MARINWOOD COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to Section 21000 et. seq. of the Public Resources Code and Marin County Environmental Impact Review
Guidelines and Procedures, a Negative Declaration is hereby granted for the following project.

1. Project Name: Marinwood Park Maintenance Facilities Replacement Project
2. Location and Description: 775 Miller Creek Road, San Rafael, Marinwood/Assessor’s Parcel # 164-260-35

The Marinwood Community Services District is proposing removal of the existing park maintenance modular
building and the park maintenance facilities (storage sheds, fenced storage enclosure and storage bins) located
adjacent to the banks of Miller Creek and restoration of the area to a natural setting. Two non-native pine trees located
some distance from the creek bank will be removed. No work is proposed to occur in the creek or on its banks.

A new 2,500 square foot storage shed/shop and approximately 1,960 square foot fenced storage enclosures are
proposed. The location is as far as is practical away from the creek.

3. Project Sponsor: Marinwood Community Services District
4. Finding:

Based on the attached Initial Study and prior to the public hearing, it is my judgement that:

O The project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

X The significant effects of the project noted in the Initial Study attached have been mitigated

by modifications to the project so that the potential adverse effects are reduced to a point
where no significant effects would occur.

g; Cié—L : Date: 6{/{/*

Eric Dreikosen, District Manager

Based on the attached Initial Study and the testimony received at a duly noticed public hearing on
2018, a Negative Declaration is granted.

Date:

President, Marinwood Community Services District
Board of Director

5. Mitigation Measures:

00 No potential adverse impacts were identified, therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
X  Please refer to mitigation measures in the attached Initial Study.

(0  The potential adverse impacts have been found to be mitigable as noted under the following factors in
the Initial Study attached.

All of the mitigation measures for the above effects will be incorporated into the project.

Other conditions of approval in support of these measures may also be advanced.



6. Preparation:

This Negative Declaration was prepared by the Marinwood Community Services District. Copies may
be obtained at the address listed below.

Marinwood Community Services District
Attn: Eric Dreikosen

775 Miller Creek Road

San Rafael, CA 94903

(415) 479-0775

Monday — Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.



MARINWOOD COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

INITIAL STUDY

PARK MAINTENANCE FACILITY REPLACEMENT PROJECT

l BACKGROUND

Marinwood Community Services District

A. Project Sponsor Name 775 Miller Creek Road

and Address: San Rafael, CA 94903-1323

B. Lead Agency Name and Address:  Marinwood Community Services District
775 Miller Creek Road
San Rafael, CA 94903-1323
Eric Dreikosen, District Manager

C. Agency Contact: (415) 479-7751

edreikosen@marinwood.org

IIl. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A.

1 . Project Maintenance Building
Project Title: Replacement Project

Project Location: 775 Miller Creek Road, San Rafael
Marin County, CA
Assessor's Parcel 164-260-35
Marin Countywide Plan
Land Use Designation: OS, Open Space

Marin County Zoning: OA, Open Area

Description of Project:
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The project is located at 775 Miller Creek Road, west of Highway 101, off Lucas
Valley Road and Miller Creek Road, in the community of Marinwood (Figure 1). Itis
mapped on the Novato USGS quadrangle (38.030667°N and -122.551146°W) at 65
to 70" in elevation. The project is located on a large parcel owned by the Marinwood
Community Services District that includes their administrative office, Marinwood
Community Center, Marinwood Community Park (pool, picnic area, tennis courts,
playground), fire house, and a pathway that extends from Miller Creek Road to Las
Gallinas Avenue. Miller Creek runs through the parcel and adjacent to the existing
park maintenance building. Miller Creek drains an area of approximately 12 square
miles. It flows through the unincorporated community of Marinwood and enters San
Pablo Bay near Mclnnis County Park.
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According to the Marin County Community Development Agency website, the parcel
(APN# 164-260-35) is designated as Open Area (OA; Marin County 2017d). The
"OA zoning district is intended for areas of the County committed to open space
uses, as well as environmental preservation; however, it also allows parks and
playgrounds, public safety facilities and storage related to these uses." A portion of
the parcel is also designated as a Stream Conservation Area (Marin County 2017c).

Vegetation within the project site, including both the proposed project area and a
buffer around it, consists primarily of upland ruderal and riparian woodlands along
Miller Creek. The site is bordered by residential development directly to the north,
Miller Creek Road and a graveled access driveway to west, Miller Creek and an
ephemeral drainage to south, and a continuation of a pathway and additional creek
side habitat to the east. Recreation facilities, a school, and residential development
occur in the surrounding areas. As noted above, the site is accessed from a gravel
road directly off Miller Creek Road. This pathway extends beyond the site all the way
to Las Gallinas Avenue.

See Biological Resources Assessment, dated November 2017, by Prunuske
Chatham, Inc., attached as Appendix A for additional information.

EXISITING PARK MAINTENANCE FACILITIES HISTORY

Existing park maintenance facilities are located in the northwesterly corner
of the subject site approximately 250 feet easterly of Miller Creek Road
and between the northerly bank of Miller Creek and the southerly (rear) property
line of residential lots fronting on Quietwood Drive.

The facilities currently receive water from the Marin Municipal Water District, sanitary
sewer service from the Las Gallinas Valley Sanitary District, electricity from PG&E
telephone from AT&T, and fire protection from the Marinwood Fire Department. The
site is accessed via a drive from Miller Creek Road.

The current approximately 720-square foot wooden shop and storage structure was
originally constructed in 1965. In the ensuing years, the footprint expanded with the
addition of an added approximately 1,150-square foot fenced storage area, smaller
storage sheds and storage bins and eventually a second approximately 650-square
foot enclosed structure connecting to the original building.

In 2001, the District placed an approximately 360-square foot modular
office building directly across the path from the maintenance building. It is
located approximately 8 feet southerly of the rear fences ofthe residences
fronting Quietwood Drive. it contains a restroom and a coffee/lunch area. Water,
sewer and electricity were brought to this building and the phone line was
redirected, providing a more appropriate place for park staff to meet
and perform administrative work.
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Throughout the years, the maintenance facility has severely deteriorated through use
and primarily weather. District staff has applied various fixes and repairs as needed
that can best be described as "Band-Aids" intended to extend the useful life of the
current facility, not provide a permanent repair. One of the larger temporary repairs
performed by staff included adding a pitched roof over the existing roof to assist
drainage and prevent a roof collapse from water weight in heavy winters. This
occurred at some point approximately mid-2000s. While the District did explore a
complete roof replacement, it was determined by a structural engineer at the time
that this was throwing good money after bad and the District should instead opt to
replace the entire structure, and the District abandoned this initiative. Rather, the roof
was tarped seasonally to prevent leaks and puddling.

PROJECT

The project involves removal of the existing park maintenance facilities modular
building and the park maintenance facilities (storage sheds, fenced storage
enclosure and storage bins) located adjacent to the banks of Miller Creek
and restoration of the area to a natural setting. Two non-native pine trees
located some distance from the creek bank will be removed. No work is
proposed to occur in the creek or on its banks except for Mitigation
Measures 8(a.b.)-26.

A new 2,500 square foot storage shed/shop and approximately 1,960 square
foot fenced storage enclosures are proposed. The location, as shown on the
Site Plan (Figure 2), is as far as is practical, approximately 55 feet, away from
the near top of creek bank.

TECHNICAL REPORTS
As a part of this project, the Marinwood C.S.D. has had the following
technical reports prepared to help define and address potential impacts

from the proposed project:

Biological Resources Assessment
Biological Resources Assessment, Prunuske Chatham, Inc., November 2017.

Cultural Resources Evaluation
Cultural Resources Evaluation, Archaeological Resource Services, May 23, 2018.

These documents are hereby incorporated by referenced and are attached as
Appendix A and Appendix B.
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FIGURE 1: LOCATION MAP
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CIRCULATION AND REVIEW

This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is being circulated for a 30-day review
and comment period pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines
Section 15073. It is being circulated to all agencies that have jurisdiction over the subject
property or the natural resources affected by the project and to consultants, community
groups, and interested parties to attest to the completeness and adequacy of the
information contained in the Initial Study as it relates to the concerns which are germane
to the agency's or organization’s jurisdictional authority or to the interested parties’ issues.

Marin County Agencies:

Marin County Community Development Agency
Marinwood Community Services District - Fire Department
Marin Municipal Water District

Las Gallinas Valley Sanitary District

Other Agencies:

o U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
e San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
e California Department of Fish and Wildlife

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
Pursuant to Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Marinwood Community
Services District (CSD) has prepared this Initial Study. The Initial Study evaluation is a
preliminary analysis of a project which provides the CSD with information to use as the
basis for deciding whether to prepare an EIR or Negative Declaration. The points
enumerated below describe the primary procedural steps undertaken by the CSD in
completing an Initial Study checklist evaluation and, in particular, the manner in which
significant environmental effects of the project are made and recorded.

A. The determination of significant environmental effect is to be based on substantial
evidence contained in the administrative record and environmental data consisting
of factual information regarding environmental resources and relevant
environmental goals and policies. As a procedural device for reducing the size of
the Initial Study document, relevant information sources cited and discussed in
topical sections of the checklist evaluation are incorporated by reference into the
checklist (e.g. general plans, zoning ordinances). Each of these information
sources has been assigned a number which is shown in parenthesis following
each topical question and which corresponds to a number on the data base source
list provided herein as Attachment 1. Other sources used or individuals contacted
may also be cited in the discussion of topical issues where appropriate.

B. In general, a Negative Declaration shall be prepared for a project subject to CEQA
when either the Initial Study demonstrates that there is no substantial evidence that
the project may have one or more significant effects on the environment. A Negative
Declaration shall also be prepared if the Initial Study identifies potentially significant
effects, but revisions to the project made prior to release of the Negative
Declaration for public review would avoid or reduce such effects to a level of
less than significance, and there is no substantial evidence before the CSD that
the project as revised will have a significant effect on the environment. A signature
block is provided in Section VII of this Initial Study to verify that the CSD has
agreed to incorporate mitigation measures into the project in conformance with
this requirement.
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C. All answers to the topical questions must take into account the whole of the action
involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level,
indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts. Significant
unavoidable cumulative impacts shall be identified in Section V of this Initial Study
(Mandatory Findings of Significance).

D. A brief explanation shall be given for all answers except "Not Applicable” answers
that are adequately supported by the information sources the CSD cites in
the parenthesis following each question. A "Not Applicable" answer is adequately
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does
not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g. the project falls outside a fault
rupture zone). A "Not Applicable" answer shall be discussed where it is based on
project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g. the project will not expose
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

E. "Less Than Significant Impact" is appropriate if an effect is found to be less than
significant based on the project as proposed and without the incorporation of
mitigation measures recommended in the Initial Study.

F. "Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated" applies where the incorporation of
recommended mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially
Significant Impact” to a "Less than Significant Impact." The CSD must describe the
mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less
than significant level.

G. "Significant Impact" is appropriate if an effect is significant or potentially significant,
or if the CSD lacks information to make a finding that the effect is less than
significant. If there are one or more effects which have been determined to be
significant and unavoidable, an EIR shall be required for the project.

H. The answers in this checklist have also considered the current State California
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines and Appendix G contained in those Guidelines.

V. ISSUES (and Supporting Information Sources):
1. LAND USE AND PLANNING.

Would the proposal:

a) Conflict with applicable Significant Potentially Less Than Not
environmental plans or Impact Significant Significant Applicable
policies adopted by Unless Impact
Marin County? Mitigated
(source #(s): 1.2.4.5.)

[1] [X] [ ] [ 1]

b) Conflict with applicable Significant Potentially Less Than Not
Countywide Plan Impact Significant Significant Applicable
designation or zoning Unless Impact
standards? Mitigated
(source #(s): 1.2.4.5.)

[ 1 [X] [ 1] [ 1
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The project site is governed by the land use designation contained in the Marin
Countywide Plan and by zoning standards contained in Title 22 of the Marin County
Code. The project site is located adjacent to Miller Creek Road and replaces existing
buildings which will be removed.

Marin Countywide Plan (CWP)

This project site which contains the existing park maintenance facilities also contains
the Marinwood Community Center, fire house, community pool, tennis courts and
other park facilitates. It is located within the City-Centered corridor of the Marin
Countywide Plan, which designates the site as OS, Open Space, consistent with
this land use designation. Due to most of the site's proximity to Miller Creek,
almost all of the site is within the SCA -- Stream Conservation Area.

Stream Conservation Area (SCA)

As noted above, almost all of the site is within the SCA. At this site the SCA consists of
the watercourse itself and a strip of land extending laterally 100 feet outward from the
top of the bank. Exceptions to full compliance with all SCA criteria and standards may
be allowed only if the following is true:

1. A parcel falls entirely within the SCA: or

2. Development on the parcel entirely outside the SCA either is infeasible or would
have greater impacts on water quality, wildlife habitat, other sensitive biological
resources, or other environmental constraints than development within the SCA.

SCAs are designated along perennial, intermittent and ephemeral streams as defined in
the Countywide Plan Glossary Regardless of parcel size, a site assessment is required
where incursion into an SCA is proposed or where full compliance with all SCA criteria
would not be met.

Development Code (Title 22)

The project site is governed by its OA -- Open Area-- zoning. Section 22.14.020 B
states "The OA zoning district is intended for areas of the County committed to open
space uses, as well as environmental preservation. The OA zoning district is consistent
with the Open Space, and Agricultural and Conservation land use categories of the
Marin Countywide Plan."

As listed in Table 2-9 of Title 22, public parks and playgrounds, storage and
accessory facilities are permitted uses with community centers, and public safety
facilities requiring a use permit.

Table 2-10 of Title 22 states that setbacks are not applicable to this zoning district. The
height limit is 15 feet, for accessory structures.

Community Plan

There is no community plan for this unincorporated area of Marin County.
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Consistency. The determination of policy consistency as discussed in this Initial Study
section represents Marinwood Community Services District's interpretation of policies.
However, this Initial Study does not determine policy consistency. The formal policy
consistency determinations are made by the County decision-makers.

Policy inconsistencies may not necessarily indicate significant environmental effects.
Section 15358(b of the CEQA Guidelines states that "effects analyzed under CEQA
must be related to a physical change in the environment."

Therefore, only those policy inconsistencies that would lead to a significant effect on the
physical environment are considered significant impacts pursuant to CEQA. Where
potentially significant environmental impacts are raised in the discussion below, they
have been mitigated to a less-than-significant impact and, therefore, project activities
are determined to be consistent with the relevant policies cited. Mitigations are
addressed further in the topical impact sections following plan policy analyses.

The environmental protection policies contained in Marin CWP that pertain to the
project include the following: (1) protection and, where possible, restoration of
the natural structure and function of riparian systems; (2) prevention of air,
water, and noise pollution; (3) protection of visual resources and amenities; (4)
protection of trees; and (5) minimization of grading activities. The relevant policies are
listed below, followed by the policy analyses. (See consistency note above.)

2007 Countywide Plan Policies

Policies BIO 4.1, 4.8, 4.15, 4.20 - Protect and Enhance the Stream Conservation
Area.

Consistent with Mitigation. The project involves removal of existing facilities immediately
adjacent to the creek bank, restoring the area adjacent to the creek bank and locating
the replacement facilities as far from the creek bank as site constraints permit. The
project will be subject to conditions imposed by Site Plan Review as established by the
Marin County Community Development Agency. Through the County's building permit
process the project would be required to implement standard measures for minimizing
erosion as detailed in Marin County Code Title 24, section 24.04.625 (g), "Scheduling
and timing of grading activities, timely revegetation of graded areas, the use of
hydroseed and hydraulic mulches, and installation of erosion control blankets. Sediment
control may include properly sized detention basins, dams, or filters to reduce entry of
suspended sediment into the storm drain system and watercourses, and installation of
construction entrances to prevent tracking of sediment onto adjacent streets. Pollution
prevention practices may include: designated washout areas or facilities, control of trash
and recycled materials, covering of materials stored on-site, and proper location of and
maintenance of temporary sanitary facilities. The combination of BMPs used, and their
execution in the field, must be customized to the site using up-to-date standards and
practices."

A Biological Resources Assessment was prepared by Prunuske Chatham, Inc. and is
attached as Exhibit "A" and incorporated by reference ("Chatham Report”). As
discussed more fully in Section V 8(a) and (b), removal of the old facility located
adjacent to the creek and replacement with a new structure set at least 55 feet away
from the top of near creek bank will greatly improve the habitat values on the site,
reduce the potential for pollutants and debris to enter Miller Creek, and provide a buffer
to fish and wildlife populations. Based on the conclusions of the Chatham Report and
subject to the mitigations detailed in Section V 8(a) and (b), the project is consistent as
mitigated.
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Policies AIR-1.2 and 1.3 - Meet Air Quality Standards.

The project would not result in potentially significant impacts on air quality relating to
dust and vehicle-related emissions during construction, because best management
practices would be utilized during construction.

Consistent. Implementation of the standard County permit requirements and the
Dust Control measure adopted in 22.20.040 of the Marin County Development
Code, and included in the Air Quality Section V.5 of this Initial Study will ensure
conformance with the identified policy by reducing air quality impacts to a less than
significant level and will ensure compliance with the identified policy. The project is
consistent with Policies AIR-1.2 and 1.3.

Policies WR-1.3 and WR 2.3 - Improve Infiltration and Avoid Erosion and
Sedimentation.

The project will not result in substantial soil erosion or discharge of sediments or
pollutants into surface runoff because demolition of the existing facilities, excavation
and drainage improvements would comply with the Marin County standards, such as
the Bay Area Stormwater Management Agencies Association (BASMAA) best
management practices required by the Department of Public Works during the
building permit process. Therefore, the project is consistent with these policies.

Consistent. Implementation of the standard County permit requirements and best
management practices contained in the Water Section V.4 of this Initial Study will
ensure conformance with the above-identified policy.

Policy NO-1 — Noise; Protection from excessive noise.

The project would create two types of noise impacts: noise associated with
construction activities and noise associated with its current use. Noise Section V.10
concludes that the noise associated with construction activities and with the
proposed improvements would be less than significant, ensuring compliance with
the identified policy.

Consistent. While the project may contribute minimally to noise pollution, no significant
effects related to noise pollution are identified that are not reduced to less
than significant by design or uniformly applied standards. Therefore, the project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy BIO-1.3 — Protect Woodlands, Forests, and Tree Removal. The County
shall strive to protect large trees, trees with historical importance, and oak woodland
habitat, and prevent the intimely removal of trees through implementation of tree
preservation ordinance.

Consistent. The project will only remove two non-native pine trees. All native trees (oak
trees) in the vicinity of the project will remain.

Additionally, any new plantings would need to comply with Marinwood Fire Department
safety standards when it comes to proximity of the trees to any proposed structures.
Therefore, the project is consistent with this policy.

Policies EH-2.1 and EH-2.3. Safety from Seismic and Geologic Hazards. Protect
people and property from risks associated with seismic activity and geologic hazards.

Project 2018-01 10
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Consistent. The project site is not located within an Earthquake Study Zone. Standard
design and construction measures would be implemented in order to avoid or minimize
potential impacts related to soil stability, seismicity, and landslides. Moreover, the
project site is located in Zone 2, which is recognized as a stable zone in the event of
an earthquake, and the soils on this property are recognized as only slightly
susceptible to water erosion. Therefore, the project is consistent with this policy.

Policies EH-3.1 and EH-3.2. Safety from Flooding and Inundation. Ulilize
regulations instead of flood control projects whenever possible to
minimize losses in areas where flooding is inevitable. Ensure that flow
capacity is maintained in stream channels and floodplains, and achieve
flood control using biotechnical techniques instead of storm drains, culverts,
riprap, and other forms of structural stabilization.

Consistent. As discussed in the Water Section V.4, compliance with code requirements
would reduce potentially significant impacts caused by flooding to
less than significant levels. Therefore, the project is consistent with these policies.
The project would meet flood control requirements and creek setback
to structures, as verified by the Department of Public Works during the Site
Plan Review.

Policies EH-4.1 and EH-4.2. Safety from Fires. Ensure that adequate fire protection is
provided in new development. Abate the buildup of vegetation around structures.

Consistent. The project would meet all fire safety requirements, as verified by
the Marinwood Fire Department during the building permit process.
The project is consistent with this policy.

Policy DES-4.1 and DES-4.e - Protection of Scenic Resources. Protect
scenic quality and views of the natural environment - including ridgelines and
upland greenbelts, hillsides, water, and tree- from adverse impacts related
to development.

Consistent. The visual resources of the project site and community would not be
adversely impacted by the project because the project meets the Zoning District
standards. The project is subject to Site Plan Review by the Marin County
Community Development Agency per Marin County Code Section 22.52.
Through this process, the project would be analyzed based on the Development
Code, Countywide Plan, and Community Plan policies, and the project would have to
demonstrate that it could be consistent with these standards and policies. The
proposed building has been sited with adequate setbacks to surrounding property
lines and would not significantly conflict with the identified policy. Please refer to
Aesthetics/Visual Resources Section V.1.4 below for further discussion.

Mitigation Measures:

1(a.b.)-1 The Marinwood Community Services District shall apply to the Marin County
Community Develoment Agency for a Site Plan Review pursuant to Marin
County Code Section 22.52; all conditions of approval as included in the Site
Plan Review approval shall be implemented.

1(a.b.)-2 All recommendations of the Prunuske Chatham Biological Assessment shall
be complied with. See Section V 8(a) and (b).
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c) Affect agricultural Significant Potentially Less Than Not

resources, operations, or Impact Significant Significant Applicable
contracts (e.g. impacts to Unless Impact
soils or farmlands, impacts Mitigated

from incompatible land

uses, or conflicts with

Williamson Act contracts)?

(source #(s): 1. 4. 5. 6. 28.) [ 1] [ 1] [ 1] [X]

The project site is designated OS Open Space by the Marin CWP and within the OA
Open Area zoning district. The project site is not under agricultural or forest land
production, and is not zoned for agriculturalfforest use or under a Williamson
Act contract.

d) Disrupt or divide the Significant Potentially Less Than Not
physical arrangement of an Impact Significant Significant Applicable
established community Unless Impact
(including a low-income or Mitigated
minority community)?

(source #(s): 1. 4. 5. 6.) [ 1 [ 1 [ 1] [X]

The project site is located within the Marinwood Park and the project will replace the
existing obsolete and deteriorated park maintenance facility. Therefore, this topical area
is not applicable to the project.

e) Result in substantial Significant Potentially Less Than Not
alteration of the character Impact Significant Significant Applicable
or functioning of the Unless Impact
community, or present or Mitigated
planned use of an area?

(source #(s): 1. 4. 5. 6.) [ ] [ ] [ ] [X]

The project site is developed with an existing park maintenance building (shop,
storage building, fenced storage, and a modular building containing a restroom and
lunch area for employees) which is proposed to be replaced. Therefore, this topical
area is not applicable to the project.

f) Substantially increase the Significant Potentially Less Than Not
demand for neighborhood Impact Significant Significant Applicable

or regional parks or other Unless Impact
recreational facilities, or Mitigated

affect existing recreational

opportunities? [ 1 [ 1 [ 1] [X]

(source #(s): 1. 4. 5.)

The project site is developed with an existing park maintenance building (shop, storage
building, fenced storage, and a modular building containing a restroom and lunch area
for employees) which is proposed to be replaced. Therefore, this topical area is not
applicable to the project.
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2,

POPULATION AND HOUSING.

Would the proposal:

a) Increase density that Significant Potentially Less Than Not
would exceed official Impact Significant Significant Applicable
population projections for Unless Impact
the planning area within Mitigated
which the project site is
located as set forth in the [ ] [ 1 [ 1 [X]
Countywide Plan and/or
community plan?

(source #(s): 1. 4. 5.)
The project consists of the replacement of an existing park maintenance building.
Therefore, this topical area is not applicable to the project.

b) Induce substantial growth Significant Potentially Less Than Not
in an area either directly or Impact Significant Significant Applicable
indirectly (e.g. through Unless Impact
projects in an undeveloped Mitigated
area or extension of major
infrastructure)? [ ] L] [ ] [X]
(source #(s): 1. 4. 5.)

The project consists of the replacement of an existing park maintenance building.
Therefore, this topical area is not applicable to the project.

c) Displace existing housing, Significant Potentially Less Than Not
especially affordable Impact Significant Significant Applicable
housing? Unless Impact
(source #(s): 1.4. 5.) Mitigated

[ 1 [ 1] [1] [ X]
The project consists of the replacement of an existing park maintenance building.
Therefore, this topical area is not applicable to the project.
Project 2018-01 13
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3. GEOPHYSICAL.
Would the proposal result in or expose people to potential impacts involving:

a) Location in an area of Significant Potentially Less Than Not
geologic hazards, Impact Significant Significant Applicable
including but not Unless Impact
necessarily limited to: 1) Mitigated
active or potentially active
fault zones; 2) landslides [ ] [ 1] [X] [ ]
or mudslides; 3) slope
instability or ground
failure; 4) subsidence; 5)
expansive soils; 6)
liquefaction; 7) tsunami; or
8) similar hazards?

(source #(s): 1.4.6.7.9.

10. 11.)

As noted previously under Land Use Planning Policy Sections EH-2.1 and EH-2.3,
the project site is located in Earthquake Zone 2, which is recognized as a stable
zone in the event of an earthquake. The soils on this site are recognized as
having a low to very low expansiveness rating. The project site is located in
Slope Stability Zone 1, which is the most stable zone, and there are no
recorded landslides or liquefaction that has ever occurred on the project site. Given
that the project would have to comply with current building and safety standards for
earthquake retrofit, the project would have a less than significant impact on the
environment.

b) Substantial erosion of Significant Potentially Less Than Not
soils due to wind or water Impact Significant Significant Applicable
forces and attendant Unless impact
siltation from excavation, Mitigated
grading, or fill?

(source #(s): 1. 6.) [ 1 [ ] [X] [ ]

Given that best management practices have improved so greatly, it is likely that the
project would not result in the substantial erosion of soils due to wind or water
forces and attendant siltation from excavation, grading, or fill as a result of any
construction activities associated with the project. Potential water use during
construction would also be minimal and would not result in substantial erosion of soils.
Through the building permit process, the project would be required to implement
standard measures for minimizing erosion as detailed in Marin County Code Title 24,
section 24.04.625 (g), “scheduling and timing of grading activities, timely
revegetation of graded areas, the use of hydroseed and hydraulic mulches,
and installation of erosion control blankets. Sediment control may include properly
sized detention basins, dams, or filters to reduce entry of suspended sediment into
the storm drain system and watercourses, and installation of construction entrances
to prevent tracking of sediment onto adjacent streets. Pollution prevention practices
may include: designated washout areas or facilities, control of trash and recycled
materials, covering of materials stored on-site, and proper location of and
maintenance of temporary sanitary facilities. The combination of BMPs used, and
their execution in the field, must be customized to the site using up-to-date standards
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and practices.” The project would have a less than significant impact related to this

issue.

c) Substantial changes in Significant Potentially Less Than Not
topography from Iimpact Significant Significant Applicable
excavation, grading or fill, Unless Impact
including but not Mitigated
necessarily limited to:

1) ground surface relief [ ] [ 1 [X] [ ]

features; 2) geologic
substructures or unstable
soil conditions; and 3)
unique geologic or
physical features?
(source #(s): 1. 6.)

The project would not result in significant, adverse changes in topography or
unstable soil conditions due to grading. Pursuant to Marin County requirements,
the proposed project would require a building permit which would be subject to
review and approval by the Department of Public Works. Based on the project
plans, the project would not result in significant impacts to the environment because
development of the project site has been designed so as to substantially conform to
the natural topography of the site. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

4. WATER.
Would the proposal result in:

a) Substantial changes in Significant Potentially Less Than Not
absorption rates, drainage Impact Significant Significant Applicable
patterns, or the rate and Unless Impact
amount of surface runoff? Mitigated

(source #(s): 1. 6.)

[ 1] [ 1] [X] [ ]

Due to the availability of best management practices when constructing the project site,
the project would not increase or otherwise impact the volume of runoff generated from
developing the project site. Further, the proposed project would be required to
conform to all applicable development restrictions in the Marin County Code regarding
drainage, erosion and sediment control that requires runoff to be collected and
dispersed on site. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact
related to this issue.

b) Exposure of people or Significant Potentially Less Than Not
property to water related Impact Significant Significant Applicable
hazards, including, but not Unless Impact
necessarily limited to: 1) Mitigated
flooding; 2) debris
deposition; or 3) similar [ ] [ 1] [X] [ ]
hazards?

(source #(s): 1. 8.10.)
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The project would not result in significant impacts to the environment due to water
related hazards because according to the Federal Emergency Management Agency
2016 Flood Insurance Rate Map, the project site is located in Zone "X" -- area of
minimal flood hazard. According to the State of California Tsunami Inundation Map for
Emergency Planning, dated July 2009, the project site is not subject to tsunami
inundation. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

c) Discharge of pollutants Significant Potentially Less Than Not
into surface or ground Impact Significant Significant Applicable
waters or other alteration Unless Impact
of surface or ground water Mitigated
quality (e.g. temperature,
dissolved oxygen or [ ] 5 [X] [ 1]
turbidity)?

(source #(s): 1.4.6.8.)

The project would not generate any unusual quantities of pollutants that would affect
the quality of surface or subsurface waters in the surrounding areas, again due to
the best management practices that would be utilized during construction. In
addition, any development would be required to obtain a building permit and connect
to the sewage disposal system pursuant to the permit authority of the Las Gallinas
Valley Sanitary District. Overall, the project would not adversely affect surface or
ground water quality in the vicinity and the impact would be less than significant .

d) Substantial change in the Significant Potentially Less Than Not

amount of surface water in Impact Significant Significant Applicable
any water body or ground Unless Impact

water either through direct Mitigated

additions or withdrawals,

or through intersection of [ 1 [ ] [X] [ ]

an aquifer by cuts or
excavations?
(source #(s): 1. 4. 6.)

The domestic water supply for the existing buildings is currently provided by the
Marin Municipal Water District, a public water agency. The project would not directly
or indirectly alter any existing surface water or aquifer in the project area.

The project would not result in significant impacts to the environment because
the development would not substantially increase the use of existing surface or
ground water. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

e) Substantial changes in the Significant Potentially Less Than Not
flow of surface or ground Impact Significant Significant Applicable
waters, including, but not Unless Impact
necessarily limited to: 1) Mitigated
currents; 2) rate of flow; or
3) the course or direction [ ] [ 1] [X] [ 1

of water movements?
(source #(s): 1. 4. 6.)
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The proposed park maintenance building replacement project would result in no
significant increase in runoff. However, by utilizing the best management practices
as adopted in Marin County, the site improvements would negligibly affect
permeability of the project site. No improvements are proposed that would alter the
flow, course, or direction of Miller Creek or the adjacent ephemeral drainage.
Therefore, this impact is less than significant.

f) Substantial reduction in Significant Potentially Less Than Not
the amount of water Impact Significant Significant Applicable
otherwise available for Unless Impact
public water supplies? Mitigated

(source #(s): 1. 4. 6.)
[ 1 [ 1 [X] [ 1]

The project involves the replacement of existing buildings. This project would
not substantially increase the previous use of water supplies. The project would
have a less than significant impact related to this issue.

6. AIR QUALITY.

Would the proposal:

a) Generate substantial air Significant Potentially Less Than Not
emissions that could Impact Significant Significant Applicable
violate official air Unless Impact
quality standards or Mitigated
contribute substantially
to an existing or [ ] [X] [1] []

projected air quality
(source #(s): 1.12. 13.
14. 15.)

The project site is located in unincorporated Marin County within the
San Francisco Bay Area (Bay Area) Air Basin. Air quality in the Bay Area Air
Basin is governed by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD).
The Bay Area Air Basin is currently classified as non-attainment for the 1-hour
State ozone standard as well as for the federal and State 8-hour standards.
Additionally, the Bay Area Air Basin is classified as non-attainment for the
State 24-hour and annual arithmetic mean PM,, standards as well as the State
annual arithmetic mean and the national 24-hour PM, s standards. The Bay Area Air
Basin is unclassified or classified as attainment for all other pollutants standards.

The project would generate criteria pollutant emissions during construction and
operation. Construction-related emissions would result from off road, heavy equipment
operating at the project site to demolish the existing park maintenance building and to
construct the replacement building and from truck trips associated with deliveries and
construction workers commuting to and from the project site. Emissions
associated with operation would include those from routine activities such as park
maintenance vehicle trips, car trips, routine painting, and other maintenance activities.
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Construction mitigation measures are included during construction. Therefore,
construction and operation of the project would not result in a violation
of air quality standard or contribute significantly to an existing or projected
air quality violation with implementation of the Marin County Development
Code standards as outlined in Title 22.20.040. Since the project
entails the replacement of an existing building, the associated impact would
be less than significant with the implementation of the Dust Control
Measures adopted in 22.20.040 of the Marin Count Development Code:

Mitigations Measures:

The following dust control measures apply to all projects involving ground disturbance
that are subject to environmental review:

5(a)-1. All unpaved exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil

piles, graded areas, and unpaved access roads) shall be watered two
times a day.

5(a)-2. All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material off-site
hall be covered.

5(a)-3. All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads shall be
removed using wet power vacuum street sweepers at least once per day.
The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.

5(a)-4. All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to a maximum of 15
miles per hour.

5(a)-5. All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be
completed as soon as possible. Building pads shall be laid as soon as
possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are used.

5(a)-6. Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not
in use or reducing the maximum idling time to five minutes (as
required by the California Airborne Toxics Control Measure Tile 13,
Section 2485 of California of Regulations). Clear signage shall be
provided for construction workers at all access points.

5(a)-7. All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly
tuned in accordance with manufacturer’s specifications. All equipment
shall be checked by a certified emissions evaluator.

5(a)-8. During construction, County staff conducting routine inspections should
verify that the District and contractors are implementing the applicable
BAAQMD basic control measures. With the implementation of these
Best Management Practices as adopted in Marin County Development
Code section 22.20.040, the project would have a less than significant
impact related to this issue.
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b) Expose sensitive receptors Significant Potentially Less Than Not

to pollutants, such as Impact Significant Significant Applicable
noxious fumes or fugitive Unless Impact

dust? Mitigated

(source #(s): 1. 12. 13. 14.

15.) [ 1] [ 1 [X] [ ]

The BAAQMD recommends that lead agencies assess the incremental toxic air
contaminant (TAC) exposure risk to all sensitive receptors within a 1,000-foot radius of
a project's fence line. Long-term operations that would be associated with the
project would result in no new TAC emissions. However, project construction and
demolition activities would generate diesel particulate matter (DPM), which is
considered to be a TAC. The majority of DPM exhaust emissions that would be
generated at the project site would be due to the use of diesel off-road equipment.

The closest sensitive receptors to the project site would be neighboring residences
on Quietwood Drive and Miller Creek Road. The closest residences would be at a
distance of approximately 40 feet from the project activities. The nearest school is
located on the southerly side of Miller Creek, approximately 500 feet south of the
project site. CDS tennis courts are located approximately 100 feet south of the project
site.

The dose to which receptors are exposed is the primary factor affecting health risk
from exposure to TACs. Dose is a function of the concentration of a
substance or substances in the environment and the duration of exposure to
the substance. According to the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA), health risk assessments, which determine the exposure of sensitive
receptors to TAC emissions, should be based on a 70-year exposure period when
assessing TACs (such as DPM) that have only cancer or chronic non-cancer health
effects. However, such health risk assessments should be limited to the duration of
the emission-producing activities associated with the project.

For the project, DPM emissions that would be generated near the sensitive receptors
would be limited to a period of up to a few months. Because these emissions would
be minor and occur for over a few months in the vicinity of the residences and school
compared to the 70-year exposure used in health risk assessments, project-
related DPM emissions would not be considered substantial and would not result
in a significant incremental cancer risk. The project would not result in a significant
impact related to this issue.

c) Alter air movement, Significant Potentially Less Than Not
moisture, or temperature, Impact Significant Significant Applicable
or cause any change in Unless Impact
climate? Mitigated
(source #(s): 1. 16.) [ 1 [ ] [X] [ ]

Moderate winds and mild temperatures throughout the year characterize the climate of
the area. Implementation of the project would not result in considerable alterations
to climatic conditions because the project replaces existing buildings, nor would it
involve the installation of large-scale Wind Energy Conversion (WEC) systems. The
project would not result in a significant impact related to this issue.
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d)

Create objectionable Significant Potentially Less Than Not

odors? Impact Significant Significant Applicable
(source #(s): 1. 16.) Unless Impact
Mitigated
[ 1] [ ] [X] [ 1]

Operation of the existing use on the project site would not create odorous
emissions; however, project construction would include sources, such as diesel
equipment, which could result in the creation of objectionable odors. Since the
construction activities would be temporary and spatially dispersed, these
activities would not affect a substantial number of people. The project would not
result in a significant impact related to this issue.

6. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.

Would the proposal:

a) Generate greenhouse gas  Significant Potentially Less Than Not
emissions, either directly Impact Significant Significant Applicable
or indirectly, that may have Unless Impact
a significant impact on the Mitigated
environment?

(source #(s): 12. 13. 14. 15.) [ 1 [ ] [X] (%]

b)

Replacement and demolition of the existing buildings would generate greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions during construction and operation. Construction emissions
would be generated onsite due to the use of heavy-duty off-road equipment
associated with construction and demolition (i.e., excavators, graders, front loaders,
dump trucks, cranes, paving equipment, etc.). Operational emissions would result
from the day to day use of the project site at its current level (vehicle trips and
electricity consumption).

As the project would replace the existing park maintenance facilities, this
project would not result in a significant impact related to this issue.

Conflict with an applicable Significant Potentially Less Than Not
plan, policy or regulation Impact Significant Significant Applicable
adopted for the purpose of Unless Impact

reducing the emissions of Mitigated

greenhouse gases?

(source #(s): 1. 4.) [ 1] [ 1] [X] [ ]

The project would not conflict with certain GHG reduction goals set forth in
Assembly Bill 32, including the 39 Recommended Actions identified by California Air
Resources Board in its Climate Change Scoping Plan. The project would also not
conflict with goals and policies contained in the Marin Countywide Plan and
Climate Action Plan. The project would be required to obtain building permits for
construction, which would ensure compliance with all Titte 24 and the Marin
County Green Building Ordinance requirements. The project would not result in a
significant impact related to this issue.
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7. TRANSPORTATION / CIRCULATION.
Would the proposal result in:

a) Substantial increase in Significant Potentially Less Than Not
vehicle trips or traffic Impact Significant Significant Applicable
congestion such that Unless Impact
existing levels of service Mitigated

on affected roadways
will deteriorate below

acceptable County [ ] [igl [X1] [ ]
standards? (source #(s):
1.4.6.)

Project construction would generate short-term increases of limited heavy truck
traffic to deliver construction equipment and supplies, as well as contractor vehicle
traffic during construction and demolition.

While construction activities would increase local vehicle trips,
project construction would be temporary and would present an incremental
increase in vehicle trips to local and regional roadways, which presently operate
at acceptable levels of service. Over the long term, a new building could be
expected to generate essentially the same number of daily trips as currently
exist. The level of service standards for roadways that are part of the Marin
Congestion Management Program network are intended to regulate long-term
traffic increases from operation of new development. The existing road network
generally consists of residential streets, connector roads, and arterials
servicing nearby rural suburban neighborhoods. Replacement of the existing
buildings would not incrementally contribute additional vehicle trips to
local roads which currently operate within acceptable County service
standards. As the project is not anticipaied to constrain existing roadway
operations or exceed level of service standards established by the
Transportation Authority of Marin, the project would not result in a significant
impact related to this issue.

b) Traffic hazards related to:  Significant Potentially Less Than Not

1) safety from design Impact Significant Significant Applicable
features (e.g. sharp curves Unless Impact

or dangerous Mitigated

intersections); 2) barriers

to pedestrians or [ ] [ ] [X] [ 1]

bicyclists; or 3)
incompatible uses (e.g.
farm equipment)?
(source #(s): 1. 4. 6.)

The project would not result in significant impacts related to traffic hazards
because replacement of the existing buildings would not result in any change to
existing traffic patterns. Further, the project would not alter the physical configuration of
the existing roadway network serving the area, and would not introduce unsafe design
features. The project also would not introduce uses that are incompatible with existing
uses already served by the road system that serves the project area. The project would
not result in a significant impact related to this issue.
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c) Inadequate emergency Significant Potentially Less Than Not
access or access to nearby Impact Significant Significant Applicable

uses? Unless Impact
(source #(s): 1. 4. 6.) Mitigated
[ 1] [ 1] [X] [ 1]

The project would not result in inadequate emergency access or access to nearby
uses. The project involves replacement of existing buildings, which would continue to
be accessed via Miller Creek Road. The project would not include any work within
public roadways, and access for emergency vehicles would not be obstructed. The
number of short-term vehicle trips generated by the project would not affect traffic
flow for emergency service providers. The project would not result in a significant
impact related to this issue.

d) Insufficient parking Significant Potentially Less Than Not
capacity on-site or off- Impact Significant Significant Applicable
site? Unless Impact
(source #(s): 1. 4. 6.) Mitigated

[ 1] [ 1] [X] [ 1

The project involves the replacement of an existing park maintenance building with no
proposed increase in workers beyond what previously exists.

e) Substantial impacts upon  Significant Potentially Less Than Not

existing transportation Impact Significant Significant Applicable
systems, including rail, Unless Impact

waterborne or air traffic Mitigated

systems?

(source #(s): 1. 4. 6.) [ ] [ 1] [1] [X]

The project would not impact existing transportation systems. The project site is not
located near existing transportation systems, including rail, waterborne, or air traffic
systems. Therefore, this topical area is not applicable to the project.
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8. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.
Would the proposal result in:

a) Reduction in the number of Significant Potentially Less Than Not
endangered, threatened or Impact Significant Significant Applicable
rare species, or substantial Unless Impact
alteration of their habitats Mitigated
including, but not
necessarily limited to: 1) [ ] [X] [ ] [ 1]

plants; 2) fish; 3) insects;
4) animals; and 5) birds
listed as special-status
species by State or Federal
Resource Agencies?
(sources #(s): 1.2.4.5. 6.
18.)

b) Substantial change in the Significant Potentially Less Than Not

diversity, number, or Impact Significant Significant Applicable
habitat of any species of Unless Impact

plants or animals currently Mitigated

present or likely to occur

at an%l time throughout the [ ] [X] [ ] [ 1
year

(source #(s)1.2.4.5.6. 18.)

The current building configuration diminishes the habitat functions and values of the riparian
corridor along Miller Creek. Removal and replacement of the facility away from the top of the
bank would greatly improve the habitat values on the site, reduce the potential for pollutants and
debris to enter Miller Creek, and buffer fish and wildlife populations from human disturbance.
Given the close proximity to the creek, the existing building and fences will need to be carefully
removed to protect trees and other vegetation. Protection measures will also need to be put in
place to protect fish and wildlife resources within the project area during demolition and
throughout construction. Invasive species removal and native revegetation will be an integral part
of the project and ultimately result in improved riparian habitat conditions.

Based on the background literature, data search, and field survey undertaken as a part of the
Biological Assessment as described in Appendix A, the following biological resource
determinations were made:

e The site is located in an area with extensive urban development. It is bordered by a
residential community, recreation and community services, and a school.
¢ The site supports native riparian vegetation, but non-native invasive plants are pervasive.
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» A perennial stream and an ephemeral drainage flow adjacent to the existing facility.
These may be considered jurisdictional areas and the riparian habitat a sensitive
natural community. Stream Conservation Area setbacks would apply for any new
developed on the project parcel.

e The site supports habitat for a variety of native wildlife species (e.g., reptiles
amphibians, mammals, invertebrates).

e Miller Creek supports documented habitat for steelhead and other native fish.

* The site supports breeding/wintering/foraging habitat for a number of native bird
species, including several special-status species. Birds were using the building and
adjacent storage building during the 2017 breeding season; old nest structure were
observed.

¢ The site supports potential roosting and foraging habitat for special-status and common
bat species. The existing building may be used a roosting habitat for a small number of
individual bats. Nearby vegetation is also suitable roosting habitat.

e The site is unlikely to support special-status herpetofauna (i.e., foothill yellow-legged
frog, California red-legged frog, and northern western pond turtle) due to the lack of
sightings in the watershed and urban condition, but Prunuske Chatham recommends
protection measures for all potential aquatic species.

e The optimal time to demolish the building is September through October. This will avoid
the bird nesting season and bat maternity and winter hibernation.

Migration Measures recommended in the Biological Assessment and Incorporated
herein as follows:

8(a.b.)-1 The District shall implement a preconstruction training session for all supervisory
construction staff by a qualified biologist. The training should include a discussion
of the sensitive biological resources within the project site and the potential
presence of special-status species' habitats, protection measures to ensure
species are not impacted by project activities, project boundaries, biological
conditions outlined in the project permits, and procedures to follow if sensitive
wildlife species are found within the project site.

8(a.b.)-2 A copy of all project permits should be on site at all times and reviewed by
construction crew personnel prior to beginning work.

8(a.b.)-3 The project limits should be clearly marked on the final design drawings and work
confined within those boundaries. Prior to construction, the construction
supervisor and a qualified biologist should meet on site to agree upon and
delineate project boundaries (see #17 below).

8(a.b.)-4 Foot and vehicle traffic should be restricted to the designated work and staging
areas.

8(a.b.)-5 Excavated holes, trenches, etc. greater than one foot in depth should be covered
with boards or other appropriate materials or backfilled with dirt at the end
of each working day. If trenches remain open overnight, earthen escape
ramps should be constructed every 10'.

8(a.b.)-6 If a special-status wildlife species enters the work area, the construction crew
supervisor should contact a qualified biologist and/or resource agency staff for
further guidance.

8(a.b.)-7 Special-status and common wildlife species should not be captured or handled
by the supervisor or field crew members unless directed by a qualified
biologist and/or resource agencies.

8(a.b.)-8 Proper erosion control and other water quality Best Management Practices
(BMP's) should be implemented to avoid sedimentation and disturbance to
downstream aquatic habitats.
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8(a.b.)-9

8(a.b.)-10

8(a.b.)-11

8(a.b.)-12

8(a.b.)-13

8(a.b.)14

8(a.b.)-15

All staging, maintenance, fueling, and storage of construction equipment
should be conducted in a location and manner that will prevent potential
runoff of petroleum products into downstream aquatic habitats. Oil-absorbent
and spill-containment materials should be on site at all times.

All food trash that may attract predators should be properly stored and
removed at the end of each construction day. Following construction, all trash
and construction debris should be removed.

To prevent harassment, injury, or mortality to sensitive species or their
habitat, no pets should be permitted within the work area.

Minimize disturbance to native vegetation. Native trees are particularly
susceptible to disturbance, especially within the root crown (the base of the
trunk) and root zone commonly referred to as the root protection zone (RPZ2),
which is typically defined as one-third larger than the drip line radius
measured from the trunk. When feasible, work within the RPZ should be
limited. If any native trees greater than 6” in diameter at breast height are

removed, replacement with native species should occur at a ratio of 3:1.
Prior to mobilization of construction equipment, temporary protective fencing

should be installed around RPZs or, at a minimum, the dripline perimeter of
trees to be preserved near construction zones.
Incorporate removal of invasive species (e.g., Himalayan blackberry, cape, ivy,
English ivy) into project design. Remove, by hand or mechanical means all
non-natives within the project site and within 25’ buffer around it. Dispose of
any material with potential to germinate or resprout in a landfill. Establish
native riparian vegetation along the riparian corridor (see #26 below).
Prevent introduction and spread of invasive plant species.
a. Any seed, straw, or mulch brought into the site should be weed-free.
b. Construction vehicles and other equipment should be cleaned of seed
and soil from weed-infested locations before entering new areas.
c. Revegetation of disturbed soil should occur promptly after disturbance.
d. All site restoration and erosion control seeding should include only
native species from Marin County.
e. Monitor areas of ground disturbance for invasive species infestation.

8(a.b.)-16 A preconstruction survey (ahead of the construction crew) should be

performed by a qualified biologist prior to any site disturbance/building
demolition. If terrestrial species are observed within the work area or
immediate surroundings, these areas should be avoided until the animal(s)
has (have) vacated the area and/or the animal(s) will be relocated out of the
project area by a qualified biologist with agency approval.

8(a.b.)-17 Temporary wildlife exclusionary fencing (e.g., silt fence, which is a piece

8(a.b.)-18

of synthetic filter fabric [also call geotextile]) should be installed around work
areas during construction. Openings should be restricted to areas of
construction site access. This fencing would preclude animals from entering
the work area and prevent construction debris and workers from entering
adjacent riparian habitat.

Construction activities (including building removal) should occur outside of the
critical breeding period (typically February through August in this area).
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8(a.b.)-19 If activities must occur during the normal breeding season, the work area
should be surveyed by a qualified biologist prior to commencing. If active nests
or behavior indicative of nesting are encountered, those areas plus a 50-foot
buffer for small songbirds and 150-foot buffer for larger birds (e.g., owls,
raptors) designated by the biologist should be avoided until the nests have
been vacated.

8(a.b.)-20 If work occurs during the active breeding season and active nests are
documented within the project site, ongoing construction monitoring should
occur to ensure no nesting activity is disturbed. If the site is left unattended
for more than one week, an additional survey should be completed.

8(a.b.)-21 Prior to building removal and tree removal/trimming, a qualified biologist
should survey for bat roosts. If active bat roosts area identified within the
existing building or vegetation to be disturbed, disturbance should not be
allowed until the roost is abandoned or unoccupied. CDFW consultation may
be required if special-status bat species are present.

8(a.b.)-22 If bats are present, the District should employ a number of deterrent
methods to encourage bats to relocate (for non-CDFW listed species). This
could include changes to lighting, air flow patterns, and noise disturbance.
Exclusion methods should be developed based on the species present and
location of occupied roosts. Bat exclusion should not be performed during that
maternity season (June through August) or during winter hibernation
(November through February). Bat exclusion should be overseen by a
qualified biologist.

8(a.b.)-23 If building removal/tree trimming/removal is postponed or interrupted for
more than two weeks from the date of the initial bat survey, the biologist
should repeat the preconstruction survey.

8(a.b.)-24 Construction should be limited to daylight hours to avoid interference with
the foraging abilities of bats.

8(a.b.)-25 Following completion of engineered plans and construction specifications
and in consultation with resource agencies, the recommended protection
measures should be revaluated to determine if they are adequate for the
protection of resources within the project area. Based on the final design, more
comprehensive protection measures may be warranted to address the need for
preconstruction surveys, relocation techniques and sites, wildlife exclusion,
ongoing construction monitoring, worker education, and habitat enhancement
and restoration guidelines

8(a.b.)-26 Following removal of the building and associated structures non-native
plant species should be removed and the creek bank should be revegetated

with native plants. The restored riparian corridor will provide bank stability,
filtration capacity, and in the long term, woody debris input to the creek. The
restored habitat will also serve as an important resource for a variety of aquatic
and terrestrial species by providing nesting opportunities, food, and shelter, as
well as serving as a migratory corridor. Enhancement of the riparian corridor will
improve habitat for these and other species. The development of the riparian
corridor will also shade the channel, lowering water temperatures. The
overhanging trees will also provide nutrient input to the stream in the form of
leaves and twigs, as well as insects that fall into the water and become food for
aquatic organisms. A qualified vegetation specialist should be consulted during
development of the restoration plan.
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¢) Introduction of new Significant Potentially Less Than Not

species of plants or Impact Significant Significant Applicable
animals into an area, or Unless Impact
improvements or Mitigated

alterations that would

result in a barrier to the [ ] [ 1 [X] [ ]

migration, dispersal or
movement of animals?
(source #(s): 1. 4. 5. 6. 18.)

The project would not result in the introduction of new species of plants into the area.
Activities associated with construction of this project would be limited to the existing
developed portions of the property, which are already abutted by
existing development. No work is to occur on the actual banks or bed of Miller
Creek or the adjacent drainage way.

The project would not result in the introduction of new species of animals into the
area or result in a barrier to animal movement. The project site is located adjacent to
an existing developed residential neighborhood and is developed with an existing
residence. Thus, domesticated pets such as cats and dogs have long been
associated with both the project site and the surrounding neighborhood. The
openness of the project site to wildlife movement would remain the same. The project
would not result in a significant impact related to this issue.

9. ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES.
Would the proposal resultin:

a) Substantial increase in Significant Potentially Less Than Not
demand for existing Impact Significant Significant Applicable
energy sources, or conflict Unless Impact
with adopted policies or Mitigated
standards for energy use?

(source #(s): 1. 4.) [ ] (5] [X] [ 1]

The project involves replacement of existing park maintenance building. The project
would be required to meet the minimum requirements of the Marin County
Green Building Submittal Checklist, California Title 24 and Ordinance 3492. The
Green Building Requirements include energy efficiency standards that would reduce
energy consumption by the project. The project would not result in a significant impact
related to this issue.
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b) Use of non-renewable Significant Potentially Less Than Not

resources in a wasteful Impact Significant Significant Applicable
and inefficient manner? Unless Impact
(source #(s): 1. 4.) Mitigated

[ 1] [ 1 [X] [ 1]

The project would be required to meet the requirements of the Marin County Green
Building Submittal Checklist, California Title 24 and Ordinance 3492 to reduce the
amount of energy consumed. As the project replaces existing facilities, it
would not result in a significant impact related to this issue.

c) Loss of significant mineral Significant Potentially Less Than Not
resource sites designated Impact Significant Significant Applicable
in the Countywide Plan Unless Impact
from premature Mitigated
development or other land
uses which are [ ] [ 1] [1] [X1]

incompatible with mineral
extraction?
(source #(s): 1. 4. 17.)

The project involves the replacement of the existing park maintenance buildings. The
project is not located in an area that is designated by the State or the County as a
significant mineral resource or mineral resource preservation area. Therefore, this
topical area is not applicable to the project.

10. HAZARDS.
Would the proposal involve:

a) A risk of accidental Significant Potentially Less Than Not
explosion or release of Impact Significant Significant Applicable
hazardous substances Unless Impact
including, but not Mitigated
necessarily limited to: 1)
oil, pesticides; 2) [ 1] [ 1] [X] [ ]
chemicals; or 3)
radiation)?

(source #(s): 1. 4. 19.)

Foreseeably, no major or unusual quantities of explosive or hazardous materials would
be present on the project site or during construction. The project would be subject to the
numerous federal, State, and local laws and regulations governing the storage and
handling hazardous materials. The project would not result in a significant impact
related to this issue.
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b) Possible interference with  Significant Potentially Less Than Not

an emergency response Impact Significant Significant Applicable
plan or emergency Unless Impact
evacuation plan? Mitigated

(source #(s): 1. 4.)

[1 [1 [X] [1]

The project involves replacement of existing park maintenance facilities. The project
would not include any work within public roadways, and access for emergency
vehicles would not be obstructed. Further, emergency responders would not be
hindered as the project would be required to comply with building and fire codes.
The project would not result in a significant impact related to this issue.

¢) The creation of any health  Significant Potentially Less Than Not
hazard or potential health Impact Significant Significant Applicable
hazard? Unless Impact
(source #(s): 1. 4.) Mitigated
[ ] [ 1] [X] [ 1

Construction activities and future use of the facilities that employ hazards or the use of
hazardous chemicals, such as gasoline, diesel fuel, oils and lubricants, paints and
thinners, solvents, and other chemicals would be subject to numerous federal,
State, and local {aws and regulations to ensure the safe transportation, use, storage,
and disposal of hazardous materials. The applicant and contractors would be required
to comply with all hazardous materials laws and regulations for the transport, use,
and disposal of hazardous materials. The project would not result in a significant
impact related to this issue.

d) Exposure of people to Significant Potentially Less Than Not
existing sources of Impact Significant Significant Applicable
potential health hazards? Unless Impact
(source #(s): 1. 4. 19.) Mitigated

[ ] [ 1 [X] [ 1

The project site is not included on any of the environmental databases maintained by
the State Water Resources Control Board or the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control. Therefore, it is unlikely that the project would expose people to
existing sources of potential health hazards. The project would not result in a significant
impact related to this issue.

e) Increased fire hazard in Significant Potentially Less Than Not
areas with flammable Impact Significant Significant Applicable
brush, grass, or trees? Unless Impact
(source #(s): 1. 14. 20.) Mitigated

[ 1 [ 1] [X] [ 1

The project setting is amid mature trees, bushes, and grasslands which is
conducive to the ignition and spread of a wildland fire, if appropriate measures
are not taken during construction activities. Further, the area is generally classified
as having a high” fire risk by the County of Marin, which could expose people or
structures to a risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires.
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However, the project would be required to be designed and constructed in
conformance with the standards of the Marinwood Fire Department regarding
defensible space and fire resistant building materials, and in conformance with
applicable Building Code requirements. The project would not result in a significant
impact related to this issue.

11. NOISE.
Would the proposal result in:

a) Substantial increases in Significant Potentially Less Than Not
existing ambient noise Impact Significant Significant Applicable
levels? Unless Impact
(source #(s): 1.) Mitigated

[ 1] [ 1] [X] [ 1]

The project would not result in significant impacts to the environment due to
substantial increases in ambient noise levels since the project involves the
replacement of the existing park maintenance buildings and would not result in
additional noise in the area. The proposed construction and demolition would result
in typical construction noise for a temporary period, which would be required to
conform to the standard construction hours allowed by the Noise Ordinance for
development in the County.

b) Exposure of people to Significant Potentially Less Than Not
significant noise levels, or Impact Significant Significant Applicable
conflicts with adopted Unless Impact
noise policies or Mitigated
standards?

(source #(s): 1.) [ 1] [ 1 [X] [ ]

As discussed above in section 11a of this Initial Study, the project would not expose
the population in the area to increases in noise levels. The noise generated from this
project would be periodic and temporary in nature and would occur during certain
hours of the day and week in preparation of the site, construction of the new
buildings and demolition of the existing buildings. No additional noise would occur
after this has been completed. As noted above, in section 11a, all construction activity
would be regulated through the County’s Noise Ordinance. Therefore, the project
would not conflict with adopted noise policies or standards. The project would not
result in a significant impact related to this issue.

12. PUBLIC SERVICES.

Would the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered
government service in any of the following areas:

a) Fire protection? Significant Potentially Less Than Not
(source #(s): 1. 22.) Impact Significant Significant Applicable
Unless Impact
Mitigated
[ 1] [ ] [X] []
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The project site is served by the Marinwood Fire Department; located approximately
0.5 mile from the project site. The project would not result an increased need for
new fire protection services since the primary fire protection in this area is carried out
by the Marinwood Fire Department and the replacement of the existing park
maintenance buildings would not result in a significance increase in service
needs. Further, construction activites would be short-term and would involve a
limited workforce. Project construction would not significantly increase demand on
such facilities. The project would not result in a significant impact related to this issue.

b) Police protection? Significant Potentially Less Than Not
(source #(s): 1. 23.) Impact Significant Significant Applicable
Unless Impact
Mitigated
[ 1 [ 1 [X] [ 1]

The project site is served by the Marin County Sheriff's Patrol Division, which provides
police patrol services to unincorporated areas within Marin County. The Sheriffs
Office, located at 1600 Las Gamos Drive, serves the community of Marinwood,
including the project site. The project and construction of the project would not be
expected to significantly affect the Marin County Sheriffs ability to maintain
service ratios, response times, other performance objectives, and new or
physically altered facilities would not be required. The project would not result in a
significant impact related to this issue.

c) Schools? Significant Potentially Less Than Not
(source #(s): 1. 26.) Impact Significant Significant Applicable
Unless Impact
Mitigated
[ 1] [ 1 [ 1 [X]

The Dixie School District and the San Rafael School District provides public education
to the Marinwood community. The project would not result in the increased need
for new schools since this is not a residential project and therefore would not
result in an increase in service needs. Therefore, this topical area is not applicable
to the project.

d) Maintenance of public Significant Potentially Less Than Not
facilities, including roads? Impact Significant Significant Applicable
(source #(s): 1. 4. 6.) Unless Impact

Mitigated
[1 [ 1] [X] [ ]

The project would not result in the increased need for or maintenance of public
facilites or roads since the proposed project involves the replacement of
existing park maintenance buildings, which would be served by the same road
(Miller Creek Road). Further, because the construction activities would be
short-term and would involve a limited workforce, project construction
would not significantly increase the demand on such facilities. Therefore, the
project would have a less than significant effect on public facilities.
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e) Other governmental Significant Potentially Less Than Not

services? Impact Significant Significant Applicable
(source #(s): 1. 6.) Unless Impact
Mitigated
[ 1] [ 1 [X] [ 1

The project would not result in significant impacts to the environment due to an
increased need for new government services since the replacement of the existing
park maintenance buildings would not result in a significance increase in service
needs.

13. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.

Would the proposal result in a need for new systems, or substantial alterations to
the following utilities:

a) Power or natural gas? Significant Potentially Less Than Not
(source #(s): 1. 6.) Impact Significant Significant Applicable
Unless Impact
Mitigated
[ ] [ 1] [X] [ 1]

The project would not resuit in significant impacts to the environment due to an
increased need for new power and natural gas services since the existing park
maintenance buildings are currently being served by Pacific Gas and Electric
Company. No gas service exists or is proposed. The project would not result in a
significant impact related to this issue.

b) Communications systems? Significant Potentially Less Than Not
(source #(s): 1. 6.) impact Significant Significant Applicable
Unless Impact
Mitigated
[ 1] [ 1] [X] [ 1

The project would not result in significant impacts due to an increased need for
communications systems since service is available from various telephone and cable
companies. Further, since the infrastructure for the communications systems
are already serving the existing park maintenance buildings, no expansion
of communications systems to the new park maintenance buildings is proposed. The
project would not result in a significant impact related to this issue.

c) Local or regional water Significant Potentially Less Than Not
treatment or distribution Impact Significant Significant Applicable
facilities? Unless Impact
(source #(s): 1.) Mitigated

[ ] [ 1] [X] [ 1]
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The project would not increase the need for water treatment or distribution
facilities since the existing park maintenance buildings are currently served by the
Marin Municipal Water District. The project would not result in a significant impact
related to this issue.

d) Sewer or septic tanks? Significant Potentially Less Than Not
(source #(s): 1.) Impact Significant Significant Applicable
Unless Impact
Mitigated
[ ] [ ] [X] [ 1]

The project would not result in significant impacts to the environment due to an
increased need for sewer services. The project is currently served by the Las
Gallinas Valley Sanitary District. The project would not result in a significant impact
related to this issue.

e) Storm water drainage? Significant Potentially Less Than Not
(source #(s): 1. 6.) Impact Significant Significant Applicable
Unless Impact
Mitigated
[1] [ 1] [X] [ 1]

The project would not result in significant impacts to the environment due to
substantial need for storm water drainage since this is a replacement of the existing
park maintenance building and would be subject to review and approval by the
Department of Public Works to ensure that construction complies with Marin
County Code, Title 24 (Development Standards) for drainage and erosion control.

f) Solid waste disposal? Significant Potentially Less Than Not
(source #(s): 1. 24) Impact Significant Significant Applicable
Unless Impact
Mitigated
[ 1] [ 1 [X] [ 1

The project would not result in significant impacts to the environment due to an
increased need for solid waste disposal since the existing park maintenance facility
currently has service available to it. The project would not create a significant
increase in solid waste production, and existing solid waste collection services
through the Redwood Landfill are adequate to service the proposed park
maintenance building. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.
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14. AESTHETICS/VISUAL RESOURCES.

Would the proposal:

a) Substantially reduce, Significant Potentially Less Than Not
obstruct, or degrade a Impact Significant Significant Applicable
scenic vista open to the Unless Impact
public or scenic highway, Mitigated
or conflict with adopted
aesthetic or visual policies [ ] [ 1 [X] [ ]
or standards?

b)

(source #(s): 1.4.5.)

The project would not result in significant impacts to a scenic vistas and open space
lands or conflict with visual policies. The project would not reduce, obstruct or degrade
unique natural site amenities including hillsides, watercourse, stands of significant
trees, or other natural features that are distinguishing characteristics of the surrounding
area. The project would not result in a significant impact related to this issue.

Have a demonstrable Significant Potentially Less Than Not
negative aesthetic effect Impact Significant Significant Applicable
by causing a substantial Unless Impact

alteration of the existing Mitigated

visual resources including,

but not necessarily limited [ ] [ 1] [X] [ ]

to: 1) an abrupt transition
in land use; 2) disharmony
with adjacent uses
because of height, bulk or
massing of structures; or
3) cast of a substantial
amount of light, glare, or
shadow?

(source #(s): 1. 4. 5.)

The project would result in a less than significant impact to the aesthetic effects
resulting from substantial alteration of existing visual resources since the project
would replace the existing dilapidated park maintenance facilities with new facilities.
The project would go through the County's Site Plan Review process prior to
the building permit phase. The project would not result in a significant impact related
to this issue.
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16. CULTURAL RESOURCES.

Would the proposal:

a) Disturb paleontological, Significant Potentially Less Than Not
archaeological, or Impact Significant Significant Applicable
historical sites, objects, or Unless Impact
structures? Mitigated
(source #(s): 1. 3. 4. 5. 25.)

[ 1 [X] [ 1] [ 1]

b) Have the potential to cause Significant Potentially Less Than Not
a physical change which Impact Significant Significant Applicable
| would adversely affect Unless Impact
unique ethnic cultural Mitigated
values, or religious or
sacred uses within the [ 1] [X] [ ] [ 1

project area?
(source #(s): 1.3.4.5.25.)

William Roop of Archaeological Resources Service conducted an archaeological
evaluation of the site (See Appendix B). Mr. Roop conducted a site assessment
and records search to determine the viabilty of archaeological and
paleontological resources on the site. He also conducted a surface
examination and did not find any evidence of cultural/archaeological or
paleontological resources on site. The results of his research and field
evaluation found that there are no previously recorded prehistoric or historic
resources located within the project area. Archaeological resources, once identified,
are evaluated using criteria established in the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) (14 CCR 15064.5 and PRC 21084.1). Significant historical
resources need to be addressed before environmental mitigation guidelines are
developed and approved. A"significant historical resource" (including both a prehistoric
and historic resource) is one that is found eligible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources. (Title 14, California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5).

Although no archaeological or pre-historic resources were found or are known on the
project site or in the immediate vicinity, it is possible that there may be undiscovered
archaeological resources buried on the site due to location in a high sensitive area.
Such resources could be discovered during proposed earthwork on the site, making this
a potentially significant impact.
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MITIGATION MEASURES:

15(a.b.)-1

15(a.b.)-2

Project 2018-01
June 15, 2018

In the event that any unanticipated artifacts or cultural soil deposits are
discovered during future grading or underground excavation for
foundations, utility lines, or other purposes, Archaeological Resource
Service recommends that all work in the vicinity of the find be stopped
until the discovery area can be evaluated by an archaeologist. If the
discovery is determined to be potentially significant under the state
guidelines, a mitigation plan should be developed, approved by the
Marin County Community Development Agency, and implemented prior
to recommencing construction.

Depending on the extent and cultural composition of the discovered
materials, it may be advisable to have subsequent excavation monitored
by an archaeologist, who should be ready to record, recover, and/or
protect significant cultural materials from further damage.

The discovery of human skeletal remains anywhere within a project area
requires that work be discontinued in the vicinity of the discovery, while
the county coroner is contacted. If the skeletal remains are found to be
prehistoric, Native American and not modern, then the coroner must call
the Native American Heritage Commission in Sacramento, which will
designate the "Most Likely Descendant” of the remains. The Most
Likely Descendant will be responsible for recommending the disposition
and treatment of the remains. Although the likelihood of encountering
human skeletal remains in the project area seems very slight, it is
important to have a procedure for alternate tasks that can be put into
effect quickly in the event that human remains are discovered. This
allows construction work to continue while the remains are investigated.

36



16. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.
Would the proposal result in:

a) Would the project cause a Significant Potentially Less Than Not
substantial adverse Impact Significant Significant Applicable
change in the significance Unless Impact
of a tribal cultural Mitigated
resource, defined in Public
Resources Code section [ ] [ ] [X] [ 1
21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural
landscape that is
geographically defined in
terms of the size and
scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object
with cultural value to a
California Native American
tribe, and that is:.

(source #(s): 1. 27.)

Pursuant to the requirements of Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52), a letter was sent to the
Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria, the only tribe on record that has requested to
be notified of projects in Marin County that could affect Tribal Cultural Resources.
The letter was sent via certified mail on May 3, 2018, inviting the tribe to initiate
consultation with the District regarding any cultural or sacred spaces that could
be affected by the project. On June 1, 2018, the tribe requested consultation. On
June 4, 2018, the District sent a letter via email to the tribe with a copy of the
Archaeological Resource Service Report and asked the tribe to indicate whether
additional consultation was required. No response from the tribe was received
within the 10 day period provided in the letter. Given the lack of
response received, the District closed the consultation process as
required under AB52, and the environmental review for the project proceeded. Mr.
Roop, as a part of his work in preparing the archaeological report (Appendix B),
has emailed the Native American Heritage Commission but received no reply as
of the date of this Initial Study. There is no indication that the project would
affect any sacred spaces of cultural value, so this is therefore a less than
significant impact.

b) Listed or eligible for listing Significant Potentially Less Than Not
in the California Register Impact Significant Significant Applicable
of Historical Resources, or Unless Impact
in a local register of Mitigated
historical resources as
defined in Public
Resources Code section [1] [X] [ 1] [ ]
5020.1(k).

(source #(s): 1.27.)
As noted above in 16a, there are no known local historic resources on the project
site and there is no indication that the project would affect a historical resource on
site or anywhere near the site.
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c) A resource determined by Significant Potentially Less Than Not
the lead agency, in its Impact Significant Significant Applicable

discretion and supported Unless Impact

by substantial evidence, to Mitigated

be significant pursuant to

criteria set forth in [ ] [ 1 [X] [ ]

subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section
§024.1. In applying the
criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency
shall consider the
significance of the
resource to a California
Native American tribe.

(source #(s): 1. 27.)

Pursuant to AB 52, staff notified the local tribes about the project, and did not receive a
response with a request for consultation, or any feedback that the site contains
a historically or culturally significant tribal resource. The Marinwood Community
Services District has fulfilled the requirements of AB 52 and the project is determined to
have a less than significant impact related to this issue.

17. SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC EFFECTS.

Would the proposal result in:

Any physical changes Significant Potentially Less Than Not
which can be traced Impact Significant Significant Applicable
through a chain of cause Unless Impact

and effect to social or Mitigated

economic impacts.

(source #(s): 1.) [ 1] [ 1 [X] [ 1]

The project would not result in significant impacts to the environment due to any
physical change that would result in a negative social or economic effect since
the replacement of the existing park maintenance buildings would not result in a
significant increase in the costs of providing limited County services to the project
area and would not result in adverse physical effects on the environment.

VI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. Pursuant to Section 15065 of the State
EIR Guidelines, a project shall be found to have a significant effect on the
environment if any of the following are true:

Yes No Maybe
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the [ 1] [X] [ 1]
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
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wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
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
examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

As described in Section V of this Initial Study, any
potential environmental impacts from the project would
be mitigated to a level of insignificance.

Yes No Maybe
b) Does the project have the potential to achieve short- [ 1 [X] [ 1
term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental
goals?

As described in Section V of this Initial Study, any
potential environmental impacts from the project would
be mitigated to a level of insignificance.

Yes No Maybe
c) Does the project have impacts that are individually [ ] [X] [ 1]
limited, but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects).

As described in Section V of this Initial Study, any
potential environmental impacts from the project would
be mitigated to a level of insignificance.

Yes No Maybe
d) Does the project have environmental effects which will [ ] [X] [ 1
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

As described in Section V of this Initial Study, any
potential environmental impacts from the project would
be mitigated to a level of insignificance.
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VIl. DETERMINATION: Completed by Marinwood Community Services District,
District Manager). Pursuant to Sections 15081 and 15070 of the State
Guidelines, the forgoing Initial Study evaluation, and the entire administrative
record for the project:

[ ] [find that the project WILL NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

(X1 | find that although the project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures
described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[ ] |find that the project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

g:':; (fm - é[/.sg/;f
Date

Eric Dreikosen, District Manager
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ATTACHMENT 1

MARINWOOD COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
PARK MAINTENANCE FACILITY REPLACEMENT PROJECT
DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE

The following is a list of relevant information sources that have been incorporated by
reference into the foregoing Initial Study pursuant to Section 15150 of the State CEQA
Guidelines. The number assigned to each information source corresponds to the number
listed in parenthesis following the incorporating topical question of the Initial Study
checklist. These documents are both a matter of public record and available for public
inspection either online or at the Planning Division office of the Marin County Community
Development Agency (CDA), Suite 308, 3501 Civic Center Drive, San Rafael. The
information incorporated from these documents shall be considered to be set forth fully
in the Initial Study.

1. Project Plans dated 23 April, 2018, prepared by William Hansell.
2. Biological Resources Assessment dated November 2017 by Prunuske Chatham, Inc.

3. A Cultural Resources Evaluation completed by Archaeological Resource Service
dated May 23, 2018.

4. Marin Countywide Plan, CDA - Planning Division (2007)
Marin County Development Code, Title 22, CDA - Planning Division

6. Marin County Development Standards, Title 24, Marin County Department of Public
Works - Land Use & Water Resources Division

7. Soil Survey of Marin County, USDA Soil Conservation Service (1985)

8. Flood Insurance Rate Map Series of Marin County, California, prepared by the
Federal Emergency Management Agency

9. Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), 2013. Marin County Earthquake
Hazard Map. Available online:
http://gis.abag.ca.gov/website/liquefactionsusceptibility/index.html

10. California Department of Conservation, (CDC), 2014. Marin County Tsunami
Inundation Maps, available online:
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/geologic_hazards/Tsunami/lnundation_Maps/Ma
rin/fPages/Marin.aspx.

11. Alquist —Priolo Special Studies Zone Map (1974)

12. Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD), 2009. Revised Draft Options
and Justification Report, California Environmental Quality Act Thresholds of
Significance, October, 2009.

13. BAAQMD, 2010. CEQA Air Quality Guidelines, Updated May 2010.
14. BAAQMD, 2012. CEQA Air Quality Guidelines, Updated May 2012.

15. BAAQMD, 2014. Air Quality Standards and Attainment Status, obtained on-line
(http://hank.baagmd.gov/pln/air_quality/ambient_air_quality.htm).
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA). 2003. Air Toxics Hot
Spots Program Risk Assessment Guidelines: The Air Toxics Hot Spots Program
Guidance Manual for Preparation of Health Risk Assessments. August, 2003.

Mineral Resources, CDA - Planning Division (1987).

California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Rarefind v. 5. Online version of the
California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB).

California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), 2014. EnviroStor
database. Available online: hitp://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/

County of Marin, 2014. Marin Map, Hazard, Fire Hazard Severity Zone. Available
online:
http://www.marinmap.org/Geocortex/Essentials/Marinmap/Web/Viewer.aspx?Site=M
MDataViewer.

21. State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), 2014. GeoTracker database.
Available online: http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/

22. Marinwood Fire Department, available online at http://www.marinwood.org/.

23. Marin County Sheriff Department, official website, available online at
http://www.marinsheriff.org/.

24. CalRecycle, Facility/Site Summary Details: Redwood Sanitary Landfill (21AA0001),
available online at:
http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/21-AA-0001/Detail/.

25. Marin County Archaeological Sites Inventory Map, CDA - Planning Division
(undated) confidential.

26. Dixie School District, Official website, available online at:
http://www.dixieschooldistrict.org.

27. California Legislative Information, Assembly Bill No. 52., Legislative Counsel's
Digest, available online at:
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201320140AB52,
accessed June 21, 2017.

28. Marin County Williamson Act FY 2016/2016 Map, CDA—PIlanning Division online
map at: ftp://fip.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/wa/Marin_15_16 WA .pdf
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APPENDIX A

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT

MARINWOOD COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
PARK MAINTENANCE FACILITY REPLACEMENT PROJECT

PERFORMED BY,
PRUNUSKE CHATHAM, INC.
NOVEMBER, 2017
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1. Introduction

The Marinwood Community Services District (District) is planning to replace an existing
park maintenance building with a new facility at 775 Miller Creek Road, San Rafael,
Marin County, California (Figure 1). The District provides fire protection, recreation
programs and facilities, parks, and community open space for the Community of
Marinwood. In the 1960s, a park maintenance building was constructed along Miller
Creek within the District’s central facility. The building continues to serve as the central
hub for the District’'s park maintenance staff for material storage and servicing of
equipment. The site also includes a modular building used as office space and a
restroom for park staff, gravel parking area, and access road from Miller Creek Road.
The maintenance building is in dire need of replacement — it is located at the top of the
bank above Miller Creek, encroaching on the riparian corridor, and much of the
structure is deteriorating. The District has not determined the final building
configuration for the new facility, but it will include approximately 1,000 square feet of
interior storage, covered exterior storage, and realignment of the existing gravel road.
The new facility will be moved away from the top of the bank and native riparian
vegetation restored.

The County of Marin has requested a biological assessment to accompany a Site Plan
Review application to the Community Development Agency. The assessment is needed
to determine 1) the impacts of the proposed project on sensitive biological resources; 2)
if there are any biological constraints associated with the proposed project; and to 3)
provide recommendations for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) compliance.
The District retained Prunuske Chatham, Inc. (PCl) to complete the biological
assessment. This report summarizes a field survey of the project site and describes
existing biological resources, reviews potential for special-status species and sensitive
habitat occurrence, and provides general recommendations to protect biological
resources during project implementation.

2. Field Survey Methodology

A biological field survey of the project site was completed on November 8, 2017, by
PCI’s Senior Wildlife Biologist and Staff Ecologist, who are both familiar with the region’s
flora and fauna. The assessment was intended as a general inventory of species
observed or potentially occurring within the project area; it did not include focused
surveys for special-status species. Observations were restricted to a few hours of on-site
observation and were limited in scope due to the seasonal distribution of some species
and rarity of others. The primary purposes were to characterize biological communities
within the project area and to determine whether or not suitable habitat for special-
status species and/or sensitive habitats is present. The potential presence of and
impacts on special-status species were determined based on the proximity of the
project area to reported occurrences, species’ geographic ranges, and a comparison of
existing habitat conditions and features with those required by the sensitive species.
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PCI’s biological assessment followed protocols established by California Department of
Fish and Wildlife (CDFW 2009) and by Marin County’s Preparation of Biological Site
Assessments (Marin County undated). During the survey, an inventory of all plant and
wildlife species observed was compiled; see below. Conditions during the survey were
clear and sunny with no cloud cover and light wind (0-5 mph). The air temperature was
64° F at 12:00 pm. The survey was conducted with the aid of binoculars (Swarovski™ 10
x 42). Visual cues, calls, songs, and direct observations were used to identify fish and
wildlife species. The site was examined for presence of birds, mammals, amphibians,
reptiles, fish, and invertebrates. No aquatic sampling was completed as part of the
assessment.

Figure 1 shows the project location and regional context. Figure 2 illustrates the
locations of known sightings of special-status plants and animals within the project
area’s vicinity (CDFW 2017a). Figure 3 is an aerial view of the site with existing features
and constraints identified. Representative photographs taken during the field survey are
provided at the end of this report.

This level of assessment is standard at this stage of project review and is meant to guide
Marin County staff in making initial determinations for compliance with CEQA,
recommendations for further study, and/or mitigation, restoration, and enhancement
opportunities. This biological assessment is specific to the project identified above (i.e.,
the replacement of an existing maintenance building at 775 Mill Creek Road); impacts
beyond the project boundaries were not evaluated — the entire parcel was not assessed.
It does not include an evaluation of the cumulative effects of the project within the
context of potential future development at a local and regional scale. This report
represents PCl's best professional effort to identify all sensitive habitats, species, and
resources of concern based on the proposed project.

3. Project Setting

The project is located at 775 Miller Creek Road, west of Highway 101, off Lucas Valley
Road and Miller Creek Road, in the community of Marinwood (Figure 1). It is mapped on
the Novato USGS quadrangle (38.030667°N and -122.551146°W) at 65 to 70’ in
elevation. The project is located on a large parcel owned by the District that includes
their administrative office, Marinwood Community Center, Marinwood Community Park
(pool, picnic area, tennis courts, playground), fire house, and a pathway that extends
from Miller Creek Road to Las Gallinas Avenue. Miller Creek runs through the parcel and
adjacent to the existing park maintenance building. Miller Creek drains an area of
approximately 12 square miles. It flows through the unincorporated community of
Marinwood and enters San Pablo Bay near Mcinnis County Park.
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According to the Marin County Community Development Agency website, the parcel
(APN# 164-260-35) is designated as Open Area (OA; Marin County 2017d). The “OA
zoning district is intended for areas of the County committed to open space uses, as well
as environmental preservation. The OA zoning district is consistent with the Open
Space, and Agriculture and Conservation land use categories of the Marin Countywide
Plan” (Marin County 2017a). The Countywide Plan designation for the parcel is Open
Space (OS; Marin County 2007). Open spaces are to be managed in a “sustainable
manner for environmental health and long-term protection of resources”. The parcel is
also designated as a Stream Conservation Area (Marin County 2017c). See Jurisdictional
Areas below for additional information. Zoning and general plan designations for the
parcel are inconsistent with current land uses on the site. As noted above, a majority of
the parcel supports existing community resource development and only portions of the
parcel are retained as open space. The proposed redevelopment would be consistent
with the existing developed areas on the parcel.

4. Existing Site Conditions

Vegetation within the project site, including both the proposed project area and a buffer
around it, consists primarily of upland ruderal and riparian woodlands along Miller
Creek. The site is bordered by residential development directly to the north, Miller
Creek Road and a graveled access driveway to west, Miller Creek and an ephemeral
drainage to south, and a continuation of a pathway and additional creek side habitat to
the east. Recreation facilities, a school, and residential development occur in the
surrounding areas. As noted above, the site is accessed from a gravel road directly off
Miller Creek Road. This pathway extends beyond the site all the way to Las Gallinas
Avenue.

Soil on the site is mapped as Xerorthents-Urban land complex (NRCS 2017). This soil is
comprised primarily of xerorthents® and similar soils and urban land. It is located on O to
9 percent slopes on valley floors and tidal flats.

The project site, where the new facility is proposed, is relatively flat and uniform
topography. It is largely unvegetated with the exception of a mature planted pine tree
(Pinus sp.) in the center of the development area and additional pines and ornamental
plantings, and native coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) and a mature valley oak (Q.
lobata) along the periphery. Care will need to be taken during construction to protect
the oak trees, especially the mature valley oak. A narrow band of riparian vegetation

! An orthent soil (see definition) with a xeric moisture regime. Orthent soils are shallow soils found on old
landforms and completely devoid of weatherable materials.
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occurs along the creek side of the existing maintenance building. The fences at the east
end of the building are covered in invasive English ivy (Hedera helix).

Miller Creek has a relatively intact canopy of native riparian trees (Figure 3). The banks
are fairy steep and the toe of the bank below the building is reinforced with rock riprap.
Coast live oak and California bay (Umbellularia californica) are the dominant tree
species. Along the backside of the building, the creek bank understory is dominated by
native poison oak (Toxicondendron diversilobum), California blackberry (Rubus ursinus),
small white alder (Alnus rhombifolia) and boxelder (Acer negundo), and non-native
Himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus), English ivy, and cape ivy (Delairea odorata).
A vegetated island occurs in the middle of the channel below the building with mature
white alders (30” DBH) and California bays (3 to 4’ DBH). There is also an invasive
common fig (Fiscus carica) growing at the downstream end of the island and several
unidentified non-native ornamental trees and shrubs scattered throughout the riparian
understory. The canopy of a mature coast live oak tree extends over the building — care
will need to be taken to protect this tree during building demolition. There is an
unvegetated path on the south side of the building that extends to the creek bed; a
small bridge of downed branches spans the creek; and the trail continues to the east up
the opposite bank. Upstream of the pedestrian crossing, the channel shows evidence of
incision and exposed roots.

Flows in Miller Creek are typical of most Mediterranean-climate streams with the
majority of discharge during the winter months and the stream becoming intermittent
by summer. PCI’s site visit occurred during early fall after several rain events and water
was flowing through the site. The average wetted channel width was 4’ and average
depths were 4 to 6”. The substrate was dominated by cobbles and larger gravel
intermixed with granules. The water temperature measured 51°F. Schools of California
roach (1-2”) were observed. Miller Creek is reported to support a small run of steelhead
(Jones 2000; Leidy et al. 2005). The stream may also support habitat for more common
fish species adapted to warmer conditions and varied stream flows (e.g., threespine
stickleback, sculpin). Smooth-cased caddisflies were observed along the stream bottom.
The ephemeral drainage flowing into Miller Creek from the west was completely dry.

An ephemeral drainage flows into Miller Creek upstream of the building (see Figure 3). It
is a narrow channel (average 3’ wide) with steep banks. The canopy is dominated by
California bay (including several specimen trees, several feet in diameter), coast live oak,
native willows (Salix spp.), non-native ornamentals, and an understory of English ivy.
The District has completed some non-native plant removal and native revegetation
(mostly rushes and ferns) along the left bank adjacent to the parking area.

The riparian woodlands and streams provide nesting opportunities, food, and shelter
and may serve as corridors or refugia during migration for other wildlife species. Birds
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represent the most abundant and prominent wildlife species. A number of bird species
were actively foraging and singing within the project area during the field survey; see
below. The riparian community also supports habitat for native mammals, reptiles, and
amphibians. Western gray squirrels were seen and several nest structures were present
in oak and bay trees along the creek. Wildlife were also found to be using the old
building as well. Multiple black phoebe nests were observed on the building and storage
shed (this is typical of this species). The building is also being used by rodents as
droppings were present in the corners of the building and on the exterior. See Special-
status and Common Bat Species for additional information.

Wildlife observed (direct and indirect: scat, tracks, burrows) at the site by PCl included:
(birds) chestnut-backed chickadee, dark-eyed junco, ruby-crowned kinglet, yellow-
rumped warbler, bushtit, American crow, oak titmouse, spotted towhee, western scrub-
jay, black phoebe, California towhee, Anna’s hummingbird, common raven, golden-
crowned sparrow, Nuttall's woodpecker, hermit thrush, (mammals) western gray
squirrel, rat (unknown species, based on scat), and (invertebrates) smooth-cased
caddisfly. See /dentified Special-status Species below for further discussion about
sensitive fish and wildlife resources within the site.

5. Special-status Species

Background Research

PCI reviewed background literature and databases to help determine the potential for
special-status species and sensitive habitats to occur on or adjacent to the project site.
The database review focused on reported occurrences for the Novato USGS quadrangle,
where the project is located, and adjacent quads. PCl also reviewed aerial imagery to
evaluate the potential for unique biological communities and special-status species.
Sources reviewed include:

= (California Department of Fish and Wildlife Natural Diversity Database
(CNDDB)? (CDFW 2017a);

= A Manual of California Vegetation; 2nd Edition (Sawyer et al. 2009);

= (California Department of Fish and Wildlife Natural Communities List (CDFW
2010);

? The California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) is a repository of information on sightings and
collections of rare, threatened, or endangered plant and animal species within California. It is maintained
by CDFW. CNDDB reports occurrences of special-status species and sensitive habitats that have been
entered into the database and does not generally include inventories of more common animals or plants.
The absence of a species or habitats from the database does not necessarily mean that they do not occur
in the area, only that no sightings have been reported. In addition, sightings are subject to observer
judgment and may not be entirely reliable as a result.
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= CNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California on-line
inventory (CNPS 2017);

= Information for Planning and Conservation (IPaC) Trust Resource List for the
project area (USFWS 2017); and

= Field guides and general references for plants, birds, mammals, reptiles,
amphibians, and invertebrates.

Jurisdictional Areas

Wetlands and other waters of the U.S. and the state of California are considered
jurisdictional areas. Wetlands and other waters include a variety of both permanent and
ephemeral aquatic features. Regulations and policies that protect aquatic habitats have
been enacted by a number of government agencies. Wetlands and waters fall under the
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, local Regional Water Quality Control
Board, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and Marin County. Any fill, removal of
native riparian vegetation, or alteration of drainage patterns at the project site will
require permits and resource agency consultation.

Marin County has also established Stream Conservation Areas along perennial,
intermittent, and ephemeral streams®. Miller Creek is mapped as a solid blue-line
stream on the Novato USGS topographical map, and subject to SCA setbacks. The
ephemeral drainage, flowing into Miller Creek, may also be subject to SCA setbacks. This
drainage “carries only surface runoff and flows during and immediately after period of
precipitation”. According to Marin County, the SCA setback for the project parcel is 100’,
but additional setback may be required (Marin County 2017c). Setback applicability to
project should be confirmed directly with Marin County planning staff.

Special-status Natural Communities

Special-status natural communities are defined by CDFW as “communities that are of
limited distribution statewide or within a county or region and are often vulnerable to
environmental effects of projects” (CDFW 2010). Natural communities are designated as
special-status based on CDFW’s current plant classification system. Riparian
communities are considered sensitive based on their limited distribution in the State.
Work will occur along the riparian corridor — this will include building removal, invasive
species removal, and native revegetation.

Definition of Special-status Species
In California, special-status plants and animals include those species that are afforded
legal protection under the federal and California Endangered Species Acts (ESA and

® Marin County has also established Wetland Conservation Areas for jurisdictional wetlands. This included
minimum setbacks to protect wetlands and an upland buffer. No jurisdictional wetlands are present on
the project site and are not discussed further.
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CESA, respectively) and other regulations. These species must be considered during
project evaluation to comply with CEQA, during consultation with State and federal
resources agencies, and in development of specific management guidelines for resource
protection. Special-status species are defined as the following:

= Species listed or proposed for listing as threatened or endangered under the
federal ESA;

® Species listed or proposed for listing as threatened or endangered under CESA;

» Species that are recognized as candidates for future listing by agencies with
resource management responsibilities, such as U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS), NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries), and CDFW;

= Species defined by CDFW as California Species of Special Concern;

= Species classified as Fully Protected by CDFW;

® Plant species, subspecies, and varieties defined as rare or threatened by the
California Native Plant Protection Act (California Fish and Game Code Section
1900, et seq.);

® Plant species listed by the California Native Plant Society as California Rare Plant
Rank 1, 2 and 3 under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Section 15380); and some list 4
plants based on CNPS guidelines;

= Species that otherwise meet the definition of rare, threatened, or endangered
pursuant to Section 15380 of the CEQA Guidelines; and

= Mountain lions protected under the California Wildlife Protection Act of 1990
(Proposition 117) and designated as a “specially protected mammal in
California”.

Special-status Plants

The background literature review identified the potential for presence of a number of
special-status plants with potential to occur in the project vicinity (Figure 2; CDFW
2017a, USFWS 2017). Species with reported observations in close proximity to the site
and/or in habitat types of relevance (e.g., cismontane woodland and riparian forest) are
addressed in Table 1 below. Species that only occur in habitats not present on the site
(e.g., coastal brackish marsh, redwood forest, chaparral, serpentine, coastal prairie, and
meadows and seeps) are not discussed.

Special-status plants were not observed during the field survey of the entire project site
including the adjacent riparian habitat. The lateness of the season made it impossible to
accurately identify all species that may be present, but no special-status species were
observed or considered likely to be found at another time of year. Suitable habitat for
special-status plants is not present within the area of the proposed redevelopment.
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Table 1. Special-Status Species Reported from Project Vicinity

Scientific Name | Common Name IJ;;lwngsjtatus Life Form, Bloom.ing Period, Potential for Species
CDFW/ CNPS and General Habitat Occurrence
Perennial deciduous shrub. Low. Documented
PAmeroha Blooms April-July. occurrence within three
AT Nz?pa false /182 Broadleafed upland forest miles. Only marginally
s indigo (openings), chaparral, suitable habitat present
cismontane woodland. 120- within the project area.
2000 m. Impacts are unlikely.
Annual herb. Blooms March-
June. Coastal bluff scrub, Low. Documented
cismontane woodland, valley | occurrence within five
Amsinckia bent-flowered /] 1B.2 and foothill grassland. miles, but only marginally
lunaris fiddieneck ; Typically on gravelly slopes, suitable habitat present
grassland, openings in within the project area.
woodland, often serpentine. Impacts are unlikely.
3-500 m.
Annual herb. Blooms May- Low. Documented
Eriogonum : September. Serpentinite, occurrence within one
s, Se—. Tiburon )/ 1B.2 sandy to gravelly locations in | mile, but no suitable
B Ty buckwheat chaparral, woodland, coastal | habitat present within
prairie, and grassland. 0-700 the project area. Impacts
m. are unlikely.
Perennial bulbiferous herb.
Blooms February-April. Low. Marginally suitable
Fritillaria liliacea | fragrant fritillary /-] 1B.2 Woodland, coastal prairie, habitat.present within
coastal scrub, valley and the project area. Impacts
foothill grassland (often are unlikely.
serpentinite). 3-410 m.
Low. Documented
~dia Annual herb. Blooms April- oc.currences‘ I c.me
Hemizonia congested- ' miles. Marginally suitable
November. Valley and foothill - , . e
congesta ssp. headed hayfield -f--/ 1B.2 e e e habitat exists within
congesta tarplant roadsi des' 20-560 m project area, but species
: ) not observed. Impacts
are unlikely.
Annual herb. Blooms (June) B Documeqt::i P
Lessingia Tamalpai July-October. Usually oc.tl:urrznces ‘IMt ol ?ur”
micradenia var. m? p ?'s --/S2/1B.2 serpentine, often roadsides. m'. RIS or.\ Y marginally
- ” lessingia - suitable habitat present
micradenia Chaparral, valley and foothill o -
grassland, 100-500 m. within the project area.
Impacts are unlikely.
Annual herb. Blooms March- L) Documen'tefi
Streptanthus Hoffman’s July. Chaparral, cismontane oc'currences Vbl .o L
glandulosus ssp. bristly jewel- --/--/1B.3 woodland, and valley and m'.le’ put onI.y marginally
hoffmanii flower foothill grassland (often e eeablCEpresent

serpentine). 120-475 m.

within the project area.
Impacts unlikely.
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Special-status Animals

The background literature review identified the potential for presence of a number of
special-status animals with potential to occur in the project vicinity; see Figure 2 and
attached CDFW CNDDB list and USFWS IPaC list (CDFW 2017a, USFWS 2017). Based on
the suitability of habitat on and near the project site and the proximity of recorded
sightings, these species were evaluated for their potential to occur within the project
area. Species with reported observations in close proximity to the project site (COFW
2017a), or with moderate to high potential for occurrence based on suitable habitat, are
described below. Scientific names and listing statuses are provided below® (CDFW
2017c).

BIRDS:

Burrowing owl (Athena cunicularia; SSC, burrowing sites and some wintering sites) —
occur in open grasslands and other habitats with low-growing vegetation. Subterranean
nester that utilize abandoned burrows of ground squirrels and other mammals. Feed on
a variety of prey items, including ground insects and small vertebrates. Marin County
was historically included in the breeding range for this species, but there are no recent
breeding occurrences reported in Marin County (Shuford 1993, Shuford and Gardali
2008). Species observed in open grasslands near the airport within 2 miles of the project
site (CDFW 2017a). Suitable habitat is not present. Impacts are unlikely.

Oak titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus; BCC) — small, gray-brown bird of oak woodlands.
Forages for insects and seeds, hopping from branch to branch. Breeding occurs from
March through July. Nests in cavities in trees or nest boxes. Oak titmice are a year-round
resident in Marin County. Species was documented within the project site by PCI.
Precautionary protection measures should be put in place to avoid potential impacts to
all breeding birds.

White-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus; FP, nesting) — occur in semi-open areas including
woodlands, bottomlands, and agricultural grasslands. Hunts small rodents by hovering
and parachuting down on its preys. Nests in trees and tall bushes Nesting kites have
been documented in open habitats along the baylands to the north of the project site
(Shuford 1993). Due to the urban development and woodland habitats surrounding the
site, the likelihood of white-tailed kite is low. However, all breeding birds should be
protected in accordance with the following measures.

* Listing Status: FE-federally listed as endangered, FT-federally listed as threatened, BCC-Bird of
Conservation Concern, ST- State listed as threatened, SE-State listed as threatened, Candidate
ST-State candidate to be listed as threatened under CESA, FP-State of California fully-protected
species, SSC-California Species of Special Concern, and WL-Watch List
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San Francisco common yellowthroat (Geothlypis trichas sinuosa; BCC, SSC) — subspecies
of common yellowthroat that is endemic to the greater San Francisco Bay region in
wetland and riparian habitats. Locally, occurs in tidal marsh areas. Nests constructed
close to the ground or water. Feeds primarily on insects. Species occurs extensively at
the mouth of Las Gallinas Creek and adjacent Mclnnis Park (CDFW 2017a). Due to the
urban development and distance to tidal habitats, the likelihood of yellowthroat
occurrence is low. However, all breeding birds should be protected in accordance with
the following measures.

California black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus; SE, FP) — occur in salt marsh
habitat. Smallest rail in North America. Very secretive and seldom seen. Pair formation
occurs as early as late February; egg laying occurs from early March into early July.
Forages for aquatic and terrestrial invertebrates and seeds. Species observed during
recent surveys (2013) of Las Gallinas Creek (approximately 3 miles from project site) and
tidal areas in Novato Creek and Rush Creek to the north (CDFW 2017a). Suitable habitat
is not present. Impacts are unlikely.

San Pablo song sparrow (Melospiza melodia samuelis; BCC, SSC) — subspecies of song
sparrow that occur in saltwater marshes around San Pablo Bay and northern San
Francisco Bay, breeding in gum plants (Grindelia spp.). This species breeds from March
to July in wetland gum plants. Species occurs extensively along the lower Las Gallinas
Creek and adjacent Mclnnis Park (CDFW 2017a). Due to the urban development and
distance to tidal habitats, the likelihood of San Pablo song sparrow occurrence is low.
However, all breeding birds should be protected in accordance with the following
measures.

Nuttall’s woodpecker (Picoides nuttallii; BCC) — permanent, resident woodpecker of
woodland habitats, prefers oak and streamside habitats. Probes for insects in tree bark
and crevices. Breeding occurs from late March to early July. Nests in live or dead tree
cavities excavated by males of the species. Nuttall's woodpeckers are a year-round
resident in Marin County. Species was documented within the project site by PCI.
Precautionary protection measures should be put in place to avoid potential impacts to
all breeding birds.

California Ridgway'’s rail (Rallus obsoletus obsoletus; FE, SE, FP) — occur in salt marsh
habitat (e.g., mudfiats, tidal sloughs); seek cover in pickleweed (Salicornia spp.), and
cordgrass (Spartina spp.). Breeding occurs from mid-March through August. Forages for
aquatic invertebrates and small fish. Species observed in tidal baylands at confluence
with Miller Creek, Las Gallinas, and Novato Creek (CDFW 2017a). Suitable habitat is not
present. Impacts are unlikely.
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