
REPORT TO COU NCIL
City of-Sacramento .

'915 I Street, Sacramento, CA 95814=2604
www.CityofSacramento.org

CONSENT

June-2, 2009

Honorable Mayor and
Members of the City Council

Title: Parks and Recreation Safety Implementation Plan: Chorley Park Master
Plan Update (L19808500)

Location/Council District: 7063 20th Street / District 8

Recommendation: Adopt 1) a Resolution: approving the Mitigated Negative
Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring Plan for the project; and 2) a Resolution
approving the, Chorley Park Master Plan Update.._

Contact: Dennis Day, Associ.ate Landscape Architect, 808-7633; Jonathan.Rewers,
Parks and Recreation Analyst, 808-7590; J.P. Tindell, Park Planning and Development.
Manager, 808-1955

Presenters: Not applicable

Department: Parks and Recreation

Division: Park Planning & Development Services

Organization No' 1900

Description/Analysis

Issue: On April 10, 2008, the City Council adopted the Parks,and.Recreation
Safety Implementation.Plan (PSIP)..As:part'of the PSIP, the City Council
approved action plans for nine City parks to implement capital. improvements and
operational.enhancements to make these parks positive, clean, vibrant, and safe
environments for park users. Chorley Park is one of the nine parks identified in
the PS/P.

Long-term designs of public facilities are to be reviewed and approved by the.
City Council. A summa ry of the Chorley Park project histo ry' is included as
Attachment 1(pages 5-7) and a location map is included as Attachment 2 (page
8).
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PSIP: Chorley Park Master Plan Update June 2, 2009

Policy Considerations: Providing parks and recreation facilities is consistent
with the City's strategic plan to enhance livability in Sacramento's neighborhoods
by expanding park, recreation, and trail facilities throughout the City.

Sufficient opportunities to provide input to the Chorley Park Master Plans were
provided to the community (Policy 2.0 and-13.37 of the Parks and Recreation
Master Plan 2005-2010). This is part of the Park Development Process as
stated in the Parkiand Recreation Master Plan 2005-2010.

Committee/Commission Action: The Parks and Recreation Commission (PRC)
participated in a public workshop on. February 20, 2008, as part of the Park
Safety Audit process. Members discussed and made recommendations on the
nine parks selected for a Park Safety Audit. The PRC supported the adoption of
the PSIP at its meeting on March 6,'2008. On November 6, 2008, the PRC
unanimously supported the PSIP Financing Plan.

On February 5, 2009, the PRC reviewed and supported the Chorley Park Master
Plan Update (second Resolution, Exhibit A, page 33).
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Environmental Considerations:

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA): Based on the Initial Study
(IS) prepared. by-the Development Services Department, Environmental
Planning. Division, it is determined that the Chorley Community Park'Master
Plan project (Project) as proposed may have potentially significant impacts to
the. environment. In compliance with section 15070(b)(1) of the CEQA
Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg: § 15000, et seq.), a mitigation measure was
identified to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level. The mitigation
measure addresses cultural resources.

Exhibit A (page 12) is the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), with the
attached Initial Study. This IS/MND was circulated for public review onr April
7, 2009 for a 30-day public review period which ended on May 6, 2009.

Exhibit B (page 13) is the Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP).

Exhibit.C (page 18) summarizes the comments received from the public and
. Exhibit D (page 27) summarizes the responses to those comments. Four
comment letters were received on the draft IS/MND during the public review
period. Two letters from the neighbors of the park who are mostly concerned
about preserving wildlife at the park; a comment letter from the Sacramento
Area Bicycle Advocates who recommend a regional bike trail connection
through the park; and two memos from the City of Sacramento's Fire
Department and Utilities Department making minor corrections to,the,
information in the MND and IS. These comments were taken into
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consideration in the analysis of the project. The MND was revised in
consideration in the analysis of the project. The MND was revised in
response to these comments. The new text is shown in underline and
deleted text is shown in strikeout. These revisions do not require
recirculation of the IS/MND under CEQA Section 15073.5.

Approval of the attached resolution by the City would adopt the MND as
adequate under CEQA and approve the MMP.

Sustainability Considerations: Staff's recommendations have been
reviewed for consistency with the goals, policies, and targets of the City's
Sustainability. Master Plan (SMP) and the Parks and Recreation Sustainability
Plan. When funded, these projects will advance the goals;, policies, and
targets of these plans by reducing greenhouse gas emissions and air.
pollution through the addition of trees and other plantings, and improving the
health of residents through access to a diverse mix of wellness activities.
Park design will also include sustainable elements such as use of recycled
materials, solar lighting, and low water use landscaping.

Rationale for Recommendation: According to two public surveys of residents
within the City of Sacramento, the public's perception of the safety of parks and
recreation facilities has declined since 2003. A comprehensive strategy targeted
at the facility/neighborhood level was recommended to ensure that the City's
park and recreation system creates a positive, clean, vibrant, and safe
environment.

On April 10, 2008, the City Council adopted the PS/P. The PSIP action plans
included the development of complete new designs for these parks to increase
their recreational use and create "signature" facilities within the park system, thus
increasing their positive use and natural surveillance by residents. As such, the
attached master plans include new styles of-design, innovative features, and
facilities that would create a major draw to surrounding neighborhoods and
communities.

Financial Considerations: There are no financial impacts associated, with approval of
a MND or park master plan. The City Council adopted the PSIP Finance Plan on
December 9, 2008, for Tier II Master Plans. The projects have also been included in
the 2008 Park and Recreation Programming Guide (PRPG) for future additional funding.
consideration, with park safety improvementsthe highest pr'iorities,in the PRPG.

Development of parks creates an ongoing cost for park maintenance and utilities based
on the size of the park. Maintenance is already provided for this existing park so the
proposed amenities will not create a significant impact to the Department's approved
Operating Budget. .
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Emerging Small Business Development (ESBD): No goods or services are being
purchased as a result of this report.

Respectfully Submitted by:

Recommendation Approved:

^RAY KERRIDGE
City Manager^
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Background Information
Attachment 1

Chorley Park is.a 32.5 acre community park. located in the South Area on 7063 20th
Street.

According to two public surveys of residents within the City of Sacramento, the public's
perception of the safety of parks and recreation facilities has declined since 2003. A
comprehensive strategy targeted at the facility/neighborhood. level was recommended
to-ensure that the City's park and that the City's parks and recreation system creates a
positive, clean, vibrant, and safe environment.

On April 10, 2008., the City Council adopted the Parks and Recreation Safety
Implementation Plan (PSIP). As part of the PSIP, the City Council approved action
plans to implement,capital improvements and operational enhancements for nine City
parks to make them positive, clean, vibrant; and safe environments for park users.

Chorley Park was one of nine selected park sites. Immediate improvements were
recommended as Tier I improvements. To help insure that these parks are an asset to
their neighborhood, Tier II or longer-term-planni,ng projects were recommended to be
implemented as funding becomes available. In the case of Chorley Park, the
recommended Tier I project included park safety improvements which are now
underway and should be complete in spring 2009. Tier II consists of developing a
Chorley Park Master Plan Update.

Chorley Park Master Plan Update
The'new master plan includes the following amenities: a nature area with designated
plant communities (riparian woodland, oak woodland, fresh water marsh, grasslands,
and chaparral), including a decomposed granite nature walk, with interpretive signage,
boardwalks over the wetlands, viewing areas and an outdoor classroom, an additional
parking lot, a service road, individual and group picnic areas with shade canopies,'
additional landscaping and shade trees, a community garden, an improved soccer field,
separate small and large dog parks, and new site furniture (picnic tables, grills,
benches, and trash receptacles). Two public meetings were held on September 17,
October 29, and December 11, 2008, -to present the master plan to, the public;
community members were enthusiastic and supportive, and requested changes were
integrated into the final master plan. .

Within the three mile service area radius for Chorley Park, the following existing City
owned or controlled parks include seven community parks, 27 neighborhood parks, and
four regional parks: .



Park Name T e ACREAGE
Airport Little League Park Community 9.68
Cooledge Community Center Park Community 14.48
Garcia Bend Park Community 18.96
Mangan Park Community 8:29
Pannell/Meadowview Community Center Park Community 12.52
Reichmuth Park Community . 42.13
Seymour Park Community 49.62
24th Street Bypass Park . Neighborhood 7.27
Cabrillo Park Neighborhood 5.78
Charter Pointe Park Neighborhood 4.93
Cool Wind Way Park Neighborhood 1.43
Dutra Park Neighborhood 0.42
Freeport Park . . . Neighborhood . 4.08
Hampton" Park Neighborhood 6.16
Hopkins Park Neighborhood 6.30
Jensen Park Neighborhood . 2.68
Jones Park Neighborhood 6.65
Kemble Park Neighborhood 1.71
King, Jr. Park : Neighborhood 1.52.
Lewis Park Neighborhood . . 3.28
Marriott Park Neighborhood 8.15
Meadowview- Park Neighborhood 8.13
North Point Way River Access Neighborhood 1.15
Parkway Oaks=Park Neighborhood 9.44
Pollack Ranch Park Neighborhood 7.50
Portuguese Community Park Neighborhood 3.09
Renfree Park . Neighborhood 6.96
Richfield Park Site Neighborhood 3.14
Shore Park Neighborhood - 2.40
Silva Park . Neighborhood . 3.17
Tony Court Park Neighborhood 0.85
Truth Park Neighborhood 3.80
Woodbine Park Neighborhood 6.34
Z'Berg Park Neighborhood 2.75
Conlin Youth Regional Sports Complex Regional . 23.54
Land Regional Park Regional 165.50
Pocket Canal Parkway Regional 47.04
Sacramento River Parkway Regional 124.74

The demographic information for the Chorley Park three mile service area has been
provided below, illustrating that the population consists of 30.5% children and teens
(ages 0-19), 51.7% adults (ages 20-59), and 17.8% older adults (ages 60+). The
amenities proposed in the new master plan are the result of community input and meet
the needs, of the ages of the population as identified in the Chorley Park service area
shown below.



Chorley Park Service Area
Age Distribution (2009) Total Percentage

0-4 12,098 6.9%
5-9 12,806 7.3%
10-19 28,402 16.3%
20-29 22,668. 13.06/6
30-39 21,355 12.2%
40-49 24;025 13.8%
50-59 22,124 12.7%
60=64 8,597 5.0%
65+ 22,394 12.8%
Total population within the three mile service area
radius 174,469 100%0

Source: Applied Geographic Solutions, Thousand Oaks. CA, 2004 via City Economic Development Depa rtment website

Chorley Park Tier I improvements are underway, and should be complete in late.spring
2009. Tier II consists of developing a master plan. The Tier I improvements are
reflected in the master plan.
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RESOLUTION NO. 2009-

Adopted by the.Sacramento City Council

ADOPTING THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND
THE MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM FOR THE

CHORLEY COMMUNITY PARK MASTER PLAN PROJECT (L19808500)

BACKGROUND

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

Section 1. The City Council finds as follows:

Pursuant to Section 15177(b) of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg., § 15000 et seq.), an`Initial Study
for the Chorley Community Park Master Plan Project (Project)'was
prepared to analyze whether the Project was described in the Master
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 2030 General Plan and
whether the Project would cause any significant additional environmental
effects (project-specific effects) that were not analyzed in the Master EIR.

The Initial Study concluded that the Project was described in the Master
EIR, and identified feasible mitigation measures in the Master EIR that
would apply to the Project. The Initial Study identified mitigation measures
that were incorporated to revise the Project before the environmental
document was released for public review pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15073 in order to avoid or mitigate the identified effects to a level
of insignificance. (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15178(b)). As part of, the
environmental review of the Project„ the City incorporated all feasible
mitigation measures or feasible alternatives appropriate to the Project as.
set forth in the Master EIR (CEQA Guidelines, Section .15177(d)).

The above review concluded that there is no substantial evidence that the
Project as revised and conditioned would have a significant effect on the
environment. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Project was
.then completed, noticed and circulated in accordance with the
requirements of the CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines and the
Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures as follows:

On April 6, 2009 a Notice of Intent to Adopt the MND (NOI) dated April
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6, 2009, was circulated for public comments for 30 days. The NOI was
sent to those public agencies that have jurisdiction by law with respect
to the proposed project and to other interested parties and agencies,
including property owners within 500 feet of the boundaries of the
proposed project. The comments of such.persons and, agencies were
sought.

On April 6, 2009, the NOI was published ,in the Daily Recorder, a
newspaper of general circulation, and the NOI was posted in the office
of the Sacramento County Clerk.

Section 2:. The City Council has reviewed and- considered the information contained
in the MND,.including the Initial Study, the revisions and conditions -
incorporated into the Project, and the comments received during the public
review process and the hearing on the Project. The City Council has
determined that the MND constitutes an adequate, accurate, objective and
complete review of the environmental effects of,the proposed project.

Section 3. The Project is located within the boundaries of the Sacramento Executive
Airport Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan, pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines'Section 15074(e), and the City. Council fias considered whether-
the Project will result in a safety hazard or noise problem for persons using
the airport or for persons residing or working in the Project area.

Section 4. Based on, its review of the MND and on the basis of the.whole record,: the
City Council finds that the MND reflects the, City Council's independent
judgment and analysis and that there is no substantial evidence that the
..Project will have a significant effect on the environment.

Section 5. The City Council adopts the MND for the Project.

Section 6. Pursuant to CEQA section* 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines section 15074,
and in support of its approval of the Project, the City Council adopts a
Mitigation Monitoring Program to require all reasonably feasible mitigation
measures be implemented by means of Project conditions, agreements, or
other measures, as set forth in the Mitigation Monitoring Program.

Section 7. Upon approval of the Project, the City's Environmental Planning Services
shall file or cause to be filed a Notice of Determination with the
Sacramento County Clerk and with the State Office of Planning and
Research,. pursuant to section 21152(a) of the Public Resources Code and
section 15075 of the State EIR Guidelines adopted pursuant thereto.

Section 8. Pursuant to Guidelines Section 15074(c), the documents and other
materials that constitute therecord. of proceedings upon which .the City
Council has based its decision are located in and may be obtained from
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the Office of the City Clerk at 915 I Street, Sacramento, California. The
City Clerk is the custodian of records for all matters before the City
Council.

Table of Contents:

Exhibit A: Mitigated Negative Declaration
Exhibit B: Mitigation Monitoring Plan
Exhibit C: Letters
Exhibit D: Response to Letters
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Exhibit A: Mitigated Negative Declaration
This document is available on the City of Sacramento's website at:

http://www.cityofsacramento.org/webtech/streaming video/live council meetings.htm
under Future and Archived. Meetings and is on file in hard copy in the Office of the City

Clerk at 915 I Street, Historic Building, First Floor.

`
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Exhibit B - Mitigation Monitoring Plan

MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN

FOR

Chorley Community Park Master Plan Project.,

TYPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:
INITIAL STUDY/ NEGATIVE DECLARATION

- PREPARED FOR:
CITY, OF SACRAMENTO, DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

DATE:

May 7, 2009

ADOPTED BY:'..,
CITY OF SACRAMENTO

CITY COUNCIL

DATE:

June 2, 2009

ATTEST:



CHORLEY COMMUNITY PARK MASTER PLAN PROJECT (L19808500)
MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN. .

This Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP) has.been required by and, prepared for the City of-
Sacramento Development Services Department, 'Environmental Planning Services, -300
Richards Boulevard, Sacramento, CA 95811, pursuant to CEQA.Guidelines Section. ,
21081.6.

SECTION 1: PROJECT IDENTIFICATION

ProjectName / File Number:
(L19808500)

Owner/Developer- Name:

The 32:2-acre project site is 'located at the existing Chorley Community Park, 7063 20th,.'
Street (see Figure A). The site,is just south of the Bing Maloney Golf Course. and just north
of'the John Morse Waldorf Elementary school.-. The Sacramento County Assessor Parcel

Chorley. C.ommunity Park Master Plan Project

915 I Street, 5t' Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 808-7633 -

City of Sacramento

Dennis Day, Project. Manager
Department of Parks & Recreation

.Project Location [Legal Description of Property:

Numbers are 035-0010-017 & 035-0010-018.

The proposed project would expand.:and enhance the existing use of the site as a park. The
Master EIR for the City's General Plan assumed development of.this site as a, park:'

The goal of'the proposed Master Plan for the Chorley Community Park is to create a nature
park for the City of Sacramento and the greater .Sacramento region, while incorporating
safety improvements to attract beneficial uses to the park. It is planned. to be an.educational-.
and recreational park that highlights plant and animal-communities native to, and indicative
of, the , Sacramento River, Valley. Sustainable storm water practices would„ also be
highlighted with several detention basins proposed. . ;

Project Description:

The-following amenities are included in the Master Plan:

an additional, parking Iot'(22, parking spaces) .-
improvements to the existing playgrounds and picnic areas
renovation of the turf fields in the southeast portion of the site
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• 2 unlit outdoor rustic classrooms with recycled logs used for seating
• two group picnic.area :
• enhanced entrance to the park from 20th Street to include automatic security gates
• renovations to the restroom
• water play area
o new site furniture (picnic tables; grills, benches, and trash receptacles)
• an area for community gardens
• dog run areas for on- and off-leash play
• educational detention ponds that include information about sustainable stormwater

practices and interpretive signage„
• walking/jogging path with low-level, pathside. lighting
o a decomposed granite nature walk_ with interpretive signage along the:4western

boundary of.the tree cover
® boardwalks over the wetlands
• paving of the gravel service road and installation of automatic. security gates
• irrigated turf for an open play area

The area of dense tree cover in the western portion of the site would be left as wildlife.
habitat. A , nature walk with interpretive signage is proposed along the western boundary of
the tree cover. The open fields in the western portion of the site would remain in their current
condition and continue to be disked regularly for fire control.

The Master Plan would be phased and implemented over an indefinite period as funds
become available: .. ` , .

SECTION 2: GENERAL INFORMATION

The Plan includes mitigation for the Chorley Community Park Master Plan Project. The
intent of the Plan is to prescribe and, enforce a .means for properly and successfully
implementing the mitigation measure as identified within the Initial Study for this project.
Unless otherwise noted, the cost of implementing the mitigation measure as prescribed by .
this Plan shall be funded by the owner/developer identified above. This Mitigation~

° Monitoring Plan (MMP) is designed to aid the City of Sacramento in its implementati'on.and
.monitoring of mitigation measures adopted for the proposed, p roj ect.

The mitigation measure was taken from the Initial Study and is assigned the same number,
it has in the document. The MMP describes the actions that must take place to implement
the mitigation measure, the timing of those actions, and the entity responsible for
implementing and monitoring the actions. The,City of Sacramento will be responsible for
ensuring compliance.
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Environmental
Resource

Mitigation Measure Responsible
Entity

Compliance
Milestone /

Confirm
Complete

Cultural ;: . CR-1 a In the event that any prehistoric subsurface City of Measure shall
paleontological or archeological features or Sacramento- be
deposits, including locally :darkened soil Development implemented
("midden"), : that could conceal cultural Services during any
deposits; animal bone, obsidian and/or Department instance of,
mortars are discovered during construction- ground
related earth-moving' activities, all work Native disturbance
within 100 'feet of the resource shall be American associated
halted, and the City shall consult with a Heritage. with the

-.qualified archeologist, to assess the Commission~ constr.uction/in
significance of the find: Archeological test . stallation of the
excavations shall be, conducted by a proposed
qualified archeologist to aid in determining project.
the nature and integrity of the find. If the
find is determined to be significant by the . Measure is
qualified archeologist,- representatives of complete upon
the City and the qualified archeologist shall cessation of
coordinate to determine ~ the appropriate ground
course of action. All significant cultural - disturbing
materials ;recovered shall be subject to activities
scientific-analysis and professional museum ~associated
curation. In addition, a report shall be with
prepared by the qualified archeologist ' construction/
according to current professional installation, of,
standards. all project

components.
.CR-1 b~.If a Native American site is discovered, the

evaluationa -' process shall' include
consultation with the appropriate Native
American representatives.

If. Native ~ American archeological,
ethnographic, or spiritual resources are
involved, all identification and. treatment
shall ' be' conducted by qualified . .
archeologists, who are certified by the'
Society - of Professional. Archeologists -
(SOPA) and/or meet the federal standards
as stated in the Code of .Federal
Regulations' (36 CFR ~ 61), and 'Native °
American~ representatives, who are
approved by the local. Native American
community as scholars of the. cultural
traditions.

In the event. that no such Native American ~, f 1
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Environmental
Resource

- ' Mitigation ,Measure Responsible
Entity

Compliance
Milestone /

Confirm
Complete

is available, persons, who represent tribal-
governments and/or organizations in the
locale in which resources could be affected
shall be consulted. If historic archeological
sites are involved, all identified treatment is
to be carried out by qualified historical
archeologists, who shall meet either
Register of Professional Archeologists
(RPA), or 36 CFR 61 requirements.

CR-2, If a human bone or bone of unknown origin
is found during construction, all work shall
stop within 100 feet the find, and the
County Coroner shall be contacted
immediately. If the remains are determined
to be Native American, the Coroner 'shall
notify the -Native- American' Heritage.

.-. Commission, who shall notify the person: : . _. .,
most likely,believed to be a descendant.
The most likely descendant shall work with
the contractor to develop aprogram for re-

internment of the human remains and any
-associated artifacts. No additional work is
to, take place within the immediate vicinity of
the find until the identified appropriate
actions have taken place.

. _ . . •
. _ r _. . . . . ( , , . .. ,
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PSIP: Chorley Park Master Plan' Update

Exhibit C: Letters -

Advisory Board

Jane Hagedorq
CEO"

90912^'Street Ste 114 Sacramento, CA:95814 (916)„4"6600

Atiril27,:2009 •

Jennifer Hageman; Senior Planner;
'City ofSacramento, Development;Services Departnient,
300: Richards tsou ►evara
Sacramento, CA,95811

June 2, 2009

areattia California of
Sacramento-Emigrant Traits

Dr. Eric Heiden
Orttiopaetlic Surgeon

Sports Medicine UQ Davis

Wendy Hoyt.
.'President

'The Hoyt Company

Matt Kialns'
President

Matt 1(uzin5 & Kumpany

fAchele McCormick
Princlpal

MMC Communications,

James Moose
Partner

Remy, Thomas, Moose and
Manley, LLP

Craig StradleY
Principal

Mogavero Notestfne
Associates

Jim Streng,
Partner

Streng Brothers Rentals

RE: Negative Declaration on Chorley Community Park Maste.rPlan"

Master Plan doesrnotF proposeianytt;eatures,that would increase bicycle

(L19808500) ^

,Dear-Msa Hageman:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Negative Declaration
for the Chorley Park Master Plan. We fully support ,the Master Plan's
objectives of improving safety for park,`users and increasirig
recr$atlonaliuse and comtnunity.ownershiprof the,park. However, the

r :i ,le rtF dS=i.

[,se m'the parkt or Improverconnections for,btcycilsts and pedestnaris
_

with nearby resldential,areas-and parks
• . . . _ .. '.. . . ^ . - . ..

VVe believe the•Master Plan is missing an important opportunity to
increase bicycle use and bicycle/pedestrian connections in Chorley

• e * . .. 1.. • . .

v{ ^Lt. ,.

Park and, its vicinity:-an, off-street bicycle trail which would.extend from
the northwest^corner'of Chorley Park westward across-the
southwestern corner. of Bing Maloney Golf Course, crossing Freeport
Boulevard at Jensen'Park, and then foliowing,the wooded drainage

ark; An.eastward on-way,that extends northwesterly to Reichmuth Park.'
street extension of this bike trail from,the northeastern cornerof
Cho"^ley Park would link through the Golf'Course Terrace
neighborhood to Narkness"Schoot and' Woodbine,Park on 24t" Street
Thetotal length of the combined,offFstreet and on-street portions of this^ .. .. ^. <-

. route:
., . ,

uld,total about.2`5:mllss =...bike wo

We request thatLthe Chorlev Park Master. Plan acknowledpe a future
possibility of being a central link in a recreational bicycle trail extending
'f^omiReichmuth',Park'to'^•Woodbine^Park and: connecting to the Del Rio
^Bike'T^alhat'Preeiio`r•f--Bot^leyard,and^to<<the,.UPRR•.Bike•T.rail:at.its
^" astern'e"[id^`Such alliike:trail:would greatly increase use and vls.itors .
'to`Ghorleyr*Park;the'objectives of;the;Master Plan t =

, ,t, :^ ' • c

American lung Assoaation Clean Air Award, Saa'amento Environmental Commission Environmental Recognition Award;
League otWomen Voters CiWc Contribution Award; League of American Bicyclists Club of the Year
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The City's Bicycle Master Plan and its Transportation Programming

and,the Woodbine neighborhood to the,e.ast. -These visitors wouldI be

The' Reichmuth-Chorley-Vl/oodbine Bike Trail proposed here would
sidnificanUv'increase use-and visitors to Chorlev Park, both bicyclists
and pedestrians; from1he,South Land•Park neighborhoods-to the west

-;(priority t6.in'the:current:TPG);
Woodbine Park along 52nd Ave toAhe UP.RR Phase Il Bike Trail

Woodbine=Chorley-Reictimuth Bike Trail proposed here. would provide
robust cxoss-links°between the Del Rio. Bike Trail and the
neighborhoods east and west ofthe Del Rio trail. The Del Rio Bike
Trail is now rated as the 5"' highest priority in the TPG. The
Reichmuth=Ghorlsy-Woodbine Bike Trail could be extended east from

Bill Conlin Youthr Sports, Cornplex,,on_ FreeportBoulevard. The

.. , . .
Pac^fc Railroad right of wayftom,near the Sacramento Zoo'fo near the

..Guide (TPG),currently.envision the off street:Del Rio Bicycle Trail
which would.extend fo^ almost 5 mites along,the:.former- .Southern

- believe it will rank.very highly,in the'.TPG because-it would.score well
„Trail be included in:thetTransportation^Programming Guide. We -
.=UVe are'rt^commending;that the Reichmuth-Chorley. Woodbine Bike

Plan plans in Chorley'Park and by, the possibility of an extended
walking,J1 unning or biking experience that the trail would'afford

. . . - .^^ sf, '

attracted by the regional nature interpretive features that the Master

Itwould.link 4.city-parks-and 2:scnoots to the proposed Del Rio

:. on•the TPG's°8•project}ranking.criteria:

-,,Bike Trail and the UPRR: Bike Trail,
:o* It-would remove numerous barriers for bicyclists and

pedestrians seeking to,visit Chorley Park and its new
interpretive features,
It-would:bQ mostly off-street.witha srria!l portion on quiet.
•residential streets,,

property,or public residential streets,
o It would link to the Del Rio Bike Trail and at-its eastern.

• Al(poitions of the 2.5-mile length. of the trail would be on city

extension to the UPRR. Bike Trail, (Phase II); providing a route
for commuters, to reach those trails,
It,woufd-)ossibly have only ?'stops for bicyclists along its 2.5-
mile course' (at Freeport Boulevard and 24th Street),

drainage way west of Freeport, Boulevard, shaded portions

It would be more thari 2, miles from any:parallel east-west bike
roate,-arid .

eY Itjias high recreational potential (scenic views along the,riparian

'through ChorleyPark andahe riparian drainage way,•viitually, no.
slope, and, longer than 2 miles).

19



PSIP: Chorley Park Master Plan Update

~~~.;Al N"

June 2, 2009

SABA' is an award win~ ing rionprofit;orgarnzatTon with more,than 1400
members We represent bicyclists Our aim~more.and -safer~trips by
bike 1Ne are'v_rorkiRg for a future in which bicyclmg frrr~e~~ da
transportation is common because it is safe convenient=and tdesirable

~ .
Bicyclingisth

;
e healthiest c

:
leanest; cheapest quietest rtiost energy

effiaerit and least congesting fo r m of fransportations,. F~ ....,.. :

ank:you forconsid'enng our request

Cox Alternative=Mode Coordinator Cit
,Tindell Park Master Planner ,City of~.

itk,~1
. ... . . _. ~.'f. ~ _ ~. . .,
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009) Jennifer Hageman - Chorley Park Mitigated Negative Dec

From: Dave Schamber
To: Jennifer Hageman
CC: Dana Allen; Nancy Dorfer
Date: 09/22/200912:51 PM
Siibject: Chorley Park Mitigated Negative Dec
Attachments: Flood Zone Chorley Park.pdf

h. `

HI Jennifer -

The "Flooding" paragraph In the subject document states that the project site is in Zone .
A-99.

'Current FEMA-maps indicate that this area is in an X-Zone protected by Ievee.

Please see attached.

thanks

June 2, 2009
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May 4, 2009

Jennifer Hageman, Senior Planner,
City of Sacramento Dept. Development Services Department
300 Richards Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95811

RE: Chorley Community Park Master Plan (L19808500). .~ . .

DearMs. Hageman,

June,2, 2009

We have live at the northwest comer of the very beautiful 20 acre nature area portion of
Chorley Park for twenty years: I lived 'in the immediate area 'as a child in the late' 1950s
through 1960s. We have reviewed the mitigated negative declaration dated Ap ri l 7,
2009 and offer these comments-for consideration to the master plan.

II I

1. First we'd like to thank the members of the City's Parks & Recreation Department. for
their diligent efforts to inform and seek input from the community on the proposed
Master Plan revisions. The public meetings, follow-up'actions, and individual staff
member commitment requires praise!

. .:_.., .: . -. _. . _ .,. . , _ ; .. ._. • . -
2. As noted repeatedly by#he neighborhood attendees at the.numerous public meeting

held on the master plan, a core issue of the local community was protection of the
wildlife. For many years, the undeveloped area of Chorley Park was haven to
California quail, pheasants, flocks of wild turkeys, jackrabbits and scores of
burrowing owls, greater garter and king snakes The quail, pheasant, jack rabbits,
along with, burrowing owls and great garter snakes, both protected species, appear
to be gone. [The owls were definitely present in the park and current 12'" hole of the.
• goif course as late as the mid-1990]: The quail disappeared in,the early 1990s; the
pheasant were last heard in roughly2000. While turkeys are no longer seen in
flocks, raccoonsdo still use. the trees as shelter as do Cooper and Red-tail hawks.
Migrating mallard ducks and lesser herons use the northwest portion of the park as.a
"fly-in" habitat during the months of February through May when the area flooded to
depths in excess of 3 feet. However, ground dwelling wildlife have disappeared
thro ugh destruction of their habitat from repeatedly plowing -not "mow[ing]
semiannually" as stated in Section [I's Existing Conditions section. So two issues
need to be better addressed in the mitigated negative declaration- better
accommodation to the existing wildlife through protection their habitat and more
realistic consideration of the flooding [depth] potential:

a. Plowing fire breaks is definitely needed; however a•flre~break is NOT MEANT to
include the full extent of the "nature area". One of the reasons needed habitat =
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Jennifer'Hageman, Senior Planner
May 4, 2009

June 2, 2009

was not found during the cited "January 2009 Biological Resources Assessment"
in Issue # 7.,Biological Resources, for the hawks and owl is the past plowing
practices. Further no consideration of habitat for.the great garter snake was
included. The Mitigated Negative Declaration Issue #16, Mandatory findings of
Significane'~ should call for better coordination between the Department of,Parks
and Recreation and the City's department that oversees plowing of city lands to
comply with fire codes. An added bonus to the coordination of City agencies
during this time of fiscal needs, is minimizing the areas, needing plowing will
reduce contract costs! Please provide in the Master Plan emphasis of intra-city
agency coordination to give balance to wildlife protection and fire protection.

. . , ,- . .: .
b.: As noted in Section . ill, the northern portion of the 20 acres is in an overflow (i.e.,

catch basin) floodplain, flowing toward the storm water effluent drains on the 2od `
hole of the goif course: Even in-"drought" years standing water will be present for
several many weeks to months in the winter. Any usage of boardwalks .must
consider the maximum depth of flood waters.

c: Further, the document misstates in "issue # 4, Water; Environmental Setting, that
the main cause of the waters is from slopes located to the south and,the from the
golf course. As noted in the document's "Land Use Issue" section, storm waters
enter the site from the upstream storm water system: The Mitigated Negative
Declaration should be revised to more accurate state the source of the storm
waters. Any planned recreation uses must factor, in`~the use of the nature area as

-a floodpiain and wetiandsl

Items to further consider in the Mitigated Negative Declaration are:

3. Having a balance of wildlife habitat and recreational use for the park will discourage
squatter and the homeless from using the area. Fixing the fence along the golf
course-side of the park too would prevent squatter and other illegal activities. The
fence has been is disrepair since at least 1989. (Evidence of that is the.fence
opening at the northwest comer of park where it meets the.golf course).

4. There is.evidence of an established trail around the park in.the document's Figure .2
but Issue #8, Energy make no statement regarding lights along the trail(s). . Are'
lights planned for this? What would be the impact on the houses abutting the park?,
What will be the impacts on the wildlife habitat? The Mitigated Negative Declaration
should state whether lighting trails is planned and what public safety and biological
resources factors were considered in making the final lighting decision.

. z _

5. Further evidence of an established trail around the park In,the documents Figure 2,
include that of-the boundaries of the golf course. Placement of a trail parallel to the
golf course could put walkersrat risk of being hif by golf balls. What mitigating steps
are planned to prevent lawsuits to the city from park users being hit by golf balls?
[No, we're not recommending removing the golf course!]

Page2of3
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i•

Jennifer Hageman, Senior Planner
May 4, 2009

surrounding community, and tha

Sincerely,

June 2, 2009

'We look forward to Improvements to the park that balance wildlife needs with that of the
-------^--------^=-^--

Caroline and Frank Johnson
1525 Endres Court, Sacramento, CA 95822
(916) 391=4663 ., FrankJJohnson@hotmail.com "

cc: Dennis Day, Project Manager
Department of Parks & Recreation
City of Sacramento
915 I Street, 5th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dana Allen, Senior Planner
Department of Parks & Recreation.
City of Sacramento
915 I^ Street, e Floor
Sacramento; CA 95814

Golf Terrance Homeowners Association
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05/05/2009 . ennifer Hager anw_RE: Chortey Park Master Plan Mitigated Negative Declaration

F ro m: Frank Johnson <frankjj ohnsonQhotmaii:com>
To: <jhageman @cityofsacramento.org>
CC: Caroline Home <cgrudolphQcomcast.net>
Date: 05/04/2009 6:23 PM
Subject: RE: Chodey Park Master Plan Mitigated Negative Declaration
Attachments: Chorley Park MND letter;doc_

Dear Jennifer; piease consider the attached letter our comments to the IS-MND.. If you have any
questions; please don't hesitate to contact either my wife or I.

Thanks,

Frank (Joe) Johnson

> Date: Wed, 8 Apr 2009 14:34:21 =0700
> From:.JHageinan @ cityofsacramento.org
> To: frankjjohnson@hotmaH.com 4
> Subject: Chorley Park Master Plan Mitigated Negative Declaration
>
> Frank,
>

> Please see attached for a copy of the MND. Let me know ifyou have any questions or comments.>

> Thank you,
>
>
>
> Jennifer Hageman
> (916) 808-5538
> Senior Planner
> City of Sacramento
> Development Se rvices Department
> 300 Richards Boulevard
> Sacramento,.CA 95811
>
>.

Hotmail® has a new way to see what's up with your friends.
httpJlwindowsiive.comlrutoriaUHotmaiVWhatsNew?ocid=TXT TAGLM_WL-HM Tutoriai_WhatsNewl_0
52409

-

•z

June 2; 2009

Page
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To: Jennifer Hageman, Senior Planner
Sacramento City Parks and Recreation.

In 1960 I found a lot for sale on Wilshire Circle. A wild area was directly behind it. I made an -
appointment with Mr. Wisham, the director of Parks and Recreation at that time. I asked what the master
plan was for Chorley Park. He showed it to me. . He stated that the area behind the park was a nature and
wildlife area and would remain as is with one exception. A small pond was to be created in a large grove
of willows. I purchased the lot immediately and built my home.'

In the 1970's, the Parks Dept. decided to "manage" Chorley Park. They disced the entire park, destroying
every willow tree there. They then used a two ton cast iron ball with large spikes and went over everything
in order to destroy the root systems. When some of the willows began to sprout again, the Parks Dept. used
deadly pesticides, including 2-4-D, and sprayed the entire park, destroying all vegetation. As this was
happening, a group of neighbors complained about the danger to the children and the neighborhood. Mr.
Wisharn promised they would stop spraying. He lied. They continued to spray until the U.S. government
banned the use of the sprays. At this time the park looked like the Mohave Desett. The Parks Dept.
continued discing every year, completely destroying the habitat of all the wildlife that lived there. Before
the Parks Dept decided to "manage" Chorley Park, the following list of wildlife were here in large numbers:

Jack rabbits, and cottontails Squirrels
Red foxes Opossums
Burrowing owls (thousands) Bam owls ,.
Great homed owls Hawks
Kites (flocks of 50) Pheasants
Quail Songbirds
Reptiles Amphibians

The worst (and saddest) example of park management I ever saw was the destruction of a • neating colony
of burrowing owls,.which resided just outside my fence in about an acre of growth. I counted.about 500; ._ ,...
pair. The eggs hatched and every burrow had 4 or more chicks. sitting outside the burrows. Then the
Parks Dcpt, came in and disked and in one day killed every bird in that colony. I have seen no more
burrowing owls in the area since then.

Now we have a new group of Parks and Recreation planners. There first step was to change the name from
neighborhood to community park. No matter what they call it, it will always be a neighborhood park.
They asked for a meeting with the neighborhood association, supposedly to get input. They really didn't
seem as interested in that as to promote their own agenda which consisted of destroying a neighborhood
park and rebuilding an urban park. They want to build structures, amphitheatres, parking lots, and 2 roads in
t6e "wildlife and nature area". They want to build paths and lighted area as well. They didn't mention
Phase two and its rebuilding programs. Their plan seems to be the destruction of what was one of the best
nature area and park in Sacramento, and replace it with an urban jungle.

I've talked to a number of environmentalists, asking them what the best way to manage a wildlife and nature
area was and their answers were all the same; LEAVE IT ALONEI I find it hard to believe that you have
any thinking environmentalists in the Parks and Recreation Dept. If we have ceased to b ust the promises of
Parks and Recreation it is understandable:

When I walk out there now I see no burrowing owls, no quail, far fewer kites hawks, amphibians birds, and
wildlife in general. Haven't you "managed " enough. Please let nature take it's course!
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Exhibit D= Response.to Comment Letters

Department of Utilities, Dave Schamber

The. environmental setting for flooding is corrected in the MND to state that the area is
within an X-zone protected by levee. This revision does,-not result in a-.change in the level
of significance of the impact and no further edits are necessary:'

The text in Section 4, Environmental Setting, of the Initial Study is revised as follows:

Flooding. The Federal Emergency 'Management "Agency (FEMA) publishes Flood
Insurance Rate Map's (FIRM) that delineates flood hazard zones for communities. The
project site is currently within an area designated as Zone-A-WX per FIRM maps (2008),
which is an area outside flood ` 60 :protected by -a levee.

Sacramento Area Bicycle Advocates (SABA)

SABA requests that the proposed Chorely Park Master Plan acknowledge a future,potential . ,
for a recreational bicycle/pedestrian trail that goes from Reichmuth Park to Woodbine Park.

,park through_ the "Valley Oak Woodland", from the parking lot at 20 th Street to the Golf View
Terrace Neighborhood on the east. The planning for the entire length of this trail is,beyond
the purview of the City Parks and. Recreation Department, as not all property is under the
control of the Department. In,addition', the environmental impacts associated with the
planning and construction of the remaining portions of the requested trail-is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan: The comment does not require any additions or revisions to the'

Chorlev Community Park has an - existing. off-street bike trail on the northeast side of the.

. text of the MND.

Caroline and Frank Johnson

1. The comment does not require any additions or revisions, to the text of the MND.

2. The comment provides background information for the'rerrmainder, of their letter and the
commentors' disagreement with the use of the term "mowing" for. the semiannual
maintenance, by Park personnel for fire control. The comment does not require any
-additions or revisions to the text of the MND.

~
2.a.. The City of Sacramento's Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR),is responsible
'for the maintenance of Chorley Community Park, including the mowing of the annual-
grassland on the west side of the park site. Mowing the,west side of the park is for fire
protection- of the whole park and the park neighbors.

As described in'the.MND and the referenced Biological Resources Assessment (BRA)
.J h AIi.rFk. C4~to I~oco~_~ri+oc +Ihc_pr~jont c+U r"1 y _7re2~nCCr~f1{ have suitable nesting' prepar~euuylwro ~ v~c..c ~ %%_10 u-u ~ . , ~ ~.., .~~ c... a.~ .. .......,.~ .
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habitat (Le. few or solitary trees) for Swanson's hawks (Page 12, Table 2), . Annual
grasslandis present; however, it is isolated from contiguous, preferred foraging habitat and
it is not the preferred foraging habitat type for the species. In addition, the use of the site`
as a park also reduces the value of the site as foraging habitat for the Swain.son's hawk..'

Although the park site does have grasslands.and ground squirrel burrows, which are used
by the western burrowing owls for their nests, the area is heavily used by people and their
dogs. Most of the, ground squirrel. burrows have been excavated by dogs.'- The,flood
conditions in the eastern grassland during rain also preclude the use of the site by western
burrowing owls.

The BRA also stated on Page D-7 of Appendix D that suitable marsh habitat for the giant
garter snake does not occur in the study area.

For these reasons, the results' of the biological resources assessment indicate that no
habitatf.or Swainson's hawks, western burrowing -owis, and giant garter snakes is present
in the park site.

Based on the results of the BRA, the-City's Parks and Recreation Department determined
that it was not necessary to cease mowing during the nesting season of these species.
The park is regularly maintained for fire control..

The comment does not require any additions or revisions to the text of the MND.

2.b. The intent of the master plan design to use boardwalks is to direct people around the
flood waters and detention areas. During the engineering of the detention areas, the design
for the boardwalks will take into -consideration the natural flow of storm waters. The

..comment does not require any additions or revisions to the text of the MND.

2.c. The text in Section 4, Environmental Setting, of the Initial Study is corrected as
follows:

Water, drains"to the project site from the slopes located to the south and from the. golf
course located to the north. The project site is level to gently sloped, sloping slightly from
south to north and from east to west. There,is a shallow east-west oriented depression
,traversing the site thafidetains storm water from, adjacent neighborhoods. As the detention
capacity of the site reaches capacity, storm drain runoff drains to the northwest corner of
the Park, where it then flows by pipe and surface to Sump 24 (pump station). Sump 24
pumps storm drainage into a drainage canal that flows north-west into the 'Sacramento
Drainage Canal below Reichmuth Park. The water than flows south to Sump 28 and is.
pumped into the Sacramento River, which is approximately two aerial miles away.

This revision corrects the text and does not result in a change in the level of significance of
"the impact and no further edits are necessary:

i r.rim_fheJ..^.. n ..r̂Jo ^̂r.:.l.Q
....d15'. I I.,d.+ Ir a•,^•0 c io p.+•Q̂ r•+a

t
co...'.^ ^..+±y f_^e'uri:r u Jodh...fodora l_g.- ôc^ rj+ mnnic^.f

. J-. I 14^a V I IIAG Nrvjc. I cu vyc ci a • ^ nv^ n ^.^^^^v^ ^.^u^ ^_n ^..
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Water Conservation Fund (LWCF), DPR will repair the fence and, also, a screening net
above the fence to- raise the height of the. existing golf course fence for the purpose.of
eliminating the potential for fly away golf balls from-entering the park.

41. . As noted in the project description in the Initial Study prepared for the project, the
walking/jogging path would be lit with low-level pathside lighting. The potential impacts of
this project component were analyzed in Section 13, Questions B & C of the. Initial Study.
As noted, the purpose of the lighting is to, light the walkway/path. The lights would be low
to the ground and shielded so that artificial light is not cast upwards or-beyond the park
boundary. The proposed lights would serve a single^purpose, to light the walkway/paths for
security, rather than light an area of the park.

Please see Section 8, Energy, of the Initial Study. The proposed lighting . in the. park is
described in the environmental setting portion. The analysis of the increase electricity:use
and the associated environmental effects are addressed in Questions A and Band found
to be less than significant:

Louis Borovansky

Mr. Borovansky described the past -actions of the City, as he understood them, in the
management of Chorley Park and voiced his disagreement with them. In. particular, he
noted the differences in the number and types of species he sees in the Park'.
. . _ .. , : .
He would prefer that the City take no further actions in either the development or
maintenance of the park.

See also response to comment 2a from Caroline and Frank Johnson, above. As noted in
Section 7 of the Initial Study, Question A, the Park does not provide the necessary foraging
or nesting habitat for projected species,and animals. This information is from the Chorley
Park Master Plan Project- Biological Resources Assessme nt (January 15, 2009) prepared
^for, the project. This study by North State Resources, Inc. determined that, of the species
potentially occurring in the Park (fairy shrimp, Swainson's hawks, western burrowing owl,
and western red bat); conditions in the park preclude the specific types of nesting or
foraging habitat needed by the species or the human and dog use of the park would..
preclude their presence.

It is a'priority of the Department of Parks'and Recreation to address the public safety
concerns at the park site identified in the Parks and Recreation Safety Implementation
Plan, adopted by City Council on April 10, 2008. Within this document, the community
concerns expressed related to the inappropriate activities in the parking lotand - the access
to the park overall. The residents were open to the opportunity to remaster plan the park
and make the entire park, and the extensive nature area on site,, accessible to the
community.
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During . the master .planning. for the park, it' is a goal of the Master Plan for Chorley-
Commnity Park is to create a nature park for the City of Sacramento. It is planned to be an
educational and recreational park that highlights the plant and animal communities native to,
and indicative of, the Sacramento River Valley, as well as highlighting the hydrological
characteristics,. The area of dense tree cover in the western portion of the site would be left.
as wildlife.habitat. A nature.walk with interpretive signage is proposed along the western
boundary of the tree cover. The open fields in the western portion of the site.would remain in
their current condition and continue to.be maintained for'fire control. It is Department's belief
that with the design and installation of the improvements.to the park, legitimate uses of the
park will increase as well as the safety of the park.

Fire Department, King Tunson

The City's Fire Depa rtment requested Knox boxes and radio-operated controllers at 'the
vehicle gates at 20th Street and Cromwell Way. Only improvements to the 20th Street, :
entrance were list as a 'project component in the MND. There is not an entrance - planned
at Cromwell Wa,y.
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RESOLUTION NO. 2009-

Adopted by the Sacramento City Council

June 2, 2009

APPROVING THE CHORLEY PARK MASTER PLAN UPDATE (L19808500)

BACKGROUND.

A. The public's perception of the safety of parks and recreation facilities has declined
since 2003 according to two public surveys of residents within the City of
Sacramento.

B. .. On April 10, 2008, the City Council adopted the Parks and Recreation Safety
'Implementation Plan (PSIP). As part of the PSIP, the City Council approved action
plans for nine City parks to implement capital improvements and operational
enhancements to make these parks positive, clean, vibrant and safe environments
for park users.

C.,.. On December 9, 2008, the City Council-adopted the Section 5: Financing of the
Parks and Recreation Safety Implementation Plan (PSIP) including the

._rec.ommendations containedtherein_related toa:`premier level" standard-for PSIP -
projects.

D. Chorley Park is a 32.5 acre community park located in the South Area on. 7063 20th
Street. The Chorley Park Master Plan Update was reviewed and supported by the
Parks and Recreation Commission. on February 5, 2009.

E. The City of Sacramento, Environmental Planning Services has determined that the
Chorley Park Master Plan project, as proposed, will not have a significant impact to the
environment; therefore a Mitigated .Negative Declaration has been prepared. In
compliance with Section 15070(b)(1) of the California Environmental Quality Act.
(CEQA) Guidelines, the City has incorporated mandatory mitigation measures into the
project plans to avoid identified impacts or to mitigate such impacts to a point where
clearly no significant impacts will occur. These mitigation. measures are included in the
attached Mitigation Reporting Plan and address impacts to cultural resources.

F. The Mitigated Negative Declaration was available for public review during the period of
April 7, 2009 through May 6, 2009. Staff recommends that the City Council approve
the Mitigated Negative. Declaration and adopt the Mitigated Monitoring Plan for the
Chorley Park Master Plan Project.

G. Long-term designs of.public facilities are reviewed and approved by. City Council.

31..
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BASED.ON THE FACTS SET FORTH IN THE BACKGROUND, THE CITY COUNCIL
RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The Chorley Park Master Plan Update is approved.

Table of Contents:

Exhibit A-Chorley Park Master Plan
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CHORLEY PARK
MASTER PLAN LEGEND

GENERAL PARK ELEMENTS
A. 20th Street Park Entrance

-24' Wide Road
7 Automatic Security Gates

B. Golf View Terrance Park Entrance
- Automatic Security Gate
- Pedestrian Walk

C. Lighted Parking Lots
- Northern Lot 26 spaces
- Southern Lot 40 spaces

(existing)
D. 'Service/Security Road.

- Automatic Security Gates
E. Walking/Jogging Paths

- Park Benches
- Trash/recycling. Receptacles
-.-Security Lighting

ACTIVE USE PARK ELEMENTS
F. Existing upgraded Soccer Field

- (200'x 300')
G. Play Areas (Existing)

- Tot Lot (2-5)
- Adventure Area (5-1.2)

H.- Dog Park (0.6 Ac) . =
= Seating Areas

1. Group Picnic Areas
- Shade Structures
- Picnic Tables
- Trash/Recycle Receptacles
- Grills

J. Community Gardens
H. Dog Park (0.6 Ac)

- Seating Areas
1. Group Picnic Areas

- Shade Structures
- Picnic Tables
- Trash/Recycle Receptacles
- Grills

J.. Community Gardens

NATURE AREA PARK ELEMENTS
K. Naturalized Drainage Swale
L. Educational Detention Ponds
M. Nature Walk

- Interpretive Signage
- Boardwalk

N. Graded Berm
0. Outdoor Classroom
P. Viewing Areas

'- Seating Areas

EDUCATIONAL PLANT COMMUNTIES
OF THE SACRAMENTO VALLEY

- - - Valley Foothill Riparian (11.5
Ac)

Annual Grasslands (4.6 Ac)

Valley Oak Woodlands (7.1 Ac)

URBAN AREA

Urban/Developed Areas (8.8
Ac)

Limit of Work

NOTES:
1) Park Acreage 32. Ac.

,
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