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"d . TERMINATION OF EXISTING LEASE PRC 6427.1
a DATED NOVEMBER 14, 1983, AND ILSSUANCE
OF A GENERAL LEASE - COMMERCIAL USE

Calendar Item C4 was moved to the Regular Agenda. Before
consideration of :Calendar Item Cc4 attached, Chief Counsel

‘ " Robert Hight stated for the record that Acking Chairwoman

- R Lizabeth Rasmussen was sitting in a non-voting capacity, with
con .ssion-Alternate Laura Schlichtmann voting on this item.

=
4

2 mi commission-Alternate Allenby moved that the project be approved
. as pregented with the understanding that staff undertake a
. complete study of the commulative impacts of future development

along the Sacramento River.

Executive Qfficer pedrick indicated staff would prepare a cost
estimate for presentation at the August commission meeting.

’ Mr. Kip Skidmore, representing Riverbank jilolding -Company,
: appeared to urge the commission to approve the project.
Mr. Skidmore stated financing for the project would expire on
July 21, 1984. nr. skidmore also stated that commission': .
o, concerns with this particular project were adequately adcressed
. in the EIR, but that he 'had no objection to the study being

e proposed by commission-Alternate Allenby.

v o Acting Chairwoman Rasmussen expressed the concerns of Chairmamn

Ll cory for the environmental impacts of development on the

N : sacramento River. Future development along the river should: be
‘E . prohibited until completion of the study. The pepartment of

' Finance would pursue some State funding towards completion of

the study.

S L Upon motion duly made by -Commission-Alternate Allenby and
' seconded by Commission-Alternate schlichtmarn, the resolution

el in calendar Item 4 vas approved, as amended, with
cE T Acting-Chairwoman Rasmussen not voting.

A‘:”f?'a : Attachment: Calendar Item 4
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CALENDAR ITEM
AL 10 co4 < ) 07/12/84
WP 6427
S. 6 Reese
TERMINATION OF EXISTING LEASE PRC 6427.1,
DATED NOVEMBER 14, 1983, AND ISSUANCE
OF A GENERAL LEASE - COMMERCIAL USE
APPLICANT: Riverbank Holding Company
2705 Sierra View Trail
Carmichael, California 95608
AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A 5.272 acre parcel of tide and submerged land
in the Sacramento River, Sacramento County.
LAND USE: Commercial marina, floating restaurant, harbor

master office,
d eflector, and all
related thereto.

TERMS OF ORIGINAL LEASE:
Initial period:

Surety bond:

Public liability insurance:

Consideration:

TERMS OF PROPOSED LEASE:
Initial period:

Surety bond:

Public liability insurance:

boat sales office,

Ten years from July 1,

debris
appurtenant facilities

1982.

$5,000.

Combined single
limit coverage of $500,000.

$250 per annum; five-year

rent review.

Twenty years from August 1,
1984,

$10,000.

Combined single
limit coverage of $1,000,000.
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CONSIDERGViON: () QNNUAL\RENTRL{

éix,percent of Lhe Gruss Income deriyed
Erbm«ﬁhé-nenbal“of boahudq;kspand,moorlngs.
thqée-pgnnent«qf @hg;cnogs.anGWe derived
:ﬁnqmwthexopergtdonhp,”pgggﬁuﬁant'§nd bar,
Ve percent of the Gross Indone
Ying crom khe operation of .oy Yperated
vending, and’ electronic ‘gaile. machines, pyye -
Barcent, of the Gross Incoipe derived fpop
boat saleg (Yacht Brokehdgdy. Tep Percent
of the Gross Income Qeriuggaﬁngm sourcas
;Qfgthogg’qésgribéﬂ above. 4
n,annygghrentgl‘gf $4',000 ror the
d August'Y, jgga thioligh: July 3%,
langu,.minimym;annual rental of $15,000
CiEheréartep, ™ TR TENERL,

oL,
$ 4«\,‘-7

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATTGN! S L
Pursuant to 2 caj, Adm. Codé 2003,
hPPQJCﬁNT.SIﬁTUQA, T e
' Applicant 1g owner of 'uplanyg.
PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSESH' '
,,uuﬁilina,fee‘has,heen received,

’:“:.2,/«»"),.‘ YO .. 2.0 4, e g,
STATUTORY ahp OTHER 'REFERENGES .
T &n;.P'&=¢u: Div, 6, Parfs ljang 2; Div, 13,
8.“Caﬁf'nﬁml Code: Title 2, Div. 32 Tiple 14,
Div, 6.

N
Er

8o, e e
AB 884: - N/,

OTHER PERTINENT INFOXMATION: (
1. The ‘original leass 'that is being
. tenmingteq, Provides fopr an accommodation
R vgg?k‘jthQ;Vebihbément 1edse provides for a
’ 175 barth marina, floating restaurant,
harbow’master office, boat sales office,
debpis deflectop, and all belated

appurtenances thereto,

~ ‘\ ',
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1
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Lessor hereby consents bto Lessee's
subletting of all or any portilon of the
lease premises For ‘berthing or mnoorings
pupposes in conjunétion -with noninal,
coinmércial marina subleasing practices. fop

terms of one' yéar or less..

An EIR was prépared and adopted for this
project by the City of Sacramento; Planridng
Départment. THé State Lands -Comnission's
staff has -tevilewed sich ddcuinert and: .
belleves that it complles. with the
requirementé of ‘the CEQh. -

v
()

pdgsessing'éiﬁhifiéaﬁtkéhgiﬁoqmﬁhhdyhuélueb
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et séq.)) " but ‘will
not affect those sdgnificart lands.: 1"

Wt

This activity involves lands idéntified as.

APPROVALS OBTAINED: o s NIRRT
| United States Army Corbs 'of Engifeers; ' v
Reclamatior Board, c;%ylp?’satrqmehtb'!;;

. Resources Agency. ‘

EXHIBITS: "A. Land Description.
Location Map.
EIR Summary.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. FIND THAT AN EIR WAS PREPARED AND ADOPTED FOR THIS PROJECF
BY THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO, PLANNING COMMISSION AND THAT. THE

COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN. ‘

FIND THAT THIS ACTLVITY WILL INVOLVE LANDS. IDENTIFIED AS
POSSESSING SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL VALUES PURSUANT TO
P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ., BUT THAT SUCH ACTIVITY WILL HAVE NO
DIRECT OR INDIRECT EFFECT ON SUCH LANDS.

CALENDAR pAGE
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AUTHORIZE TERMlNHTlON oF ORIGlNﬁL LEASQ PRC 6427 .1, DATED
NOVEMBER 14, 1983 ND'APPROUE ISS8Y TO RIVERBANK
HOLDING .COMPANY OF n'ZO—YEﬁR G L LEASE - CO OMMERCIAL USE
FROM AUGUST 1, 1984, WITH LESS&E‘S OPTI ON TO RENEW FOR ONE
SUCCESSIVE PERIOD OF TEN YEARS; [

6 PERCENT OF ; : J

BoAaT DOCKS»ﬂN

= I PERCENT OF
z "SALES (YRCHT BROKERAGE)
ROSS INCOME DERT JED 'FROM. SOURCES
oSt DESCRIBED | aaou q MINIMUM ANNUAL RENTAL
) THE :PERIOD adcusr, , 1 THROUGH JuLY 31,
1985‘AND a waxmum nNNun ‘ 5 000 THEREAFTER;

WITH THE STRTE RthRUIN ff T TO 1X A DIFFERENT
RENTAL ON EACH FIFTH ANNIVE RSRRY ‘oF THE LEASE; PROVISION OF

A $10,000 SURETY BONDS PROVISION OF PUBLIC IIHBLLITV

ANCE. FOR, COMBINED, ST NGLE LIMIT COVERAGE''OF “$1; -000;000 §
OMMERCIAL, NRRINR,(F aTLNG RE! STaURaNW HRRBOR MASTER

OFFICE BORH SRLES OPFfCL , RIS UEFL&CTOR AND ALL

RPPUR1ENRNT FACIllTIhS RELQfED fHEREI ON THE LAND
DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "a" QTIQCHED AND Y ?EFERENC

PART HEREOF.
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EXHIBIT "A"
LAND QESC’RIPTION‘ T e e

b )
L ‘
-«

A parce1 6f ildeﬁand submerged land lying in the‘Sacramento iRiver, adaacent
to- Swamp andvaerf]owed Suryey No 907, Sacramento Courty, California, more

,part1cu1ar1y descr1bed as follows:

BEGINNING at. the nOttheaster1y corner of that parcel of land
descr1bed in the deed recorded April 16, m]981 in-Book 81-04-16,
Pagé 943 «of ‘the, 0ff1c1al PRecords of Sacramento County, thence
along the east line of" .said-parcel and’ its prolongation
S 00° 23' 30" W 224.03 feet to a:point. in the Sacramento River;
thence S.24°:061 -06" W:184:60. feet; thence ‘N 65° 53' 04" W
mawfmttmmeum°m'mwwm1wfutthe_
N 75° 35' 59" W 640.07 feet; ‘thence N'11° 05' 11"’E 210 foet
““to.a.point-on the north dine of sa1d rec
S 78° 54" 49“15 1£15.00. feet o mhe point of begznn1ng

EXCEPTING WHEREFRUM -any, port1on 1y1ng;.andward of the ordinary high water
mark. of the- Sarramento River. -

i
H

\ o L END OF , DESCRIPTION

A }-
PREPARED JUNE 8 11984, °BY BOUNDARY AND TITLE UNITL LEROY NEED SUPERVISOR
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EXHIBIT "C"

E.I.R. SUMMARY
SCH No. 820-20458

/A. INTRODLCTION

" This Environmental Impact Report (EIR} has been prepared o assess

anvironmental jmpacts of the 5.2 acre Riveroank Holding Company project

within the South Natgmas community .of Sacramento. The proposed-project is-3
multiple-use plan t6 include residential, commei-cial, -office and. marina uses
within the floodway of the Sacramento River.

red  an Initial Study (see Appendix a-1) for the
the project:could have significant',enviror'\menim

R
&»«:&&o‘w«w PR
2

kd

The City of Sacramerito prepa
project which determined that
impacts in the following areas:

<

it

w,‘
4,

s

Land Use

Hydrology and Water Quality
Erosion and Sedimentation
Geology and Soils
Transportation and Circulation
Biology

Noise

Light and Glare

Cumulative Impacts

The the preparation of an EIR based on the findings of -
potentially significant effecls and the public concern for the potertiall ="~
environmental effects of the project. The EIR .describes. .the likely
environmental consequences if the proposed:projcct.is approved.

RN
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City required

v

L4}

\
$
]

The EIR evaluates the i acts of the proposedt'project, and conmipares: these. -
impacts with the impacis of two possible alternatives: The' mo .project
alternative a§5umgé_ residential development according to 'the South. Natomas:
Community Plan, .and the Zoning éon’for‘manc'e-'a'lterr‘tatiV&- -assumes. a reduced
intensitytdgyelqbfnent".n conformance withi. the existing zoning.- o ‘

St IS
3 !

A summary of the Identified, significant adverse impacts, recommended:’

.mitigation measures, -and the CEQA-required impact sections s included in: - .

Section C of the report.

This EIR was prepared at the time the South Natomas Business Parks'propdsals:
were being considered by the Planning Commission and City Council. The
cumulative impacts of the Natomas Eastside- piréjeci and thé Gateway Center:
project have been discusseq. in general terms based on' the: Draft' and: Final
EIR's of these prpjects‘prepaﬁé,&in August and November 1981% S

[

Planning Approvals Required

The City would have to take several aclions iA -order to dpprove ‘the'proposed .

project. The South ‘Natomas Community Plan would have to be amended: in

order to atlow .:‘gnstru'd'tiér‘i ‘of multi‘-family“*i.mits and: non water-reélated use
gnation wouldralso need.

(office) on the site. The General Plan-open spacé-des
Finally, the City would have to.grant-a:specialfpérmi'taallowing '
the proposed uses in the Fload (F) zone.

N o STV e S, o IR, o PR, -
0 ks P o PRI
~ P i

to be changed.
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AT
TRy
-Boi, PROJECT DESCRIPTION

R
R
‘ g Locatién ofsProposed Project

3 ¢
0 (:% The proposed ‘Riverbank ‘Holding: Company P
‘ % Naiomas: aréa ‘in thenort
% tocalion is ilustrated on Exhibit B-1.
" fl‘:'_’.'? ‘“ \
N The 5.2 acre project site is focated on the north ban
~»ope mile
. P .includes about 1800 linear feet of river frontage. Thepro
¥y terrace between the existing levee and the river. Garden
ﬁs&g;hg; the top of the levee,
¢ stherprimary access.. A small restau ar th
““'\gast’éﬁwedge of the site. The Village Marina with about 30 berths and 2 sma
o Ky:oﬁi{j\ge[rgstauranllretail sales building is jocated east of > * “ a
?;;?b\\'\qlat;lhg‘ presently with abou! nine houseboats and six va;-qbp“a'r:d ‘boats
7y !g‘c.a;teqj('):n the western end of
T, toa McClellan Alr Force Base'loading facility.

perty is.situated on
Highway, which'i

rant/bar (Crawdad!s ls logated on,

\sci-iption of the Proposed Project

i 32

roject Characteristics o o ‘
! S ( ,
. Fhe Riverhank Holding - €ompany project is a..myjtiple-use sal
- Pincludes development of .armarina; restaurants, officé space.. rgtal

R 1 condominiuMms . See Exhibits B2 through B-8. The project will'be developed'i
8 ©, o three phages. See

";‘@f‘,aiﬁertbs andharbor mastér office, restaurant
4 - tackle shop:; .corivenience -stere’ restaurant with, 90, ‘sg‘a;s,\a’ngu
s of office spaces The.second’ phase includes .2 607s€
‘bnat 'sales facilit

- - ‘{he ¢onstruction of 18 condominiums with private boat dockages.
2% £ Tap applicantyproposes {0 :provide: @ total of @{03~,panl/§inghspav<:gis.

: propesed- uses, with: the assoclated, square footage an

Y

t with 150 seats, 2 dell, bait an

. y

e f(r:'_')%?;\{ :,&ﬂmma,r’izes ‘the.
. RS proposed parking.

- Planning Gonsiderations o -

g \a,c"".—, —— It n — ‘ ' ce
¥ “The project site is designated in the 1974 Sacramento City
» major recreation.or open:space area ang:the 197
»(SN‘CP) igentifies this areg-‘asﬂbejng,jnA,thgzgslg_qra, :
Riverfrent District is Mintended to provide for single=family

>
©

%
-7’*% ‘. »né’gidemial dwelling
R commerGial activity.
.5, propossl are inconsis C
*“subject to. the approval wof & Special Permit as well as & &
\',A,mendméﬁtu to .délete: .the: restiiction allowing, only. d,e&é,ch,éd' single-~
“dy“/éllingsi*dnnasminimum lot, size-<of -one; acre 3 d. to allow, noa-water=crien
é;éii\?itles;wxithiﬁ,!hezRiver-f.i'ont*DistnicatA.. ( ,

Lo

F

he property.. A smal

‘proposal wihich
101l shops  and

ExhibitiBr7 .. Th.dnitial phase \y,i,llﬂinclgge,‘a{m@j‘na‘w‘,it‘h. 175

s, and €000 square feel
i 2t floating restaurart, 2
y and perthing: for 15 houseboals.. Thé fjnqlppﬁé’ﬁs{e‘ will 1H’¢|dqfé

t for each units
Exhibit B-3

roject. is located in, the South
hwest ‘part of the: City of Sacramento. The praject

k.-of the Sacramento River,
west of the jntersection of Interstate 5 .and . Garden Highway gnd

i
3

a
S

borders the northern p-operty line and serves as,

e
13
it

the property. The western boundary is é‘djééégh’:ti

e
g
bl
L

g

d’ e

d-
L L

o

PR Y

s .
) :P ,*S;f.

‘ Geperal Plan a8 R
8 South Natomas Conimunity Plan IR
mento Ri\ferfrorit‘ms't:‘i‘c“t'. The'

detachéd
s on lots of one acre or larger and for water oriented:
% Thefefore tne office and gondominium,féler‘ﬁéhiéﬁdfﬁ:thé«& LIV
tent ~with. the Cammunity ‘Rlan. The ,project will be

as a Com hanity Plan

: famiily
téd
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C. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

CEQA-Requirediimpact.Conclusions:. - S SRR

The following table 'p‘nésent’s«:awsummq‘wf)f« the significanta@,dyense‘!impact,g‘anqc,”, K
recommended mitigation’ measures for - tne. proposed project. _For detailed;
" discussions, please irefer: to .the appropriate sections of text following this

. chapters, All of the recommended mitigation measures should be required to
.effectiviily reduce the impacts tc a level of insignificance. Those impacts which

-are undvolidable and which cannot be totally mitigated to this level are so

.indicated.

'A‘dver’tsez!rﬁ‘paﬁtsvand:Recommended Mitigation Mcasures'

N .

* Summary of Significant

Adverse ImpactS~offProposedﬁmject* Recommended Mitigation Measures.
5 A A I - —

" Land Use Cee e e . NS

uiww‘,{,,‘ < :
R} IR <t Cheast far o, at S

. ‘“‘“...-.,.,,,.,,M‘: -

. l'nconsist‘é‘ngﬁ'w‘ith‘-‘S’o‘ut’h’*Natomas . . .+ .Project density should be
COmmunifs"*Pl'aﬁ e ‘réduced
oo ~aliminate office building
- eliminate one.of three proposed
\ : restaurants ‘ TR
G T : -.aliminate houseboats . -« vaor
port e . wdecrease Aumberof marina berths-. "

i m&:mwwmwmu

b Swst 1 4]

- w~ e
-

P TR T
. 1nconsistent*Wit’htG‘e’n’eu‘éliP!aﬁ)» e
open space designationi® " th

. -General Plan:should be amended

!

Special permit should bergranted . i
by the City C

Ly

‘s
PR RN V7 SVSS

o« Inconsistent with F zoning

s '

[ e

F R A X .
+ Geology and Soil§ A oo o .
> S S AT ey . ,
"+ High potenti;}!'xfbﬁ“s’ld;‘)‘eih’s;tability*~ ‘o ‘,Precbnstruction‘desigh studies .o e
due to grading and'steepiiess’ of.. - sshould be completed to evaluate the
levee banks ettt b .effects of possible shortening of
seepage paths through the levee
e aweren oot cand of changed slope imclinations + s v

BN - FRRECY

K )
s . i ot
te sit e 3, N

-

¢

*

PR Extensive field tests with borings
co . should be performed to determine
liquiefaction potential of the site
1g0ils

N

« Unkriown potefitial for -
liquefaction R

P

B

. Cvawn

*

-
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Recommended:Mit igation Measiires;. ..

Adverse Impacts of Proposed Project

" High potefiial' for earthiguiake! - -
damage 15 'p}’:fldimjj's!;locatédz’ﬁear
levee sloéc{s R Co

LY S

derolog_x’ i

* High potential for déimage to
Structures erected Wwithin the
100 year flood zone

‘ R oo gy

1 s

e T
* Hazardous conditions; in the
-at~grade parking are: during

times of high wler
Tl ades [N I

£ b,

R * ' ‘H"‘" 114 Cay

* Cébris trapped beneath the VA
boardwalk and againstithe:support:
Plers during periods:oi high~water
iy

oo e i t B

‘
I L RTRN

@;égraded water qualityiin the
. Sacramento Rjver during
o . e .
construction due to grading and

plle driving t e drgg gy
i ey
o

O T 4

P dgn ot ks

. ngh'potentiqla,fb'r Spills of vc . .
’ toxic'materiais and wastes qear
marina TLETie BT

y

by

. .
dtab e

CrA At

Uhifo‘rm“Building Code:(UBC):: . ..
measures should be: reauired to:
asstire structural-earthquake . - !
resistance; .. ., | ; e

' ‘s LIRS

ORI PR

Design and construction should
follow the Standards for
Encroachment used by the
Reclamation. Board: ortdemqn,s,tnagg;_
that no Unnecessary flood hazarg
exists,
. Anevacuatiorifﬁléﬁ should be
prepared which gives instructions
to all patrons and condominium
“ -occupants w,hatvto.‘dQ-si,ﬁstme;pa;;king\;;.
£ o lot-is underwater or if their vehicle, ... -
v i-cannot b s moved
gy ot
"% The support piers should-be
. Spaced to minimize the tra;:’;ping of
" debris during periods of high water
Larger debris diverters may be
o ‘«necessary. to provfde\prggeyﬁgiqn Vs,
during high water volumes_.ﬂ.p; U e

h L et e b

PR c s
CERLE ) “,;3’*}:,3»(::

* An erosion and sediment control:
Plan should be developed for thes: ;.. .
site. Mitigation is not feasiblefor "
"’ eonstruction;impacts due tothe
" ripreduced by pile driving .

Yopea

Tl ea»éigns should be erected which

Prohibit activitjes which increase
vitheilltkelihood of toxic aspvillg;qrﬁ,.,‘ .
#.which degrade water quality,
v+ " Rafking areas should be cleaned
iregularly. Dockside pump-out
facilities should be designed into
the marina.

v

[
40

" :resuspensionyof: sediments. e ., . . "
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Adverse Impacts of Proposed Project

Recommended Mitigation Measures

Eros:on and Sédimentation

™ !“, . ;s

R R e

* High potential for;erosion, along
the rwer bank dueé togwaves from

b ’
o2 et et e L e

t

LN
,
v . ("r )

» Maximum erosionpotential during

times of high water T
S N o e ' YR (ERA HTt
v T lamana

gBiblggz

». Removal of about 26 matuie
cottonwood trees with possible
adverse‘lmpacts on preserve{ql oak
and cottonwood,,trees alterétion
of an exnstlng,rlp’ar[an habitat

cdto Py
High potential;fon reduced N
populations, of-aquatic, a,ngmal
species due to degraded, water
quality and intensive uses

kK
sk
Transpéﬂauonsm,
(’4‘ LR Y a_t _
»* Too many driveways are
proposed on a short section

of Garden- Highvay

Left turns-into. the.project.t ;; ,
westbound-!rafhc or),Gg,) en.. . .
Highway could createitra ffsc N
hazards

It

[ '

Cantav g PA

[} -
T [N s 2

Speed limits of five miles per'houF
within 200 féet of marinas:or docks.
should be enforced; proposed - ..

“erosion control structures:swould .

effectively reduce erosion:potentijal. .;,

PR
o

‘Al excavating work should be
.completed during periods of low
water to prevent excessive erosion '
and sediment discharge

Unavoidable adverse impacts

Partial mitigation would include
replanting of oaks, willows and
cottonwoods along-river bank: . | .
Speciflc tree preservation: S
techniques shouid be: implemented, C

" ‘including:

4 > | M,(x(;,f

~ placing a temporary fence a'round
preserved trees durmg*construc- 4

tion activities

‘= prohibiting grading; ‘trenching,. . .
cutting, filling or placingof: . « ..
pavement within the tree:dripline; . ..y, .

- prohibiting roadways and building

' foundations within the tree

" dripline

An effective waste disposal- e,
system should/be developedita: - J}f?»,,
encourage the proper placement of .=,
waste materials and prevent
contamination of the Sacramento

River

Paped fr ot e

Reduce the number of driveways
from 7 to 5 and male site plan
changes to allow better circulation

Space driveways at Igast 150 feet =

- RS ™, .
vat LR EPIR 3 & B

apart and provide-a Igft turndane-

for each driveway

..
|
¥

Ty
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« Sewer. High potential for +" Floating and on-shore storage

[P

go‘ ’ IR S T TR e s . . . ;
s . .- e R D B SA AR
LR
= 1P A TR T PR ST
;A l\{\ Adverse Impacts of Proposed Project Recommended Mitigation:Measures.. ". ...
a7 T N \ PN R ’
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tanks should be investigated to

sewage spill within the

Sacramento River
_Alve~aboard boats ?nd floating

temporarily store sewage frof-fhe ~:..
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Recommended Mitigation Measures

Proposed Project

Adverse Impacts of

‘ : Aesthetics

.« Entire shoreline would be ‘ Amount of shoreline development
developed; site's natural should be reduced; eliminate
character totally: altered floating restaurant, reduce number

of houseboats and marina berths

» Residences would not be Buffer zone should be provided
screened from oth = USes between residential and commercial
clusters

+ Most of existing tree-cover Existing tree cover should be
would be rémoved’ preserved‘to the greatest extent
feasible
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+ “The proposed development viould A series of energy conservation
require energy far gpace-Aeating recommendations should be followed’
and cooling, hot water, lighting,
transportation, eic. Bicycle path should be‘provided

on the site
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South Natomas Community Bicycle
Circulation Plan should be
implemented
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