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MINUTE ITEM C30
PRC 7220
Nanci Smith

TERMINATE AND ACCEPT QUITCLAIM FOR PRC 7220
AND ISSUE GENERAL LEASE. - RIGHT-OF-WAY USE

Calendar Iiem C30, attached, was pulled from the agenda prior to-
the meeting.

Attachment: Calendar Item C39

CALENDAR PAGE :
MINUTE PAGE 3508
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€3o
12/12/%0
PRC 7229
N. Smith

TERMINATE AND ACCEPT QUITCLAIM FOR PRC 7220
AND ISSUE GENERAL LEASE - RIGHT-OF-WAY USE

LESSEE:

APPLICANT:

AREA, TYPE LAND

LAND. USE:

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

City of Novato
901 .Sherman Avenue
Novato, California 94903

AND LGCCATION:

A 2.34-acre parcel of sovereign tide and
submerged land, Noivato Creek, City of Novato,
Mzrin County.

Consitruction and maintenance of a hridge crossing

N

ovexr Novato Creek for & ‘proposed public road.

TERMS OF ORIGINAL LEASE:

Initial period: Forty-nine (49) years ‘beginning
July 1, 1988.

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

Consideration: $7,420 per annum; five-year
rent review.

TERMS OF PROPOSED PUBLIC AGENCY PERMIT:

Initial period: Forty-nine (49) years beginning
December 13, 1990.
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CONSIDERATION: fﬁé~public use and benefit; with the State
raserv1ng the right at any time to set a
monetary rental if the Commission finds such
action to ke in the State's best interest.

+PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:

Filing fée and processing costs have been :
recelyed.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES: &
A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. i3.

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

AB 884: N/A.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. Assigamen*t. of lease PRC 7220 from David
Kenyon, et al, to the .City of Novato upon
completion of the new brldge, was approved
at the Commission's October 29, 1990
meeting. However, since that meetlng, all
parties have agreed that the lease premises
should be transferred to the City before
construction of the bridge. Therefore,
staff of the Commission has determined it to
be in the best interest of all parties to
terminate and accept a quitclaim deed for
the lease issued to David Kenyon, et al, and
issue a new lease document to the City.

.

2. The Commission approved an "Agreemént and
Consent to Encumbranc;ng of Lease PRC 7220%
on February 6, 1989; thxs cncumbrance is
terminateq effectlve December 6, 19390 by
David Kenyon, &t al, and sggurlty Pacific ’
Natiocnal Bank. '

3. A Negative Declaration was prepared and
adopted for this project by the City of
Movato. The State Lands Commission's staff
has reviewed such document.

CALENDAR PAGE
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‘This activity involves lands identified as
possessing significant environmental values
fursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Eased upon
the staff‘s -consultation with the persons
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.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:

HMarin County Flood Control District and City of
Novato.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
None.

EXHIBITS: A. Land Descéription
B. Location Map
C. Notice of Determination

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. FIND THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATIOR WAS PREPARED AND ADOPTED
FOR THIS PROJECT BY THE CITY. OF NOVATO AND THAT THE

COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFOPMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

v

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

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY IS CONSISTEMT ‘WITH THE USE

CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND PURSUANT TO
P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ.

AUTHORIZE ACCEPTANCE OF THE TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN

DAVID KENYON, ET AL, AND SECURITY PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK,
DATED DECEMBER 3, 1990.

AUTHORIZE TO TERMIMATE AND ACCEPT A QUITCLAIM DEES *n® THE

LEASE PRC 7220, DATED DECEMBELR 6, 1990, ISSUED Tﬁ,DA~‘d
KENYON, ET AL.
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6. AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO CITY QF NOVATO OF A 49-YEAR GENERAL
PERMIT - PUBLIC AGENCY USE, BEGINNING DECEMBER 13, 1990; IN
CONSIDERATION CF THE STATE RESERVING THE RIGHT AT ANY TIME
TO SET A MONETARY RENTAL IF THE COMMISSION FINDS SUCH ACTION
TO BE IN THE STATE'S BEST iINTEREST, FOR CONSTRUCTION AND
MAINTENANCE OF A BRIDGE CROSSING 'OVER NOVATO CREEK FOR A

PROPOSED PUBLIC ROAD.
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EXHIBIT “A"

PRC 7220
LAND DESCRIPTION

Three piarcels of land in Novato, Marin County, Califosaia, said parcels being portions of the ;
erea ge'icribed in the deed to the State of California by Ronald and Pamela Antonioli on June 29. :
1984, Recorded July 3, 1984, Recorders Sérial Number 84 032105 Marin County Records,
said parcels being described as follows:

‘PARCEL 3

‘BEGINNING at 2 goim on the northerly line of ssid area S 77° 23' £0" E 441.89 feet from the
rorthwest comner of said area; thence aleng said northesly line S 77/°23' 00" E 462.00 fent;
thence leaving said northerly line § 12° 37' 60" W 85.00 feet; thende N 77°23' 00" W 185.00
feet; thence S 12° 37 60" W 150.00 feet to the southerly line of said area; thence alorg said
southerly line N 77° 23' (0" W 60.00 feet; thence leaving said southerly line N 12°37'00" E
33.70 feet; thence N 77°23° 0™ W 30.00 fecs; thence N 12° 37' 00" E 20.00 feet; therce
S 77° 23’ 00" E 30.00 feet; thence N 12° 37° 60" E $6.30 feet;thence N 77° 23' 00" W 217.00
@ fees, thence N 12° 37 00" E 85.00 feet to the point of beginning.
PARCEL2
BEGINNING at 2 point on the northerly Jine of said arca S 77° 23' 00" E 391.89 feet from the
northwest corner of said ares; thence along said northerly fine S 77° 23' GO" E $0.00 feet;
thence leaving said nonb&i?' line § 12° 37° 00" W 85.00 fect; thence S 77°23' 00" E 217.00
fret; thence §°12° 37° 00™ W 96.30 feet; thence N 77° 23' 00" W 30.00 feet; thence ’
S 12°37° 00" W 20.30 feet; thence S 77° 23' 00™E 30.00 feet; thence S 12° 37° 00" W 33.70 I
feet to the southerly line of said arca; thence along said southerly line N 77° 23' 00" W 1060.00 \
feet; thence Kwving 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 135.00 fezt to the point of beginning.

FARCEL3

BEGINNING at a point on the northerly line of szid arca S 77° 23' 00" E $03.89 feet from the
northwest comer of said area; thence élon:3 said nostherly line S 77° 23' 00™ E 50.00 fect;
thence leaving said northerly line S 12° 37 00™ W 135.00 fect; therice N 77°23' 00" W 135.00 ,,
feet; thence S 12° 37° 00" W 100.00 feet t3'the southerly line of said area; thence along said
southerly line N 77° 23’ 00" W 100.00 fect; thence leaving said southerly line N712°37°00" E
150.00 feet; thence S 77°23° 00" E 185.00 feey; thence N.12° 37° 00" E 85.00 feet 10 the point
of beginning.

.

END OF DESCRIPTION

REVISED GCTOBER 3, 1990 BY LLB.
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SERMIRATIN  HOWARD 11NN

- . e MARZ L GENTY ¢t pus , . .
\\l“_\ v Y . Sl Wy, Do B ot /‘4-"/
T0: Office of Dlanniniiand Regiilen PROM: (Public Agency) ,
T 1400 Tenth Street, ‘Room 121 ity of Wevaye ¥
Sacramentce, CA 83314

STAIEST: Piltng of Notics of Deterwlnstion 4n compliance with Section 21i06 or
21152 = 2he Buhlis Reszureo Coda,

ProjJect Wil - « ,
s oo, Raer = S ]
Sukmitted to £ nghoud
A “AAN sz e “is) 897- 4241
T o A 21§ 24 153-170- 12 $ 61

wm&, ANDUSTRIGL PARIL. ConTRinBLG 300, 000
. . 1U16008  INTY sIME Loty

(, This {8 to advise that the STy _oF Nevam ]

i&aﬁ' ﬁmy or Responsible Agency)
@% has approved the atnve described project on

{2/15/87  and tas mde the folloo-
e)
iog determinstionsy regarding the above deseribsd projact:

1. Tae project __ wetll, {7111 oot have o sigolficant effect oa the
environment,
2. An Environmental Impact. Report was prepared for this project
PRASGEEE o the provisicas of ctqa. .
X_. A legative Declaraticn was prepared for this project puirsuamt to
the provisiocs of TEQA,

3. HMitigation mermyres wia, UeFe not made a cosditicn of the ap-
proval of e project.

4. A statemsat of Overridicg Conatderations -ms, X was. oot
this project. ) S

SQUARE. FRET oF Fuoee ACTA, X

.

sdopted for

TS 13 to ¢avtify that the £insl EIR with

( Tonments and responses and record of
. preject approval ig availoble to the Geseral Public at:

s r

s m on
PHEIED
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GOLDEN GATE BUSINESS PARK 2CNE CHANGE 20 87-008

HASTER PLAN NP 87-003 AND APPEAL:OF PRECISE DEVELOPMENT ‘PLAN
FD 87-002 (AL) (ORDINAKCE NOS. 1155 & 1156) RESOLUTION

®0.. 217-87) (file 207-01)

TO ‘CONSIDER A HEGATIVE DECLARATION, ZONE CHANGE, MASTER PLAN AND APPEAL
GF THE PRECISE DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR AN INDUSTRIAL/OFFICE PARK WITH
300,000 sq. FT. OF FLOOR AREA LOCA(ED ON 20 ACRES AT THE SOUTH END OF
FRAMKLIN AVENUE ©N THE EAST SIDE OF U.S. 10!; CWNER: CAPITAL
‘PROPERTIES ASSCCIATES; APPLICANT: AKTERMARK INTERESTS; ERGINZIER:
STUBER-3TRUEH ASSCCIATES; ASSESSOR'S -PARCEL NOS. 153~144-21 ARD 24 AND
153-3170-13 AND 51 .

Senfor Planrer Alsn iarure in his scaff Teport noted thag, cven {f the
rezoning master plam 13 zdopted, the property s21ll could be des “‘oped
in arcordance with the precise development plan approved in 1984 for a
140~condoainium preject. He stazed that thz primary eavironmaental
concerns wgre noise, traffic and visval. The Design Review Comaittee
found this proposal to be the zont acceptsble of che various plans
seen, slthough there are concaras chat 1t will block views of the ‘open
spuce to the sast. He notad that the proposal includes two three-story
buildings con-site; ths othsr ssven butldings are proposad as one-story
styuetures. - -

. 1Y
The pudlic hearing was opuned.

Bave Kenyon, property ownar, adviasd chat che site wvas originally .zoned
cozmarcial and then rezoned residential, snd chat six acres vere
dediceted to ths Flood Controi Discrice. He noted, in response to
Councll Hember Hoors, that the plan calls for 202 coverage for the
footprints of ths bullding, &nd coneluded that the project has che
support of the neighborhood, Planning Commiseion and Planning scaff.

Parrick HeDermott, Intermark Interest, Architect, indicecea that they
kave an option on the propexsy and ehar fr is s changed project froa— —
the erizinal warehouse concept vith soze of a wide corridor isage. He
stated that $20,000 to $50,000 per aonth {n sales tax could be
generated and that chey plan to aetract wore of an urban upscale
clientelc. Hs noted the estimated 630 Jobs will help reduce the
c..agestion on 131 4f the employees ara local or ccme from San Rafael.
They have hesrd from five firms fn San Rafael vho are interested fn
locating in the park. A bridge will be constructed for sccess to the
industrial park. He {llustrated on the plans nov the project is
divided with a wide corridor that will be landscapad.. He refcrred to a
January 3 eppesl letter (of the pracisze development plan) afd Giscussed
ths sondicicns they were appealing.

Council Mamber Msoxe indicsted thae he was pleazed they are moving away
from the warshouse type buildings and asked how che projact would ba
signed. Pacrick McDevrmote veplied chat the major focus of the sigeing
vould be towards Roliné Hay.

NOVATO CITY COUNCIL )

. MINUTE E)’,CEE_{PT

CEBT121S DATE . (3=i5 - §7]
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Dave Xenyca spoke tc soze of che fssuee of the appeal of che conditives
of the precise devaleopment plan. He noted that they do not Plan za use
the Golden Cate Bridgs panels stored on'their property as it would bo
too gxpensive. He trequestad that Condition 11d desling with bridge
paintenance be elinminated. He also addressed their concerns that a
Conditions iZs, b & c be eliminsted snd chat they be zllowed by the
City to lsase tha Franklin Avenue vight-of-way for erployee pavrking
until such time as the City dcotereines they nsed the property.

Districh Strosh, Stubar-Strosh Associutas, advised chat the bridge is 7
typical CalTrans concrete reinforcsd low 2aintenance bridge.

Caorge fohan, 2183 Feliz Drive, indicatad that he was associated wvith
the Bedford project next door and that the Golden Cace Business Park
was & good project that fulfilled the maeds Zcr jobe 3ad a lar(yvr tax
base. lHe believes the City should maintain the bridge, and nojed that
the Golden Cate Business Park and the Bedford Project are compitible
and wiZl reinforce each other.

In response to Council Mombar Moore's questions regarding trip
generation into the Bedford property, John Dowder of DKS § Associates,
noted that figures have improved since the last time Council considered
the property. He clarified chac the morning paak hours are not higher
and that tha eveaing hours are such lowar with ths current proposed aix
in the park. In response to Council Member Hoore's concern he
acknowledged that there vag no retail planned for tha proposed
project.- -

‘Hanna Gaupmaun, 13 Fox Court, spoke in favor of the project and,
supported the cul-de-gac at the uorth end of the frecvay.

Clark Blasdell, Executive Divector of NEY, raccemended’ that Cpuncil

consider finding mitigation mecharisms to help escsdlish a joh/housing
belance. He also spoke in favor of the City allcwing the developer to
lcsse tha City property. '

Pat McDersott rasponded €o Council Membar Moore's earlier quedtion that

they ancicipate 670 loft-hand turms to the Bedford projeet during peak
bours. .

The pubdlic hearing vas closed.

Counc2l tembar Hoove expressed concarn regarding t.affic ganeration.
Ha noted :hat vhen Goldez Gate Business Park, Bedford and and the Habn
project are duilt-ouz, a traffic level service of D" {s anticipataed.
He was aleo “oncarmed by the lack of view corridors snd thas signing of
ths project. BHa motaed while Council gave a signal early on by
approving the zoning change, ha felt they should have more informaeion
of what ths people to tnz novch znd east waat.

Council Henber Gray sgreed thst ha wseld like to feel more confortable
wich ghe traffic.

QeeT1215
01/06/88




Council Mamber Moore moved, sacondad by Council Member Gray, to dircce
a focused EIR for traffic inpacts. -

Dave Kenyon noted cthat the saster plan and precise development plan
pruvided for a vahicle reduction through a Traffic Systems Management
(TSH) Progran. PRI :

John Dowden sdvised that che 1986 figures show 565 ousbound erips in
peak hours aad chat the currene figures which arze 8 zonths old show 318
trips, which brings ¢ tp to the beginaing of level service “D" gndg
that TSM will reduce {t even further.

The City Planmer clarified thae TS may be phased {n over 2 two-year
period frem ghe opaning of each businass, but after that {f the goal is
ROT Bag, penalties say be inposed.,

In response to Council Megber Gray, Pat McDermore axplained thac a 202
teduction smeanz reducing the ceaffic unics during peak hours n peak
tutn lames. Eaployee surveys, which evaluate compliance with the TS™
goals, must be submice :
begin vhen full occup es for another tcen
years. The City Planner clarified to Council Hesher Cope that the
eaployed survey {s tied to each business 1in the projecet.

Counczil Maember Qraj.taapcnded to Pac McDermcte that che Countyuvide 7S¥
Ordinancs would da voluntary in the baginning. .

Council Membsr Moora staced cshat the ecaffic nitigacions should be
izposed on the davaloper vather then oa the individual businesses.

Dave Kenyon argsed that the project will produca Jobs that will cauze a
countaer-cotmute vhich could szrve an a sicigecion.

Council Member Gray stated ther he vould votz agalnst a focusad EIR
because ke vas'satisfied that the project would produce johs for Yovaco
¢itizens, ucilize TSH and produce-s-counterecommute afcvation. . _

The motion fatled 1-4, wigh Mayor fu:ner and Council Members Cope, Gray
and Endghe dissenting. .

Hoyor Turner moved, szcanded by Council Membgy Cray, to approve the.
Nagative Daclarscion. The motion carried 4-1, vith Counril HMeabar
Hoste dissenting.

Council Hemder Cray woved, saconded by Council Hember Copu;: to
introduce and waive furcher resding of cthe ordinance amending the
zening designsticn.

Council Menber Ksore gtated that ba would vote yes to avotd haviny the
ordinance rsac in 1ts entirety and wi}l vole no at tha second read!ns’

The motion carried uunanizgusly,
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*Couneil Member Gray movaed, secended by Council Member Cope, to
incroduce and walve further rcading of the ordinance approving che

Golden-Gate Busiress Park Master Plan. -

Council Hember fray moved, saconded by Council Member Cope, to amend
khe nain mozion to amend Condition 3 of the master plan to read as
follows: ™A barrier vill be comstructed ac the Franklin Avenue and
Alice Street intarsection to block the vzhicular traffic of the general
public in order to prevant vendalism, and drinking in parked cars om
Franklin Avenuc 2s described by the nefghborhood. Said darrier,
hovever., would allow access by emergeacy vahicles, bicyclas end
padestrian traffic.¥ - .

Trz Cizy Engineer tecoaaaéded alternate langiage for Condition 3.
$I~ussion followed 2ad he clarified that similar expariences.of
otoaxioun uses of the right-of-uay had occurrsd at a rroject near the
Firezman's Fund building, and that staff had felt there were some
translatable featurss that would work well at this jiojece.

Council Membar Cope noted that since the neighborhood was villing co
bsrs the barrisr on their sfde of the fraeway, he would support the
asendment o the master pian.

The s2cadmont to tha main agtion carried unaniaously.

Discussicn followed regavding Conditicn & of the master plan and the
City Engineer bxpressed concern regardiag the applicant's rtaquest to be
slloved. 'to legse the Fraankifn Avenue. right-of-way without gualifying

studies deing done. He recosmended zlternate langusge for
Condicion 4.

Dave Kenyon stagtad that the approval of the lease coculd ke granted with
the condition that ¢ be in conformanca witli che state code and that
the park businssses would be rasponsible fof zaintaining che
landscsping, bike path and parking areas.

Tha City Enginger aaphahgged that a révokable license cr lease that wvas
recommended by the deveioper would have 2o be brought back for Counell
spproval. )

Council Hember Gray aoted that a policy decéistion would have to be made
vhether lsasing the Franklin Avenue rizit-of-way for parking was an
apprepriste ues. S e .

Ths City Planner respr wded that the project could be subdivided and
than there would be = ¢ than cne property ovner u2ing the
right-of-wvay, %Tha En. !neering staff waes concerned that the bike path
and laudacaping weuld o in ths right-of~uay as well.

Council Masber Xnight sxpressed interest in the. ravenue that the Cicy
‘would goin ‘1€ the propesty ware leased.

Council KHembor Knight moved, ceconded by Counecil Membar Gray, to-zacnd
Condition & as follows: "As a matter of policy, the Council does mot

£ cc8r218
-0§/06/88
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-cbject ¢o the use of the portioca of Feanklin Avenus adjacent to the
project provided that an acceptsablc dagign €0 tncluds the bfcycle path
which meets state code and a lessa payment can be negotiated.” The
anendment to the gsin sotion eacrried unanizously.

Council Haaber Moore scaged that he. wvould vote yes on tha first teading
of the master plan ordfnence to avoid having it resd in its entirety,
and vote ao at the second' reading.

The nain saeion &3 zmavded carzied urninipously.

Council Hember Copa nnvad; geconded by Council %ezber Knight, to
approve ¢ha -Golden Gate Business Park Precise Buvelopment Plan.

Council Menbara tgore and Gray axpressed coencern regarding the appeal
of Comdition 11d of the precise development plan and that thay should
be regquized to taka the zesponsibilicy of maintaining the bridge..

Council Hember Xaight atgued that tois project would generace revenue
and an gscimatad 660 jobs, and chat cthe City ghould be responsible for
the maingenance.

Counci) Hamber Cope agreed and stated thst it vas remarkable that the
developer 1is villing to coastyuet & $1.% sillion dridge. He
recommanded addisng a8 condizion that for 3 certain nusber of years the
bridge "will be monitored for cemstructien defects.

Mayor Yurner added that ke was firglling to .sccept zesponsibilicy to have
the City maintain the bridge.

Council. Henbez Enight soved, secoadad by Hayor Turmer, RO amend the
pafn meedon and deletes Condition 1l4. Tha zmendpent to rhe maia motion

carried 3-2, wich Council Hagbers Gray and dHoore dissenting.

Council Meuber Raight movaed, secondad by Mayor Turmer, to amend th:

sain wotion aa\gdd-“e-goal-ozﬁ_zs.:ba.Zinas_aan:na:e betw@cn-"zrips.hxﬂ.
end Pnot luss thay 202.%

.
*

Council Heumber Gray was concarned that if the condition was nodificd as
requested, iT vesld not be massurable .

7he amendment to the aain zotion failed 2-3,. vith Council Hemberu Cop2,
Gray and Hoove disseating.

Coauncil Member Gray soved, saconded by Msyor Turner, to asend the main
gotion to read: “for & petiod not to exceed six years after 502
cccupancy.” Tbe wmoeion carvied unanisously.

Council Member Cops moved, seconded by Council Mesber Knight, to amend
the sain motion tO sdd to the end of Condicien 6: "Such stops shall be
provided at the time service is provided by the Ccliden Gate Bridze
Districe. Mo physicsl seconfiguration of tha atreat profile shall be
raquired when ghe S8Lops &S provided. The Cicy shall cequire & bead or

$ceanials
61/06/88
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other similar guarantee that. these skops are provided subject to the
- approval of the City Enginasr.” The motion carried unaninmously.

Counclil Member Gray moved, seconded by Council Member Cope, to amend

Riiataes ’ the siin mntion to 24d to the end of Lcuditioen 7: “as detatled in the
© subaitted ptecize dcvelop&eat piln, end as approved by the Design '
-7 Bevicw Committee.” The motion carried unanimously.

Council Hembaz Cray moved, seconded by Mayor Tugner, 3v amend ‘the main
.. motios to add the sentence: “IThis shall not preclude the usa oft
landscape berms for landscaping uses caly, subject to the approval of
- the Coamunity Develogment staff." The zution :carried unatimously,

- - Council Nembor Gray moved, secondsd by Mayor Turner, to asend the main .
motion to dalete the words “drtdaing benesth™ snd subscitute “span of"
and add to the last sentence uubject to ths epproval of tha Harin
County Flogod Control Di{scrice.” The motfen cazrried unanizmously.

Council Hembar Cope moved, saconded by Council Member Gray, to aaund,
the main motion to conforu Comditfons 128, b, ¢, d & £ {n the ptecise
davelopmsnt plas to Condiigicns 3 and & in the mastar plan. The moticn
earried unanimcusly.

The main moticn 85 amanded carried 4~1, with Council Hember Moore
disseneing. .

) T fedanals
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Stégf Member: i!fn Lazure
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A. PROJZCT ISFORH&TIQH'

1. Mame of Ptojecs:. Loldeg Gope Businman poet
Z087-003, MP87-803 PR87-002
253~144-2) & 24, 153~

2. File R;feten:e:

3. Patcel'xo.(s): 17n.13 & St R
B. ‘zxvznoxusxraz INPACTS anp uxrxcarzox.xzasuass

Explanatjon for all wyegn 3nd “mayber 3

asvers shall be Provided og the 3ttachad \
cheet together with recomvended aitizaticn Me3gurag, '
. Yes tavhe No Not Anoiic:ble
1. Eazek wiip the proposa} Tesult {n:

a. Substaneiz)
displacemene

excavation, £illing,

+ O othey dizlurbance
. of the so0il? X
: . S - L .
b. Ingre§sed expesure of pPeople oy )
Property to geologic hazardsz2 : X — I
€. Substaneial erosion gp X
siltation*™

——— —— — -
d. Iatroduction of substaaris)
amouats of chenica v Baseoug
or radicactive faterials ineo - - TS e e —— :
the natdeal envirvnaEﬁE'(xncluding
. [N &1 >, 3 ov 3 - 9 N
: fet.xlxzers, Pesticides, etc. X
2. ir. Will the Propozal resulp in:
3. Substantial air enissions . ) -
or deterioration of ambicae ..
Sir qualicy? — . S —~—
b. The creation of objee- N
s ' -
Cionable sdogs? ¥
3. VYater.

Hill zhe Preposal resyly in:

3. Substantigl altecazion of
existinyg abs2TEting T2es,
deainage pPalterns

534
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. . Yes . Hayde No Not Applicable
. b. Substantial alterations to.
S the ponding or course of flovw . .
. of flood wazecs? . X

€. Exposuce of people or property .
to watev-telated hazacds?

e

d. Substaatial changs in the ..
Quantity or f£low charactes-
istics of groundwater? , X

e. Adverze eflfects ‘upon the

. quality of any surface body .
of water? X

. Fire Will the propnsal resuit ia:

8. Substantizl inereased poteatial for x
destructive fires within natural areas?

b. A substantisl red:ction in the level
of fire safety? X

$. Plaat and Animal Life. Will the
propsal gesule ig:

a. Substantial chﬁnse in the diversity
of species er number of aay species -
of plants or animals? , X-

b. Reduczion in number of aay uaique, .
rare or eandoangered plants oe .
aninals or communities of .such? X

. c. Introduction of esotic plants
20d anizsls to the detriment of
native species? -

d. Substzatial zeduction in prime x
agricultural acreage or use?

6. HNeise. Will the propesal result ia:*

a. Significant imcrease in exizstiag .
amdient noise levels? . X

b. ‘Exposure of people to moise
levels above those desirable
for Rhe intended. use? X

7.  Aesthetics. Will ke project result
in » significant and demonsirable
negative aeschetic effecs?

Bs/A. ~26-
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No, ot Aenlicable

Land Use. Will the peojoct result

in sa ioducement tO geovth ia the .
surrounding 3res?

Natursl Resour;es. Will :he:§20p0331
cesult in: )

a. Substantial increase in the pste
of usc or deplution of amy aazural
tesource? -

Transportazior/Circulation. Hill
the propesal zzsult ias

a. Generation of subszantial additicnal
teaffic such that existing levels
of sezrvice will deteriorate?

Demand for new oc improved
transportation facilities?

Increase in traffic hazards?

Elimination of ‘possibility foc
futuze t:aaspgt§§tipn system
inprovements ot quansionz?

Inadequate means of. escape ox
evacuation in an emecgency?

Public Secvices. Will the proposal have
a signiticant effect upon, or tesullt

in a nced fur new or altorved goveramens
tal services?

Utilities. Wilk the proposal have

2 sizmticant effect upoa atilicy
systens iacluding usanticipated demands
on tasie systems?

Communitv. Will the proposal vesult in:
a. Sianificanc public controveesy
relasted o an ecavizoumental tusue?

Signifiéant displacement of people
or the disruption of establizhed
neigtidochowis?

:j,‘étj{ 88/
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€. Croation o7 unanticip-ted demands

on- delivery of health o¢ gocial X
s2rviceos? . :

14, Enersy. Will the Proposal’ result in: :

wre

[
‘|F
H

No Mot Applicabie

3. Inefficieac utilization ot energy?

b.

Discouragesaiic of alternative |
ellergy acurecs CY transpocation
modes?

. ) 2N

15.

Archeoioricailﬁistoricai. Wi1! the, .

arce

Proposal result in an 2lterzticn of 3 :
sianificsat\agcheoiogicai or historicai
site. struceuvs, objece, or building?

16, Plon Conformity.
P Al oatormivy

3. 1a this '
with zhe pelicies aad |

Plan or specific
3res plang of the City?

Y. I3 the ptop9331 inconsistent with
the plaag aad ‘policies of ather
Sgencies having-jurisdicnion?

——— - e ea—— x -
17.

Handatory Fiadiags of Significance

3. Dogs the project have tha potential
t> degrade the Quality of

the en-
vironment, éuhstantially reduce the

t wiidlife species,

dlife populaticn . — -
sustaining levels,

te 2 plant ar

. ——— s e -L-
b. Does the project have 3 potential

e achieve short-term, to the dis-
. advantage of long-term, enviconmental

goala?

S

8874
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c. Does the pre;cct have imp3its uhxgh
are individually limitzd, but
curulazively conszderabie* {"Cuzu-~
IStively conziderable” means that tie
ificremental effects of an individual
project are consider3ble 'when viewed
in coanection witk the effccts of past
projects, curreat projects, and
prehable future preajects.) R

Yot doclicahle

‘Does the projest Have environe
mental effevtm which will cause
substan:x:l adverse effedti.on
kuman beings, either directly

o2 indirectly? X

Questions aniwered "yes" or "mavba" by staff in the sbove lizting cons
2 recomwmended finding of sigrificance until the favirounmental Coordi=s

makes his/her detéemination. Modification of fiadinws :equ-zcd br tha
Eavironnental Coordinator must be noted in the checklist

-
-
.
< -

DETERNMINATION (Te b2 filled out by the Environmental Coordinatoc folio:: 1Y
his/her evaluation of the Initial Study)

On the basis of this Inizial Study:

1. It is found that the proposed project WILL NOT hawe sx

-‘.1.- 1 e

e
effect on the envxxonﬂcn:. and a3 DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLAATICY {:

will be prepaccd by the lead City deparuaent.

€j£:> It is found that although the proposed project could have 4
significant effect za the eavicomzent, there will not be 2 si13-
aificant effect in this iastance bccau.o feasible mitization
Reasures exist for impacts iduatificd as si; matficant in the
Initial Study. Theze measures are:

- - — . —— —
- - .

a. Reflected in zevised exhibits submitted for approval
by the ap pplicaat. :

b. Desceibed in statements attachedt with the veitten
concurrence of the applicant 23 to tht".ca sibslity
and acceptabilizy.

Based oa the foregoing, 2 DRAFT NEGATIVE DLCLAATION will be
prepaced.

ft iz found that the proposed projret MAY have 3 sicnificant
(feet on the enn;r~umcut, and an ENVIRORIENTAL DIPACT KEPORT

Date f@*@ VA

8378
20/2%!63




£ e F ek 3 FREPIE pair 3 et SRS e, v, 2R oy FIEE ST R O LT BRI ks
B AATD VT 1 R OO B P S IASLTENN IR SIS S 43¢ £ OO TECY NARS 53 VAT A Sl I AN NN s SR T RO AIETT S0 S TSIY T BT TUER 43 N LTI CATC A LR DO s STITAR s R S W e MU ST ADE AT RIS fa Ay VR 1 et AR i BT A O VI U 27DE2 5 s e

. . - ¢

P T
A ek

-GOLDEN GATE BUSINESS PARK

N

Explanation and.axciga:!on measures for all factors checked “yes.”

la, The site has been used eoxtensively over the years as a disposeal
araa for excess soils from construction projects, including
alterstion due to the U.S. 101 freevay copatruction. The proposed
developmant will entail substantial amounts of lmperviocus
surfacss, including buildings, streets anid patking areas. Several
feet of £111 material will be required to bring the finish floor
elevations at minisun heights Telative -to a 100-yszr flood.

altered. An engincered surface and subsurface storm drainage
systes will be f{ngtzlled. Disposition of site drainage will de 2o
a2 system along the raillroad right-of-way and to Novato Trsek.

this new drainsge system will climinate ponding and site flooding
for stormn up to a 1C0-ycar strangth.

10b. ‘Hew tzansportation facilities such as an off-ramp extension for
northbound 10! w111 be nonstructed as & result of chs Rowland
laza devclopment. This off-ramp, however, i{s also needed to
gerve the subjest site becsuse {t shares a cormon access with
kowland Plaze, cthas being Rowland Way. -Additfonally to serve thic
site, & nev dccoss bridge will de required to c¢xtend Rowland Way .
&cross Movato Creek.

Unce the east side of U.5. 101 is developed, sdditfonsl police
paczols and Fire Discrict responses will most likely result. For
this project 2lons, new police and fire personnel would not be
aeedsa, howsver, as & cuvaulative fmpact is crested by full
developmeat of the cast side, thiz may not be true.

}7¢. The cumulacive. inpacts.of this pfbject ang the assaciagzzip:ojec:s
aloog the cast side of U.S. 101 will oprimarily center around
additlonal traffic cengestion en U.S. 101. While resclution of
trafiic congestion on the freeway 2s » regional problen, this
project, as vas required of the Rowland Plaza project, will need
to ingtitute a TSH (Traffic Systems Management) program to reduce
inpaceta.

o -
‘R/3739
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3a/b. As addressaed in la above, the site will be substancially





