Report to
PRESERVATION COMMISSION
City of Sacramento

915 | Street, Sacramento, CA 95814-2671
www. CityofSacramento.org

HEARING
October 3, 2007

Members of the Preservation Commission:

Subject: Demolition of Existing Structure and Construction of New Mixed Use Building
(PB07-112)

A. Environmental Determination: TBD
B. Preservation Commission review and comment on:
a. Eligibility of the Existing Structure as a Historic Resource

b. Proposed New Construction

Location/Council District:

1901 6™ Street, Sacramento, CA
Assessor’s Parcel Number/s 009-0062-004
Council District 4

Recommendation: Staff requests the Preservation Commission (Commission) review
and comment on the eligibility of the existing structure located at 1901 6™ Street and, if
the Commission feels that the existing building is not eligible, review and comment on
the proposed new construction.

Contact: Kathleen Forrest, Associate Planner, 808-5896

Applicant: Darcel Jackson, 6098 Silver Oak, Stockton, CA, 209-688-0662
Property Owner: Ranijit Birring, 3525 Jefferson Blvd., West Sacramento, CA

Summary: The applicant proposes to demolish the existing structure at 1901 6" Street
and construct a three story mixed use building.
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The primary issue is the eligibility of the existing building. The building is included in the
boundaries of South Side Historic District and was noted as “retrievable” when the
district was surveyed. Historic Environment Consultants was contracted by the applicant
to prepare an evaluation of the building (Attachment 3), which concludes that, due to the
modifications to the building, lack of associations, and lack of architectural integrity and
significance, the building does not meet the criteria for listing in the Sacramento,
California or National Register.

The Preservation Director must make a determination of eligibility regarding the existing
building per the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Preservation Director
respectfully requests the Preservation Commission’s comment regarding the existing
building’s potential for meeting the Sacramento or California Register criteria.

If the Commission agrees with the consultant’s evaluation that the existing building on
the site is not eligible, Preservation staff respectfully requests the Commission’s
comments on the proposed new construction (Attachment 4), in relation to the historic
district and surrounding context.

Additionally, the existing 38” pecan tree on the lot has been identified as a Heritage
Tree by the City Arborist. The tree has a 40’ canopy radius, and the Arborist has
identified the construction exclusion zone (per 12.64.040) as a 40’ radius from the face
of the trunk. However, the Arborist has stated that “a true grade beam construction of
the foundation may allow some construction activity inside the construction exclusion
zone.” Removal of this tree requires the completion and approval of a Heritage Tree
Removal Permit to the City’s Urban Forest Services, and the attached review process
(Attachment 5).

Table 1: Project Information

General Plan designation: Medium Density Residential 16-29 du/na

Community Plan designation: Residential Office

Historic Resource designation: South Side Historic District

Existing zoning of site: RO

Existing use of site: Residential

Environmental Considerations: If eligible resources are proposed for demolition, the
demolition of those resources would have a significant impact on the environment that
could not be mitigated to a less than significant level. If a new structure is proposed
within a historic district, to remain exempt from environmental review the structure
would need to comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties; be compatible with the districts character-defining features; and be
in substantial compliance with the Central City Neighborhood Design Guidelines.
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Policy Considerations: The proposed project is consistent with the land use
designation and applicable policies of the General Plan, the Preservation Element of the
General Plan, the Community Plan, and Smart Growth Principles.

Respectfully submitted by:

KATHLEEN FORREST
Associate Planner

Approved by:

ROBERTA DEERING
Senior Planner, Historic Preservation

Recommendation Approved:

WILLIAM CROUCH
Preservation Director
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Appeal:

1.

2.

Any person dissatisfied with the decision of the Director taken may appeal such
decision to the Parks and Recreation Commission.

Such appeal shall be in writing, stating the reasons therefore, and shall be filed
with the secretary of the Commission not later than 10 days after the date of the
director’s decision.

The secretary shall set the appeal for hearing at the next regular Commission
meeting that is no less than 15 days after the appeal is filed.

Notice of the time and place of the hearing shall be given to the appellant at least
10 days in advance thereof by mail, postage prepaid.

The decision of the commission shall be final. The secretary of the Commission
shall forthwith make a report to the City Council.

The decision may be called up for City Council review by any member of the City
Council. To initiate a call-up of a decision, the member shall file a written request
with the secretary of the Commission within 10 days of the date of the secretary’s
report to the City Council.

Upon the filing of a request by the member, the City Council shall notice and set
the matter before hearing it.

Notice of the hearing shall be given in the same manner as notice was given for
the hearing before the Commission.

The hearing before the City Council shall be de novo.
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Kathleen Forrest - 1901 6th St Proposed Demolition

From:  Kathleen Green <kdgreenone@yahoo.com>

To: <kforrest@cityofsacramento.org>, Southside Park <southsidepark@gmail.com>, Paul
Trudeau <ptrudeau@aol.com>

Date: 08/14/2007 1:18 PM

Subject: 1901 6th St Proposed Demolition

CC: Karen Jacques <threegables@macnexus.org>

Date: Tue, 14 Aug 2007 13:06:05 -0700 (PDT)

From: Kathleen Green <kdgreenone@yahoo.com>

Subject: Re: Fwd: Proposed Demo of 1901 6th St.

To: Karen Jacques <threegables@macnexus.org>, kforest@cityofsacramento.org,
Paul Trudeau <ptrudeau@aol.com>

This victorian has had some "remuddleing” done to it over the years, but still retails its Victorian
feel and character. If the right person owned it and give it some TLC it could stand out as a
significant structure in the neighborhood. There is so much infill (new) construction in this area,
that loosing one of the Contributing structures is determental to this Historic District as well as
sending a VERY BAD message to other 'older’ building owners. | am opposed to this
demolition!!!

Kathleen Green

Karen Jacques <threegables@macnexus.org> wrote:

Here's the e-mail on 1901 6th. E-mail me back and let me know that
you got it. My computer sometimes doesn't send stuff like it's
supposed to.

Begin forwarded message:

> From: "Kathleen Forrest"

> Date: August 7, 2007 3:06:06 PM PDT

> To: Historic Resources Survey Committee: andrew_hope@dot.ca.gov,
> gloria_scott@dot.ca.gov, janice_calpo@dot.ca.gov, "Jaques, Karen"
>, "Simpson, Lee";

> Subject: Proposed Demo of 1901 6th St.

>

> Good afternoon--

>

> Attached are photos of 1901 6th Street, which the Preservation Office
> received a demo request for. It is in South Side Historic District,

> and was listed in the 2001 Sac Heritage survey of the Central City as
> "retrievable.” It has asbestos siding, all of the windows have been

> changed out to vinyl, and the porch is a (poor) addition. The County
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> Assessor lists the date of construction as 1950, however the survey

> forms list c. 1895 and note the possibility it was moved to the site

> sometime in the early 20th century.

>

> The Preservation Director needs to make a preliminary determination of
> eligibility as part of the demo request process. It does not appear to

> be landmark quality; what is the Survey Committee's feeling regarding
> the building's potential (or lack thereof) as a contributing resource

> to the district?

>

> Thanks,

> Kathleen

>

> Kathleen Forrest

> Associate Planner

> Preservation Office, City of Sacramento

> kforrest@cityofsacramento.org

> 916-808-5896

>

>
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Kathleen Forrest - 1901 6th Street - tear it down Page 1

From: Joy Korstjens <lokistof@yahoo.com>
To: <kforrest@cityofsacramento.org>
Date: 08/07/2007 7:07:19 PM

Subject: 1901 6th Street - tear it down

1901 6th Street is an eyesore. As residents of the
immediate neighborhood, we say it is blight that
should be removed to allow for new growth.

Steve Shamblin & Joy Korstjens
419 U Street
Sacto, CA 95818

Be a better Heartthrob. Get better relationship answers from someone who knows. Yahoo! Answers -
Check it out.
http://answers.yahoo.com/dir/?link=list&sid=396545433
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From: Karen Jacques <threegables@macnexus.org>

To: "Kathleen Forrest" <KForrest@cityofsacramento.org>
Date: 08/08/2007 8:20:30 PM

Subject: Re: Proposed Demo of 1901 6th St.

Hi Kathleen

| tried to send my comments to the whole committee and my computer
refuses to do it - something about Andy Hope's e-mail address is
sending it into a snit. Anyway, since | can't send my comments to the
committee, | will send them to you.

| have been familiar with this building for many years because of doing
the Fainted Ladies Tour. It has certainly had some bad things done to
it, but it is one of the older buildings in the Southside historic

district and has enough original detail that it could still be
appropriately rehabbed. If it were my decision, | would go for broke
and try to find a way to list it as a contributor and then look for
incentives to encourage its rehab. Also, this building is right on the
edge of the Southside historic district which is already eroded pretty
badly and | don't want to see any more erosion. During the years that
| did the Fainted Ladies Tour (1994-2003) | kept track of all the old
buildings that were demolished and there were an awful lot of them.
There have been more since. | just don't think we can afford to keep
losing our old buildings down here, particularly the early Victorians,
and demolition of this building will be another loss.

On Aug 7, 2007, at 3:06 PM, Kathleen Forrest wrote:

> Good afternoon--

>

> Attached are photos of 1901 6th Street, which the Preservation Office
> received a demo request for. It is in South Side Historic District,

> and was listed in the 2001 Sac Heritage survey of the Central City as
> "retrievable." It has asbestos siding, all of the windows have been

> changed out to vinyl, and the porch is a (poor) addition. The County
> Assessor lists the date of construction as 1950, however the survey
> forms list ¢. 1895 and note the possibility it was moved to the site

> sometime in the early 20th century.

>

> The Preservation Director needs to make a preliminary determination of
> eligibility as part of the demo request process. It does not appear to

> be landmark quality; what is the Survey Committee's feeling regarding
> the building's potential (or lack thereof) as a contributing resource

> to the district?

>

> Thanks,

> Kathleen

>

> Kathleen Forrest

> Associate Planner

> Preservation Office, City of Sacramento

> kforrest@cityofsacramento.org

> 916-808-5896

>

> <IR07-508 1901 6th St..pdf>



