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CALENDAR ITEM

C ﬁ ? 10/29/90

PRC 7229
Bancroft

SEZCOND AMENDMENT TO GENERAL LR ASE -
RIGHT-OF-WAY USE

APPLICANT: David Kenyon, et al
630 Davidson Street
Novato, California 94945

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A 2.384-acre parcel of sovereign tide and
submerged land, Novato Creek, City of Nowvato,
Marin County.

LAND USE: Construction and maintenance of a bridge
crossing cver Novato Creek for a proposed
public road to service Golden Gate Business
Park.

TERMS OF ORIGINAL LEASE:
JInitisl p=ariod: 49 years beginning July 1,
1988.

Public liability ‘insurance: Combined single
.imit coverage of $i,000,000.

Consideration: $17,420 per annum; f{ive-year
rent revieuw.

TERMS OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT: (EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 1, 1990)
(A) Increase lease area of Parcel 1 to 1.12
acres. Decrease lease area of Parcel 2 to
O.63 acre.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. C 0 4 (CONT'D)

Adjustment of annual rental as follows:
Parcel 1 - 49-year easemeni $8,357 per
annum; Parcels 2 & 3 - Ltemporary

construction easement $9,063 per annum.

Basis of Consideration: Pursuant to Cal.
Code Regs. 2003

Extend construction dates as follows:
construction to begin by 11/01/90 and will
be completed by 11/01/92.

STATUTORY ‘AND OTHER REFERENCES:
A. P.R.C.: Diy. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

B. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2, Div. 3;
Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884: N/A.

OTHER PERTIMENT INFORMATION:
1. A Negative Declaration was prepared and
adopted for this project by the City of
Novato. The State Lands Commission's staff
has reviewed such document and believes
that it complies with the requirements of
the CEQGA .

Marin County has required that the debris
ramp of the center bent of the proposed.
bridge be elongated. This necessitates an
increase in the siz€ of the rermanent
easement (Pcl 1) and a correiponding
decrease in the temporary easement (Pcl
2). Construction dates have been extended
two months to allow for this delay.

This activity invilves lands identified as
Possessing significant environmental viilaes
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based
upon the staff's consultation with: the
pPersons nominating such lands and through
the CEQA review process, it is the staff's
opinion that the project, as proposed, .is

consistent with its use classification,

~
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CQLENQQR ITEY NO.‘C 0 ? (CONT"D)

4. The City of Novato has dgreed to accegt an

assignment of the subjact leasé upon
completion of construction of the new
bridge.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:

Marin County Flood Control District and City of
Novsto.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
None,

EXHIBITS: "5, land Description.
. f.ocation Map.
C. Notice of Determination.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMM1SSION:

1. FIND THAT a NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED AND ADOPTED
‘ FOR THIS PROJECT BY THE CITY OF NOVATO AND THAT THE
: COMMISSION HaS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, aS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE 4
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENUIRONMENT.

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY IS CONSISTENT WITH THE USE
CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND PURSUANT ToO
P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ.

AUTHORIZE AN AMENDMENT OF PAGE TWO AND SECTION THEFY OF
LEASE PRC 7220, EFFECTIVE NOUEMBER 1, 1990. TO PROVIDE THE
FOLLOWING:
A. INCREASE AREA OF TEMPORARY EASEMENT ARER,
PARCEL 1, FROM 1.11 ACRES TO 1.12 ACRES, AS
DESCRIBED OV EXHIBIT “A% ATTARLED.

DECREASE AREA GF TEMPORARY EHSEMENT AREA,
I : PARCEL 2, FROM ¢ 63 ACRE TO 0.62 ACRE, AS
) DESCRIBED ON' EXH BIT "a® ATTACHED.

ADJUST ANNUAL REP “AL A5 FOLLOWS: PARCEL 1
- 49-YEAR EASEMER $8,357 PER ANNUM
PARCELS 2 & 3 - T.EPORQRY'CONSTRUCTION
EASEMENT $9,063 PER ANNUM,

EXTEMD CONSTRUCTION DATES asS FOLLOWS:
CONSTRUCTICN TO BEGIN BY 11/01/90 aNG wWILL
8E COMPLEYED BY 11/01/%2.

[ Py
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. {3 N\ % (cont'p)

5. CONSENT TO THE FURTHER AMENDMENT TO, AND ASSIGNMENT OF,
PRC 7220 TO THE CITY OF NOVATO, upon

, ] COMPLETIION OF THE
LEASE IMPROVEMENTS AUTHORIZED IN SAID PR 7220,

6. DETERMINE THRT, EXCEPT FOR THE CHANGES AUTHORIZED HEREIN,
ALL OTHER TERMS aND CONDITIONS OF

SAID LEASE PRC 7220 SHALL
REMRIN IN FULL FORCE aND EFFECT.

o
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EXHIBIT "A"

PRC 7220
LAKD DESCRIPTION

Three parcels of land in Novato, Marin County, California, said parcels being portions of the
arca described in the deed to the State of Califomnia by Ronald and Pamela Antonioli on June 29,
1984, Recorded July 3, 1984, Recorders Serial Number 84 032105 Marin County Records,
said parcels being described as foliows:

FARCEL ]

BEGINNING at a point on the northerly line of said area S 77° 23' 00" E 441.89 feet from the
nozthwest comer of said area: thence along said northerly line S 77°23' 00" E 462.00 feer;
theace leaving said northerly line § 12° 37° 00" W 85.00 feet; thence N 77°23'00" W 185.00
fees; thence S 12° 37° 00" W 150.00 feet 1o the southerly line of said area; thence along said
southerly line N 77°23' 00" W 60.00 fect: thence leaving said southerly line N 12° 37°00" 3
33.70 feet; thonce N 77° 23' 00" W 30.00 feer; thence N 12° 37°00" E20.00 fect; thence
S 77°23'00' T 30.00 feer; thence N 12° 37 00" E 96.30 fect;thence N 77°23'00" W 217.00
feet; thence N 12° 37 00" E 85.00 feet to the peint of beginning.

FARCE.2

BEGINNING at a peint on the northerly line of said area § 77°23' 00" £ 391.89/fect from the
northwest coener of said area; thence along said riortherly line $77°23' 00" E 50.00 feey;
thence leaving said northerly line S 12° 37° 00" W 85.00 feet; tience 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; thence

S 12° 37° 60" W 20.00 feet; thence S 77° 23' 00" E 30.60 feet; thence S 12° 37° 00" W 33.70
feet to the southerly line of said area; thence along said southerly line N 77° 23' 00" W 100.00
feet; thence leaving said southerly line N 12°37° 00" E 100.00 feet; thence N 77°23'00" W.
167.00 feet; thence N 12° 37° 00" E 125.00 fest to the poini of beginning:.

PARCEL 3

BEGINNING at 2 point on the northerly hine of said ar=a S 77° 23' 00" E 903.89 feet frim tie
nerthwes? corner of said area; thence along said northerly line S 77°23' 05" E 50.00 feet:
theaczteaving said northerly lins $ 12°37° 00" W 135.00 fee, thenné N 77°23' 00" W 135.00
§7<; thence S 12° 37 00" W 100.00 fees to the Southerly line of said x'ea; thence along said
southerly line N 77° 22' 00" W' 100.00 feet; thence leaving said southerly line N 12°37° 00" E
ISObtcOO feet; thence S 77°23' 00" E 185.00 feet: thence N 12° 37° 60" E 85.00 feet 10.the point
of begirning.

END OF DESCRIPTION

REVISED GCTOBER 3, 1930 BY LLB.
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PRC 7220
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: Office of Planningiand Resiifeh APublic Agency)
—— Novags

~ 1400 Yenth Street, Rodm-1%1.
Sacrariento, Ca 95814

v/ ‘County-Clerk

=7 Tounty 02 MARZ{

[

SCBIZTT:  Plling of Notice of ﬁe:termim

tion in compliance with Section 21i08 or
21152 =2 che Putlic Soscumeos Cedo

Eiect Telz

DL AT U s Pa
seAASEN GhTe. Busness Proy

(it tted to iy _{ﬂ Contact Persoca Area Code/Number; Extenston
Subeni 0 Clearinghoude),
2llozq0s ALAN Lazuize. (415) 817-4241

Project Lacatica AR 9% (53-144-21 ¢ 24 153-170- 12 ¢51

Tegsmus CF Prakun Ave., OHN THE EMT %uorrz cF 1.5, 1o}
Project Description -

CFPUE- /INDuSTRIAL Pagie CoNTIINING 300, 060 sguaRs.
£¥_19.77 Ac2en ¢ Svspivicion INTO MNINE Lo ‘

Feer ofF Aoee AREA,

STy __oF Novaww
(Lead Agency, or Responsible Agency)
roject oa12616297 acd has mde the follow-
e)
: regarding the above d&ecribeq project:

The project will, K will oot have a significant effect oz the
enviromnont.

were not made a condit{on of the ap-

A statement of Overridiag Considerations  mas,

thes peoyers X ms ot adopted for

-ﬁéuw;é Fiwﬂé B.

Title

-

Revised ‘tarch 1986

AR et A
’ﬁ/'&i ry 2/ 1/5%] . 1

- -.;‘.r s ] “ R‘é
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¥ GATE BUSINESS PARK' ZONE CHANGE

20 87-008

MASTER PLAN MP 87-0063 anp APPEAL OF PRECISE DEVELOPMENT PLAR

PD 87-002 (ar) (ORDINANCE .¥os,
NO. 217-87) (ft1e 207-01)

[155 & 1156) RESOLUT1ON

T3 CONSIDER A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, ZON:MCHANCE,SHASTER PLAN AND APPEAL

9F THE PRECISE BEVELOPMENT LAy FOR AN INDUSTRIAL/OFFICE PARK WITy
FLOOR AREA LOCATED ON 20 ACRES AT THE SOUTH (iNDoF

E ON THE EasT SIDE OF u.s, 101; owNEr:
NTERMARK INTERESTS; ENGINEER:
STUBER-STROEN ASSOCIATES; ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NOS.

OCIATES; APPLICANT:
153-170-13 axp 51

Senior Planner Alan Lazure in his geass report n

CAPITAL

153-144-21 anp 24 AND

veed that, cven 1f the

t2zening master plan s adopted, the Property seill could be developed
in accordance with the precise developmene Plan approved in 1984 for a

léﬁ-condominiug Project. He szaced that the
concerns were noise, eraffic and visyal,

Primary environmenta;
The Design Réview Comfttee

found chis praposal to be the Test acceptable of the various plans

Space to the casc, He noted thae the prop
buildings on-site; the other Seven buildin
3tructures,

are toncerns that {c

The public hearing was openead.
-Dave Kenyon, Property owner, advised  thar ¢j

dedicated. to The Flood Control Districe.
Council Member Moowe, that .the: -plan calls
footprines of the building, and

Support of che neighborhood, P1a

z e site E:gﬁqgiginally zoned
comercial and then rezoned residencial, and that six acétes were
He noted, in response to

he open
ee-story
£osed as One=-story

Patrick McDermoce, Intermark Tn:eres;,.Archicéct, indicated chae they

have an opeion on the properry

]
generated and zhar ¢
cliencele. He noted
congestisn on i01 ¢
They have heard from,
lo=atiﬁg in the perk,
induserial park,
divided wig

the conditions they

ccar121s
01/05/83.

hanged Project from- w——
e corridor inage. He
tax could be
an urban upscale
help redyce the

He referred to a
t plan) ing discussed

NOVATO Crry COUNCIL
MINUTE EXCERPT _
DATE _(d-15- g7




P BT PATE NS AL 2nENN - 3 ST P MY A AT Do SRR AT RN O PUSTRE a1 AT CRMZ CHITL ML WRIT Bk IO N ¥ PO LR BT R S T8 U LTI ST N PSRRI R rf L HOAHAE LTSI R
= NN ST 254 2 V84 H
WNTT Ak TS 3N I T A NURGGTY 300 AUSY R NRRIMAR ST LR TR ATl RV AT B L i T,
S s N ‘
TRENERSPUS T CYUad RGO
PLLAN A NS S SN N TV RS AT
e I e TR L
M SENTIVE Y TIEORI I AL SR,

.

. Dave Kenysn spoke 2o some of the

issues of the appeal of -the conditivns
sf the precise devalopment plan. He noted that they do not plan to use

the Golden Cate Beidge panels stored on'thair property as ‘{t would be
too expeasive. He requestad thkat Condicion 11d dealing with bridge
maintenance be eliminated. He aijo addressed théir concerns that a
Conditions 122, b & ¢ be eliminated and that they be 2llowed by the
City to lease the Frankliin Avenue right-of-way for employee parking
until such time a8 the City deternines they need tite :property.

Diecrich Stroeh, Studer-Strosh Asgoclates, advised that the bridge is a.
typical CalTrans comcreee reinforesd low aaintenance bridge.

George Cohen, 2183 Felfz Dgive, indicated that he was 3ssociaced with
the Bedford project next door and that the Colden Cate Business Park
was & good project that fulfilled the needs for jobs and a larger tax

base. He balieves the City should @maincain the bridge, and noted thac
the Bedford Project are  eompatible

the Golden Gate Business Park and
and will reinforce each othér.

In response to Council Member Mgore's

8eneration. into the Badford property, John Dowden of DKS & Associates,

noted that figures have izproved since the last time Council considered
the property. Ha clarified thae the morning peak hours are not higher

and that the evening hours ate nuch lower with the current proposed mix
in the park: In responie to Council Heober Mcore's concern he

ackaduledged that theve was no retail planned for the proposed
project.-

questions regarding trip

(: = ‘Hanna Gaupmann, 13 Fox Courc; spoke fa favor of the project and -
-'@%@ supported. the cul-de-sac at the. north end of the freecway.

€lark Blasdell, Execcutive Difcctor of ‘NEH, recommended that Council
consider finding mitigaticn mechanisms to help establish a job/housing.

baiance. ﬁ& zlso spoke in favor of the City allowing the developar ro
s leass che City property.

Pat McDermott responded to Counefl Hember Mootve's earlier quesTion that
they-.anticipace 670 left-hand turas

to the Bedford project during peak
hours.

The public hearing was closcd.

Counctl Heab?z“%acre expresssd’ concern regarding traffic generation.
He noted that wheu Golden Cate Business Park, Bedford and and the Mghn
project ave built-out, a craffic level service of "D" ig anticipated.
He wag alse cencerned by the lack of view corridors and the sigaing ef
Ede project. He noted while Counmeil gave & signal early on by
approving the zoning chznge, he felt they should have more informatton
of what ghe people to the north and sast want.,

Coutic1 Heaber Cra
wich the zraffic.

Y agreed that he would like to feel more corforcable :

gcs71215
01/06/88 13
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Counc{l Member Yoore moved, seconded by Council Mewber Gray, to direct
a focused EIR for traffic impacts. -

Dave Keeyon noted that the master pian and precise development plan
pruvided for a vehicle reduction through a Traffic Sysctems Management
{TSY) Program. , "2

John Dowdan advised thae the 1986 figures show 565 cutbound trips in
PEak hours and that ‘the current figures which are 8 months old show 318
trips, wvhich brings it up eo ng of level service "D" and

‘that TSM will reduce it even furcher.

The City Planner clarified €fhac TSM n2y be phased f{n over a two-year
period from the opaning of each business, buc aftet that if che goal {s

ROT m2t, penalties may be inposed.

in r2speese to Council Member Gray, Pat McDermort explained that a 20%
reduction meant reducing the traffic unics during peak hours in peak
turn lanes. surveys, which evaluate compliance with the TSM

.ted to the Community Development Director and
begin when full occupancy iz achieved and continues for another ten
years. The City Planner clarified to Council Member Cope that the
eaployee survéy is tied to each business in the project.

" Counei) Menber Gray responded to Par McDetmott that the Countywide TSM

Ordinance would be veluntary {n the beginning.
Council Member Moore 3tated that the craffie viitigations should be
imposed on the developer rather than on the individual businesses.

Dave Kenyon argued that the project wili produce Joba that will cause a
counteg-cozmute which eculd serve as a mitigation.

Councii Menber Gray stated that he would vote against a focused EIR
because he was satisfied chat the Project wouid produce jobs for Novato
citizens, utilize TS and produce—a-counterecommure sitvation. . _ __ ___

The mozion falled 1-4, wizh Mayor Turner and Counicyl Members Cope, Gray
and Knight dissenting.

Mayor Turner moved, se.onded by Council Hezber Gray, to approve the

o

Kegative Declaratfon. The wotion carried 4-i, with Council Member
Slooga digsencing.

Council Member Gray moved, seconded by Council Member Cope, to
introduce and waive furcher reading of the ordinance acending the
zoning designation.

Council Mcaber Maore stated that he would vote ¥es to avoid having the

/

crdinance read in its entifety aud will vete no at the second. reading.

The motion carried unanimously.

ctar1215 ‘ ﬂ
01/06/83 T
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‘Counc{l HMesber Gray moved, seconded Dy Council Member Cope, to
introduce and vaive further reading of the ordinance approving the
Coldan Gate Business Park Moscer Plan. -

Council Mgmber Gray moved, secdnded by Council Member Cope, to amend
the main wotion to amend Condition 3 of the master plan to rea: as
‘follows: "A barrier will be constructed ag cthe Franklin Avenue and
Alice Streer intersection to block the vehicular traffic of the general
public in order %o prevent vandalism, and drinking in parked cars on
Franklin Aveaue as described by the neighborhood. Said barrier,
kowever, would allow access by energency vehicles, bicycles and
pedestrian traffic."” - - .

The City Engineer recommended alternate language for Condition 2.
Discussion followed and he clarified that similar experiences of
obnoxious uses of zhe righr—of-way had occurred at 3 project near the
Fireman's Fund building, and ithat staff had felt there were some
translatable features that would work well at this project.

Council Member Cops noted that since the neighborhood was willing: te
have the barrier om their side of the freeway, he would support the
anendment to the master plan.

The amendment to the main motion -carried unanimously.

Discusston follcwed regsrding Condition 4 of the master plan and the
City Eugireer expressed <oncern regarding the applicant's requess to be
alloved to leasa the Franklin Avenus right-cf-way without qualifying
studles being dome. He recommended alternate language for

Condition 4.

Dave Keayon stated that the approval of the lease could be granted with
the coadition that it be in conformance with the state code and that
the park businesses would be responsible for maintaining the
landscaping, bike path and parking areas.

The CLtyAEuginaer~¢aphasizgd that a revokable Yicease or lease -that was
recoziended by the developer would have to be ‘brought back for Council
asproval. :

Council Hember Gray noted that 2 pelicy decision would h@ga to be made
whether leasing the Franklis Avenheq;igh:-of-way for parKing was an
appropriate use, .

The City Plannds responded that the proiecz could be subdivided and
then there wculd de more than ong property owner using the
right-of-way. The Engineering scaff was concerned that the bike path
aznd landseaping would ba in the right-cf~way as well.

Council Hember Knight expressed interast {n the revenue that the City
vouzd gain {f che proparey werz leased.

Council Hewer Knighe aoved, scéconded by Council Member Cray,. to azend

Condztion 4 as follows: "As a mattaer of policy, the Council does not

& ccarias
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object o the use of the pertion of Franklin Avenue adjacent to the
pProject provided that an acceptable design to include the bicy
vhich meets state code and 2 lease payment can be negetiated."
agendoent to the main motion carried unanimously.

Coiinc{l Member Moore stated that he would vote yes on the first reading
of the mastar plan ordirancé to aveid having it read f{n irs entirety,
and vote no at the second. reading,

The main motion as anerded carried unanimously.
Council Menmber Cepe moved, seconded by Council Memder Knighz, to
approve the Goldsn Gate Business Park Precise Developmens Plan.

Council Meubers Mocre and Gray expressed concern regarding the appeal
of Condition 11d of the precise development plan and thar they should
be required to tzke the responsibilicy of Daintaining the bridge..

Council Hesber Enighe argued that this project would generate revenue

and an. estimated 660 Jobs, and that the City should be responsible for
the maintenance.

Council Member Cope agraed and stated that it wvas remarkable that the
developer is villing to construct a $1.5 =mililion bridge. He
recomeended adding a ~oadition that for a certain number of years the
bridge "will be monitored for construction defects.

Mayor Turner added that
the City maintain the bridge.

Council Member Knight moved, geconded by Mayor Turner, to amend the
main motion aed delete Condicton 11d. The amendment to the a@ain sotion
carried 3-2, with Council Mazbers Gray and Moore dissenting.

Council Member Knight moved, seconded by Mayor Turner, to azend the

aain rotion to\add-"aa3oal;o§2_zo_:ha.£1na&-aan:ence betwzen."rrips hy'
and "uct less tham 203,

Council Member Gray was concerned that 1f the condizion was modified as
requasted, it would not be measuzable .

The ameniment to the wmain motion failed 2-3, with Council Hembers Cope,
Gray and Hoore dizsenting,

te amend the main
‘2ix years after S0I

Council Mesmber Copa moved, feconded by Council Hember Xnighe, to amend
the 23in motioch to add to the end of Cond{cion 6: "Such stops shall be
previded at the Vime service g provided by the Golden Gate Bridge
Discrice. Ho pbisiqal reconfiguracion of the street profile shall be

tequired when .thi; Stops ave provided. The City shall require a bond or

$cesrizis
01/C6/88
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other simflar Buarantee that these Stops are Provided gubjece ¢o the

Spproval of the Cicy Engineer. " The Botion carried unanimcusly.

Counc1l Member Cray Roved, seccaded by Councii Member Cope, o amend
the main mozyon to add to the end of Cordicion 7. "as detatled in the

subaitced Precise development plan, ang ag approved by the Design
Review Cot {ttee " 2 @otion carried uranimously,

Couacil\ﬂgnbet Gray toved, £o amend the main
Botien to add the Sentence: * the use of
ras for Iandscaping . 5 the apgrovaj of
velopmene Staff." Tha , unaninously,

to amend the ®ain
stitute "span of"
of the Marin
aniaously.

) 5Couneji} Member Gray, ¢o amend
Lifons 12a, € 28 £ In the precise
3 and 4 gy the maszer Plan. The @otion

The wazin zmotion ag anen Council Maemboayp Moore
dissentina.

.




“e. AP A LI EROLE SO SR W L S T RTINS SO AT VIR AT w48 N d AT, S T PR TS AP I TIA T B A Tt A LTEE O LRFRIIN R - o e 29 AR LA UIS W E TR (D F af A NALA R WD A A RATATETRINGNE  CERISEY s TR
TR
5P <
SRl
S S
+
A E ALY
et
TG
LER ARG
Eaf? HAPIRT
«
N T I LRI
L
CAX T
g 8
"l T RS
2 e
E e
GRYALA TR
Nk N
VIRIHID
ENCATI
A UDRRSL
#Ten
¥
S QRN
REEPEE
UMCLR TN

ity of No

vago Eavironmenu

2l Reviey Guidelines ~’Appannzx c
EXVIRONMEYTAYL CHECRLIST

(To be Completad by stags

A e——
: Alan Lazure
)Stgff §bmber. — S
A. PRogzcr INFORMATIO-
1. Nane of Projece:
2. File Réference:
3.

Parcel Nb.(s):

B. “pwv IRewvENTYy Iy

PACTS amp

2 for alj "yes and "mayher Aaswvais shaly b
ther wips

** Tecommendaqd mitigatinn M2Iznuces,

HITICATIOY MEASURES
Explana;ic

Sheer toge

¢ provided

Moo,
Yes favhe o
1. Eazen i1l the Proposa; resuls iq-
a. Substan:;al excavation, filling.
di;ylac?ﬁen: °r other disturbance
yE ¢ 112
. of the sqi}s X -
b. Increaseq éxpésqte °f peopie or
b o 4 . -
Properey i 8eologic hazards - X
c. Substancial €rosion op X
ity
Siilatign? .
d. Iazzoduceioy of subzraneiay)
2mounts of chemical,:gaseous
or radiosctjve materialg into —_—— . -
the flatural cnvironaE/; (xncluding
fet:ali:ers, pe:zicid&:, ete.? - 3%%5
> ; 2 - . ;e
< Alr. wying the Propesa} resule q.
3.

Substanti;l ai
or deterio

T caiisicns
ragg

The Creat
ticnabie

- X
ion of objece )
oderg?
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Substantial 2lterations ko
the ponding or course of flow .
. of fluss waters? . X

Exposure of people or preperty
to water~related hazards?

Substantial change in the
quantity or flow character-
istics of groundwater?

Adverse effects ‘upoan the
quality of any surface body
of wuiez?

FTire Will the proposal result in:

a. Substzatia: increassd potential for
destructive fires. within natural areas?
b. & sutstantial reduction in the level

of fire safety?

Plant and Animal Life.
Propsal result in:

Will the

a. Substantizl change in the diversity

of species or number of any specics

of plants or animals? —
b.

Reduction in fumber of any unique,
rare or endangeved plints or
animals or communities of such?

¢. Introduction of exoric plants
and animals to the detriment of
native species? )

d. Substantial reducticn in prime
egricultural acreage or use?
loise Will the proposil result in:®
a. Significant incrvease in existing
ambient noise levels? .
b. Exzposure of people te fivise
levels above those desirabie
for the inteaded use?
Aestherics. Will the project result,

in 3-significant and demonstrable
‘aggative 2esthetic affece?

B8/A -26-
10/25/83 .
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(3] . e 3
;and U§e. Ra;l the pco;cct_resulc
it 3n ioducemene to growth in the
‘Surzouading Area? )

Hatural Resources.
resuls ip- ’

Wil £he'$:oppsal

a. SUbézin:ia; increass jn the raze

of use or depletion of iny natural
Tesource? ’

i0. TtansnortationlCirculation. Will
the praposay fesult an:

3. Generation of substantis} additional
traffic such thag existing levels
of service will deteriorace?

Demand for Rev or improved
Cravsportarion facilities?

Increase jp trazfic hazards?

a

Elizinarjon °of pos
futiize transporeas
ianOVemeqts or expansionsg?

Inadtequais means of escape of
‘@vVacuation i AR emergency?

11. Pu51£C‘$ervices.
2 siznificaac
1 aced for
tal Seriices?

13.

ificant di:platqménn of people
or the di:ruptiun of €3RI Lishey
fcighbochnods?

8373
10725453
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. f Havbe No Not applicable
Crcation of unsnticipaved demands

on dglivety of health er social
services?

Enérav. Will the proposal irasult in:

a. Inefficient utili=ztisn of energy?

b. Discouragement of alternative

energy sources or transporation
modes?

Archeological/Historical. Will the
propozal result in an altaration of a
significant archeological or Ristorical
site, structure, object, ocr building?

Plan Conformity,

a. Is this proposal inconsistent
with the policies and intent of
‘the Novato General Plan or specific
acea plans of the City?

Is the proposal inconsistent with
the plans and policies of other
agencies having 3urisdiction?

Mandatory Findings of Sigaificance

3. Does the project have the potentizl
to degrade the quality of the en:-
vironment, substantially reduce; the
habitat af a fish.or wildlife {ipecies,
cause 3 fish or wildlife populjtion
to drop below se}f—sustainigg/levcls,
threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number
or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or
eliminste important exsmples of the
major periods of California history
or :prehistosy?

Dozs the zroject have a potential

to ackieve short~term, to thz dise
advaatage of long-térm, environmental
goals¥

B8/aA
10/25/83
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Does the projoct have impacts which Q{T
are iadividually limicad, bLye b .
Cunulatively considerabla? ("Cumu~

latively tonstdesable” mesns that the

inCremental effects of an iadividual

proj2ct are coasideryblé when viewed -
in conunection with the effects of past

pt9jects. currentc projects, and
probable fue

o
ure projects.) X

Does the projece by ¥e environe

menc3l cffecs§‘wh§;h will cause

Substantial advarce effects on

hunan beings, either directly X .

v 4 < " L)

°r indirectly? 2

Quastions ans

wered "yes” of "mavbe" dy staff ip the above listing cons:

finding of significance untit the g
T detctminstion.
atal Coordinstor

avitoumentalAqurdi:a
Hodificar
DETERHIXATIOﬁ {

© et ~mepde.d
makes Jis/he
Eaviconme

e g
-

1 84
ae
s3

.
ion of findinny fequired by the
[US: be soged ia the checklise.

To be filley out b

)Y the Eavicoamenca] Coordinator foliowuing
his/her evaluation of the Inicial Study)
On the basis of chis {ni

tial Study:

It is found

1.

that the propo

sed project WILL ROT have 2 sisnificancdn
efﬁ;ct_on the enviroament, ang 3 DRAFT NEGATIVE DEciadarro: <:
uili:b;‘grepatcd by the lead City departuent. '

It is foung that 3lthough the Propos
. sigaificant effece oq

nificant affect in thi
messures exist for imp
Initia} Study.  Thes

ed project could have 4
the enviconment , therce will pe: be 3 s15-
S instance becausne feasible mitization

ICES ideatified 3% significant ig the
[ measutcs 3T

——————y, o -

Reflecteod in revised exhibitcs submizted for appr
by the applicant. :

a.

Ova 1

b.

Déscribed ig st 3 attached with epp weitten
concucrance of the applicane 35 to their fca:ibxlity
and dcceptabilicy,

Based on the fo:egoing. A DRAFT SECATIYE;DECLAKAT!UH
preparced.

will be

It is found thae he propezed projece MAY have , siwnificant
effect on ghe env:égumcnt. and an EEV[ROﬂHEﬂTAL LIPACT kepont
is tfjuBgg. ' o 9

¥ . !l ’1‘ _‘
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GOLDEN GATE BUSINESS PARK

Explanacion and.qitigatlon measures for all factors checked "yes."

13. The site has been used extensively over the years as a disposal
area for excess soils from construction projects, including
alteration due to the U.S. 101 freeway construction. The progosed
development 3111 entail substantial amounts of impervious
surfaces, including buildings, wszreets and parking aTreas. Several
feet of f1ll material will be required to bring the finish floor
elevations at minisum heights relative to a 100-year flood.

As addressed in la above, the site vill be substancislly

altered. An engineered surface and subsurfa:e storm drainage.
system will be installed. Disposition ognsi:e drainage will be to
a system along the railroad right-of-way and to Novato Creek.

this nev drainage system will eliminice poading ard site flooding
for storms up to a 100-year strength.

New transportation facilities such as an off-ramp extension for
norchbound 101 will be constructed as a resulz of the Rowland
Plaza develcpment. This off-ramp, however, {s also needed teo
serve the subject site because it shares a common_access with
Rowland Plaza, that -being Rowland Way. Additiorally to serve this
site, a nev access brigge will be vequired to uxtand Rowland Way -
across Hovato Creek.

Oace the east side of U.S. 10l is devaloped, additional polfce
patrols and Fire Distric¢ responses will mest likely result. For
this project alone, new police and fire personnel would rict be
nceded, however, as a cumulative {mpact is created by full
develojment of the east side, this ma; not be true.

The cumulazive impacts of this project and the dssociated projects
along the east side of U.S. 101 will primarily center around
additional traffic congeszion on U.S. 10!. While resolution of
traffic congestion on the fregiay {s a regional problem, this
project, s was requived of th* iowland Plaza project, will need
to institute a TSH (Traffic SysStems Management) program to reduce
ivpaces. '

& -
R/5739
10/21/&7






