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CALENDAR ITEM 

SECOND AMENDMENT TO GENERAL ~~ASE -
RIGHT-OF-WAY USE 

David Kenyon. et al 
630 Davidson Street 
Novato, California 94945 

10'/29/90 
PRC 7220 
Bancroft 

AREA. TYPE LAND AND LOC~TlON: 

LAND USE: 

A 2.34-acrc parcel of sovereigrr Lide and 
submer~ed land. Novato Creek. City of Novato. 
Marin County. 

C~nstruction and maintenance of a bridge 
crossing ever Novato Creek for a proposed 
.public road to service Golden Gate Business 
Park. 

TERMS OF ORI~INAL LEASE: 
.!ni ti al period: 49 years beginning July 1. 

19ss. 

Pub]ic liability ·insurance: Comb:ined single 
~jmit ~oue~age of $1.000,000. 

Cons id era t.:i on: $17.420 per ~~num: five-year 
rent review. 

TERMS OF PRQPOSED AME~OMENT: {EFFECT .!VE NOVEMBER 1. 1990.) 
(A) Increase lease area of Parcel 1 to 1.12 

acr~s. Decrease lease a~e~ of Parcel 2 to 
0. 6:~ acre. 
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. c 0 7 (CONT'D) 

B. Adjustment ·of ~nnual rental as follows: 
Parcel l - 49-year easemeht $8~~~7 per 
annum; Parcels 2 & 3 - temporary 
~~nstruction easement $9,063 per annum. 

Basis of Consideration: Pursuant to Cal. 
Code Regs. 20Q3 

C. Extend construction dates as follows: 
c~nstruction to begin by 11/01/90 and will 
be completbd by 11/01/~2. 

STATUTORY 'ANO OTHER REFERENCES: 

AB S84: 

A. P.R.C.: 'O:iv. 6. P~rts land 2; Div. 13. 

B. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2. Div. 3; 
T·itle 14. -Div. 6. 

NIA. 

OTHER PERTINENT INfQRMATION: 

1. A Negative Declaration was prepared and 
adopted for this project by the City of 
Novato. The State Lands Commission's staff 
has reviewed· sut1h document and believes 
that it complie~ with the requirements of 
the CEQn. 

2. Marin County has required· tha.t the debris 
ramp of the center bent of the proposed. 
br.idge be· elongated. This necess:i tat;es an 
increase in the sizj of the permanent 
easement (.Pel l) and a corre~p6nding 
decrease in the temporary easement (Pel 
2~. Construction dates have been extended 
two months to allow for this delay. 

3. This act:hli ty in,JJ] ves lands identi fi ed1 a~ 
possessing significant environmental v~q_Jcs 
pursuant lo P.R.C. 6370. et seq. Based 
upon the staff 1 s consul.ta ti on with' t:he 
persons nominating such iands and through 
the CEQA review process. it is the staff's 
opinion that the project. as proposed, -is 
cbnsistent with its use classifiiation. 
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CALENDAR ITEM No:C (} "1 (CONT'D) 

4. The City of Novato has ~greed lo acceFt an 
assignment of the subj~ct lease upon 
completion of ·e9nstr~ction of the new 
bridge. 

·~PPROUALS OBTAINED: 

Marin County flood Control Ojstrict and City 6f 
Nou~to. 

FURlHER APPROVALS REQUIRED: 
None. 

EXHIBITS: · r.. !:and Oesctiption. 
B. Locat1vn Map. 
C. Notice of D~terminatio~. 

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMlSSlON: 

1. fI~O· THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED ANO ADOPTED 
FOR THIS PROJECT·B~ T~E CITY OF NOVATO ANO THAT THE 
COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED "rtlE INfORMATioN· 
CONTAINED THEREIN. 

2. DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS APPROVED, ~ILL NOT HAU[ A 
SIGNiflCANJ EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT. 

3. FINO THAT THIS ACTIVlTV IS CONSISTENT WITH THE USE 
CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND PURSU~NT TO 
.t' .. R.C. 6370, ET SEQ. 

4. AUTHORIZE AN AMENDMENT OF PAGE TWO ANO SECTION TH~F.r or 
LEASE PRC 7220. EFFEtTIVE NOVEMBER 1. I990.TO PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING: 

A. INCREASE AREA OF TEMPORARY EASEMENT AREA, 
PARCEL 1, FROM I.II ACRES TO 1.12 ACRES, AS 
DESCRIBED Oj\i' EXflI BIT 11 A II ~TTA,f~f-IF.D. 

B. DECREASE AREA Of TEMPORARY tH~EMf.NT AREA. 
PARCEL 2. FROM G 63 ACRE TO ~-~2 ACRE. AS 
DESCRIBED ON EXH BIT 11 A11 AtTACHED. 

C. ADJUST ANNUAL REI\ .AL AS FOLLOWS: PARCEL l 
- 49-YEAR EASE~EN $8,357 PER A~NUM 
PARCELS 2 & 3 - T.~PORARv· CONSTRUCTlON 
EASEME~T $9,063 PEk ANNUM. 

D. EXTEf\JD CONSTRUCTION DATES AS FOLLOWS: 
CONSTRUCTI6N TO BEGIN BY 11/01/90 ~~G WILL 
SE COMPLE1EO BY 11/01/92. 
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CALENDAR' ITEM NO.~ (\ 'l (CONT'D) 
. . ... 

5. CONSENT TO THE FURTHER AMENDMENT TO. ONO ASSIGNMENT OF, 
PRC 7220 TO TtlE CITY or NOVATO. UPON COMPLfJ.JON OF THE 
LEASE IMPROVEMENTS AUTHORIZED IN SAID PRC "ii.20. 

6. DETERMINE THAT. EXCEPT FOR THE CHANGES AUTHORIZED HEREIN. 
All OTHER TtRMS AND CONDITIONS OF SAID LEAS~ PRC 7220 ~HALL 
REMAIN IN fUlL FORCE ANO EFfECT. 

-4..;.. 

• 

CAl.ENDJl't PAGE---~~31_. -.1' 
MINUTE PAGE-___ _...31J...,: ._'/._..5-1--



· ····· · ·· .. -·- ---·-· · ·----·-~---~·-:- -:-:-: ·~·· -~--.·:-·::·. --~.··~~ ,• .. -~:::·:;:~-.~;~,~r.~~~.z;:-;~·-: ·:·:· :· 
. ::: ~,~; <": 1.:.j·· .. ··,, ~ .. :··:-..:. , , ;, ::_:_:.c~· ;·. "j .. ::.:~ <·'~,;;·.::.~i~::';/;,, ;;\"ry. t·'<;:i;+s;:X..~;,$rn,;;!;! ;;;~M;.~~2'~~ 

EXHIBIT "A" 

LAND DESCRIPTJO~ 

Three parcels of l:md in Novato. Marin County. California, said. parcels being j>onions of the 
arc& described in the deed to the State of California by Ronald and Pamela Antonioli on June ~9. 
1984, Recorded July 3, 1984, Recorders Serial Number 84 032105 Mar..n County Records, 
said parcels being described as follo'ws: 

PARCELJ 

BEGINNm'G at a point on the nbrtherly line of said area S n? 23' 00" E 441.89 feet from the 
northwest comer etf said .area; thence along said nonhcrly line S 77° 23' 00" E 462.00 f ecr; 
thence leaving said n~er!y line S 12° 37' 00" W 85.00 feet; thence N 77° 23' 00" W 185.9(> 
fee:; thence S 12° 37' 00" W 150.00 feet to the southerly line of said area; thenccaiong ~d . 
sourhcrly line N n':> 2~' 00" W 60.00 f~l; thence leaving said southerly line N 12° 37" 00" B 
33.70 feet;· ~~cc N 77° 23' 00" W 30.00 feet; thence N 12° 37' 00" E 20.00 feet; thence 
S 77° 23' 00' f 30.00 feet; !hence N 12° 37' 00" E 96.30 feet;thence N 11°·23· 00" W 2J7.00 
feet; thence N 12° 37 00" E 85~00 feet to the point of ~ginnir.g. · 

PARCEk.2 

BEGINNJNG at a pcin~.~n the oonherJy line of'.Said area S 17.? 23' 00 .. E 391.8~/feci from tht: 
northwest c\."'t'na of said th"C..~ thence along said r.•ortherly line ~ 77° 23' 00" E ~.0.0() feet; 
thence leaving said rIDnherly line S 12° 37' 00" v.~ 85.00 feet; thence S 77° 23':00" E 217.00 
feet; thence S 12., 37' 00" W 96.30 feet: thence N 77° 23' 00" W 30.00 feet; the~ 
s 12° 37' 00" w 20.00 feet; thence s 77° 23' 00" E 30.00 feet; thence S 12° 37' 00" W 33.70 
feet to the southerly line of said atCa; thence along said s0utherly line N rfa 23' 00" W 100.00 
feet; thence leaving said south.erly line N 12° 37' 00" E l 00.00 feet; theJ'!CC: N 77° .~J' 00" W 
167.00 feet; thence N 12° 37' 00" E 135.00 fr~ to the point of beginnin;:. 
PA~·;l 

EEGINN'ING at a point on the nonhcrly Jmc of said ~fl S 77° 23' 00~ E 903.89 feet frijm urc 
north~·a:nncr of said area; thence along said nonheri.Y line S 77° ~:PG .. E 50.00 feet; 
then~,ieaving said nOnherly nr~ s 12° 37' OO" w t3s.°'q· feet;,il~ ... .,,e J~ 11° 23· OO" w t 35.00 
f~ thence s 12° 37' 00" w 100.00 fet:t to the oouthcrly lliic of said~~ th~~~ along said ' 
·southerly line N 77n 23' OCr W 100.00 feet; lhence leaving wd southci-~j·J~ae .N 12° 37' 00" E 
150.00 feet; ~nee S 77~ 23' 00" E 185.00 f~t; thence N 12° 37' 00'" E'SS.O(> t\'!C: £0.the point 
of begirajn~; 

END OF DESCRIPTION 

REVISED OC:.TOJ!~R ~ 1990 BY LLB .. 
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~ PU icg; ,ot Noti~e of Determtna.tton tn ccmpl Uu.ce vi th .5ec ti.on 4iivo or 

2!!5~ ::: :~ P...l!:l!c ~~~~<:=a. 

Area Code/N~r/E.ttenston 

Pro]ect t5Citioa A.Cf.$~ lt;3-f44•2.l,\t. ~ tt;3 .. 110-13 ~5l 
r~o.au~ CF ~i:.u>J /»le,.., Of.a ii11E. ~ ~ t::F t}.~. /OI 
Pri>Ject t\eSCriptfOO = --,---------
CfFt,t... /l'-'~1r.UAt- 1'~ ~i:n."-'tA.Jt!t ~ DIJ~ ~u:i.ze. ~ CF M.oerz A~, 
OJ 11,-7~ ;, 1'vSD1'1t':»10M i~D Nl&J£. 1-D.T~- , 

T!lis 1S to advise that the c.rrr tJF N~lt'Aro 
. (Leid Agency or ReSPOnsible -~ency) 

bas appi:wEJd the ruxwe described project on 1-:z.J If/ S7 aod has nru:te the fol lo'll'-
. TI'Jate) 

1ng determinattcns l'ega,niing the above described project: 

lo The Pro.feet _wtll, Xvill cot have a signilicaot eftect oc the envtronira-mt. 

~n £nv1roa.neatal Impact Report was prepared for this ~roject 
- Pll'Su.~t to the ·provtsioa..'l ot ~.\. - -
~- A Negative Declaratt9Q ~ prepa.rea tor this proJcet pursuant to the provisions ot· t'..'EQA. 

3. l~ltigatton l?le3.sUres lt_T:ero, _were not made a coaditlon of the ap­Pl"CM\l of tbe &m>Je::t. 

~. A statement, ot O'l.!erridib{J COns!derat!ons _ v.as, .lS_ W3S not adopt~ tor this Pl"OJ\!Ct. 

This is to certify that the ft.M.l ttR ctith c:arments and response:S and record of proJ~t approval 'ls available to the Gene:-al Pu))llc at: 

Oat~ Rece1vst ,for Piling and ~ing .. at oPrt 

. " ~------~----~~-----------~ ~f&~~h~~~~·~~-------------~~--1~0~--=(!ANM~/?. siSZ3ature: ~eneY> T1tfe 

Revised 1-brch 1:>86 

.. 
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GOLDE.~ CAT£ BUSINESS PAKl<'ZONE CHANCE ZO 87-008 
MASTER PLAN MP 87-003 AND APPEAL OF PRECISE DEVELOP~EST PLAN 
PD 87-00~ (AL) (ORDINANCE.NO?. 1155 & 1156) Rf.SOLUTION 
NO. 217-87) (!!1~ 207-01) 

TO CONSIDER I. NEGATIVE DECLt.llATION• ZO}it; .~ffA.'lCE, .MASTER PLAN ~D APPEAi. 
oF THE PsEctsE -oEvaoPnEYT PLAN roa AN rNnusnLU.toFFrcE PARK wirli 
300.ooo SQ. FT. Of' FLOOR AREA LOCAr.m ON 20 ACRES AT THE SOUTH thffi":!>.f', 
flt\NKI.IN AVENUE ON THE EAST SIDE OF U.S. 10!: 0wN£R: CAPITAi. 
PROPERTIES ASSOCIATES; APfLICAi..tr: nlTERMARJC INTERESTS; ENGINEER: 
STU6£R-STROEH ASSOCIATES; ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NOS. 153-144-21 AND 24 AND 153-170-!J A.~"D SI 

Senior Planner Alan I.azure in his sca!f report n~ted t~ac. even if the 
r~:oning caster pl~n is adop~~d. the property still could be developed 
in accordance vie~ the ?;eels~ development pl~n approved in 1984 for a 
140-condomini~ projecc. He stated that the primary environmental. 
concerns were noise. traffic ~nd vi~ual. -:he Design ~~viev Co=:il:ttee 
found this pr~posal to be the cost acceptabl~ of the va~ious plans 
seen. ~!though there are concerns chat it vill block views of the open 

' ~ (. 

space to the ease. He noted that t~e ~ropos~l L~clude$ two three-story 
b•Udi9gs oa-siee; the other seven buildings are ~F•r.>s~; as one-story structures • 

. Dave ~enyon. pr~percy ownet°, 01~vis_ed· that the site "1~. -~!:iginally zone>i 
COl:l:N?rcial and then rezoned ~esidentidl 0 and that six acres were ~edicated. to ·~he Flood _Control District. He noted, in response to 
Counc:J.l Member·.Moore·, that .tht: ·plan calls for 20% coverage for: the 
footprints of the building, and concluded that the project has· the 
support ~f the neighborhood, Planning Cc=nission and Planning staff. 

Patrick llcDermo«, Intenoar~ Interest,, ArcbitOet, indicated that they 
h;:r .. e an opUcn on th~ props~..ir.. rs it changed projec~· kom- -
the origiruil varehouae conc,:.Pc/i,,tth more of • V1de corridor image. He 
st.aced that $20,000'to $50.000'per month in sales t.ix could be 
generated and that they plan to attract ~re of an urban upscale 
clientcle. He noted the esti=ated 660 Jobs will help reduce the 
congestiun on 101 if the e=ployees are lucal or coaie f ro:i San Rafael. 
Ibey !u}e heard from ,~iye ftms !n San Rafael t.rhe> are interested in locac1~g in the puk. 1' ~ridge v111 be constructed for acciss to. the 1ndu~tr1al per~~ He illustrated on ;the p!~ns hov the project is 
divided v1Ch • VJ~e c~rr!dor th.at v111 be landscaped. He ref erred to a J~ry 3 appeal l•~<•r (of the precise development plan) 2nd discussed Che conditions they ~ere ~ppealing. 

C..uucu -·· '"?ore indicated that h• vas pleased they •.re moving •vay 
from the 1IO<~bouae type buildings •nd ••Iced hov the project vould ba 
signed. F<>~r1ck lfcDen..tt replied that the major focus of the signing u~uld be tova~da·Rola~d Yay. 

CC87121S 
ol/o6/8a. 

NOY ATO c1•ry COUNCIL 
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Dave K~~yori spoke to some of the issues of the ~ppeal of ·the cond1t1u&U1· 
~f the precise develop;i~nt plan. He ncted trust 'they do not pl~n CO·~ 
the Colden Cate Bridga p&ncl~ stored on~th•ir property as ·1t vould be 
toe expensive. H~ requese~d tttat Condition lld dealing with bridge 
maintenance be elim.inated. He ai$O addressed their concerns that a 
Conditi.or.s l2a. b & c be elilllin.:ited and th.:it they be allowe·d by the 
City to le:.tse the Fr2nltlin Avenue right-of-way for employee parking 
until such time ~8 the City deten:iines they need the,propc?rty. 

Dietrich Strooh. Stuber-Stroeh As~oc1ates, advised that the bridge is a. 
typical CalTrans coacrete reittforced lov maintenance bridge. 

George C.'.>tv.m, 2183 feliz DL;ive; 1,ndicated ::h:1t he vas associa:ed with 
the Bedford.projQ!ct next door and that the Colden Cate Business ·Park 
vas a good project r..h3t fulfilled the nP.~ds for jobs ~nd a larger tax 
base. He believl!s the City should eaintain the 'br.idge, and noted t~c 
the Golden Cate Business Park and the Bedford Project arc· compatible · 
and vill reinforce eac~ other. 

In ~esponse to.Council Member ~.oore's questions regarding trip 
gener~tion. into t~~ B~dford propercy, John Dovden of OKS &;Associates. 
noted that figures have improved since the last time Council consiJered 
the proper;y. H~ cl~r!fied Chae the moniing peak hours are not higher 
and that the CV9fting hours ara much lover·vith the current proposed six 
in the_ p_--:d•.'o In respcn~·Je to Cound.l Member Moore's concern he 
~ek:.owledged that: thel"o vas no re~U planned for the proposed 
project.· 

·Hanna G.au~mann. ll Fo~ Court; spoke ~n favor of the project ~nd 
~uP,ported- rhe cul-de-sac at the.north end of the freeway. 

Clark Blasdell. Excc~tive Director of·NEH, recommended that Council 
consider findins citigatioa mecbanismD to help istabli~h a jobihousing. 
balance. ff~ also spoke in favor of· the City allo~ing the dev~loper ~o 
lease the.City property. 

.· 

Pat McDen?Ott responded to CQ\mcil ~embbr Hoo?e'm earii~r que'S't"ion that 
they·.antiC:i?ate 670 1111ft-hand turns to the ~edford project during peak hours. 

The p~blic hearing ~~ closQd. 

Council Hemb~~,·S..,,ore e>.~~s~· conc:om regarding tr:iffic gener:lticm. 
He aotcd tbat whc'u Colden ~te Business Park, Bedford and and the Kabn 
proje~t ait!! ·built-out, a traffic level service of "n" is anticipated. 
He vae alSo concerned by tbe lack ~f .v1ev corridor~ and the signing of 
.tile project. H~ note<l vh!le CouncU gave a signal early on by 
approving the zoning ~b.!ing~. ~ felt they should have more inforuation 
of what the people to th2 north and ~ast want. 

Council Me=ber Crny agreed that ho ¥<>uld like ·to feel more cot:for.table 
Vi.th thG traffic. 

qcS71215 
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Council ~ber ~.ooro coved. aec;onded by C•mncil 'Meuber Cray. to direct 
a focuse~ £I~·for tr~ffic im)l~cts. 

Dave ~enyon noted that the master pian and precise development plan 
pruvided'for a vehicle reduction through a Tr3ffic Systems Man~gement 
{TSM) Program. > • > 

.John Do~~n 3dv1sed that the 1986 'figur~~ shov 565 outbound trips 1n 
p~ak hour~ and that ·the current figures vhieh are 8 months old show 3l8 
trip~. which brings it up eo tho beginning of; level service "D" and 
:that TSM vill reduce it ~ven further. 

The City ~lanner clarifie~ fhat TSM may b~ phased in over a two~ycar 
period frOB1 the opening of each busin~ss. fbut af~~r that if the goal is 
not Mt, ·penalties cay ~ imposed. 

ln r~spcr.~c to Council l-b=ber Cray, Pat McDennott explained that a ioi 
reduction =~anc reducing the traffic unit~ du~i~g peak hours in peak 
turn lanes. E::lployce surveys. vhich evaluate compliance ~ith the !SM 
goals, cu.~t be sub=ir.ted to the Community Developm~nt Director and 
begin when full occupancy is 4ch1cved and continues :or another ten 
years. lbe City"Plann~r clarified to Council Member Cope that the 
~=ployee survey is tied to each business in the project. 

Council Membc~ Gray rESPQnded to Pat McDermott ihac the Countyvide TSH 
Ordinance vould be vo~untary. in the beg1.nnin.~. 

Council 1".ecber Moore stated that the traffic fi11tigations shou.ld be 
!::posed o~ the developer rather than on the ilidividual businesses. 

Dave Kenyon arg~e4 th.at the project vill prod~~e jobs that vill cause a 
counte~•col:llute ~h1~h'c~uld serve as a mit1&ation. 

Council Member Cray stated that he would vote against a .focused EIR 
hi!C«lU3e ne W'U satisf icd ~hat the project votiid produce jobs for Novato 
citi:i:ens. utilize TSM and ~ee-a c.Qunt;or~r:e situ..ic!on... __ __ 

The eo::ion failed 1-4. Vi.th Mayor Turner and Counc':d Members Cope. Gray 
and KniBht dissenting~ 

~or Turner moved. ae•;onded by Council H!_mber Cray. to approve th'i: 
~gative Dech~atiou. 'the motion carried 4-1·. vi~ll CoMncil Member !'loon disGU.tiug,. 

Couacil Member Gray move~$ s~conded by Council Kembe~ Cop•. to 
introduce and waive further reading of the ordinance aQending the 
zoning designation. 

Council M~ber Moore state~ that h~ uould vote yes to avoid having the 
ordinance read in its enci'i~ty 4tid vill vote. no at the second reading. 

ThE motion c.arriE:d una.~:imousiy. 

cts1121s 
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· Couru:il Mei:ber Groiy 1£0ved. secanded "by Council Member Cope 0 to 
1ntr~uce and waive .further reading of the or~inance approving the 
Colden G.ate Bus:l!:less"Park Master Plan.· 

" , 

Council ~mber Cray moved. seconded 'l:ly CouncH nember Cope, t<1 amend 
th~ uin t:otion to amend Condition J of ·the master plan to re3._; as 
·follovs: "A barrier will be constructed ~~ the Fran~!:!.1 Avenue and 
Alice Street intersection to block the vehi~\tlar traffic of the sen~ral 
public in order t:o prevent •.tandalism, and d~J~J;ing in pnrked cain' on 
Franklin Avenue as described by the neighborhood. Said barrier, 
hovever, uould ~llov ac:ess hy e~ergency vehicles, bicycles and 
pedestrian traffic ... 

. 
The City Engineer recorm:lended alternate l~nguage for Condition J. 
Discussion followed ~nd he clar1f 1~d that similar e~perienccs of 
obnoxious uses of t~e righ~-o!-w~y had occurred at a project near the 
Fire:a.an'a ~~nd building, and ith3t st~ff had felt there vere some 
tran$la~~ble features that would work Yell at this project. 

Council Member Cope not~d that since the neighborhood vas vill!ng\ to 
have the barrie~ en their side of the freeway, he ~ould support the 
a%Df:ndl:ent to the uster plan. 

The amend:llent tc the main motion:cnrried unariimo~sly. 

Diacuss1ion follcved reg~rding Ccr.dit!on 4 of the ~Ster pbn and the 
City Ei1ginaer ~xpres~ed ·.:o:"l·cern ngard!ng th\? appllcoint 's reques: to be 
allowed to lease the F~an~iin Avenu~ right'"of-vay vichout qualifying 
stu~ies being done. ae recomitencled alternat~ language f~r 
Condition· 4. 

D~ve Kenyon stated ttat the ~pproval of the lease could be granted with 
the condition ~t it be in conforaanr.e vith the state code and that 
the park iatSineases vould be responsible for caintaining the 
landscaping. 'bika path and parking ar'eas. 

The c~.,ty _Engineer ·~phasiz~d that a r~vokable !.icense or le~ -tha~ v.:is 
recoi=iended by the developer vould have to be ·brought back for Council, 
~pproval. 

Council Me&ber Gray noted t~at a pclicy decision vould have to be 1141de 
.\.. ... whether ~cuaaing the Franklin Avenue· 1right-of-w·ay for parking vas an 

appropriate use,,. 

The City Planne'r responded tNit the projec~ could be subdivided and 
then ~berG VCU!d be mor2 than one property Ct.Iner using the 
right-of-way. The Eugiaeer:ing s~a!f V5S conc~rned that the bike path 
and landsc~pins vould ba in th0 right-of-vay as well. 

Council Httsbttr·ltnigbt expressed intense in the revenue that the C.2.ty 
vou~~ gain i.!' 'he p'l:'oputY, vuot leasad. 

Co~ttcil ff4w:.l(:,r ~ight f!OVed, seconded.by C~ncil Hemb6r Cr~y •. to ~end 
Cond~tion 4 as follows; "As'a l!l.llttQr of Poli~y, the Council_doe3 not 

~ CCS7l2U 
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object to the use of the portion of. Franklin Avenue adjac~nt to the 
project provided t~t an acceptable design to include the bicycle path 
't!hich oueets state code 3nd ~ lease p<iyaent can be negotiated." The 
amendaent to the main motion carried unanimously. 

Coiincil Memb4r Moore stated that he would vote yes on tha f irsc reading 
oi the masc~r plan ord!t:.anci to avoid ~.aving Lt read in its ~ntirety, 
and vote no at the sccclnd, reading. 

The main =Otion as &mecdea carried unan~usly. 

Council Member Ccpe ZDOved, seconded by Council Member Knight, to 
approve th~ Go~d£n Cate Bbsiness Park Precise Dev~lopment P,~ar.. 

Council H~mbers Mt>c.,e and Cray expressea concern regarding the appe~l 
of Condition lld of the precise development plan and that they should 
be required to take the responsibility of caintaining the bridge •. 

Cttuncil tte=bar Knight argued that this project vould generate revenue 
anu an. ctit"imated 660 jobs. and that the City should be responsible for the =ainten~ce. 

Council Member Cope agr~ed and stated :hat it vas remarkable that the 
developer is Villi.ng to construct ~ ~1.5 million bridge. He 
recOQl;.!ended adding a rondition that for 4 c~rtain number of years the 
bridge·~ill be monitored for construct~on defects. 

.. 

~}'Or Tuniar added that he vas vi!ling to accept responsibility to have ( t~e City maintain the bridge. 

Council Meab«r Knight movQd. seconded by Mayor Turner, to a~~nd the 
cia!n cotion and delete Condition lid. The amendment to th~.foain &gtion 
carried 3-2. with Cguncil ~.ambors Gray and Moore dissenting. 

Council Kenb~r Knight coved. seconded by Mayor Turner, to a~~nd the 
=ain .i:totion to .add· "a.,god cf"~o tbo-Ur~ence bet~~~-"ttips ~­
and "uac ltt3G cha~· 20:." 

Council Maitbcr Cray vas concerned that if the condi~ton v3s modified as 
requeated, ~c vould not be measuzable • 

Tb~ a&etitl~nt to the =ain motion fa~l~d 2-J. with Council Members Cope. Gray and Moore d!ssentir:g. 

Council Huber Gray ll0Ved1' seco14ded ~y Mayor Turner, to amend the main 
motion to read: "for a period not to ~xceed ·six years after 90% 
occupancy.• Th: r»tion carr~ed unanimou=l~~ 

Council Member Copu moved. seconded by Council. Member Xnighc. to amend 
the main motion' to add to the end of Condition 6: "Such stops shall be 
.prcvidcd ~c the ~i:ie service is provided by the Colden C~te Bridge 
District. N9 pbj,sical reconfiguration of the street profu~ shall be 
required vhen · th/.t stops a.re pro1•1dcd. The City shall require a bond or 

4 CC87121S 
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Other •.lmilar guarantee that thO .. scOps are provide4 subject to the •pprov~l of the City EcaiD~er." 'll:e motton·canted unahkeus1y. 

Council Member Cray '"'V•d. ••cOhdeC by Council Member Cope, to ...... 
the main ""<ion to add to the •nd of Co"ditloa 7: "as detailed in the 
subtUtted pcectse deve10paeat pfOa, •nd as •?proved.by the Design 
Review Coiz:itttce." The motion carried unanimously. 

C<>uncil.lleaber Gray "°ved, seconded by Hayor Turner, to amend the aatn 
mot.ton to add the sentence: "tlota •hall not P«clude the .. e of 
landsca.., berms for l.,.dscaptng uses only, subject '~ the •Poroval of 
the C°"""Aity De7elopaent Staff." tJo~ CCeion <•tried unanU.Ously. , 

c.,.,c!l lter.ber .Cray noved, seco,:~<d by Mayor Turner, to aaend the ""'n 
IOOtion to <h>l•C< 'the woras "dredging beneath" and substitute "span of" 
'•nd add to the lase .. •<once "subject to the approval of the Harin 
County FlOOd Control District." tloe ~<ion ca<l·ied unanimously. 

c..,.ncU l!embcr Cope moved, sec~nded bri:ouncU Member Gr4y, to amend 
<he .,.in notiqn co confo.., Condtt!on• 12a, b, c, '- & f in the precise 
developmeot plan to Conditions 3 and 4. iu the master plan, !he aotion carried wian1t1ou3ly. 

l"he ma:!n "°•ton as .,..oded carried 4-1,. vich Counctl 11..,ber Koore dissenting. 

r cca1121s 
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·City •£ Yov•to ,!'..qviro.,.,ent•l P.•vic" Guidelines : AP~F.llDIX C 

"'"'fRO>~l'TAt C!ltC!<t?ST (!o be co~pleted by ,stO(f >s P>rt of the lntfal Stud·;) ( . 

n~u:e: 

.A. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

) 

N.:une of Project: 

t·H~ Reference: 

P.lrc:el Yo. (s): 

St:iff Uember: 
:.... Alan ! ... !zure 

-:::=, ~=------:-: -------------

~-l!'~·-.------------~OR7-ooa. lfPS7-ao3. ros1-oni 

!Sl-14'-21 & 24. lSl-170-13 s SL -=- ----....... 
. 

B. • E!:VIRC~<ll!.\7Af. Il'.P •crs M'D UITIC•rros llE.IStr."<!;s 

Exoi...,tion for •ll "yes" •rid "m•ybe" •••"•to ·~•ll be P•••ide1 on the •tt•cl:e<l sh;,e't t~ i:•t.he r "i th reco..,,eoded mi ti goc ion ..,.,. "roo . 

Yes -1. ~2!':!! Will the propos~i re~ul~ in: 

a. Subst~nt~~l c~c~vation, fillin;, 
di~~b~~ent or other disturbance of the soil? x 

b. ' -Inc:re3s~d ~!q)O$Ure of people or 
property to geologic: h~z.:irct~? 

c~ Subsc~nti.l! erosion or 
Sil:.:ition? 

d. !~tr~ductio~ of :ub~t~nti~l 
,amounts of C:her.Jic.:il ~ '8.iseous 
or r.:1dioactive m~tcri~ls into 

-
-

the n41tµr.l l cnvfro~~-c-,-r.-c""'l-ud""'~in_g_ 
fertili:ers, ie:ticid~:. etc.? 

2. ~.i!.., Uill the propo::.11 result i~: 
'1. Subst.:Jr.ti~l .Jir cmi~siotu:: 

-
or c!etc:rior.:ttion of .Jnibi\:nt • 

,,. ' .... 

~ir ~U~lity? . 

b. The crc.ltioQ·of objcc­
tio11.1b1e oder:? 

.J. Sub:t~nti.al _,lter.:1tion of 
C~.~,tfo~ .J~SOl"ption r.lt~:; 

0 ~r~in.:J~~ P.lttern:. or th~ 
r,: te .3t1d ..1%110unt Of SCA:>f':.lcc 
\.:.ltc:r runo(i? ' 

·ss1 . .\ 
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b. 

(· 
Subst;1nti.ll ~lter;itions· :to 
th~.p~n~~ng or.cou~se of flc11 
of ·£1\.:'><l v.itcrs? . 

c. Expo$ur~ of people or property 
to w.iter.-rebted h.l:ea~ds? 

d. Sub~t~ntial ~h.lng~ in tbe 
qll.lntity.or flcr~ ch3racter­
~stics of groundvat~r? 

e. Adverse effccts'upon thQ 
quality of •ny sur(.lc.e body 
of ~111ter? 

4. ~ Vill the propos.ll result in: 

Yes 

;& • Sub5t~n~i~£ increa~~d potential for 
Jestructive fires.~ithin n.ltUr.ll are.ls? ..... ,. ,, 

b. A .sutstantial reduction in the level 
of fire s~fcty? 

S. Pbnt ~nd Anim.ill. Life. Will the 
prop1".ill ce.~ult 'in: 

a: Subst3nti~i ct13n~e i.n the diver:(ity. 
of species or n!ll!lber of any speci~S· 
of pl3nts or.anill'l.lls? 

b. Reduction in ni~ber of ~ny unique, 
r~re o~ cndang~~e~ pl~nts or 
~~~~ls ur co~unities of such? 

c. 

d. 

. 
Introduction o! exoti~ pl.ilnts 
and animals to the detriment of 
nni.ve species? 

Sub~tantial reduction in prime 
~gricultural acreage or use? 

6,. ~· $.'ill the propo~.ll rezult in:"' 

a. Sitnific3nt inc~e3SC in existing 
ambienc noise level~? 

b. E.:posure,of people t~·noisc 
levels :above those desir.lbic 
for the in~ended use? 

7. Aesthetics. Will ·the projec~ .result. 
in a· signi!i.c:in~ .irul demonstro:ble 
·neg~tive aesthetic effect? 

BS/A 
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8. 

·r , 
\\_. 

L3r.d Use. ~ill ·the p~ojcct res~lt 
in .:an taJ:u:em~nt ta gro~th in th~ 

:si.ir;ounuing .1re:i? 

9. N-ltur.:a l Rc~nurcti:s. ~ill i:he • prop~sJl 
re:ault 'in: 

a. Sub$t~nti~l incre3se in the r.:ate 
Of llSe or dc?letion Ot any D.ltUr.Jl resource? 

( 

10. Tr.:ansno~t~tion/Circul.:ation. Yill 
the ~ropos.21 r~~uLt in: 

-
Cener~tion of subst.lnti.:al addition.:al 
tr.:afiic such th3t existing levels 
Of SC!'Vice Wilt deteriorate? 

b. 

·C. 

Dem.:a~d for ne~ or improved 
tr~l!Sport~tion f3cil!ties? 

~- .£1i=in3tion of po:sibility for 
!ut.::{::c: tr.:ansport~ti!ln system 
i~pro~c:ne~ts or exp~nsio~s: 

e. ln.:a;'fo'.1l1.l~i: me.:ans of esc:.:ape or 
·ev.:ac~~tion in ~n emergency? 

11. Pu~tic ·s~rvices. Uill the propos.:al b~ve 

-
-
-
-

-

-
--
-
-

1:?. 

;'S'1;niii'";;.:u1t effect upont or re::ault 
in ~ nee~ !~r nev or att~red SOVQrnmen-

t•l ••«•ice•? ,,,2'-.~----..-..--=--
Qsi l it~c!· Yill the ~ropo:.ll h~ve 
~ :i~n1:1c~nt effect upon utility 
systc:JUs incluJing un.:antici~~tcd dcm.Jnd: on tllo:.:c syst~·! 

13. Coi=uni.~. '1ill th~ PNpo:;.:al t>csult in: 

a. Si~ni!ic~nt publLr. co~tcovccsy 
t"~ !;, tcd to .ln cnv irow .... ::a t.l l i:::uc·! 

b. Si~nific~nt di:pl.lcc:mcnL of people 
or tho di:runtion of est~bli:b~d 
nc i i;h~o ch1>o•J; ·1 , 
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c:. Crc.1tion of un~nticipa:-:ed tl~nds 
on delivery of he3lth or social 
service~? 

l{t.. Ener;,·. Yill the propos3l 1.re$ult in: 

b. Discouragement of altern3iive 
energy sources or tr3nsP.oration 
lilodes'? 

l!i. ,\rcheolosic;:il/Jlhtoric3l. Will the 
propoz~l result in,3n 3ltcr3tion of 3 

signif ic3nt 3rchcologic3l or hi~toric3l 
site,. structure, object, oc building? 

16. .Pl.lrt ConfomitY;. 

3. 

l?. 

Is this propos.11 inc:onsistt:nt 
with the ?olicies 3nd tntent of 
the Nov~_'to General Pbn or spccffic 
.. ~C3 pl3ns of the City? 

Is the propos3l inconsistent with 
t~e pl3ns and ~olicies of other 
.lgencies ~ving,. ;!:.arisdiction? 

17. tbnd:atory Fi~dings C?_f Signific3nce 
' , ' 

3. Does ~~e pcoject have the potenti~l 
to dcgr~de the quality of the el'.'~· 
vironw.ent, substantially rcduc~i the 
b.abitat ~f a· fish, or wildlife ~rpecies, 
c:ause a fish or wildlife populiftion 

b. 

to drop below se!£-sustainit,i~' 'levels, 
threaten to elimin3tc a pl~nt or 
3Dimal co;i.=1.uiity, reduce the number 
er restrict the r:ange of 3 r3re or 
end3ngered pl:ant or animal or 
elimin3te import~nt ex;mples of the 
eajor· pedoJs of Califor11ia history 
or 'Pr~histoey1 

Do~s th;:~~ojcct h3ve a potenti:al 
to :ac>.ieve short-t~rm. to th~ dis­
ad~~~~:age of ~o~g-term, environmental 
god~~; 
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c. Docs th~ project h.lve imp~cts ~hi~h 
.lrt: indh•iJu:aU~· li:nit~J •. but -

Yes -

d. 

ct:;nuL.1::ivcly c~nsider:ible? (''.Cumu­
l.lti\·ell-· con:n,f~~.lbli.!" me.:ir.s th.lt th~ 
inereoent.ll eff~cts of ·.an i:idiviJu;il 
proj~ct .lre con~ider~blc'wh~n v:e~cd 
in conuectio~ with the effects ot p;ist 
projects, current projects, .lnd 
prob.lble future projects.) X 

Dees the proj~ct h~ve,environ­
ment.ll effe~~s ~hi~h will C.luse 
.subst.lntbl ~dverS-e effects on 
hu:n~n beings, either directly 
or indirectly? 

-

c .. 
• 

tf.n:b~ - :Zn - ~!nt ,\or: l i • 

- -

-
C. Ci••«ions •ns,.ored "yes" or "m•ybe" by st•ff in the •hove lbttn! cons:i:•;o 

.o ret _. ·:menlleJ finJing of signific.lnce until the Enviro1:::1ent.l l- t:~1>1·r!i:::.:.:: 
.,.kos h fa/he c d<te rm in• t ion. l!od i fi c.1 t ion of find in"" required by :b, 
£n'1.·iront;?ent.ll Coordin.itor must be 1 otc:tl in the chcc!:li:ot. 

D. C£n:rum1,\TI0:1 (To be filled out by the Envi:onment•l Coordinotor follo~l"~ his/her cv.llu.ltion of the Initi.Jf Study) 

On the b~s~s of this !niti.Jl Study: 

1. 

By 

It is found th.;it th~ proposed proj~c:t WILL ::or h;i-.·~ ·' si;::i.!i:-.1~t ef!!~ct on the envirorU:tent. :inJ .1 OP..\fT :mG:rfl\"E DC:l:'L\.":.\!W:: ( 
wilL!i; _prep.le~!.! by the lc:.JJ City dcp:irtr.icnt. , 

It is found th.Jt oi!thou;h th~ propo:oeJ project could h.lve .J 

sizo ifi<•• t cf fc<e on the env i romocnt , the re v ll l not be • si o • 
nific:int effect in this inst.Jnce bcc;iu:;r. fc~sible mi"tb;.it:.on me~sures exist for imp.1cts idcntiii.cd .J:: si;;nific.lnt in tllc 
Initi.Jl Study. 1.ie::c me:isuces .Jrc:: 

42. 

b. 

-----
Re!lectcli in revis~d c::chiuit: suhmi.ttcJ for .1Jlp:-.·w.1l by the applic.Jnt. 

Described in St.ltcmcnt:; .:itt . .lchctl with tl:~ \:rittcn 
Concurrence Of the ~lll•lic.Jnt .lS to thci r !~.l::ibt li l;" and .lCc:cpt~bility. 

D.lscrl on the fot'!,;;oin;: • .:i 01~'..l-"T :a~G,\TJ'."E 1Dl:Cl-\i:O\Tt1y; '-"i.H l>t.: p rep.:i red. 
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COLDEN CATE ,BUSINESS PARK 

E.-cpl.anation and mitigation measures for all factnrs checked "yes.•• 

la. The site has ·been used extensively Gver the ye~rs as a disp~sal 
area for excess soils fr0t2 -construction projects. including 
alteration due to -·-the U.S. 101 freevay construe tion. The _proliosed 
development ~ill entail substantial amounts of imperyious 
surfaces• including buildings o l.!treets and parking a'reas. Several 
feet of fill v..at~rial vill be required to bring the finish floor 
elevations at minimum heights relative to 3 100-ye~r flood. 

Ja/b. As addressed 1n la above, the site uiil b~ s~bstan~ially 
:tl.tered. An engin9ered surface and subsurfa;e ston: drainage, 
system trill be installed. Disposition o~, -!:i.te drainage vtll be to 
a system along the railroad right-~f~~Y anJ to ~ovato C~eek. 
this nev drainage system vill elim!n3te ponding ar.d site flooding 
for storms up to a 100"year strength. 

lOb. Nev transportation facilities such as an off-r~mp extension for 
northbound 101 vill be constructed ~s a result of the Rowl~nd 
Plaza developz:ent. This o!!-~a~p. hovever, is also needed ~o 
:ierve th~ subject site because it shares a common access with 
.RoVland Pla:a. that:bei~g Rovland Yay. Additionally to serve this 
slte, a n~v access bri~ge vill be ~cquired to ~~t~nd RovJand Yay • 
across Novato Creek. 

11. Once the ~ast s~de of tr.~:. 101 is devdoped, add1ti1.md police 
patrols ~d Fire District· responses vUl most likely result. For 
thi~ project· alone, new police and fire personnel would riot be 
nced~d. hovev~r. as a cumulative lmpnct is cr~ated by full 
develo~~nt of the east side, this ma} not be true. ' 

17c. "the cu:::ulative impacts of this pr~ject •md the 4issociated' proj;cts 
along the east side of U.S~ 101 vill primarily center 3round 
add!tion.~l tr~f!ic c~ngest!on on U~S. lOt. Whil~ resolution of 
;raffic congestion on the frc~uay is a reg1onal,problem, th1:1 
P,~ject, as vas required of th~ riovland Plaza project, vill need 
CD 11\StiCUte a TSK (Traffic Systt:as Manac~ment) progr3m to re~uce 
h'PACC9. 

• • 
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