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Dear Mr. Meltzer,  

On behalf of Preservation Sacramento and its over three hundred members, I would like to 

thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Planning Commission appeal hearing on the 

Preservation Commission’s decision regarding 2218 Capitol Avenue Tentative Map & 

Preservation project (Z16-026). Preservation Sacramento is dedicated to protecting 

Sacramento’s historic places and encouraging quality urban design through advocacy, 

education, and outreach. Preservation Sacramento’s Board of Directors includes cultural 

resource professionals, who meet the Secretary of the Interior Standards for History, 

Architectural History, and Archeology, as well as, concerned citizens from other disciplines and 

backgrounds (credentials available upon request).  

The proposed project includes (1) renovation of 2218 Capitol Avenue, a contributing resource to 

the Capitol Mansions Historic District, (2) subdivision of the parcel into three individual lots, and 

(3) construction of a new 3,080 square foot, multi-unit building. This project was appealed to the 

Preservation Commission for site plan and design review by a group of concerned neighbors. 

The Preservation Commission is the City’s appointed public body responsible for reviewing 

development projects involving listed historic resources (Section 17.064.100 of the Planning and 

Development Code). Preservation Sacramento would like to point out that historic preservation 

is not an arbitrary section of the Planning and Development code that may be considered in a 

vacuum. Instead, the City of Sacramento has consistently reaffirmed the importance of 

protecting historic resources during the planning process. Some examples include: (1) including 

a robust historic preservation element in the City’s 2035 General Plan; (2) incorporating historic 

preservation planning (survey) into Specific Plans beginning as early as 2005; and (3) including 

historic preservation as a critical element of the forthcoming Downtown Specific Plan, which will 

influence development in many historic districts and neighborhoods. 

On October 19, 2016, after careful deliberation, the Preservation Commission concluded the 

project as proposed did not substantially comply with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for 

Rehabilitation (Standards). 1 Specifically, relevant to their decision are Standard No. 1 (use), 

Standard No. 2 (character), and Standard No. 9 (additions and alterations). The Planning 

Commission’s role in this appeal is to uphold or overturn the Preservation Commission’s 

decision based on the project’s compliance with the Standards. It is our professional opinion 

that this project in its current form should be denied on the grounds that it will significantly and 

negatively impact the Capitol Mansions Historic District because it does not substantially comply 

with the Standards Numbers 1, 2, and 9. 
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Staff has recommended the Planning Commission apply a Categorical Exemption pursuant to 

the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15332 (Infill Development). 

Use of this exemption, requires the Planning Commission find, based on substantial evidence, 

that impacts to historical resources will be less than significant.  If the Planning Commission 

cannot make this finding, relying on Categorical Exemption in this situation does not constitute 

sufficient environmental review pursuant to CEQA. Specifically, CEQA Guidelines Section 

15300.2 states: “A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may cause a 

substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.” Given the Preservation 

Commission’s recommendation that the project does not comply with the Standards, it has 

concluded based on substantial evidence in the record that the project (as currently proposed) 

will result in a significant environmental impact to the district. Since no members of the Planning 

Commission meet the relevant professional qualification standards (history/architectural history), 

if this project is approved, it is unlikely the record of decision will satisfy the City’s legal 

obligations pursuant to CEQA.   

Preservation Sacramento requests the Planning Commission deny the project as-proposed, and 

request the applicant revise the project design and site plan to comply with relevant federal 

standards incorporated by reference into Section 17.064.100(B)(4) of Sacramento’s Planning 

and Development Code.  The Preservation Commission during their careful deliberation 

provided the applicant with a clear, legally defensible, justification for its decision which should 

be respected by the Planning Commission.2   

Thank you for considering our comments.  

 

Sincerely,  

Garret Root, President 

Preservation Sacramento Board of Directors  

CC:  

City of Sacramento Planning Commission 
City Council of Sacramento  
California Office of Historic Preservation  
Midtown Neighborhood Association  
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