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CALENDAR ITEM

C 6 ? 10729/90

PRC 7220
Bancroft

SECOND AMENDMENT TO GENERAL LRASE -
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 Novato,
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=riod: 49 years beginning July 1,
1988.

Public liability ‘insurance: Combined single
.imit coverage of $1%,000,000.

Consideration: $17.,420 per annum; five-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
.63 acre.

CALEN&&R PAGE ..
MINUTE PAGE
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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 annui.

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.: Div. ¢, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

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

AB 884: N/Aa.

OTHER PERTIMENT INFORMATION:
1. 8 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 belicves
that it complies with the requirements of
the CEQAh.

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

This activity invilves lands identified as
Possessing significant environmental vélaes
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based
upon the staff'sg 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 accert an
assignment of the subjact lease upon
completion of construction of the new
bridage.

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 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 INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

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

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

RUTHORIZE 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 ON EXHIBIT “A" QTTARMED.

DECREASE AREA ©f TEMPORARY ERSEMENT AREA,
PARCEL 2, FROM ¢ 63 ACRE TO 0.62 ACRE., #S
DESCRIBED ON EXH BIT "A&" ATTACHED.

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

EXTEND CONSTRUCTION DATES aS FOLLOWS:
CONSTRUCTICN TO BEGIN BY 11/01/90 anNG
BE COMPLEYED BY 11/01/%2.

IR P ..
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CALEWDAR ITEM NO. {3 N\ % (cont'p)

5. CONSENT TO THE FURTHER AMENDMENT TO, AND ASSIGNMENT OF,
PRC 7220 TO THE cIT OF NOVATO, upPON

, 5 . COMPLEIION OF THE
LEASE IMPROVEMENTS AUTHORIZED IN SAID PRe 7720,

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.

=

T
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EXHIBIT "A"
LARD DESCRIPTION

PRC 7220

Three parcels of land in Novato, Marin County, California, said parcels being portions of the
area described in the deed to the State of Califomnia by Ronald and Pamela Antonioli on June 29,
1984, Recorded July 3, 1984, Recoiders 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
northwest comer of said area; thence along said northerly line S 77°23' 00" E 462.00 feer;

soe’

thence 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 to the southerly line of said area; thence ajong said
southerly line N 77°23' 00" W 60.00 fect: thence leaving said southerly line N 12° 37°00" 5
33.70 feet; thence N 77° 23' 00" W 30.00 feer: thence N 12° 37°00" E 20.00 feet; thence
S 77°23' G0’ F 30.00 feer; thence N 12° 37' 00" E 96.30 fect;thence N 77°23' 00" W 217.00 i
feet; thence N 12° 37 00" E 85.00 feet 1o the peoint of beginning.

PARCEL. 2

BEGINNING at a peing on the northerly line of said area § 77°23' 00" £ 391.89/fect from the
northwest cocner of said area; thence along said riortherly line $77°23' 00" E 50.00 feey;
thence leaving said rortherly line S 12° 37° 00" W 85.00 feet; tence 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' 0™ 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 area; thence along said southerly line N 77° 23' 00" W 100.00
feer; 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:.

PARCEL3
REGINNING at 2 point on the northerly hinc of said arza S 77° 23' 00" E 503.89 feet from tiic

northwes? corner of said area; thence along said northerly line S 77° 23' £G” E 50.00 feet:

/ thenrZ teaving said northerly lins § 12°37° 00" W 135.00 feer, thené N 77°23' 00" W 135.00
N §7<¢; thence S 12° 37 60" W 100.00 feet 10 the Southesly line of said x'ea; thence along said
R southerly line N 77°23' 00™ W 100.00 feet; thence leaving said southexly line N 12°37°'00"E s
; I?Obem feet; thence S 77°23' 00" E 185.00 fzet; thence N 12° 37° 60" E 85.00 feet t0.the point |
of beginning.

END OF DESCRIPTION

REVISED OCTCBER 3, 1930 BY LLB.
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SCBIZE:  Plling of Notice of ﬁe:termim .

tloﬂ 1 . . - - ° o o
birrra B Sublte Sremaenation B compliasce with Section 21108 or

Elecot Ticle ] =
(70t DN {ﬁf&% Busiugse Pagi

; I%;e mé;mé:uggéwi Iy ie Contact Persca Area che/Nw:x_ber[Extensldn
&4 toz.d'wa Finghouse ALAN sz iee. (415) @a7-4241

Project Iocatica y
TR cp ponmpny g 22 AU 24 153- 0. 251
o ] s N .
Pgéecé—&/?scription €: N THE AT facw oF u.5. 10|
e /INDUSTRIAL. PARIL. ConThiun)e 200, 000 .
<M 9.7 sceps ¢ SuspIeonM  inTy 3“«'6. ‘wﬂbf’q"“e& Feer o&F Foce apea,

This 13 o advise that ¢he Ty oF Na?aw '
( Agency, or n‘sible Agenc
(Lead Respo ; y)
roject oa12616’{67 acd has mde the follow-
e)
: regarding the above d&ecribeq project:

' : The project
; m"immx’mt. 111, X will oot have 2 significant effect og the

2.

were not made a condition of the ap-

A stagement of Qverriding Considerations _ mas,

this projece. X =as not adopted for

Date Received for Piling ang Posting at opR

Signazure (Public Agency) ‘ — lﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ-ﬁlﬂﬁﬂ

-

Revised *arch 1788
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¥ GATE BUSINESS PARK' ZONE crANGE
MASTER PLAN MP 87-0063 anD APPEAL OF
(AL) (oanxuawca,xas. [155 s 1156) RESOLUTION

PD 87-002
NO. 217-87) (fila 207-01)

20 87-008

PRECISE DEVELOPMENT PLAN

5 CONSIDER.& NEGATIVE DECLARATION} ZdﬁnﬁCHANGE.~HA$T£R PLAN ASP‘APPEAL
OF THE PRECISE~GEV€LOPMENT PLAN FOR AN INDUSTRIAL/OFFICE PARK W1ty

300,000 sq. FT. OF FroOR AREA LOCATED ON 20 ACRES AT THE SOUTH iND-aF

FRANKLIN avEnyr ON THE EAST SIDE OF u.s, 101; OwNER:
NTERMARK INTERESTS; ENGINEER:
PARCEL xos.

PROPERTIES ASSOCIATES; APPLICANT:
ER-STROEN ASSOCIAT
153-170-13 anp 51

Senior Planner Alan Lazure in his gcass report n

CAPITAL

153-144-21 avp 24 AND

vted that, even {f the

r2zening mascer plan s adopted, the Property seill could be developed
in accordance with the precise developmene Plan approved in 1984 for a

160-condomin1u§ Project. He szaced that the

concerns were noise, eraffic and visyal,

Primary environmenta;
The Design Réview Comnlttee

found zhis pPraposal to be the Test acceptable of the various plang

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

are toncerns that ic

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

dedicated. to zhe Flood Control Districe.
Council Member Moowe, thae .the: ‘plan calls
footprints of the building, and

Suppoert of the neighborhood, P1a

z e sicte Ua§quiginally Zoned
comuercial and then Teézoned residenciai, and that six actes were
He noted, in response to

he open
ee-story
£osed as Oon¢-story

Patrick McDermoce, Intermark Tn:eres;,.Archicéct, ind{cated chae they

have an opeion on the properry

t
generated and zhae ¢
clientele. He noted
congestisn on 101 ¢
They h3ve heard from,
locating in the perk,
induserial park,
divided wich 3 wide
Jaatary 3 appeal lecrer (of the pr
the conditions they wvere 2ppealing,

cca71215
01/05/83.

hanged Project from- ~——

e corridor image. He
tax could be

an urban upscale

help redyce the

He veferreq to a
t plan) aing discussed

NOVATO CrTy COUNCIL
MINUTE EXCERPT
DATE _d-i15- g
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. Dave Kenysn spoke 20 some of the

issues of the appeal of -che condicivns
of the precise development plan. He noted that they do not plan to uss

the Golden Cate Bridge panels stored on'thair property as ‘{t would be
too expensive. He requestad tkat Condicion 11d dealing with bridge
maintenance be eliminated. He aijo addressed their concerns that a
Conditions 12a, 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 as the City deternines they need tite .property.

Diecrich Stroeh, Studer-Strosh Assoclates, advised that the bridge s a.
typical CalTrans concrete reinforesd low @aintenance bridge.

George Cohen, 2183 felfz Dgive, indicated that he was 3ssociacted with

the Bedford project next door and that the Colden Cate Business Park

was & good project that fulfiiled the needs for jobs and a larger tax

base. He balieves the City should @maincain the bridge, and noted thac
the Golden Gate Business Park and the Bedford Project are compatible
and will reinforce each othér.

In response to Council Member Moore's

generation. into cthe Badford property,

noted that figures have {vproved since
the proparty. Ha clarified that the me
and that the evening hours ate nuch low
in the park: In responie to Council He
3ckauotiledged that theve was no reca
project. -

questions regarding trip

John Dowden of DKS & .Associates,

the last time Council considered
raing peak hcurs are noc higher

er' with the current proposed mix
ober Mcore's concern he

11 planned for the proposed

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

Clark Blasdell, Executive Direc

consider finding mitigation mec

balance. MUz 2lso spoke in
) lease che City properey.

tor of NEH, recommended that Council
hanisms to help establish a job/housing.
favor of the City allowing the developar to

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

to the Bedford project during peak
hours.

The public hearing wss closed. :

Council Member Baore exures

‘ s=2' concern tegarding traffic generition.
He noted that vheyn Golden Cate Business Park, Bedford and and the Mghn

project ave buillt-out, a traffic level service of DY is anticipated.
He wag alse concerned by the lack of view corridors and the signing of
Ede project. He noted while Coumeil gave & signal early on by
approving the zoning thznge, he felt they should have more information
of what ghe people to the north and sast wang.,

Coutic1 Heaber Cra
vich the zraffic.

Y agreed that he would like to feel more corforcable :

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

Dave Kemyon noted that the master pian and precise development plan
pruvided for a vehicle reduction through a Traffic Systens Management
{T54) Program. , "2

John Dowdan advised thae the 1986 'figures show 565 outbound trips in
pEak hours and that ‘the current figures which are 8 months old show 318
trips, which brings it up 2o the beginning of level service "D" and

‘that TSM will reduce it even furcher.

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

ROt m2t, penalties may be inposed.

in r2spcese to Council Member Gray, Pat McDermort explained that a 20%
reduccion meant reducing the traffic unics during peak hours in peak
turn lanes. surveys, which evaluate compliance with the TSH

" Council Member Gray responded to Pa: McDermott that the Countywide TSM

Ordinance would be veluntary {n the beginning.
Council Manber Moore 3tated that the craffice viitigations should be
imposed on the developer racher than on the fndividual businesses.

Dave Kenyon argued that the project wili produce Joba that will cause a
counter<commute vhich cculd serve as a mitigation.

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

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

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

o

Negative Declaration. The @otion carried 4-i, with Council Member
Sooga digsencing.

Council Member Gray moved, seconded by Council Member €
tntroduce and waive further reading of the ordinance a
zoning designation.

Council Meaber Hoore 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.

ctar121s
01/06/83
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‘Council Mexber Gray moved, seconded Dy Council Member Cope, to
intreduce and vaive further reading of the ordinance approving the
Goldan Gate Business Park Moscer Plan. -

Council Mgmber Gray moved, secdnded by Council Member Cope, to amend
the main wotion to amend Condition 3 of zhe master plan to rea: as
‘follows: "A barrier will be constructed at the Frankin Avenue and
Alice Street intersection to block the vehicular traffic of the general
public in order 2o 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 traffiec.” - - .

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 a3 project near the
Fireman's Fund building, and ithat staff had feit there were some
translatable features that would work well at this project.

Council Member Cops noted that sinse 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.

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

Cordirion 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 Cttyxﬁuginaer~¢aphasizgd that a revokable icease or lease -that was
recozuiended by the developer would have to be ‘brought back for Council
asproval. .

Council Hember Gray noted that 2 pelicy decision would hgga 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 ptoperty owner using the
right-of-way. <The Engineering scaff was concerned that the bike path
and landscaping would be in the right-of-way as well.

Council Hember Knight expressed interest in the revenue that the City
vouzd gain {f the proparty werz leased.

Council Hewer Knighe soved, séconded by Council Membsr Czay,. to amend

Cond2eion 4 as follows: "As a mattar of policy, the Council does net

& ccariaes
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object o the use of the portion of Franklin Avenue adjacent to the
project provided that an acceptable design to include the bicycle path

vhich meets state code and 2 lease payment can be negotiated."
adendnent to the main motion carried unanimously.

Coiinc{l Member Moore stated that he would vote Yes on the firse reading
of the mastar plan ordirance tc avoid having it read {n its entirety,
and vote no at the second. reading,

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

Council Meubers Mocre and Gray expressed concern regarding the appeal
of Condition l1d of the precise development plan and thar they should
be required to tzke the responsibilicy of nmaincaining the bridge..

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

Council Mesber Enight argued that this project would generate revenue

Council Member Cope agreed and stated that it vas remarkable that the
developer 1s villing to construct 3 $1.5 miilion 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
@ain motion acd delete Condicton 11d. The amendment to the @afn sotion
carried 3-2, with Council Mazbers Gray and Moore dissenting.

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

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

Council Member Gray was concerned that 1f the condizion was modiffed as
requested, 1t would not be @easuzable .

The aseaizent to the wmain motion failed 2~3, with Council Yembers Cope,
Gray and Hoore dizsenting,

Council Member Gray noved, seconded by Mayor Turner, to azmend the main
moticn to read: “for a peziod not to exceed gix years after S0
occupancy.” The moticn carried unanimously,

Councii Mesmber Copa moved, Seconded by Council Hember Xnighe, to azmend
the 23in motich to add to the end of Condicion 6: "Such stops shall be
previded at the Vime service {s provided by the Golden Gate Bridge

Discrice. Ho pbisiqal reconfiguracion of the street profile shall be

required when .thi; Stops are provided. The Ciey shall require a bond or

$cesnians
01/C6/38




other simflar Buarantee that theee Stops are Provided subjece ¢o the

SPproval of ghe Cicy Engineer. " The Botion carrfed unanimcusly.

Council Member Gray Roved, secoaded by Councii Member Cope, o amend
the main mozyoq to add to the end of Cordicion 7. "as detatled in the

subaitced Precise development plan, angd ag approved by the Design
Review Cotmafteee The motion carried unanizously,

Couacil\ﬂgnbet Gray toved, £o amend the main
Botien to add the Sentence: * the use of
ras for Iandscaping . 5 the apgrovag of
Y Developmene Staff." Tha , unanimously,

Counctl Momper : Lo amend che maiq
' stitute "span of"
of the Marin
aniaously.

> 5-Couneil Member Gray, ¢o amend
0 Lifons 12a, € 28 £ In the precise
\ 3 and 4 gy the maszer Plan. The @otion
carried ul2nimously,

The wazin zmotion ag azended carpipgg b Council Membeyp Moore
dissentina.

.
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€Lty 6f Novago Eaviconment.s) Reviey Guidelines o APYENDIX ¢

EXVIZOMEYTIL CHECKLIST (To be completed by s¢,¢f

:  Alaa Lazuge
U e — 2\\f . ;
A.  PRogzer INFORMATIO-

1. Name of Projece:
2. Pile Réference:

3. Parcel Nb.(s):

B. 'ESVIRCSNENTAL INPacTs AND HITIGATION MEASURES

Explana;ioa for a1y » ' SRall pe

Provided opn the 3tackad
Sheeg Logether witk Suces,

L. Eazer yy POSai rasyls in:
3. Substanr; 1 excava:ion, filling.

3
o« N

dz;ylac@men: °r other disturbance
3£ p 112

of the sqi}5 X
Inc:eased‘éxpé§qte °f peopie or
Property i 8cologic hazarg;e

Substancial erssion or

Siilationy

Intzeduczioh of Substanejyy
amounts of Chenjcay

environmeyy

izers, iezticidws,

The c:cation‘of
ticnabie odersr
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_Ne Not Applicable
Substantial alterations to =

the ponding or course of flow

of fluss waters? .

Exposure of people or preperty
to water~related hazards?

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

Adverse effects ‘'upon the
quality of any surface body
of wwxier?

FTire Will the proposal result in:

3. Substzatia: increassd potential fog
destructive fires. within natural afeas?

b. & sutstantial reduction in the level
of fire safety?

Plant and Animal Life. Will the
Propsal result in:

a. Substantixzl change in the diversity
of species or aumber of any specics
of plants or animals?

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

Introduction of exezic plants .
and z2nimals to the detriment of
native species? )

d. Substantial reduction in prime
egricultural acreage or use?

loise Will the proposil result in:®

a. Significant increase in existiang
ambient noise levels?

b. Exzposure of peoople te @oise
levels above those desirabie
for the inteaded use?

Aestherics. Will the project result,
in 3-significant and demonstrable
‘aegative 2esthetic effece?

B8/A
10/25/83
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s . g
;and U§e. Ra;l the pzo;cct_resulc
it 3n ioducemene to groweh in the
‘Surzouading Arez? )

Natural Resources. Will £he'$:oppsal
resuls ip: ’ -

3. Substaneia) increase in the rate
of use or depletion of any natura)
Tesource? :

10. T:ansnortation/Circulation. Will
the praposal fesulc a1n:

3. Generation of substantis} additioaal
traffic such thae existing levels

of service will dctcriocate?

b. Demand for pe. or improved
Craesportarion facilitieg?

€. Increase in traffic hazards?

g. Elizinarioq of Possibiliey fopr
futiize t:anspor:&:ion Systenm
ianOVemeqts or expansions?

e. Inadtequais means of escape or
‘@Vacuation jip AR emergency?

1. Pu51£C‘$ervices.
2 significaat

13.

>

ficane di:platqménn of people
or the di:ruptiun of C3LILLE ey
fcighbochaods?

83/
1072553
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. Mavhe No Not applicable
Crcation of unanticipaved demands -

on dglivety of health er social
services?

Enérav. Will the proposal iresult in:

a. Inefficient utili»sticn of energy?

b. Discouragement of alternative

energy souzrces or transporation
modes?

Archeological/Historical. Will the
propozal result in an alteration of a
significant archeological or historical
site, structure, object, or 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?

Handatory Findings of Sigaificance

3. Doez the project have the potentizal
to degrade the quality of the en-
vironment, substantially reduce; the
habitat af a fish.or wildlife {ipecies,
cause a 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
eliminate important exsmples of the
major periods of California history
or :prehistozy?

Dozs the zroject have a potential

to ackieve short-term, to ths dise
advaatage of long-térm, envirommental
goaxls”

10/25/83
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. Yes " Mavbe Mo
Does the projoct have impacts which

are iadividually limicad, bLue b
Cunulatively Considerable?
latively consundegable”
incremental effects of
proj=ct are conzid
in conuection w
projects, cn
probable fut

("Cumu-~
means that the
an iadividua}l
er3ble 'when viewed
ith the effects of past
rrent projects, and

o
ure projects.) X

Does the projece by ¥e environe

menc3l cffecs§‘wh§;h will cause

Substantial 3dverse effects on

hunan beings, either directly X .

v 4 < " L)

°r indirectly? . -
Qu:stions answered "yes" op "mavbe" dy stafsf ip the above listing cons:
< red.-meade.d finding of

makes Jis/he
Eaviconme

e g
-

significance until the g
r detctminstion. Modificar

atal Ccordinator fust be

RPETERMINATION {
his/her evaluac

iz
avitoumentalAqurdi:a ST
ion of findinag Tequired by the
soted ia the cheelklise.

To be filley out by the Eavizoamental Coordinator fole::
1o of the Iaicial Study)

On the basis of this Taitial Study:
i.

ing

It is found that the Proposed projnct wiLL SOT have » Siznificaaes
effrct on the enviroament, ang 3 DRAFT NEGATIVE DEciadarro: <:
uiliwb¢‘gtepatcd by the leg '

d 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 3
the enviconment , therce will pe: be 3 s15-
S instance becausne feasible mitization

ICES ideatified 3% significant i the
[ measutcs 3T

——————y, o -

Reflected jin Fevised exhibies submiztted for appr
by the applicant. :

a.

Ova 1

b.

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

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

will be

It is founy that je Broposed projece pay have
elfect goq the cnv:;gumcn:. and an ENVIpoN:
is tfluBig , @ 9

A sianificane
L SHIENTAL 1 SPACT REPORT
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GOLDEN GATE BUSINESS PARK

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

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

3a/b. As addressed in la above, the site will be substancially
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 eliminite poading ard site flooding
for storms up to a 100-year strength.

10b. New tramsportation facilities such as an off-ramp extension for
norchbound {01 will be constructed as a resulz of the Rowland
Plaza develcpment. This off-ranp, however, {s alsc needed te
serve the subject site because it shares a common_access with
Rowland Plaza, that -being Rowland Way. Additiorally to serve this
site, a new access brigge will be tequired to uxtand Rowland Way -
across Novato Creek.

[1. Once the east side of U.S, 10l s devaloped, additional police
patrols and Fire Distric¢ responses will most likely result. For
this project alone, new police and fire personnel would rot be
nceded, however, as a cumulative {mpact {s created by full
development of the east side, this ©a; not be true.

17c. The cuzulazive impacts of this project znd the dssociaced projects
along the east side of U.S. 101 will primarily center around
additional traffic congestion on U.S. 10!. While resolution of
traffic congestion on the freguay is a reglonal problem, this
project, as was required of th* xowland Plaza project, will need
to institute a TSH (Traffic Systems Management) program to reduce
ivpaces. '

& -
R/5739
10/21/&7






