? This might be important considering the areas of high
grouind shown for possible construction of buildings, ete,

Thank you for the opportunity to review this document and please feel free to
contact me if you have questions.

cc, Pete Hall, Michael Peterson — Waler Resources

<
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Hocker. Lauren

From: Peterson. Michael (MSA)

¢
Sant:  Friday, April 18, 2008 12:01 PM ‘ = ‘ “L&
To: Hocker. Lauren - 7 ) 00 ¢ | Hdy ]E:%E%
Subject: Ametican River Parkway Plan Updale Draft EIR (03-GPB-0332)1 31 . IE;—’;
4118108 o A E O j}g

Lauren,

Water Resources would like fo provide the following cormments on the American River Parkway Plan Update Draft
EIR (03-GPB-0332).A .

The DEIR for the project Identifies less than signficant impact regarding Public Services. Upon
review of the Parkway Plan Policies, it does not clearly address on-the abllity for local drainage
and flood control agencies to provide for routine maintenance and {o prevent vegetation from
impacting the function of local outfalls. DWR makes the following recommended policy
revisions to provide clarity on this issue,

Flood Control Policies
DWR recommends adding the following flood control policy to address routine maintenance of

the local drainage outfalls.

(New Folicy, 4.##)  Vegetation can grow rapidly each year within the Parkway and
resulf in blockages to local drainage sysfem outfalls (pipe and channel). itis -
recognized that local drainage and flood control agencies have the authority fo carry
out routine maintenance of focal drainage system outfalls within the parkway. The
removal of such blockages in the parkway is allowed and does nof require
compensating mitigation provided that removal of vegetation blocking outfalls is
minimized and is only to the level sufficient to allow access to and accommodate the
free and unrestricted hydraulic function of the outfalls. Routine maintenance of
drainage outfalls shall be carried out in a manner that preserves the environmental,
aesthetic and recreation quality of the Parkway. ' '

Land Use Policies

Policy 7.21
DWR recommends the following revision to Land Use Policy 7.21:

7.21  “*New drainags outfalls.....into a comprehensive grading and landscaping plan that
screens the outfalf with native vegetation, while not impacting the free and unrestricted

hydraulic function of the drainage outfall.”

Thanks.

4/21/2008



Michael L. Pefarsan

Principal Civil Engineer

Bacramento County Deparfment of Water Resources
827 7th Street, Rpom 301

Sacramento, GA 95814

916-874-8913

petersonmi@saccounty.net

4/21/2008
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