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"AMENDMENT TO GENERAL LEASE -
RIGHT-OF~WAY USE

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

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
R 1.4C-acre parcel of sover ign tide and

e
submerged land, Novato Cre&k, City of Nowato,
Marin Tounty.

LAND USE: Construction and maintenance of a bridge
crossing over Novato Creek for a proposed

public road to service Golden Gate Business
Park.

TERMS OF ORIGINGL LEASE:
Initial period: 49 years beginning July 1,
15868.

Public Iiability insurance: Combined single
limit coverage of $1,000,000.

Consideration: $10,449 per annum; five-year
rent review.

TERMS OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT : (EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 1. 1990)
- A. Increase lease area to 2.33%9 acres.

8. Adjustment of annu.] rental as follows:
Parcel 1 - 49-year easement 38,254 per
annum; Parcels 2 & 3 - temporary
construction easement $9,166 per annum.

2427
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CaLENDAR ITEM NOMF & €} cont'p

Basis of Consideration: Pursuant to Cal.
Code Regs. 2063

Extend construction dates as Follohs:
construction to begin by 09/01/90 and will
be completed by 09/01/92.

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

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

AB 884: N/A.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:
1. A Negative Declaration was prepared and
adopted for this project by the City of
Novate. The State Lands Ccemmission's staff
has revicwed such document and -belicues
that it complies with the requirements of
the CEQAa.

Design changes in the bridge require an
increase in the size of the leased premises
and extension of the proposed consiruction
dates.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
None.

FURTHER APPFROVALS REQUIRED:
None,

EXHIBITS: A. Land Description.
B. Location Map.
C. Negative Declaration.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

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 INFORMAT ION
CO’.fAINED THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT.

CALENDAR PAGE 243
MINUTE PAGE - 2135
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CALENDAR [TEM NO ﬂh CONT'D

LEASE PRC 7220, EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 1, 1990 TO PROUIDE THE
FOLLOWING:
A. INCREASE AREA OF LEASED PREMISES FROM

1.40 ACRES TO 2.339 ACRES AS DESCRIBED ON
EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED.

ADJUST ANNUAL RENTAL AS FOLLOWS: PARCEL 1
- 49-YEAR EASEMENT $8,254 PER ANNUM

PARCELS 2 & 3 -~ TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTIGCN
EASEMENT $9,166 PER ANNUM.

EXTEND CONSTRUCTION DATES AS FOLLOWS:
CONSTRUCTION TO BEGIN BY 09/01/90 AND WILL
BE COMPLETED BY 09/01/92.

4. DETERMINE THAT, EXCEPT FOR THE CHANGES AUTHORIZED HEREIN,

ALL OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF SAID LEASE PRC 7220 SHALL

Sh 3. AUTHORIZE AN AMENDMENT OF PAGE TWO AMND SECTION THREE OF
| REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.

CALENDAR PAGE___ £ 44
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EXHIBIT "A"
PRC 7220
LAND DESCRIPTION

Three parcels of land in Novato, Marin County, California, said parcels being portions of the
area described in the deed o she State of Californin by Ronald and Pamela Antonioli on Junc 29,
1984, Recorded July 3, 1984, Recorders Serial Number 84 032105 Marin County Records,
said parcels being described as follows:

BEGINNING at a point on the northerly line of said area S 77° 23' 00" E 441.89 fect from the
northwest comer of said arca; shience along said northerly line S7T7°2300"E 462.00 feet;
thence leaving said noriherly line S 12° 37 00" W 85.00 feet; thence N 77° 23' 00" W 185.00
feet: thence S 12°37 00" W 15000 feet to the southerly linc of said are: thence along said

southerly line N77° 23 GO W .00 feet: thence teaving «aid soutnerly tine N12°37 W'E

150.00 feet; thence N77°23 060" W 217.00 feet; thence N 12° 37' 00" E 85.00 feet to the
point of beginning.

PARCEL2Z

SEGENNING at a point on the northerly line of said area S 77° 23 00" E 391.89 feet from the
northwest comer of said arca: thence along said northerly line S 77°23' 00" E 50.00 feet;
thence leaving said northerly line § 12° 37 00" W 85.00 fect; thence $77°23' 00" E217.00
feet; thence § 12037 00" W 150.00 fzct to the southerly line of said arca:-thence along said
southerly line N77°23 00" W 100.00 feet; thence {caving said southerly line N12°37'00"E
100.00 feot; thence N77°23' 00" W 167-00-feet: thence N 12° 37 00" E 135.00 feet to the
point of beginning. .

PARCEL.3
REGINNING at a point on the northerly line of said arca S 77° 23 00" E 903.89 feet from the

northwest corner of said area; thence along said portherly line > 77° 23' 00" E 50.00 feet;
thence leaving said northerly line S 12° 37 00" W 135.00 fect; thenee N 77° 23 00" W 135.00
fect: thence S 12° 37° 007 W 100.00 feet to the southerly line of said area; thence along said
southerly lie N77° 23' 00" W 100.00 feet; thence leaving said southerly fine N12°37°00"E
150.00 feet; thence § 77°2% 00" E 185.00 feet; thence N 12° 37:.00" E 85.00 feet to the point

of beginning.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED JULY 20, 1950 BY LLB.
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Q¢fice of Dlmntng\gnd Resﬁwch FROAS: gmbt Agency)_. '
1502 Tenth Street,. Roow 12 om o AlovdTo,

-%acmmm Ch 95814 — \ » -

s 4 Merk
W . Couaty Cler )
~ Totmty of __ MABWN

SCASEEY ?umg of MNotice of [etérmination fa compliauce vith Section 21108 or
21150 o2 shs-iublic Rescurscs Ccdo.

vonesS PARL .
State Clearinghouse Numher i Contacs Persony Arzm &..ode/:imber, Extensti n
(1f Submitied to Clearinghouday,

a110% 108 CALAN LADZE. (45) 2771-AZAL

Project Locatlon g}:&g Couh- 024  153-110-13 350

Tegramus o Fraitiun AVE. oM THE. EMY S cF U5 icl

o 1 _esceriptio

.;ée&?, /wizgs‘mm{_ ARk c.wmuw& 3e0, 000 SquAre Feer oF Fwaa AREL,
o t‘f.')a.aggb_‘,_ BOWISHION INTD NINE. LTS

This is to sdvise tha® the ey __oF NevaTo »

T {Le2d agency,or Rest.onsible Agency) 7
has approved the abtove described project mlﬂ-zw’ 97 and has mede the' follow
tﬁ,.
{ng-determinaticas regarding the above dwcribsd project:
1. The profect __ will, 3¢ vill oot have A sigaificant effect on tie
eaviromment. 4
2, Ao Environcectal Impact Report was prepared for this project
pursuznt o the provisions of <ERA.

,g A Wegative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to
the pmvisi.on.@ of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures: X wero, gers not made a condition of the ap-
proval of the project.

4. A statameat of Overriding Considerations . was, X was ot adopted for
this project.

N

k4

This is to certify that the final ‘EIR witih comments and responses and record of
project approval fg avatiable to the Geemml Public at:

Dzt= Recelved for Filing and Postlng at oPR

< ioR ﬂ yzp.

S{goature (RUHC Agency) =

varch 1086
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GOLDEN GATE BUSINESS PARK ZONE CHANGE  ZO 87-008
MASTER PLAN MP 87-003 AND APPEAL OF PRECISE DEVELOPHMENT PLAN
PD 87-002 (AL) (URDINANCE NOS. [155:& 1156) RESOLUTION

NO- 217-87) (file 207-01)

TO CONSIDER A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, ZONE CHANGE, MASTZR PLAN AND APPEAL
OF THE PRECISE DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR AN INDUSTRIAL/OFFICE PARK WITH
300,U00 SQ. FT. OF FLOOR AREA LOCATED ON 20 ACRES AT THE SOUTH END OF
FRANKLIN AVENUE ON THZ EAST SIDE OF U.S. 101; OWNER: CAPITAL
PROPERTIES :ASSOCIATES; APPLICANT: INTERMARK INTERESTS; ENGINEER:
STUBER-STROEH ASSOCIATES; ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NOS. 153=144--21 AND 24 AND
153-170-13 AND 51

Senior Plannet Alan Lazure {n his staff ceport noted that, even if ‘the
rezoning master plan i3 adopted, the property seill could be devaloped
in accordance with -the precise development plan approved in 1984 for a
140-condominiun preoject. He statad that the primary eavironmental
concerus were noise, traific and visual. The Design Review Committee
found this proposal to be the zosg acceptable of the varicus plans
seen, although thers are.ccncerns that {t will block view) of the open
space to the ezst. He noted that the proposal includes two thrie-story

buildings on-site; the other seven buildings are proposed as one-story
seructuraes. Y

The public hearing was opened.

Dave Kenyon, proparty cwvner, advised -that the site was originally zoned
commercial and then rezoned residential, and that six acres were
dedicated Io Tis -Flood Control Discrict. He noted, in response o
Ceuncil Member Hoore, that the plan calls for 202 coversge Tor lie
footprints of che bullding, anrd concluded that the project has the
support of the neighborhood, ?lanning Commigsion and Planning staff.

\

Patrick McDermott, Intermark Intereat, Architect, indicated that they
have an option on the property™3nd “that Lt i3 a changed project from
the original warechouse concept with sore of a wide corridor image. He
stated that $20,000 to 350,000 per month {n salas tax could bdbe
generated and chat they plan to attract more of an urdan upscale
clientele. Ha neczed the cstimated €60 jobs will help teduce the
congestion on 10} 5¢ the employees are local or come from San Rafael.
They have heard from five firms in San Rafael who are interested in
locating in the park. A bridge will be constructed for access to the
tndustrial park. He fllustrated on the plans how the project is
divided with a wvide corridor that will be landscaped. He referred to a

January 3 appeal letter {of the precise development plan) and discussed
tha coanditions they were appealing.

Council Member Hoora indicated thit he was pleased they are moving away
from the warchouse typs buildings and asked how the project would bs

signed. Patrick McDermett replied that the major focus of the signing
would be towards Roland Way.

*

NOVATO CITY COUNCIL
MINUTE EXCERPT
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Pave Kenyon spoke to some of che issues of the appeal of the condlitivns
of the pracise dévelopnent plan. He noted that they do net plan to use
the Golden Cate Bridge panels stored on their propercy as it would be
too expen.ive. He rvequesced that Condizion 11d dealing with bridge
maintenance He eliminated. He z2lsp addressed their concerns thot a
Conditiong £Za, b & ¢ be eliminated and that they be allowed by cthe
City to lease the Fratiklin Avenua right-of-uay for employece parking
until such time as the City decermines chey need the property.

Dietrich Stroeh, Stuber-Strosh Associates, advised that the bridge is a4
typical CalTrans concrate reiniorced low maincenance bridge.

George Cohewr, 2181 Felfz Drive, indicated that he was assoclacted with
the Bedford ptoject next door znd that the Golden Cate Business Park
was a good projzct that fulfflled the needs {ov jobs and a larger tax
base. He balieves the Cizy should waintain the bridge, aand noted that
the Golden Cate Business Park and the Bedford:Project are compatibie
and will reinforce each other,

Ina revronse to Council Meaber Moore's questions regarding trip
generation into the Bedford propert¥, John Dowden of DKS & Assoclates,
notad that figutes have improved .since the last time Council considered
the. properzy. He cla;&fied that the morning peak hours are not higher
and that the evening hours are much lower with the current proposed mix
{n the park. In .fesponse to Council Member Moore’s concern he

acknowledged thar there was no retail planned for the proposed
projece. -

Hanna Gaupomann, 13 Fox Court, spoke in faver of the projact and
supported the cul-de-sac at the north end of the freeway.

Clark Blasdell, Executive Director of NEH, recozmended that Council
consider finding mitigation mechanisws to help- establish a job/housing
balance. He also spoke in favor of the Cityallowing the daveloper to
lease the City property. \

Pat McDermote reapondcd té-é;u£;}lwéqab§r Héo;B's eariler question that

they anticipata 670G lefr-hand turns to the .Bedford project during peak
hours.

Thv pudlic hearing was closed.

Council Mewber Moore expressed concern ragarding traffic generatiton.
e noted that when Golden Gate 'Business Park, Bedford and and thé Hahn
project are built-our, a traffic lavsl iervice of “BY $q anticipated.
He vas 2130 concarned by the lack of view.cofridors and the sigaing of
the project. He noted while Council gave a signal early on by
approving the zoning change, hes felt .they should have more infotr=ation
of wvhat the people to the north and edst want.

Council Member Gray agreed that he would like to feel more confortable
with the traffic.

cC871215
01/06/38
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Council Meuder Moore moved, seconded by Council Member Cray, to direct
a focused EIR for traffic impacts.

Dave Kenyon noted that the master plan and precise development plan
pruvided for a vzhicle reduction chrough a Traffic Syscems Managerent
(TsM) Program. 1 !

-

John ‘Dowden advised that cthe 1966 figures show 565 outbound txips in
peak hours acd that the current figures vhich are 8 conths old show 318
trips, vhich brings it up to the deginning of level service “D" and
that TSM will reduce it even further.

The Cicy Planner clarified that TSH may be phased {n over a two-year

period from the opening of each business, but after that if the goal is
not -nat, penalties may be imposed.

In response to Council Member Gray, Pat McDermoct explained that a 20Z
reduction meant reducing the traffic unics during peak hours in peak
turn lanes. Eaployee surveys, which evaluate compliance with the TSM
goals, oustc be submitced to the Community Developmant Director and
begin when full occupaiicy is achieved and continues for another ten
years. The City Planner clarified to Council Member Cope that the
exployee survey {s tied to each business in the projece.

Council Mesber Gray responded to Pat McPermott that the Countywide TSM
Ordinance would be voluntary in the beginning. .

Council Member Hoore stated thac che traffic mitigations should be
i=posed on the developer rather than on the fndividual businesses.

Bave Xenyon argued that the project will preduce jobs that will cause a
covater-comaute which could serve as a minlg?tiou.

Council Member Gray statmd that he would vote‘agalns: a focused EIR
beczuse he was satisfied, >hat the project would preduce jobs for Novato
citizens, utilize TSM and produce a counter-cotmute situation.

The motion fsiled i-4, with Mayor Turner and Council Members Cope, Gray
and Knight disgenting.

Haoyor Turmar nmoved, scconded by Council Member Gray, to spprove che
Negstive Daclaration. The motior carried §-1, with Council Member
Moors diszenting. ) ‘

Council Memder Gray moved, secondad by Council Member Cope, to

fncroduce and waive further reading of che ordinance acending the
zoaing designation.

Council Member Muore stated that he w

ould vote yes to avoid having the
ordinance rexd in its encirecy and g

will vote no at the second reading.

The motion carried unanimously.

cC871215
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Council Mamber Gray moved, seconded by Council Member Cope, to
{incroduce and waive furcther reading of the ordinance approving the
Colden Gate Business Pack Mascer Plan.

Council Hember Cray moved, seconded dy Council Member Cope, to. amend
the main zotion 2o amend Condition 3 of the master plan fo read as
follows: "A barrier will be constructed at the Franklin Averue and
Alice Scraeet intersecticn to block the vehicular traffic »f the general
public in order to prevent vandalism, and drinking in parked cars on
Franklin Avenue as described by the neighborhood. Satd barrier,
however, would allow access by emergency vehicles, bicycles and
pedestrian traffic.” °

The City Enginaer recommendad altermate language for Condition 3.
Discussion followed and he clarified that similac experiencas of
obnoxious uses of the right-of-way had occurred at a. projact near the
fireman's Fund building, and that staff had felt there were some
translatable features that would work well at chis projece.

-Council Meaber Cope noted chat since the neighborhooi. was willing to

have the barrier on their side of the freeway, he would support the
ancndment to the magter plan,

The amendment to the main =otion carried unanimously.

i
Discussion follewed regarding Conditicn 4 of the master plam and the
Ciry Engineer oxpressed ccncern regarding the applicant's request to be
alloved to lease the Franklin Avenua right-cf-way without qualifying

studies being done. He recommended aiternate language for
Condizion 4.

Dave Kenyon sctated that the approval of the leasz could be grancaed with
the condition that it be in counformance with the state code and that
the park husinesses would ds rasponsible for maincaining the
landscaping, blke path and- parking areas.

The City Enginaear emphazized that a revokable license or lease that wis

reccmuended by the developer vould have to be brought back for Cousgili
approval. ‘

Council Member Gray noted that 3 policy decision would have to bs u=ad:

whether leasing the Franklin Avenue right-cf-way for parking was an
appropriate uee. .

The City Planner responded that the project cculd be subdivided and
then there would be more than one property cwner using the
right-of-way. The Enginecring staff wzs concerned that the bike path
and landacaping would be in the right-~of-way as well.

Councilvnenbér ¥aight expressed interest in the revenue that the Cicty
vould gain L{£ the property wers leased.

Counzil Hember Knight moved, seconded by Council Meaber Gray, to azend
Condition 4 a3 followa: "As a matter of policy, the Council does not

CC871215.
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object to the use of the portion of Franklin Avenue adjacent to ths
project provided thaet ax accaeptable dasign to fncluda the bicycle path
which meets statas code and a lease payment can be negotiated.” The
amendment to the main motion carried unanicously.

Council Member Mocte stated that he would vote yes on the firsc reading
of the mayter plan ordinance to avoid hdiving it read in izs entirelty,

and vote no at the second reading.
The =aia mozion as amended -carrled unanimously.

Council Hember Cops moved, seccnded by Council Menber Kanight, to
approve the Golden Gate Business Park Precise Development Plan.

Council Members Hdoore and Gray expsessed concern regarding the appwal
of Condition 11d of the precise developasnt plan and that they should
be required to take the responsibiliicy of maintaining tha bridge.

Council Hember Kaighe argued that this project would gencrate revenue
and an -eatimated 660 jobs, and thac the City should be responsible for
the oadintenaaca.

Council Mazher vope agreed and statad that ic vas renarkable that the .
developer i3 willing te consgruct a $1.5 million dvidge. He

recczmanded adding a condition that for a certain numbar of years I
bridge ‘will be monitored for construction defects.

Mayce Turner added that he was willing to accept respensibilicy to have
the City matatain the bridge.

Council Member Knight moved, saconded by Mayoer Turner, to amend the
osin motion and deleta Conditicn 1id. Ths amandnenc %o the oxin zotion
carried 3-2, with Council Meabarg Gray and\ Moore dissenting.

\

Couneil Hember Knight gqyggg_égcggicd by ¥ayor Turner, to amend the
main motion to add "z goal of" to the first senzence begween "tri, . by"
muf "rot less ghea '20%.% )

Council Member Gray was concezned that if the condition was wodified 23
requested, it would not be measuxrsgble .

The amendment to the main motion failed 2-3, with Council Members Cope,
Gzay and Hoore dissenting.

£ouncil Membar Cray méved, seconded ', Mayor Turner, to amend the maia
smotion to read: "for 2 pericd not to exceed six years afrer 90%
occupancy.” The motion carried unanimously.

. Council Member Cope moved, seconded by Council Member Xnight, to amend
the naln motion to gdd to the end of Condition 6: “Such stops shall be
provided ac the tima service {3.provided by the Golden Gate Bridge
Discrict. No physical reconfiguration of the street profile shall be

required when the stopa are provided. The City shall require a bond or

€C871215 ‘ '
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other zimilacr guarancee that thega stops ar2 provided subject to the
approval of the Cicy Engineer.” The action carried turanisously.

Council Memdber Gray coved, seconded by Council Member Cope, CO ansend
the wain ootion to add to the end of Condition 7: "as detatled in the
subnitted precise developmenc planm, and as appruved by the Design
Review Comittee." The motion carried unanimously.

Council MHember Gray moved, seconded by Msyor Turner, to amend the ®alin
sotion to add the sentence: "This shall not preclude the use of
landscage berms for lLandscaping usses only, subject to ths approval o:
the Community Development staff.” Tha: motion carried unanimously.

Council Member Gray wmoved, geconded by Mayor Turner, €O amend the pain
aotion to delete the words "dradging beneach" and substitute "span of”
and zdd4 to the last gantence “subject to the approval of the Marin
Councy Flood Control piscrice.” The motion carried unanimously.

Council Hemdar Cope movad, secondadt by Council Membay Cray, to amend
the smain. wotion to conforn Conditiona 12a, b, ¢, 4 &6 £ in the precise
developnent plan &o Conditions 3 and & in the master plan. The mocion
carried unaniwously.

The oain wotien as amended carriod 4=~1, with Council Maember MHoorte
dfenenting.

ccs712ls
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City 6f Jovags Enviroumcntal Review Guidelines - APPENDIX ¢

viTomeENTar CHECKLIST (To be complecad by seaff 3s part of the Incial Study}
Date: 10-19-.87

Stafs Member: Alan Lazure

PROJICT INFORMATION

1. Name of Project:: ~Lolden Cora Bustinece Part

2. File Reference: Z087-608, MP87-nn3, Pn87~002

3. Parcel No.(s): 153-144-21 ;5 24, 151-i70-13 & S1

P ——

'E.‘-'\’IRC}?E.‘?T:\I’. INPACTS axp UITICATION NEASURES

Exolonarign for ali “yes™ and ® o the attackad
sheet together wity fecomnended o

dot Anolizay
AR U R R

£azth wilg the proposal) tesules jia:

2. Substaneia) excav
di:pl:ccacn: o
of the soil?

Increased eéxposura of people or
Property to Leologic hazards?

Subst:n:ial erosion or
siltation?

Iacro&uczion of substaneia]
Amounts of chemical, gascous

or radioactive Raterials inee

the fatucal enviroament, (in;luding

s 1 : o9 -~ 2
fettxlxzcts, pestxcxde-, etc.?

2. Air. win the Preposal resule jq:
*.  Substantjiay C emizsions

-~

oF deterioration of ambicny ¥
aig qualyty?

b. The ceeation of objec-
tionable odore?

Yatepe,

A Sube
oxizgiy DSuepeion tates,
drainaze pitierns,
TIe¢ and nouat ¢
“ter runofy?

CALENDAR PAGE
H4INUTE PAGE




2 o e 1T N REA AR,
ROAEFTEOATTTCRTI 03 VEE 320 47N MBS NLIR AR <A M L e
1 aren oL TR

LR ARS8 B s RNA T TN 8 ST PO VPN B DITR IO e O HREWASTS £ Rl PRIV RERS R T s Rt
R I L
%o SITNIOE RN S CRArS AN TAN T U AR MR LA R et 2
” Frr TN 8 AT P RV
A A TR 8 BT T W3 T

N PRI
R ey LR
v T s I

P

Aese 0o 4
> P‘b‘

& Not Applicable
b. Substantial alterations to

the ponding oc course of flow
of flcod watcrs?

Exposure of pcople or property
to water-related hazirds?

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

Adverse effeces wpon the

quality of any sni€ice bedy
of water?

Fire Will the propesal result in:

3. Substantial increased potential for

destructive fires within tatural areas?

b. A substantial ceduction in the levit)
of fire safeey?

Plant and Ani{mal Life.
—==—=_20a¢ animal Life

Will the
Prepsal resulz in

al Substantial change in the diversity

of species ar number of =ny species
of plants or animals?

Reduction in numbgg-gf any unique,
rare or andangered plants or
3nimals or cormunities of suck?

Introduczion of exotic plants

and animals to the detrimant of
native species?

Substantiai reduction in prime
-agriculfiral acresge or use?

Koise,
22158

Will the proposal resull in:e
3. Sigaificant increase in existing
«abient noise levels?

b.

Exposure of peopla to noise
levels above those desirable
for the inteaded use?

Aesthetics.
TsltRiCs.
in 2 sigaific
negative aege

Will the project resule
ant and demonstrable
hetic effecz?

BE/A
10/25783
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Land Uze. Will cthe project .resule
in 20 inducement to growth in the
sugrounding ares?

Natursl Resourcas.

Will the propesal
gesult in:

3. Substintial increase in the rate

of uf%e or depletion of any aatural
resource?

Tcansportation/Cicculation.
the proposal result in:

Will

3. Generation of substantial 2dditional

trafiic such that existing levels
of service will deteriorate?

Demand £or new or improved
transportation facilities?

Increase in traffic kazards?

Eliaination of possibility for
futuze transportation system
inprovements or expansions?

Inadequate means of escape ar
evacuatien in an emergency?
Public Services. Will the proposal have
3 srguificant effect upen, or tesult
in 3 aced for new or altored govaramen-~
tal services? . =

.t . e t— . - v &

Utilities. Will the propozal have

3 sizmrticant efiect upnn utilicy
Systems including unanticipated demands
on those systens?

Communitv. Will che prapesal resule in:

3. Sizaificant public contrd

ccsy
reloted o an cnvirommental

izsue?
b. t displacement of people
ruption of establiched

83/
10/25/383.
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Yes davhe
Creation of unanticipated demands -
on delivery of health or social

services?

Enecrgv. Will the proposal result in:

Inefficient utilization of enargy?

Discouragement of alternative

enecgy sourtes or transporation
nodes?

Archeolosic:l/ﬂistorical} Nill the

propesal result in an alteration of =
s:gnlixcant archco\og:cal or historical
site, structure, ebgect or building?

Plan Conformity.

a. Is this proposal inconsistent
with the policies and Lutcnt of
the Nevago General Plan ocr spezific
arex plans of the City?

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

Handatory Findiags of Significance

a. Does the project have the potentisl
te degrade the quality of the en-
vironmeat, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause z fish or wildlife-poputation -
te drop below self-sustaining levels;
threaten to clnaxaate a plant oc
animal community, reduce the number
or restrict the raage of a rare ov
endangered plant or animal or
elimipate important examples of the
majer periods of Califrenia hisnory
or prchxstory’

Daes ‘the projecy have .3 potential
to achieve shoct-term, to the dis-

advintage of long-term, envicoamental
goakis?

BS/A
10/25/33
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. Yes Mavbe o Mot domlicable
Dees the project have impacts which )
are individually limitad, but

Cumulatively considerable? ("Cumu~

latively considesable” means that the

incremental effects of an individual

project ace consideradle when viewed

in coanection with the affects of past

projects, curgent projects, and

probable futsre projects. ) X

————

Does cthe project have environe

aentil effects vhick will cause

sudstantial adverse effects on

hunan beings, either directly

or indireczly? X

s

Quastiong answered "yes" o¢ "mavbe" by Staff in the above liiting ronst
3 recommeanded finding or sigaificance until the Eavicoumental Coord
aakes his/her detesminxtion. tHodification of fiadinws gequzired by

Eavi:onmea;;l‘Coorhsnator must be noted in the checlkilise.

DETERMINATION (To be filled dut by the Eavire

J wnental Coordinator followine
his/her evaluation of the Initial Study)

n7
On the basis of this faitis} Study:

N
.

1. Tt is fouad that the proposed project WILL NOT hawe siznifizane
effect on the «nvironment, and 3 DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLARNTSICH
will be prepaced by the lcad Cizvy departuens

> -

It is found thar althoush the .proposed project coulii kRave a
sigaificant effect on the euvironment, thece will net be a sig-
nificant effect in this in;taucé‘bccauéu feasible mitization
measures exist for impaces identified as significant in th
Iartial Study. These measures are:
a. Reflected in reviged exhibits submitted for appraval
by the applicant, ’

b, ‘Described in statements attached with the weitten

concurrence of the applicant as zo theiv feazibilaty
and 3cceptubitity.

Basesf on the foregoing, a DRAET MEGATIVE DECL\ILT 12
pceparced.,

Nowill be

IE iz found that ghe proposed project MAY have a sicaificane
?35@0; on thn envicgumént, and an ENVIRORUENTAL [paeT HEPONT
1S ruig ?

£

337a
10735733
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GOLDEN GATE BUSINESS PARK

Explanation and mitigation measures for all factors checked "yes."

1 *
la. The site has va2en used extensively over the years as a. disposal
area for excass soils from construction prejecis,y including

Sy
The proposad

alteration due zo the U.S. 101 freewvay consfruction.
developzent will entatl substantial .amounts of {npervious
surfaces, including buildings, streets and parking areas. Saveral
feet of f111 material will be required to bring the €4nish flcor

elevations at ainicun heights relative to a 100-year ficod.

Jafb. As addressad in la 2bove, the site will bde subgtantially b
altered. Ar engineered surface and subsurface storm drainage
3ysten will be instalfed. Di{sposition of site drainage will be zo
2 system along the railrosd right-of-vay and to ovaco Creek.

this new drainage system will elininate ponding and site flooding '
for storms up 2o a 100-year strengch.

10b. New transporcation facilities such as
noTthbound 101 will de conscructed as a result of the Rowland
Plaza developzenc. This off-ramp, hovever, {s also needed co
Serve the subject site because it shares a coomon access with-
Rowvland Plaza, that being Rowland Way. Add{tionally to serve this

g8ite, 2 new access bridge will be required to vxtend Rowland Way
across Novato Creek.

an off-ramp extension for

[l. Once the east side of U.S. 10t 1s developed. additional police
patrols and Fire District tesponses will most likely resulr,
this preject alome, naw police and fire personnel would not be
needed, howerer, as a cumulative impact s created by full
developmenz of the east zide, this may not be true.

For

t7c, The cumulative izpacts of this project and the assocfated projects

aiong the east side of U.S. 101 will primarily cenceji arotnd
additional traffic congeszion on- U.S. 10l. while: vueciuticn of
traffic congestion on the freewa

; praject, as was required of the

Y is a regional prolMea, this
Rowland Plaza project, will need
Lo inszitute a TSM (Traffic S
¢ impacts.

yStens Management) program to reduce

R/5739 ; pane . 250 |
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