APPENDIX A

Notice of Preparation (NOP) and NOP Comment Letters



NOTICE OF PREPARATION
CITY OF SAUSALITO AMENDED 6™ CYCLE HOUSING ELEMENT
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Date: July 17, 2024

To: State Clearinghouse, Agencies, Organizations and Interested Parties

From: City of Sausalito Community Development Department

Subject: Notice of Preparation and Scoping Meeting for the Draft Environmental Impact Report

for City of Sausalito Amended 6™ Cycle Housing Element
Scoping Meeting: August 6, 2024 at 2pm (via Zoom — see p. 2 for information)
Comment Period: July 17, 2024 to August 19, 2024

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City of Sausalito (City), as the Lead Agency, has determined that the
adoption of amendments to the 6th Cycle Housing Element and other actions needed to implement
the Amended 6th Cycle Housing Element (proposed project or Amended Housing Element) will require
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) in compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). This Notice of Preparation (NOP) is being distributed to applicable responsible
agencies, trustee agencies, interested agencies, parties, and organizations as required by CEQA.
Interested agencies and parties are requested to comment on the scope and content of the significant
environmental issues, mitigation measures, and reasonable alternatives to be explored in the Draft EIR.
Information regarding the project description, project location, public outreach process, and topics to
be addressed in the Draft EIR is provided below.

Notice of Preparation 30-Day Comment Period

The City, as lead agency, is soliciting comments from responsible agencies, trustee agencies, public
agencies, organizations, and members of the public regarding the scope and content of the Draft EIR,
and the environmental issues and alternatives to be addressed in the Draft EIR. The City requests that
responsible agencies, trustee agencies, interested parties, and the Office of Planning and Research
respond in a manner consistent with Section 15082(b) of the CEQA Guidelines. Pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 21080.4, responsible agencies, trustee agencies, and the Office of Planning and
Research must submit any comments in response to this notice no later than 30 days after receipt. In
accordance with the time limits established by CEQA, the NOP public review period will begin on
July 17, 2024 and end on August 19, 2024.

In the event that the City does not receive a response from any responsible or trustee agency by the
end of the review period, the City may presume that the responsible agency or trustee agency has no
response to make (CEQA Guidelines Section 15082(b)(2)). Please provide your written/typed comments
(including name, affiliation, telephone number, and contact information) to the address shown below
by 5:00 p.m. August 19, 2024. For additional information, please contact:

Brandon Phipps, Community and Economic Development Director
City of Sausalito Community Development Department

420 Litho Street

Sausalito, CA 94965

bphipps@sausalito.gov

Scoping Meeting
The City will hold a scoping meeting to: (1) inform the public and interested agencies about the
proposed project, and (2) solicit public comment on the scope of the environmental issues to be
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addressed in the Draft EIR, as well as the range of alternatives to be evaluated. The date, time, and place
of the Scoping Meeting is as follows:

City of Sausalito Amended 6" Cycle Housing Element Draft EIR Scoping Meeting
August 6, 2024 at 2 PM

Join Zoom Meeting
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83469204575
Phone: 669-444-9171

Meeting ID: 834 6920 4575

Passcode: 123456

Project Location and Setting

The City is located in southern Marin County. The 2.1-square mile City is located on the shores of
Richardson Bay with a population of 7,114 people in 2020. The City is bound by San Francisco Bay
(Richardson Bay) to the east, Golden Gate National Recreation Area to the west and south, and
unincorporated Marin County, including the community of Marin City to the north and northwest. See
Figure 1, Regional Location Map.

Project Description

The Housing Element of the Sausalito General Plan establishes goals and policies, and identifies future
actions to address the existing and projected housing needs of Sausalito. The goals, policies, and actions
are required by state law to plan for the regional housing targets allocated to Sausalito by the
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) and the Department of Housing and Community
Development for the period of 2023 to 2031 and to affirmatively further fair housing.

The proposed project consists of the adoption and implementation of an Amended Housing Element.

The Amended Housing Element includes the following components:

e Amend Housing Plan Program 4, entitled “Ensure Inventory of Sites Accommodates RHNA
throughout Planning Period,” to add housing and mixed use zones that correspond with slightly
lower minimum densities to provide more variety in housing types, meet the City’'s RHNA
requirements, and affirmatively further fair housing.

e Amend Housing Plan Program 8, entitled “Public Property Conversion to Housing,” to address
making publicly-owned sites available for development during the 2023-2031 planning period.

e Amend Housing Plan Program 19, entitled “Development Review Procedures,” to clarify
implementation of housing streamlining provisions.

Actions to implement the Amended Housing Element will include:

1) Amendment of the Land Use, Circulation, and Community Design, Historic, and Cultural Preservation
Elements to be consistent with the Amended Housing Element.

2) Implementation of Amended Housing Element programs, including but not limited to:
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The rezoning of opportunity sites to implement Housing Plan Program 4 to create a capacity to
accommodate the City's Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) based on opportunity sites
subject to the proposed rezoning. Sites proposed for rezoning include sites subject to a vote of
the electorate under Ordinance 1022 and Ordinance 1128. Under Program 4, opportunity sites
would be rezoned with new zoning districts as follows:

e Housing-29 (minimum 20 du/ac and maximum of 29 du/ac);

e Housing-70 (minimum 50 du/ac and maximum 70 du/ac);

e Mixed Use-49/85% (minimum 43 du/ac and maximum 49 du/ac, allow 100% residential, and
requirement a minimum of 85% residential); and

e Mixed Use-70/85% (minimum 50 du/ac and maximum 70 du/ac, allow 100% residential, and
require a minimum of 85% residential).

Rezoning would be subject to requirements of Government Code Section 65583.2(h,i), including
the following requirements:

e Permit owner-occupied and rental multi-family uses by-right, consistent with Government
Code Section 65583.2(i) for projects with 20% or more units affordable to lower income
households;

e Permit a minimum density of 20 units per acre;

e Allow a minimum of 16 units per site; and

e Accommodate at least 50 percent of the lower income need on sites designated for
residential use only, except that the City may accommodate the very low and low income
need on sites designated for mixed use if those sites allow 100 percent residential use and
require residential use to occupy at least 50 percent of the floor area in a mixed-use project.

Housing Plan Program 8, entitled "Public Property Conversion to Housing,” to address making
publicly-owned sites available for development during the 2023-2031 planning period.

Housing Plan Program 16 to amend the Zoning Ordinance.

Housing Plan Program 19, entitled "Development Review Procedures” to adopt comprehensive
Objective Design and Development Standards (ODDS) to address multi-family development at
densities envisioned by the General Plan, Zoning Code, and Program 4.

Required Approvals
Actions to be taken by the City to adopt and implement the proposed project include, but are not
limited to:

Adoption of General Plan amendments
Adoption of Zoning Ordinance amendments

Draft EIR Analysis

The City will prepare an EIR for the Amended Housing Element project. The EIR will be prepared in
accordance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines (Guidelines), relevant case law, and City procedures. No
Initial Study will be prepared pursuant to Section 15063(a) of the CEQA Guidelines.
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The Draft EIR for the project will incorporate by reference applicable portions of the certified City of
Sausalito General Plan Update Draft EIR.

The EIR will analyze potentially significant impacts associated with adoption and implementation of the
Amended Housing Element. In particular, the EIR will focus on the project’s increased development
potential. The EIR will evaluate the full range of environmental issues contemplated under CEQA and
the CEQA Guidelines as set forth in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, except for specific topics identified
below as having no impact. Where potentially significant or significant impacts are identified, the EIR
will discuss mitigation measures to address the impact. At this time, the City anticipates that EIR sections
will be organized in the following topical areas:

Aesthetic Resources - The Draft EIR will describe the aesthetic implications of project
implementation, including visual relationships to the surrounding vicinity and potential impacts
on scenic vistas and resources, potential to conflict with regulations governing scenic quality,
and light or glare impacts.

Air Quality - The Draft EIR will describe the potential short- and long-term impacts of project
implementation on local and regional air quality and air quality plans based on methodologies
issued by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD).

Biological Resources - The Draft EIR will identify any potential impacts of project implementation
on biological resources, including special-status plant and animal species, riparian habitats,
wetlands, other sensitive natural communities, migratory movement, and protected trees.

Historic, Cultural, and Tribal Cultural Resources - The Draft EIR will describe project
implementation impacts and mitigation associated with historic, archaeological, and tribal
cultural resources.

Geology, Soils, and Paleontologic Resources - The Draft EIR will describe the potential
geotechnical implications of project implementation, including adverse effects associated with
seismic activity, substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil, stable, potentially unstable geologic
units, and destruction of unique paleontologic resources or unique geological features.

Greenhouse Gases, Climate Change, and Energy - The Draft EIR will include a greenhouse gas
emissions analysis using the BAAQMD's methodology and thresholds for evaluating a project’s
greenhouse gas emissions and will address the potential for the project to conflict with an
adopted plan or other regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing greenhouse gases. This
section will also address anticipated energy consumption associated with buildout of the project,
as well as proposed and or potential energy conservation measures.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials - The Draft EIR will describe any existing and anticipated
hazardous material activities and releases and any associated impacts of project
implementation. Potential hazards impacts resulting from future construction will also be
described.

Hydrology and Water Quality - The Draft EIR will describe the effects of project implementation
on storm drainage, water quality, groundwater resources, and the potential for flooding.

Land Use and Planning - The Draft EIR will describe the potential impacts of project
implementation related to land use and planning, including impacts due to conflict with land
use plans, policies, or regulations adopted to avoid or mitigate an environmental effect.
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¢ Noise - The Draft EIR will describe noise impacts and related mitigation needs associated with
short-term construction and long-term operation (i.e., trafficc mechanical systems, etc.)
associated with the project.

e Population and Housing - The Draft EIR will describe the anticipated effects of project
implementation inducing unplanned population growth or displacing existing people or
housing.

e Public Services and Recreation - The Draft EIR will describe the potential for project
implementation to result in substantial adverse physical impacts on public services, including
police, fire, and emergency medical services, schools, parks and recreation facilities, and other
public facilities.

e Transportation - The Draft EIR will describe the transportation and circulation implications of
project implementation, including impacts on the circulation system including transit, roadways,
pedestrian and bicycle facilities, potential effects related to vehicle miles travelled, design or
incompatible use hazards, and adequate emergency access.

o Utilities/Service Systems - The Draft EIR will describe project implementation effects related to
new or expanded water supply, sewer and wastewater treatment, storm drainage, solid waste
and recycling, electric, natural gas, and telecommunication infrastructure.

o Wildfire — The Draft EIR will describe project impacts related to emergency response/emergency
evacuation plans, potential to exacerbate wildfire risks, and exposure to significant wildfire-
related risks.

In addition to the potential environmental impacts noted above, the Draft EIR will evaluate potential
cumulative impacts and potential growth-inducing effects associated with project implementation. The
Draft EIR will also compare the impacts of the project to a range of reasonable alternatives, including a
No Project alternative, and will identify an environmentally superior alternative.

Environmental Topics Scoped from Further Analysis

Agriculture and Forestry Resources

The EIR certified for the City’s General Plan Update in 2021 concluded there would be no impacts to
agriculture and forestry resources. No land zoned or used as agricultural resources, including farmland,
forestry resources, or timberland are in the City. Therefore, no agricultural or forestry impacts would
occur as a result of implementing the project and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

Mineral Resources

The EIR certified for the City's General Plan Update in 2021 concluded that there would be no impacts
to mineral resources. No significant mineral resources have been identified in the City. None of the
Opportunity Sites are used for mineral extraction, nor are any of the sites designated as an important
mineral recovery site. Therefore, there would be no impact on mineral resources, and this impact will
not be discussed in the EIR.
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8/20/24, 5:05 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Agnes Kaprielian <ALKAPRIELIAN@COMCAST.NET>
Sat 8/17/2024 9:57 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Agnes D. KaprielianYour Full Name]

[42 Central AvenueYour Address]
[alkaprielian@comcast.net your Email Address]

Agnes Kaprielian
ALKAPRIELIAN@COMCAST.NET
42 CENTRAL AVE

SAUSALITO, California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7



8/20/24, 4:55 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Alex Goodman <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 5:58 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

| urge historic and beloved Sausalito town to reject the modern eyesore proposed at 605
Bridgeway. It is wholly out-of-scale and out-of-character for our quaint and picturesque town. It
would severely and negatively impact the views of long-standing neighbors and eviscerate the
charm of our waterfront. This behemoth may be home in Dubai or Miami; it most certainly would
not be at home in sweet, old-school and understated Sausalito.

Thank you for your consideration,
Alex Goodman

Cazneau Ave, Sausalito
agoodmanmd@yahoo.com

Alex Goodman
agoodmanmd@yahoo.com
196 Cazneau Ave
Sausalito, California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A...
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8/20/24, 5:10 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Amber Santilli <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 3:30 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Amber Santilli

101 Marion Ave., Sausalito, CA 94965
santilliamber@gmail.com

Amber Santilli
santilliamber@gmail.com
101 Marion Ave.

Sausalito , California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7



8/20/24, 5:31 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

angela weber <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 5:31 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

angela weber
angelagweber@aol.com
75 cloud view rd.
sausalito, California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7



8/20/24, 5:56 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Anne Butti <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 10:45 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

| am a Marin native and a Sausalito resident who wants the unique sensibility and beauty of
Sausalito preserved. Please make a decision that honors the nature and residents of Sausalito.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Anne M. Butti].

54 Bulkley Avenue, Apartment 1
annebutti.butti3@gmail.com

Anne Bultti
annebutti.butti3@gmail.com
54 Bulkley Avenue
Sausalito, California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7



8/20/24, 5:07 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Baerbel Drobnis <baerbel1@msn.com>
Sat 8/17/2024 7:23 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Baerbel Drobnis
baerbel1@msn.com

45 Anchorage Rd
Sausalio, California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7



8/20/24, 5:06 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Barbara Brown <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sat 8/17/2024 2:01 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Rossi

505 Bridgeway
RhondaRossi@aol.com

Barbara Brown
bbrownarch@aol.com

80 Bulkley Ave.

Sausalito, California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7



8/20/24, 6:02 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Bonnie MacGregor <thistlebud@comcast.net>
Sun 8/18/2024 3:18 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

I, as a 40-year resident and two-time property owner, in Sausalito am writing in strong opposition
to the luxury condominium development at 605-613 Bridgeway.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

This project does not comply with local rules and height regulations to say nothing of esthetics
and looming appearance. It must be returned to the applicant for redesign to comply with
Sausalito’s codes and unique Victorian historic character.

| urge you to reject the application as incomplete and not accept any future application that does
not meet all requirements.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

| oppose this project as proposed because:

« Standing 109 feet tall and spanning 9 stories, it defies local regulations.

» The proposed project will irreparably damage one of California's twelve historic districts. This
cannot happen.

* It casts a shadow over homes and businesses and totally obliterates any views for properties
on Princess St. and Bulkley Ave. South, thus diminishing their value and the occupants quality of

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A...
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life. It will open the door for and establishes a dangerous precedent for future development.
* The loss of light and views, coupled with decreased parking and increased traffic, will
deteriorate our quality of life. The traffic on Princess Street, a main artery, is already constant
and will increase significantly. | purchase a parking permit annually and currently wait an average
of 30-45 minutes for a parking place near my residence. | have waited as long as 2.5 hours, as a
test. | finally parked at a meter for the night. Using a parking meter at night occurs frequently.
« It violates Ordinance 1022 and zoning laws, putting at risk our community's historical integrity
and visual harmony. (see drawing)
We support responsibly designed new residential developments and affordable housing, but this
is not it.
This current development proposal is to build 59 mostly ultra luxury condominiums and with 8
"affordable" units hidden with no view, against a hill. There is no protection to make sure these
few units remain affordable forever.
We depend on you, our elected officials, to defend our homes and community. This project must
be redesigned to comply with current law, city codes and to fit Sausalito’s unique Victorian
historic character!

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s Victorian historic character and scenic
beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Bonnie MacGregor
90A Princess Street, Sausalito
thistlebud@comcast.net

Bonnie MacGregor
thistlebud@comcast.net

Marin City, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Proposed apartment building Historic District & View Ordinance

Bonny Meyer <bonny@mfenterprises.com>
Mon 8/19/2024 3:52 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district!

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity and prevent
future development of this kind.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Bonny Meyer

32 Issaquah Dock, Sausalito
bonny@mfenterprises.com

Bonny Meyer
bonny@mfenterprises.com
32 Issaquah Dock
Sausalito, California 94965
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P.O. BOX 23660, MS-10D | OAKLAND, CA 94623-0660
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August 19, 2024 SCH #: 2024070676
GTS #: 04-MRN-2024-00329
GTS ID: 33443
Co/Rt/Pm: MRN/101/VAR

Brandon Phipps, Community Development Director
City of Sausalito

420 Litho Street

Sausalito, CA 94965

Re: Sausalito Amended 6th Cycle Housing Element — Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)

Dear Brandon Phipps:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the Sausalito Amended é6th Cycle Housing Element
Update. The Local Development Review (LDR) Program reviews land use projects and
plans to ensure consistency with our mission and state planning priorities. The following
comments are based on our review of the July 2024 NOP.

Please note this correspondence does not indicate an official position by Caltrans on
this project and is for informational purposes only.

Project Understanding

The proposed project would add housing and mixed-use zones that correspond with
slightly lower minimum densities to provide more variety in housing types, meet the
City’s Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) requirements, and affirmatively
further fair housing; make publicly owned sites available for development during the
2023-2031 planning period; and clarify implementation of housing streamlining
provisions.

Multimodal Transportation Planning

Please review and include the reference to the Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Plan
(2021) and the Caltrans District 4 Bike Plan (2018) in the DEIR. These two plans studied
existing conditions for walking and biking along and across the State Transportation
Network (STN) in the nine-county Bay Area and developed a list of location-based and
prioritized needs.

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.”


http://www.dot.ca.gov/
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/active-transportation-complete-streets/district4-finalreport-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/caltrans-near-me/district-4/d4-popular-links/d4-bike-plan

Brandon Phipps, Community Development Director
August 19, 2024
Page 2

Please note that any Complete Streets reference should be updated to reflect
Caltrans Director’s Policy 37 (link) that highlights the importance of addressing the
needs of non-motorists and prioritizing space-efficient forms of mobility, while also
facilitating goods movement in a manner with the least environmental and social
impacts. This supersedes Deputy Directive 64-R1, and further builds upon its goals of
focusing on the movement of people and goods.

Integrated Transportation and Land Use Planning

Transportation and housing are integrally connected. The Housing Element Update
process provides a mechanism to reflect current transportation and land use policy
and adopt efficient land-use strategies such as transit-oriented, infill and mixed-use
developments that can potentially reduce vehicle miles tfraveled and address climate
change.

Please review and include the reference to the current California Transportation Plan
(CTP) in the DEIR. CTP 2050 envisions that the majority of new housing located near
existing housing, jobs, and transit, and in close proximity to one another will reduce
vehicle travel and GHG emissions, and be accessible and affordable for all
Californians, including disadvantaged and low-income communities. The location,
density, and affordability of future housing will dictate much of our future travel
patterns, and our ability to achieve the vision outlined in CTP 2050. Caltrans
encourages the City to consider and explore the potential of excess state-owned
property for affordable housing development, per Executive Order N-06-19.

Caltrans looks forward to reviewing the DEIR that should demonstrate how the future
housing development patterns align with the City adopted Vehicle Miles Traveled
(VMT) policies. Caltrans supports collaboration with local agencies to work towards a
safe, functional, interconnected, multi-modal transportation network integrated
through efficient and equitable land use planning and policies. The City should also
continue to coordinate with Caltrans to identify and implement necessary network
improvements and impact mitigation.

Climate Change/Sea Level Rise (SLR)

Please keep Caltrans informed about the climate stressors impacting the project
location, as well as the ongoing development and implementation of adaptation and
resilience initiatives. According to San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development
(BCDC)'s Adapting to Rising Tides, the total water level by 2100 is projected to
inundate much of the shoreline. Caltrans is particularly interested in the city’s plans to
enhance shoreline resilience, especially given that SLR can be exacerbated by king
tides and storm surges. Caltrans is eager to collaborate with stakeholders such as
Transportation Authority of Marin (TAM) and the County of Marin to develop effective
adaptation and resilience measures for the area. For inquiries or concerns within

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.”
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Brandon Phipps, Community Development Director
August 19, 2024
Page 3

District 4's geographical boundaries, please contact the Caltrans Bay Area Climate
Change Planning Coordinators at hunter.oatman-stanford@dotf.ca.gov and
lucius.wu@dot.ca.gov.

Equitable Access

If any Caltrans facilities are impacted by the project, those facilities must meet
American Disabilities Act (ADA) Standards after project completion. As well, the
project must maintain bicycle and pedestrian access during construction. These
access considerations support Caltrans’ equity mission to provide a safe, sustainable,
and equitable transportation network for all users.

Equity and Public Engagement

We will achieve equity when everyone has access to what they need to thrive no
matter their race, socioeconomic status, identity, where they live, or how they travel.
Caltrans is committed to advancing equity and livability in all communities. We look
forward to collaborating with the City to prioritize projects that are equitable and
provide meaningful benefits to historically underserved communities.

Caltrans encourages the City to foster meaningful, equitable and ongoing public
engagement in the Housing Element Update development process to ensure future
transportation decisions and investments reflect community interests and values. The
public engagement process should include community-sensitive and equity-focused
approaches seeking out the needs of individuals from underserved, Tribal, and low-
income communities, the elderly, and individuals with disabilities.

Thank you again for including Caltrans in the environmental review process. Should
you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Melissa Hernandez,
Associate Transportation Planner, via LDR-D4@dot.ca.gov.

For future early coordination opportunities or project referrals, please visit Caltrans LDR
website (link) or contact LDR-D4@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

YUNSHENG LUO
Branch Chief, Local Development Review

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.”
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Brandon Phipps, Community Development Director
August 19, 2024
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Office of Regional and Community Planning

c: State Clearinghouse

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.”
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Carol Hoerner <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 7:18 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. This is an absurd proposal. Please assure that
projects proposed such as this one never are approved.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape and identity. The EIR should without question
maintain this ordinance.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Carol Lax Hoerner
30 Atwood Avenue
Sausalito, CA 94965

Carol Hoerner
carol.hoerner@gmail.com

30 ATWOOD AVE
SAUSALITO, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] City of Sausalito Amended 6th Cycle Housing Elemen Draft Environmental Impact
Report

Carolyn Revelle <carolyn@sausalitobeautiful.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 8:28 PM

To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>
Ccrevellecarolyn@gmail.com <revellecarolyn@gmail.com>

Dear Brandon,

| am pleased to submit comments on the scope of the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Housing Element.

Providing a variety of new housing options in California communities, including Sausalito, is critical. It
is equally important that the sites selected for new housing and the scale of proposed housing

be environmentally appropriate. Among the topics to be addressed in the Draft EIR are aesthetic
resources and historic/cultural and tribal cultural resources.

Sausalito established a Downtown Sausalito Historic Overlay District in 1980 in recognition of our
cultural heritage—one of twelve such districts certified by the Department of the Interior in California.
The Draft EIR should assess the impact of housing development on the Historic District and exclude
opportunity sites from the district.

| recommend removing as an opportunity site #201, 605-13 Bridgeway, which contains a contributing
resource and one of individual significance to the Historic District. In a report by the City’s architectural
historian, the 109-story structure proposed for the site has been deemed not compliant with the
Secretary of Interior’s standards and out of character and scale with the Historic District. Rather than
the greater density of an opportunity site, additional housing could be added to the site at a height and
character appropriate to the Historic District under the existing zoning.

The City has also had a longstanding View Ordinance, which acknowledges the unique character of
our hillside community and safeguards adjacent properties from negative view impacts. The Draft EIR
should not only review the benefits of the View Ordinance but stress that modern technology allows an
objective assessment of view impacts.

Implementing the Housing Element in a way that preserves the character of our unique historic
community is a challenge, but one that can be met if we try. | appreciate the opportunity to provide
public comment on the Draft EIR.

Thank you,

Carolyn Revelle
515 North Street
Sausalito, CA 94965
Cell: 857-998-0271
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Cate Celso <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sat 8/17/2024 8:55 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

With the foresight of community taking action and open discussions together we can look to the
future with an environmental and historical respect to the importance of preserving the past.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Catherine Celso

220 Glen Drive, Sausalito CA 94965
catecelso@gmail.com

Cate Celso
catecelso@gmail.com

220 Glen Drive

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Cate Celso <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sat 8/17/2024 8:55 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

With the foresight of community taking action and open discussions together we can look to the
future with an environmental and historical respect to the importance of preserving the past.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Catherine Celso

220 Glen Drive, Sausalito CA 94965
catecelso@gmail.com

Cate Celso
catecelso@gmail.com

220 Glen Drive

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Channing Clarkson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 3:59 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to give my public comment. | am a 25-year resident of 54 Bulkley
Avenue.

Itis crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers and includes the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s HISTORIC DISTRICT: Our historic district is a vital part of our
community’s heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the
district and explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including
the removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

a. 605 Bridgeway Blvd is in a local/state/federally recognized HISTORIC DISTRICT (Source:
California State Parks, Office of Historic Preservation (https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?
page_id=27283#TCS_SHD)

b. Sausalito’s HISTORIC DISTRICT has been verified by the comprehensive “Historic Resources
Evaluation” by Connor Turnbull, dated June 17, 2024 and filed with the City of Sausalito (Source:
https://saveoursausalito.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/HRE-SOS-Filing.pdf)

c. The proposed project at 605 Bridgeway is in violation of SMC 10.46.010(A-I) HISTORIC
PRESERVATION (Source: Sausalito Municipal Code, Title 10 ZONING
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/Sausalito/#!/Sausalito10/Sausalito1046.htmI#10.46)

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: The city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

a. The proposed project at 605 Bridgeway of 109 feet is in violation of SMC 10.40.060 HEIGHT
REQUIREMENTS of 32 feet. (Source: Sausalito Municipal Code, Title 10 ZONING
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/Sausalito/#!/Sausalito10/Sausalito1040.html#10.40.060)

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

a. At minimum, the proposed project at 605 Bridgeway is in violation of SMC 10.54.010(A-G)
PURPOSE and (SMC 10.54.030(B),(D) GUIDING PRINCIPLES OF DESIGN REVIEW (Source:
Sausalito Municipal Code, Title 10 ZONING
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/Sausalito/#!/html/Sausalito10/Sausalito1054.html)
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This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character, scenic beauty and
environmental integrity.

Thank you for considering my comments.
Sincerely,

Channing Clarkson
54 Bulkley Ave. #2
Email: cwc454@hotmail.com

Channing Clarkson
cwcd54@hotmail.com

54 Bulkley Ave #2
Sausalito, California 94965
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M Gma iI Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>

FW: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

1 message

Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov> Thu, Aug 22, 2024 at 12:59 PM
To: Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>

BRANDON PHIPPS
Community & Economic Development Director
City of Sausalito | Community Development Department

420 Litho Street, Sausalito, CA 94965

Direct: (415) 289-4142 | Fax: (415) 289-4167

From: chris chouteau <chrischouteau@earthlink.net>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2024 12:57 PM

To: Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

Part of what makes Sausalito such a wonderful place to live and to visit is the unmarred
appearance of it's historic district and the open vistas both looking up towards the small houses
in the hills and looking out from those hills on the open expanse of the bay, hills and cities
beyond. Although a large development might offer economic advantage to a builder or units
toward our allocated housing goals, those benefits would be dwarfed by the irreparable losses of
character, scenic beauty, and attractiveness to visitors so central to our economy.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
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explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Chris Chouteau

1-F A Dock

Sausalito, CA 94965
chrischouteau@earthlink.net

chris chouteau
chrischouteau@earthlink.net

Marin City, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Christina Tillman <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 3:33 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Christina Tillman

14 Sunshine Ave
Sausalito, CA 95965
Henksmama@yahoo.com

Christina Tillman
henksmama@yahoo.com

Marin City, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Christine Kelly <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 11:21 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>
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Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Christine Kelly
43 Willow Lane
Sausalito 94965

Christine Kelly
christinekw2@gmail.com
43 Willow Lane

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Christopher Ulrich <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 4:35 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

| believe it is vital to preserve the historic character of Sausalito. | can’t imagine going to Carmel,
Mendocino, Tiburon or even Mill Valley and seeing a monstrosity like the current proposed
structure. In my opinion Sausalito competes with the most charming seaside cities in the world
and | can’'t understand why anyone would consider ruining that with a development like this.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Christopher Ulrich
207 Bridgeway
Sansalito

Christopher Ulrich
topheu@gmail.com

207 Bridgeway

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Air quality, Noise, Parking, Historic District & View
Ordinance

Daniel Shugrue <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 4:33 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Having lived in this beautiful town for over 35 years, | am extremely concerned that progress in
creating more housing be handled with the utmost sensitivity. And | thank you for the opportunity
to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). | am writing to emphasize
the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR, particularly concerning appraisal of the
risks to Sausalito’s Historic District, air quality and the preservation of residents' scenic views
and parking.

For all current and future residents of Sausalito it is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the
following:

1. The proposed development at 605 Bridgeway would have an extremely detrimental impact on
our neighborhood during construction. The prevailing winds coming off the bay would blow dust
and air pollution directly towards our home, we know this having lived through other small
construction projects in the area. This enormous project would be on a completely different
scale. | fear for my own health, my family’s health and the health of my neighbors to be exposed
to all the contaminants such heavy construction would generate.

2. Parking in the neighborhood around Princess and Bulkley is probably the most challenging in
town. The proposed development at 605 Bridgeway would increase the parking demands to
intolerable levels in several ways: a) the current parking lot at 605 Bridgeway that serves the
public would not be available during construction. b) vehicles for construction workers with no
accommodations would very likely park in the surrounding neighborhood. c) as for the residents
of the completed building, not providing adequate parking and claiming that the proximity to
public transportation will make cars less necessary is completely unrealistic. In short, this
monstrous project would transform this neighborhood from a parking hassle to a parking
nightmare.

3. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

4. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.
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5. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for reading and considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Daniel Shugrue

80 Bulkley Ave
Cmore33@aol.com

Daniel Shugrue
cmore33@aol.com

Marin City, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Denice Barsness <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 7:22 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

Itis crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Everyone is entitled to housing; however, everyone is NOT entitled to housing whereever they
deem their preference. We have an immense amount of land in California to build economical
housing for the unhoused. | would like to live in Hawaii, but cannot afford to. Let us turn our
attention NOT to spoiling historically small towns that attract business with low income housing.
A mere 11 miles up the road there is plenty of land to build sustainable low income housing.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Denice Barsness

985 W California Avenue
Mill Valley CA

[Your Email Address]

Denice Barsness
denicebars@gmail.com
985 W California Avenue
Mill Valley, California 94921
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Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Diana Dempsey <dianadem@earthlink.net>
Mon 8/19/2024 4:24 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>
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Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR).  am a Sausalito resident writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope
in the EIR, particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the
preservation of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly consider the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our Historic District is a vital part of Sausalito's
heritage and identity. | believe it is one of only a dozen such districts in California. The EIR
should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and explore every alternative to
safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the removal of all opportunity sites
from within the Historic District.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the Historic District. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential

to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits

of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identify all risks and
evaluate all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,

Diana Dempsey

1001 Bridgeway, #222
Sausalito
dianadem@earthlink.net

Diana Dempsey
dianadem@earthlink.net
1001 Bridgeway, Suite A1
Sausalito, California 94965

7



8/20/24, 4:23 PM [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance - cerwin@denovoplanning.com

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View
Ordinance

Diane Parish <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org> Sun, Aug 18, 1:00PM (2 days
to Brandon Phipps

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

While | am in favor of in-fill housing development, the proposed project at 605 Broadway is
grossly incompatible with the preservation of the Historic District and the View Ordinance.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Diane Parish
dianeparish1026@gmail.com
154 Santa Rosa Ave
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Donna Bachle <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 3:11 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Donna Bachle

25 Edwards Ave., Sausalito
donna_bachle@yahoo.com

Donna Bachle
donna_bachle@yahoo.com
25 Edwards Ave.

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Ed Brakeman <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sat 8/17/2024 10:57 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>
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Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Ed Brakeman

5 Reade Ln

Sausalito, CA 94965
ebrakeman@yahoo.com

Ed Brakeman
ebrakeman@yahoo.com

5 Reade Ln

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Edward Ayres <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 4:52 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Edward J Ayres

146 Filbert Ave.
edward.ayres2@gmail.com

Edward Ayres
edward.ayres2@gmail.com
146 Filbert ave no. 8 no. 8
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Elizabeth Freeman-Rogers <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 7:48 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth and Matt Rogers
217 North Street
Eliza2348@yahoo.com

Elizabeth Freeman-Rogers
eliza2348@yahoo.com
217 North Street
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Emilia Rivers <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tue 8/20/2024 4:54 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Emilia Rivers

187 Santa Rosa Ave Sausalito, CA, 94965
emiliarivers@icloud.com

Emilia Rivers
emiliarivers@icloud.com
187 Santa Rosa Ave
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Emily Bosco <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 1:53 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Emily Bosco

430 Sausalito Blvd
Sausalito, CA 94965

Emily Bosco
emilysund@yahoo.com
430 Sausalito Blvd
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Emmet Yeazell <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 2:03 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Emmet Yeazell

21 Miller Ave, Sausalito, CA 94965
emmetyeazell@yahoo.com

Emmet Yeazell
emmetyeazell@yahoo.com
21 Miller Avenue
Sausalito, California 94945
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M Gma il Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>

FW: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

1 message

Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov> Mon, Aug 19, 2024 at 10:12 AM
To: Beth Thompson <bthompson@denovoplanning.com>, Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>
Cc: Neal Toft <ntoft@sausalito.gov>

Beth and Christina,

Please see below for comments on EIR scoping.

Kind regards,

Brandon

BRANDON PHIPPS
Community & Economic Development Director
City of Sausalito | Community Development Department

420 Litho Street, Sausalito, CA 94965

Direct: (415) 289-4142 | Fax: (415) 289-4167

From: Erin Niehaus <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>

Sent: Monday, August 19, 2024 9:13 AM

To: Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:
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1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Erin Niehaus
erinpniehaus@gmail.com
77 Central Ave

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Erlend Bg <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sat 8/17/2024 8:04 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Erlend Bg
bo.erlend@gmail.com

1 reade

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

F. Thomas Aden <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 3:14 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

| am using here the language of the boiler plate - but that is because | completely agree with its
content.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
F. Thomas Aden
25 Edwards Ave, Sausalito

Ftaden@yahoo.com

F. Thomas Aden

ftaden@yahoo.com

25 Edwards Ave, Sausalito, CA 94965
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Faizal Khaliq <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thu 8/15/2024 9:13 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Faizal khaligbaporia
Fkbaporia@gmail.com
50 Bulkley Ave

Faizal Khaliq
fkbaporia@gmail.com

50 bulkley ave

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Gail Callan <gcallan@comcast.net>
Fri 8/16/2024 5:46 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Gail Callan

144 Santa Rosa Ave.
gcallan@comcast.net

Gail Callan
gcallan@comcast.net

144 Santa Rosa Ave
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Gail John <gail.ellen,john@mail.com>
Mon 8/19/2024 10:02 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Gail John

501 Olima Street Apt.#109
SAUSALITO, Ca.94965

[Your Email Address]

Gail John
gail.ellen.john@mail.com
501 olima St. #109
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Garth Page <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 8:50 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

Itis crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Further more, a structure out of proportion with the landscape of Sausalito will be out of place
with the character of Sausalito, it will only be a blight on the city.
Who are the beneficiaries of this deal? | doubt they are the residents of Sausalito.

Thank you for considering my comments.
Sincerely,

Garth Page

46 Bulkley ave

Sausalito, California
gpage81@protonmail.com

Garth Page
gpage81@protonmail.com
46 Bulkley

Sausalito, California 94965
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to Brandon Phipps +

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Gennifer Choldenko

378 and 376 Sausalito Blvd. (Duplex owner)
Gennifer@Choldenko.com

Gennifer Choldenko
gennifer@choldenko.com
378 Sausalito Blvd.
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Grover Dear comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Grover Dear <gdear@archasia.com.hk>
Fri 8/16/2024 12:28 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

As a Sausalito Homeowner for the past thirty years, | am writing to express my concern and
interest in our wonderful community of Sausalito. As a Registered Architect in California, as a
Fellow of the American Institute of Architects, and as a practicing International Architect living &
working abroad for the majority of my life, | am writing to emphasize the historic value and world-
wide reputation Sausalito maintains and enjoys. | am writing to record my objections to the
proposed massive new development at #605 Bridgeway which would irreparably damage and
destroy Sausalito's unique image and scale forever.

As a Professional Architect working globally with Developers and City Regulations for over fifty
years, - | AM NOT AGAINST re-purposing or re-development, as our community's needs evolve.
-1 CAN BE FOR a new development that repects and follows the site's guidelines.

As | understand the R3 Zoning restrictions on historic buildings AND the 32 ft height limitations, |
believe the proposed new development at #605 Bridgeway does not follow these guidelines.

It is essential that a comprehensive scope in the Environmental Impact Report be observed &
maintained, AND a careful review of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and residents' scenic
views be preserved. Please confirm that the EIR will :

1. Carefully assessing existing resident views; list potential impacts on the Historic District and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
REMOVAL OF ALL OPPORTUNITY SITES FROM WITHIN THE HISTORIC DISTRICT,

2. As per above item, REMOVE OPPORTUNITY SITE #201 at 605 Bridgeway. The proposed
100+ foot luxury housing project is incompatible with the scale and character of the historic
district.

3. Fully identify all environmental concerns affecting the Historic District, including added
vehicular traffic, air pollution, harbor pollution, and

4. Retain and Enhance Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The EIR should thoroughly review the
benefits of maintaining this ordinance, and ensure consistent protection of our views.

This EIR should be thorough and complete in its effort to identify all risks. It should LIST
POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVES to these risks.....in order to maintain and protect Sausalito's historic
character, reputation, and scenic beauty for the future of our community,

Thank you for your efforts on behalf of our lovely community of Sausalito.

Sincerely,

Grover C. Dear, Jr.

4 Santa Rosa Avenue
gdear@archasia.com.hk

Grover Dear
gdear@archasia.com.hk

4 Santa Rosa Avenue
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Draft Housing Plan EIR comments

Hank Baker <hank@bakerpropertygroup.com>
Mon 8/19/2024 2:59 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

The original Housing Plan EIR was completed after a detailed Housing Plan was submitted to and approved by
the state of CA. -How can a revised Housing Plan EIR proceed with comments from the public when the details
of any revisions to the approved Sausalito Housing Plan are yet to be proposed to and approved by the
Sausalito City Council and the State of CA?

- Isn't it possible that the State will not accept the suggested revisions in which case the EIR comments would
be premature?

-After so such public meetings and input on the original State approved Sausalito Housing Plan and associated
EIR, it seems that amendment of the approved Housing Plan and associated EIR in a much less transparent
manner could be against the intent of the State Housing Laws.

- Finally, what is the total cost to the City of Sausalito and its residents and business owners of the:

1) preparation of the approved Sausalito Housing Plan?

2)EIR associated with this approved Housing Plan?

3) preparation and pending approvals of the revisions to the approved Sausalito Housing Plan ?

4) suggested cost of the revised EIR associated with the revisions to the Sausalito Housing Plan?

Hank Baker
Baker Property Group

415-533-2871
"Standing still is the fastest way of moving backwards in a rapidly changing world”
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Hendrik Tillman <henk@berkeley.edu>
Mon 8/19/2024 5:51 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Hendrik Tillman
henk@berkeley.edu

14 Sunshine Ave
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

James Gabbert <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 7:36 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely

James Jeffery Gabbert

445 Bridgeway Sausalito, CA 94965
jgabb@aol.com

James Gabbert
jgabb@aol.com
445 Bridgeway
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Jan Sargent <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 5:36 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Jan Sargent
jbsarge@aol.com

101 Prospect

sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] 605 Bridgeway: Historic District & View Ordinance

jane hook <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 4:40 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,
thank you for accepting my comments on this development.

Please consider doing everything possible to stop the construction of the proposed development
at 605 Bridgeway and its adjacent properties. It mass, height and presence will impact our city
scape beyond reason. It will impact the views and accordingly decrease property values of those
whose views have been impinged. The sheer number of stories should be a deal stopper, but |
do understand the regulations have eased , and thus this challenging design. Parking will never
be adequate either, and that's already an issue along Princess Street.

While it will not affect my views directly, it will impact my views from the waterside where | spend
time on boats, and also walking along the waterfront daily. | agree with the letter developed by
Save our Sausalito, but wish to add in my comments written above.

respectfully submitted, Jane Hook
15 Atwood Av property owner
Sausalito, CA 94965

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.
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This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

jane hook
jhook42195@aol.com

15 Atwood Av

SAusalito, CA, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Jann Johnson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 2:52 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for allowing comment on the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) . The EIR must be
comprehensive especially in considering risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and preservation of
residents' scenic views.

1.Sausalito’s Historic District must be protected.

It is vital to our heritage and identity. Loss of Sausalito's historic charm will severely reduce
tourist draw and hence income. All housing opportunity sites should be removed from within the
historic district. No one wants to look at a huge ugly modern apartment building blocking views of
nature.

2. The opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway must be removed. The city’s architectural
historian has found the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at 605 Bridgeway to be
incompatible with the scale and character of the historic district.

The massive scale overwhelms the historic district and ruins the charm and tourist draw of the
district. It ruins the views and probably the businesses of the Princess St hotels and of the
homes on Princess, Reed Lane, and Buckley. Sky, light, and views of the hills and trees will be
lost. Sunlight on Bridgeway will be lost. This project is disproportionate to noe just the historic
district but to the entire city.

The site is home to threatened wildlife species and should be protected.

The EIR should remove this site from special opportunity development plans to prevent harm to
the district’s integrity. Let it be developed within the current 32 foot height limit.

3. Sausalito’s View Ordinance of a maximum height of 32 feet must be retained and enhanced.

Those of us who somehow managed to buy a home in Sausalito and spent our lives paying for it
did so in the belief and expectation that the view ordinance would stand and would preserve our
views, quality of life, and property values.

To not protect our views with the EIR and appropriate and timely housing element reiteration,
protection, and maintenance of the established view ordinance of a maximum of 32 feet height is
a betrayal to all who live here.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jann Johnson

301 2nd St.

Sausalito , Ca 94965
jannjohnson@icloud.com

Jann Johnson
jannjohnson@icloud.com
301 2nd St

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Jason Everley <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sat 8/17/2024 413 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Jason Todd Everley

101 Marion Avenue
Sausalito, CA. 94965-2523
Jeverley@gmail.com

Jason Everley
jeverley@gmail.com

101 Marion Avenue
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Jed Dempsey <jed.dempsey@earthlink.net>
Mon 8/19/2024 4:27 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of scenic views from homes and public spaces alike.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity, not to mention its economy. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential
impacts on the district and explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural
significance, including the removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance and also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views. The proposed development at 605
Bridgeway (Opportunity Site #201), for example, would destroy the beautiful views from Princess
Street, which are an important public resource enjoyed by hundreds of locals and visitors every
single day.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Jed Dempsey

1001 Bridgeway #222
Sausalito, CA 94965
jeddempsey@yahoo.com

Jed Dempsey
jed.dempsey@earthlink.net
1001 Bridgeway

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Jennifer Spinach <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 1:35 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Jennifer Spinach
jennifer.spinach406@icloud.com
406 Locust St.

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Jerome King, FAIA <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 6:21 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This goal can only be achieved by maintaining the current single and multi-family residential
scale, variegated site patterning, and contextual architecture massing of this iconic Bay Area hill-
town location. As currently designed, the proposed massive structure recklessly ignores the spirit
of this historic hillside community.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Jerome King, FAIA

209 North Street, Ste. A
jeromekingfaia@gmail.com

Jerome King, FAIA
jetomekingfaia@gmail.com

Marin City, California 94965
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M Gma iI Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>

FW: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

1 message

Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov> Mon, Aug 19, 2024 at 10:14 AM
To: Beth Thompson <bthompson@denovoplanning.com>, Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>
Cc: Neal Toft <ntoft@sausalito.gov>

Another - Similar email / comment on EIR, but different sender.

BRANDON PHIPPS
Community & Economic Development Director
City of Sausalito | Community Development Department

420 Litho Street, Sausalito, CA 94965

Direct: (415) 289-4142 | Fax: (415) 289-4167

From: Jo Moniz <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>

Sent: Monday, August 19, 2024 6:57 AM

To: Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
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scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Jo Moniz
187 Harrison Avenue
moniz.jo@gmail.com

Jo Moniz

moniz.jo@gmail.com

187 Harrison Ave

Sausalito, California 94965-2043
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[EXTERNAL] Not the form letter--from a local architect re:EIR

Joel Karr <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 2:25 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

| am an architect, owner of a commercial San Francisco architecture firm for 25 years (sold
about 6 years ago to Nelson Worldwide, global architecture and design firm) and a proud
Sausalito homeowner. | also happen to have a B.A. from Oberlin College in Architectural History.

The EIR approval for the opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway is the matter at hand. There will
be an avalanche of poorly informed and spurious letters and statements to you regarding the
approval. I'd like to say first that the Historic considerations are not really the main point. In my
personal opinion, these blocks of Bridgeway, in spite of being in the Downtown Historic District
overlay, are of marginal historic value, and very possibly wouldn't qualify for individual Historic
Status on design considerations alone (though cultural significance under CEQA would probably
find that only some of them qualfied).

The real, central issue here is scale. Despite strong voices against any kind of development, we
must allow housing to move ahead, but in a responsible and contextual way. The project, as it is
currently presented, is an egregiously overscaled eyesore in terms of design. | believe that most
of the letters you'll receive will stand firm and allow only for eliminating the site from
consideration at all. That would be truly unfortunate, and a lost opportunity to add housing that is
sorely needed.

If I might suggest, a fairer approach to all the constituents would be for challenges to the scale,
materials and colors of the proposed project. The incompatibility with the adjacent buildings is
the fault of these three design issues.

| do not take a "nimby" stance generally, but | do favor thoughtful, well designed additions to the
city fabric, wherever they may be.

Thank you in advance for your consideration.
Regards,

Joel M Karr, AIA, NCARB Architect/Principal
141 Woodward Avenue
Sausalito, CA 94965

Joel Karr
joelkarrarchitect@gmail.com

Marin City, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

John MAGGIORA <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tue 8/20/2024 6:08 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

John Maggiora
Melody Maggiora

509 Spring St
Sausalito
Mjmaggiora@aol.com

John MAGGIORA
mjmaggiora@aol.com

509 Spring St

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance - cerwin@denovoplanning.com
building.
c. | have witnessed traffic diverted from the freeway because of traffic line up on Bridgeway with
idling cars emitting fume for hours. | would fully expect that to be a daily occurrence would that
ridiculously inappropriate Love Boat of a building go up.
d. Having worked in the been in the building industry in Chicago and the Bay Area, | have a clear
understanding of the drilling below grade that is required to support a seven or nine story
building. | understand what site preparation and construction does to a shoreline and the water
table.
e. So, please believe me when | say that | thoroughly understand the importance of a
comprehensive scope in the EIR for the above reasons AND also concerning appraisal of the
risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly also considers and includes the following:

f. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

g. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

h. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character, scenic beauty and
environmental integrity.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Judith Wetterer

54 Bulkley Avenue, Apt 2, Sausalito
jaw54 1@comcast.net

Judith Wetterer
jaw541@comcast.net

54 Bulkley Ave

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Juli Betwee <jbetwee@pivotpointpartners.com>
Fri 8/16/2024 1:02 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

David Brezner and Juli Betwee
400 North Street

Sausalito, 94965

Juli Betwee
jbetwee@pivotpointpartners.com
400 North

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Kai Brown <rz1bn8p6q@mozmail.com>
Mon 8/19/2024 3:27 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Kai Brown
378 Sausalito Blvd., Sausalito, CA

Kai Brown
rz1bn8p6q@mozmail.com

Marin City, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Kathleen Matschullat <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 4:55 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Matschullat
77 Harrison Ave
Kshepphird@gmail.com

Kathleen Matschullat
kshepphird@gmail.com

77 Harrison Avenue
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Kathleen Oliver <kathleenoliver@comcast.net>
Fri 8/16/2024 12:26 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Frances Oliver

89 Cazneau Ave.
Kathleenoliver@comcast.net

Kathleen Oliver
kathleenoliver@comcast.net
89 Cazneau Ave.
Sausalito,C, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Kay Mitzel <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 4:33 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Kay Mitzel

119 Sacramento Way
Sausalito
kaymitzel@gmail.com

Kay Mitzel
kaymitzel@gmail.com

119 Sacramento Way
Sausalito , California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Kristin Cappelli <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 7:42 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Kristin Cappelli

11 Stanford Way, Sausalito
kcsausalito@gmail.com

Kristin Cappelli
kcsausalito@gmail.com

11 Stanford Way
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Lauren Ramsey <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sat 8/17/2024 5:45 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District, the preservation of
residents' scenic views and the impact on this fragile ocean ecosystem.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

This small city will always need more housing but ruining the very center of what makes it special
is not going to solve that. There are other parts of sausalito / Marin so much better fit for a large
scale development of this nature. This development would change sausalito forever in a negative
manner and also does not account for the fragile ocean front eco system it will be interrupting.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Lauren Ramsey

5 Cornelia Ave.

Mill Valley CA 94941

Lauren Ramsey
laurenicr@gmail.com

568 Funston Ave

San Francisco, California 94118
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Laurie Viault <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 9:44 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. This new large multistory building will be the largest structure on bridgeway
standing out like a sore thumb and not within the character of the rest of the town. The charm
that attracted many of us to Sausalito will be destroyed

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity. This
structure will bring added traffic, congestion, air and water pollution that the small town of
Sausalito will be unable to handle, especially on bridgeway which is already congested with
tourists and cyclists. Bringing in significantly more car traffic to this site threatens the health and
safety of cyclists and pedestrians.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views. | moved here for the lovely views and this
structure which will be the tallest on bridgeway will significantly block the views of those of us
who live on the hill.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Laurie Viault

83 Central Ave
Sausalito, Ca 94965
Laurieviault@yahoo.com

Laurie Viault
laurieviault@yahoo.com

Marin City, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Leon Huntting <leon@loanhuntting.com>
Sat 8/17/2024 3:17 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,

Dear Director Phipps,

My name is Leon Huntting. My wife and | are 54 year residents of Sausalito and have been very
active in Sausalito. In fact, | was on the city council when this property was the subject of
development many years ago. As with the current application, it was totally inappropriate based
on our Sausalito General Plan, the type of project and the location in a sensitive historical
district. | was Marin's representative to the ABAG Executive Board and am an expert regarding
the CA Housing Element and have taken community groups to Sacramento to meet with their
legislators and key housing aides. | also have organized groups to meet with their legislators in
district for the same reasons. I've been involved in government affairs at the local, state and
federal levels for over 40 years and was the President and Government Affairs Chairman for the
California Association of Mortgage Brokers. | know housing and housing finance! This project
absolutely violates our General Plan and the appropriate housing policy. If this project is
approved, it would not surprise me if the applicant sells the property to a developer

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.
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Sincerely,
[Your Full Name]Leon and Sallie Huntting
65 Rodeo Ave. #24
Sausalito, CA 94965
[Your Email Address] leon@loanhuntting.com

Leon Huntting

leon@loanhuntting.com

65 Rodeo Ave. #24 Sausalito, CA 94965
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Leslee Maggiora <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 2:39 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name) Leslee Maggiora

[Your Address] 609 Spring St

Sausalito, CA 94965

[Your Email Address] lesleemaggiora@gmail.com

Leslee Maggiora
lesleemaggiora@gmail.com
609 Spring St

Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on Scoping of EIR: Historic District and View Ordinances

Linda Baron <Linda@studiobaron.net>
Mon 8/19/2024 3:55 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

| am writing today to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). | want to
underscore the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR, particularly concerning the
appraisal of risks to Sausalito’s wonderful Historic District, and the preservation of its scenic
views for our residents.

Please note with urgency that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of Sausalito's heritage and identity. People
travel from across the world to experience it! And many of us who live here chose to do so
because of it. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the historic district, and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including removal of
all "opportunity sites" from the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway, Sausalito. The city’s architectural
historian has found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is
incompatible with the scale and character of the historic district. 109 Feet? Are you kidding? It
would feel like an enormous cruise ship docking above Angelino's! | believe our city code allows
for building heights up to 32 feet there. This would be more than TRIPLE that height limit. The
EIR should seriously consider the alternative of excluding this site from development plans to
prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. This nine (or seven?)-story monstrosity would
ruin the unique and picturesque vistas that Sausalito is famous for. The EIR should thoroughly
review the benefits of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology
to make it fully objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Linda Baron

188 Cypress Place
Sausalito, CA 94965

Linda Baron
Linda@studiobaron.net
188 Cypress Place
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments to Draft EIR Scoping Of August 6, 2024

lindafotsch@aol.com <lindafotsch@aol.com>
Mon 8/19/2024 4:47 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

August 19, 2024

Brandon Phipps

Director of Community and Economic Development
City of Sausalito

bphipps@sausalito.gov

RE: Draft EIR Scoping, Sausalito 6th Cycle Amended Housing Element
Dear Mr. Phipps,

Thank you for inviting comment on the Draft EIR for the Amended Housing Element, per the meeting of August
6, 2024. However, the process of this current scoping is very confusing and has failed. The Draft EIR for the
approved Sausalito Housing Element had a Public Review which closed many months ago, January 2024.
Sausalito was required to have a certified EIR submitted with the submittal of the Housing Element, which was
never done. It was anticipated by Sausalito residents that after the public review closed of the Draft EIR this last
winter; the EIR would have been certified by the City and adopted. This was not done. There has been no public
noticing or outreach as to why that did not occur.

Then, a new Public comment period opened for an AMENDED Housing Element; but no Amendments were
made available to the Public. If there were no approved Housing Element Amendments, why would the current
draft EIR need to be changed? There has been no public noticing or outreach for ascertaining why the current
approved Housing Element needed to be amended.

On the exact day of the Pubic Scoping meeting, August 6, 2024, a set of slides was posted on the City website;
which was 13 days before public comment was due to close. These slides mostly showed some minor detail
changes of the approved Housing Element that would not trigger a new EIR review or prevent the City from
certifying and adopting the current draft EIR. Failures of the Scoping meeting:

-How can you open Public discussion on a new EIR for an Amended Housing Element when you have not yet
approved and certified an EIR for the original approved Housing Element?

-Was the August 6, 2024 EIR Scoping Public discussion just for the proposed Amended items in the Housing
Element or for the complete Housing Element? That was never defined.

-How can anyone comment on Proposed Amendments to the Housing Element if the proposed amendments
have not properly been publicly noticed, discussed and approved? If Public comment on any Housing Element
changes are opened to the Public and changes are made; does the EIR Public scoping open again?

The slides that governed the meeting stated, “Today’s meeting is NOT intended as a forum to discuss the
contents of the adopted Housing Element, potential housing sites,...etc.” Yet it appears to be recent proposed
changes, to those very items, that would be the only reason to require a new EIR to be created.

-Neil Toft stated a proposal to drop one Housing Element site- but there was no allowed Public comment on
this.

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItNzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 113



8/20/24, 5:43 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

-An attached map to the slides showed a proposed new Housing Element site, in the Marinship, to be added to
the Housing Element- but there was no Public Comment allowed on this.

-Under Project Characteristics, a notation is made- “to add housing and mixed-use zones that correspond

with slightly lower minimum densities ...” the “slightly lower minimum densities” corresponded to a mapping
that showed, a never before discussed, proposed Down Zoning of all the Urban Infill sites of the approved
Sausalito Housing Element.- But again, there was no Public comment allowed on this proposed change and
there has never been public noticing or public input on this very important land use change which affects many
environmental issues.

-how can No Net Loss be achieved by proposing down zoning, of Environmentally Desired Urban Infill
development sites, and substituting it with, environmentally fragile sites of the Marinship built on infill land
located in a flood zone? The Marinship is an area that currently is illegal for development into Housing.

The Urban Infill density lots, shown on Figure 2-5. Amended Housing Element Sites with Aerial, should not be
reduced for density. Urban Infill especially when used with vacant lots or underutilized lots and buildings, which
defines the proposed down-zoned lots, are critical to accommodating growth that is environmentally and
socially sustainable. Development at increased density on these sites:

-Reduces greenhouse gas emissions and improves regional air quality by reducing the distance
people need to travel. Air pollution from transportation has been called “one of the most recognized
and quantified of environmental impacts”.

-Reduces the environmental footprint and conversion of land of sensitive habitat and open space for
new development, by developing an already developed area.

-Reduces costs to build and maintenance of expensive infrastructure. Improvements already exist in
this area such as roads, sidewalks etc.

-Facilitates healthy and environmentally friendly transportation. Greener commutes through bus lines,
bike routes and ferry access-the Major Transit Area of Sausalito, all within walking distance of these
properties.

-Reduces storm-water runoff and pollution of waterways through already established storm drain
systems etc

-Existing Urban services for new residents
-Allows for economic revitalization, through already established development improvements

-Brings vibrancy, community and social connection to neighborhoods though creating a walking environment in
town

(Ca Governor’s Office of Planning and Research- CEQA exemptions and guidelines for sustainable infill
development)

Sustainable growth is based on three basic principles: economic growth, social inclusion and environmental
protection. If Sausalito wants to maintain local control over its land use while still adhering to State Housing
mandates; density along the main transit corridor should not be reduced. Density in Urban Infill areas, within
walking distance to the Major Transportation hub, will help preserve existing neighborhoods by directing future
housing units into commercial mixed-use areas served by transit.

| suggest, the current Draft EIR should be certified and approved as written. Properties along the main Urban
Transit Corridor should not be downzoned. Any additional Opportunity Properties should be submitted as
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Overflow, additional, Amended Housing Element properties. Since these new properties may be limited for
development by being located in a sensitive environmental location and in a flood zone; a new EIR review,
limited to just those locations, should be made.

There will be devastating penalties for Sausalito not following the Ca Housing laws. Delays in not approving the
current draft EIR, as is, for the approved Housing Element and Opportunity Sites, is a veiled tactic to deny
Affordable Housing through inaction.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Linda Fotsch
655 Sausalito Blvd

Sausalito, CA 94965
lindafotsch@aol.com
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M Gma iI Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>

FW: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

1 message

Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov> Thu, Aug 22, 2024 at 10:20 AM
To: Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>

BRANDON PHIPPS
Community & Economic Development Director
City of Sausalito | Community Development Department

420 Litho Street, Sausalito, CA 94965

Direct: (415) 289-4142 | Fax: (415) 289-4167

From: Linda Nero <|_nero@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2024 10:07 AM

To: Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.
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3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Linda Nero
|_nero@sbcglobal.net

Mill Valley, California 94941
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Since “environmental quality” and “environmental impact” are the watchwords, can we all take a
moment to appreciate what an environmental catastrophe it has been for us to perpetually expand
roads and freeways in our particular megalopolis, and in California’s other ones? Is there no one else
who finds it funny that we should express consternation that “transportation” is California’s number one
greenhouse gas and climate change contributor, after more than a century of issuing a blank check for

transportation infrastructure?

In fact, we subsidize people NOT living where they work. Basically, the further you live from your
workplace, the more subsidized you are. After more than a century of providing Traffic Inducing
Infrastructure, | would suggest it’s time to provide Traffic Obviating Infrastructure — not in the form of

“transit,” which ALSO represents a subsidy for people NOT living where they work, but in the form of Zip



Code Village Housing, housing zip code by zip code that is available exclusively to the Essential Workers

who serve that particular zip code.

We organically HAD Zip Code Villages of course, for a post-War generation or two there. But

unfortunately, just within my lifetime, the ENTIRE WORLD has apparently turned its covetous eye on this

little arbitrarily circumscribed geography and its absurdly modest homes. And the 94965’s Essential

Workers — most of whom, let’s face it, are negligibly compensated compared to the people who live here

now — have been displaced further and further to the far margins of the region. A displacement that we

SUBSIDIZE, to the tune of billions and billions of dollars, when you add it all up. So, not only do we

expect Essential Workers to build the Monopoly board, maintain it, feed, care for, educate, etc., its

denizens, but now apparently we expect them to leave it at the close of business each day, and come

back tomorrow. Money is no object to get the Essential Workers out of town. Is this the kind of

“community” you want to live in? Are you not ashamed of this state of affairs?



Here’s a good anecdotal example: | recently went to the groundbreaking ceremony at the Nevada Street

campus of MLK Academy (formerly Bayside/Willow Creek, the site of beloved Konnie Knudsen Field).

Because I’'m interested in housing and regional issues, | chatted up a teacher there — a Black woman,

incidentally — and asked her, “Where do you live?” Her response was “Tracy. Mountain House.” As | left

and walked to my car about a block away | noticed a cockeyed mailbox and boarded up windows on the

house | had parked in front of, and | asked a neighbor, “Is this house abandoned?” And they responded,

“Yes.” And, pointing two doors down, added, “So is that one.” As | pointed out in earlier comments, |

can point to MANY such houses around town, as well as ones that are obviously seldom occupied pied e

terres, others that are perpetually “under construction” and obviously unoccupied. Etc.

So, if you really believe in diversity, equity, and inclusion, and in affirmatively furthering fair housing

(whatever that means — will there come a day when we can talk about these issues of equity that are

critical for the survival of our tenuous republic and have the courage to not resort to these linguistic-

equivalent-of-the-proverbial ten foot pole euphemisms?) which get a lot of lip service around here, |

would merely point out that the Diverse population we ought to be immediately Equitably Including are

right under our noses. They are already in our “community,” all day every day. They are called Essential



Workers, the people without whom, BY DEFINITION, our “community” cannot function. Not only have

we allowed them to be displaced, we have subsidized that displacement with wild abandon.

So what | would ask, under the “mitigation and monitoring” heading, | guess, is that this analysis provide

us with commute maps. Who are the 94965’s Essential Workers, and where do they live? How do they

get back and forth? I've heard some of our so-called first responders live as far away as Truckee. Where

do the people who work in this zip code live, and where do the people who live in this zip code work?

Helping, subsidizing, fostering, facilitating people LIVING WHERE THEY WORK ought to be the goal of

“urban planning” going forward, | would argue. And it’s more than a little bit urgent. Ten people a day

die on California’s transportation network, according to CalTRANS’ own website. Even excluding climate

impacts, that would seem to qualify as an environmental health hazard, to say nothing of a public health

state of emergency. If | did my internet research right, that is a higher rate of death than US

SERVICEMEN IN VIETNAM.



So, commute maps please, for Sausalito’s Essential Workers. I've read claims that adding housing will

magically REDUCE traffic — even without designating a reasonable amount of it as Zip Code Village

Housing — so let’s get the baseline data to see whether these efforts do in fact shrink or lengthen

Sausalito’s commute map (a BETTER “mandate” from the state, | would argue, than “Arbitrarily grow,

everywhere, indefinitely,” which is what “RHNA” seems to amount to, would be to say to cities and

towns: You SHALL house your own Essential Workers. Halve your commute map, at least). Also, as part

of that analysis, can you quantify the COST of Sausalito’s Essential Workers living in such far-flung

locations? My theory is that it would be demonstrably cheaper and more efficient for us to subsidize

Essential Workers living where they work than it is for us to subsidize them living entire counties, or even

multiple counties (even states, perhaps?) away. You always hear talk of wanting to “be a leader” on this

issue or that, or be perceived as one.....why not be a leader on that, Sausalito? Housing Essential

Workers WHERE THEY WORK also would represent a de facto EXPANSION of infrastructure, in that it

would subtract those car trips from California’s Great Tragic Commons every day, leaving it for the goods

and citizens who actually MUST move about on it.



Also, there was something in there about zoning changes? This just dawned on me, but most of us, |

think, view a house as a place to live, a place from which to build a life. Its magical wealth-building

function is nice and everything, but secondary to our gratitude at having a place to call our own.

Meanwhile, GREATLY exacerbating this affordability crisis, a phenomenon has arisen in which an investor

class — a group of people who already literally have more money than they know what to do with —

covets these modest homes PRECISELY FOR THEIR MAGICAL WEALTH-BUILDING PROPERTIES, and

nothing more, and ordinary citizens can’t compete with their deep pockets. So increasingly you have the

OPPOSITE of the Jeffersonian ideal vis-a-vis a healthy republic of many SMALL landholders, each with an

actual STAKE in the republic. Can you map and analyze THAT, too? Who owns Sausalito’s homes, and

who occupies them? When more and more of us are excluded, you may be surprised to find us clowning

your consternation over, for example, sea level rise, and hollering, to paraphrase Watts: “Rise, baby,

rise!”

But | digress. What | recently perceived is that those two “uses” — a house-as-a-place-to-live versus a

house-as-a-commaodity-to-be-flipped-or-held-or-liquidated-etc — ARE IN CONFLICT WITH EACH OTHER,

are as incompatible as “commercial” versus “residential” versus “industrial,” etc. It’s a “land use” issue, a



zoning issue. We drew a hard line around our open space here in Marin, but we evidently didn’t go far

enough. We ought to have drawn a hard line around some reasonable percentage of the housing so that

our Essential Workers wouldn’t get displaced. But hey, none of us saw this phenomenon coming, right?

If we had, we’d all be rich. Because our vision failed in that regard though, doesn’t mean we can’t fix it

and claw back some of these absurdly modest homes as Zip Code Village Housing, forever. Can you draw

such a hard line with zoning? Isn’t that what zoning is, an arbitrarily drawn hard line? Can we zone

some Zip Code Village Housing districts? In that way we might preserve those absurdly modest pre-War

districts that have some charm just as they are, and not have to go through these terrible fights when

deep-pocketed gentrifiers move in and try to alter them. You can tell that’s not what people want from

all the friction, all the smoke. We could try that with the Medeiros property, for example. The reason

for all the friction and smoke that has paralyzed that property for decades, to the eternal shame of

“leaders” and “planners” who pass by it every day, | hope, is that it is in the hands of that

aforementioned investor class, | would bet. |think if we were to fix it up and preserve it as is you would

find it coming into alighment with what people actually want to see, and the friction and the smoke

would evaporate and it would actually happen. The friction and smoke then would come from realtor



groups and the investor class, but standing up to that merely requires political courage, as was required

when we drew the hard line around the open space in the first place.

Finally, | learned recently about the established concept of “induced demand” in Jeanie Ward-Waller’s

excellent opinion piece in the SF Chronicle on 10-28-2023. In it she describes how she was invited to

resign from CalTRANS for questioning the benefit of perpetual freeway and highway expansions, for

pointing out that providing more and more lanes only “induces demand” and ultimately, sometimes

immediately (in the case of the 405, | believe she cited), worsens traffic. Considering that California has

ten times as many people in it as it did a century ago; that 1 in 8 Americans already lives in California;

that the next most populous state, Texas — more than one and a half times California’s size in terms of

land mass — has ten million fewer people; that it is a cliché among post-War demographers vis-a-vis

California’s population explosion that “it is as though someone picked up the country and tilted it to the

West”; that California has arbitrarily grown, everywhere, for decades and decades (see the Wikipedia

entry for Milpitas for a representative warts and all description of how that growth has occurred), with

an apparent inverse, adverse effect on affordability....is there someone better versed than | in planning

and policy who can disabuse me of the sudden perception that perpetually expanding housing has



exactly the same unfortunate effect of inducing demand? | have a feeling the future of urban planning in

California is going to require more imaginative solutions than, “Build, baby, build.”

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lito Brindle

415 519-7680

litobrindle@hotmail.com

94965RHC@gmail.com
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Mark Rizzo <rizzomarka@comcast.net>
Mon 8/19/2024 8:23 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Our community is much to aesthetically pleasing for a building of this size. It just doesn’t fit.
Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Mark Allen Rizzo

32 Currey Avenue, Sausalito
Rizzomarka@comcast.net

Mark Rizzo
rizzomarka@comcast.net
32 Currey Avenue
Sausalito, California 94965
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Marty Krasney <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 3:48 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). As a resident and home-owner since 1984, | am writing with the strongest possible
condemnation of the grotesque, out-of-scale, self-important and surreptitiod condominium
complex under considerationam for Site 201 at 605 Bridgeway. This monstrosity has no place in
our lovely, tranquil and convivial small community, especially at the heart of our beautiful historic
district. | want additionally to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments. | look forward to hearing back and to your absolute
rejection of this awful initiative hiding behind the transparent mendacity and manipulation of its
sliver of afforable housing.

with gratitude,

Martin N Krasney

122 Santa Rosa AvenuSausalito94965
Krasney@gmail.com

415-717-7661

Marty Krasney
krasney@gmail.com
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122 Santa Rosa Ave, NA, NA
Sausalito, California 94965-2035
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR: value of Sausalito views

Mary Beth Kavanaugh <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 6:03 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Sausalito is my home because it honors and protects its unique natural and man-made beauties,
rather than trampling them with cookie-cutter, dense development and ever-increasing traffic. |
could have more home at less expense in any number of other small cities that have gone that
route. Living in Sausalito is coveted, in my opinion, because of the choices it has made.

That is a personal argument; many years of marketing the Bay Area to visitors at the San
Francisco Convention & Visitors Bureau inform my civic argument:

1. The visitor market is essential to Sausalito.
2. Above all else, the Bay Area is a visual destination. Seeing its unique beauties, both natural
and architectural, consistently top visitors lists. Year-round, decade after decade.

San Francisco recognized this and stopped further high-rise projects in the 1960’s — after the
Fontana building damaged the iconic appearance of Ghirardelli Square. Please, let Sausalito be
wiser. Please do not start down the road of sacrificing what makes Sausalito remarkable for a
short-sighted fix.

Thank you for reading this far. Boiler-plate, legalese content starts here:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
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of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Mary Beth Kavanaugh
31 West Pier
Sausalito, CA 94965
sailor.kav@gmail.com

Mary Beth Kavanaugh
sailor.kav@gmail.com

31 West Pier

Sausalito, CA, California 94965

about:blank?windowld=SecondaryReadingPane3 2/2



8/20/24, 6:16 PM NOP Comments - Multiple Emails - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Mary Bickford <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 11:41 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). |
It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Full Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District
2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway
3. Retention of Sausalito’s View Ordinance

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Mary Lee Bickford
317 A Second St.

Mary Bickford
maryleebickford@icloud.com
317 A Second St

sausalito, California 94965
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M Gma iI Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>

FW: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

1 message

Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov> Mon, Aug 19, 2024 at 10:14 AM
To: Beth Thompson <bthompson@denovoplanning.com>, Christina Erwin <cerwin@denovoplanning.com>
Cc: Neal Toft <ntoft@sausalito.gov>

Similar email / comment on EIR, but different sender.

BRANDON PHIPPS
Community & Economic Development Director
City of Sausalito | Community Development Department

420 Litho Street, Sausalito, CA 94965

Direct: (415) 289-4142 | Fax: (415) 289-4167

From: Mary Griffin <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>

Sent: Monday, August 19, 2024 5:38 AM

To: Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

As a member of the Housing Element Advisory Committee | was shocked that this parcel was
included as a possible development site after our participation ended. It is inappropriate. Please
do all you can to stop that project that would damage the charhistoric disctic and impact
Sausalito

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
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explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Mary Giriffin

47 Girard Ave
Sausalito CA
grifmary@gmail.com

Mary Griffin
grifmary@gmail.com
47 Girard Ave
Sausalito, 94965
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8/20/24, 5:31 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Mary Lauren Wleklinski <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 4:54 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Mary Lauren Wleklinski

20 Woodward Ave
Mary.Wleklinski@gmail.com

Mary Lauren Wleklinski
mary.wleklinski@gmail.com
20 Woodward Ave, Apt B
Sausalito, California 94965
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8/20/24, 5:49 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Mary Naples <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tue 8/20/2024 7:13 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Mary Naples
pacesullaterra@gmail.com
309 4TH ST
Sausalito, California 94965
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8/20/24, 5:09 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Matt Lavine <matt@bugid.com>
Sun 8/18/2024 7:54 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Matt Lavine

620 Locust Street
Sausalito, CA 94965

Matt Lavine
matt@bugid.com

620 Locust Street
Sausalito, California 94965
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8/20/24, 5:36 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Michael Hay <anthony@westbridgeproperties.com>
Fri 8/16/2024 8:56 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Michael Hay
anthony@westbridgeproperties.com
25 Spencer Court

Sausalito, California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7



8/20/24, 5:42 PM

Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Michelle Mokalla <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>

Thu 8/15/2024 8:51 PM

To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItNzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A...

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

| moved here from San Francisco in 2016. | had been renting in San Francisco for almost 20
years and never dreamed | would one day own a home in sexy Sausalito as | like to joke with my
SF friends.

I'm the daughter of immigrant parents who used to party in Sausalito in the 70s so | feel beyond
privileged to live in this beautiful and historic town.

Ever since | was a kid, Bridgeway was like this magical maritime gem where time slows down -
sort of like a small European fishing town with its special charms and maritime nostalgia. | met
my ltalian husband at a restaurant in Sausalito — our first kiss was on Bridgeway while taking in
the view

I'm writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR that outlines the
HUGE risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation of residents' scenic views.

| can appreciate the state mandate, but are you kidding me?!?! This "low income” housing
development makes no sense whatsoever - don’t all property owners have to follow building
codes and aren’t we federally protected as a historical town???

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. REMOVE all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is CRITICAL that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Michelle Mokalla

153 Tomales St
Michelle_mokalla@yahoo.com

Michelle Mokalla
michelle_mokalla@yahoo.com
153 Tomales St

Sausalito, California 94965
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8/20/24, 6:39 PM

NOP Comments - Multiple Emails - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Michelle Yelen <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>

Sun 8/18/2024 5:23 PM

To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

| am writing regarding the Environmental Impact Report for the proposed project at 605
Bridgeway.

This project is a disaster. It is an eyesore and it is heartbreaking. It's the middle finger to the
residents of Sausalito and the prior generations of our incredible town. Nobody wants this project
except for the developer and those who will financially benefit from the construction. The desires
of the residents of Sausalito and the people of Marin County must be respected.

The Sausalito Historical District must be protected. It is the heart of our community. It's what
brings visitors to our town.

The views of the neighbors must be protected. For the 44 years | have lived in Sausalito there
has been a view ordinance. People move to Sausalito expecting that their views will be
protected. Do not take this away. You will have extremely unhappy neighbors. | also anticipate
that you will have neighbors requesting that their properties be reassessed for property tax
purposes because with the loss of views, or a diminished view, the value of their property will go
down.

Please consider the traffic and parking problems this project will bring to our city. It's already a
difficult place to park because the historic residences in the area do not have garages. It is
reasonable to assume that the high-end residents of this building will have at least 2 cars per
household. Congestion in this area is bad enough. There are always tourists who don’t know
where they are going, a steady stream of bikers, tourist buses and now, there will be even more
residents. It will not work.

It is my understanding that this will be one of the tallest buildings in Marin County. It towers over
the historic buildings on Bridgeway. It has been nicknamed the cruise ship. | predict that if this
disaster gets built it will get negative national media attention. This is not what we want for
Sausalito.

Our beautiful city must be protected!
Sincerely,

Michelle Yelen

61 Marie Street

Sausalito, CA 94965
michelleyelen@gmail.com

Michelle Yelen
michelleyelen@gmail.com

61 Marie Street

SAUSALITO, California 94965
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

July 30, 2024

Brandon Phipps
City of Sausalito
420 Litho Street
Sausalito CA 94965

Re: 2024070676, City of Sausalito Amended 6% Cycle Housing Element, Marin County
Dear Mr. Phipps:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has received the Notice of Preparation
(NOP), Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or Early Consultation for the project
referenced above. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code
§21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code §21084.1, states that a project that may
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, is a project that
may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal. Code
Regs., tit.14, §15064.5 (b) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial evidence, in
light of the whole record before a lead agency, that a project may have a significant effect on
the environment, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) shall be prepared. (Pub. Resources
Code §21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., fit. 14, § 5064 subd.(a)(1) (CEQA Guidelines §15064 (a)(1)).
In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are
historical resources within the area of potential effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of
2014) (AB 52) amended CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal
cultural resources” (Pub. Resources Code §21074) and provides that a project with an effect
that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is
a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code
§21084.2). Public agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural
resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.3 (a)). AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice
of preparation, a notice of negative declaration, or a mitigated negative declaration is filed on
or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or amendment to a general plan or
a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or after March 1,
2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18).

Both SB 18 and AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. If your project is also subject to the
federal National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the fribal
consultation requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154
U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. §800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends consultation with California Native American tribes that are
fraditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early
as possible in order to avoid inadvertent discoveries of Native American human remains and
best protect tribal cultural resources. Below is a brief summary of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as
well as the NAHC's recommendations for conducting cultural resources assessments.

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compliance with
any other applicable laws.
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AB 52
AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1. Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project:
Within fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public
agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or
tribal representative of, fraditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have
requested notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:

a. A brief description of the project.

b. Thelead agency contact information.

c. Notfification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.

Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).

d. A “Cadlifornia Native American tribe" is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is

on the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).

(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

2. Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe's Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is fraditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.
(Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration,
mitigated negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1(b)).

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4

(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

3. Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe
requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
c. Significance of the project’s impacts on fribal cultural resources.
d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe
may recommend 1o the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

5. Confidentidlity of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process: With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American fribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency
to the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10. Any information submitted by a
California Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a
confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in
writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information fo the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(1)).

6. Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: If a project may have a
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed
to pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact on
the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).
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7. Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the
following occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on
a tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot
be reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document: Any
mifigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2
shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring
and reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant o Public Resources Code §21082.3,
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (a)).

9. Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code §21084.3 (b). (Pub. Resources
Code §21082.3 (e)).

10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse
Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:
a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:
i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural
context.
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.
b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking info account the tribal cultural values
and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:
i. Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
ii. Protecting the fraditional use of the resource.
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.
c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.
d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).
e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally
recognized California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect
a California prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold
conservation easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)).
f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave
artifacts shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991).

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental
Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be
adopted unless one of the following occurs:
a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public
Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
§21080.3.2.
b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise
failed to engage in the consultation process.
c. Thelead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources
Code §21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources Code
§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC's PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices” may
be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation_CalEPAPDF.pdf
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SB 18

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide nofice to, refer plans to, and
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of
open space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research’s “Tribal Consultation Guidelines,” which can be found online at:

https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09 14 05 Updated Guidelines 922.pdf.

Some of SB 18’s provisions include:

1. Tribal Consultation: If alocal government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a
specific plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tfribes identified by the NAHC
by requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government
must consult with the fribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to
request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(@)(2)).
2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tfribal consultation.
3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and
Research pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information
concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public
Resources Code §5097.9 and §5097.993 that are within the city's or county’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(b)).
4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:
a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures
for preservation or mitigation; or
b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes
that mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or
mitigation. (Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor's Office of Planning and Research (2005) atf p. 18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating fribal consultation with
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and
SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred Lands
File” searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/.

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation

in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tfribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends
the following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/2page_id=30331) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

b. If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. If asurvey isrequired to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and
not be made available for public disclosure.
b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed fo the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.
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mailto:Cody.Campagne@NAHC.ca.gov

8/20/24, 5:38 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Nick Mindel <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 1:04 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Nick Mindel
nmindel@gmail.com

20 Bulkley Ave

Sausalito, California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Nick Roby <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 1:16 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Nick Roby

100 South Street #117
Sausalito, Calif.,

94965
Nickroby2010@gmail.com

Nick Roby
nickroby2010@gmail.com
100 South Street #117
Sausalito, California 94965
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8/20/24, 6:37 PM NOP Comments - Multiple Emails - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Norma Brach <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 1:37 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views. I'm not usually one to oppose reasonable development, but the nature
of the proposed development is so out of scale and injurious to the historic nature of our
downtown, that | felt the need to comment. We are a tourist community and the view and historic,
small scale of the downtown is critical to us.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Norma Brach

112 Marion Ave, Sausalito, CA 94965
darshb13@gmail.com

Norma Brach
darshb13@gmail.com

112 Marion Ave

Sausalito, California 94965

about:blank?windowld=SecondaryReadingPane1



8/20/24, 4:57 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Odet Okihara <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 9:16 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

The historic character of downtown Sausalito is priceless. Let's please preserve it and not
destroy it in one fell swoop with this wildly inappropriate project.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Odet Okihara

196 Cazneau Avenue
Sausalito, CA

Odet Okihara
odetokihara@yahoo.com
196 Cazneau Avenue
Sausalito, California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Pat Zuch <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Mon 8/19/2024 2:37 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

This is to quickly request that the EIR firmly recommend removing any preferential development
site from our downtown Historic District. As an cultural, historic and civic resource, this district -
one of only 12 in the whole state - is integral to our community's civic resources. At a minimum,
any development in our Historic District should comport with the current development standards
and limitations, as embodies in Ordinance 1022 and in the standards applicable to other federal
historic district.

Furthermore, to the degree made possible by current technology, our community would benefit
from objective view retention standards.

Sincerely,

Sincerely,

Patricia A. Zuch

65 Monte Mar Drive
Sausalito, CA 94965

Pat Zuch
paz94965@gmail.com

65 Monte Mar Drive
Sausalito, California 94965

about:blank?windowld=SecondaryReadingPane4
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8/20/24, 5:45 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Patricia Pigman <ppsp@sonic.net>
Mon 8/19/2024 3:23 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Patricia Pigman

59 Alexander Ave. Sausalito
ppsp@sonic.net

Patricia Pigman

ppsp@sonic.net

59 Alexander Ave.

Sausalito, CA, California 94965-2538

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Paul Gelburd <paul@gelburd.com>
Sun 8/18/2024 10:39 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

| am not against development. | especially favor development of housing of any kind. But, it
seems to me this proposal is both out of scale with Sausalito’s downtown and an be repositioned
elsewhere within Sausalito and within public transit options.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Paul Gelburd

154 Santa Rosa Avenue
Paul@gelburd.com

Paul Gelburd
paul@gelburd.com

154 Santa Rosa Av.
Sausalito, California 94965

about:blank?windowld=SecondaryReadingPane4
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8/20/24, 6:41 PM NOP Comments - Multiple Emails - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Paula Tompkins <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sun 8/18/2024 5:59 AM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

William Shaffer

117 Crescent Ave
Sausalito, CA. 94965
(415) 710 3709

Paula Tompkins
paulagtompkins@gmail.com
117 Crescent Ave

Sausalito, California 94965

about:blank?windowld=SecondaryReadingPane1



8/20/24, 5:32 PM Mail - Christina Erwin - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] Comments on EIR Scoping: Historic District & View Ordinance

Peter Brosig <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Fri 8/16/2024 5:54 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Dear Director Phipps,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents’ scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
[Your Address]

[Your Email Address]

Peter Brosig
petebrosig@aol.com

15 atwood av

Sausalito , California 94965

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AQQkAGM4Y zkwMAItINzMyMSOWN2NmLTAWAIOWMAOAEACNFgWVp61JSQCZrYCwGMdnlA%3D%3D/sxs/A... 7
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[EXTERNAL] Bridgeway Project EIR Scoping

Peter Van Meter <mycre@pacbell.net>
Fri 8/16/2024 3:42 PM
To:Brandon Phipps <bphipps@sausalito.gov>

Community and Economic Development Director Brandon Phipps,
Brandon -

This is a form letter, and | am taking the easy way out by not editing, but fully endorsing the
content. As we learned during the 2021 Plan Update, the preferred use for this site is a boutique
hotel like Inn Above the Tide. Low environmental impact and terrific revenue for the City.

| really like the technology emerging regards view and the ODDS. | hope that can move forward.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). I am writing to emphasize the importance of a comprehensive scope in the EIR,
particularly concerning appraisal of the risks to Sausalito’s Historic District and the preservation
of residents' scenic views.

It is crucial that the EIR thoroughly considers the following:

1. Protection of Sausalito’s Historic District: Our historic district is a vital part of our community’s
heritage and identity. The EIR should rigorously assess all potential impacts on the district and
explore every alternative to safeguard its historical and cultural significance, including the
removal of all opportunity sites from within the historic district.

2. Removal of Opportunity Site #201 at 605 Bridgeway: the city’s architectural historian has
found that the proposed 109-foot luxury housing project at this location is incompatible with the
scale and character of the historic district. The EIR should seriously consider the alternative of
excluding this site from development plans to prevent harm to the district’s integrity.

3. Retention and Enhancement of Sausalito’s View Ordinance: The view ordinance is essential
to preserving Sausalito’s unique visual landscape. The EIR should thoroughly review the benefits
of maintaining this ordinance but also explore the use of modern technology to make it fully
objective, ensuring consistent protection of our views.

This EIR will shape the future of our community, and it is imperative that it identifies all risks and
evaluates all possible alternatives to protect Sausalito’s historic character and scenic beauty.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Peter Van Meter

4 Cloud View Circle
mycre@pacbell.net

Peter Van Meter
mycre@pacbell.net

4 Cloud View Circle
Sausalito, California 94965

about:blank?windowld=SecondaryReadingPane6
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BY E-MAIL AND US MAIL
August 19, 2024

Director Brandon Phipps

Community and Economic Development Director and Zoning Administrator
City of Sausalito

420 Litho Street

Sausalito, CA 94965

bphipps@sausalito.gov

Mayor lan Patrick Sobieski, Ph.D.

Vice Mayor Joan Cox

Councilmembers Melissa Blaustein, Jill James Hoffman, Janelle Kellman
City of Sausalito

420 Litho Street

Sausalito, CA 94965

cityclerk@sausalito.gov

isobieski@sausalito.gov; jcox@sausalito.com; mblaustein@sausalito.gov;
jhoffman@sausalito.gov; jkellman@sausalito.gov

RE: Scoping Comments for the Draft Environmental Impact Report for City
of Sausalito Amended 6th Cycle Housing Element

Dear Director Phipps, Mayor Sobieski, and Honorable Members of the City Council:

| write on behalf of Save Our Sausalito (“SOS”), an organization comprised of
numerous active residents of the City of Sausalito. SOS hereby submits its scoping
comments for the Draft Environmental Impact Report for City of Sausalito Amended 6th
Cycle Housing Element. On May 8, 2024, SOS submitted comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (‘DEIR”) for the 6" Cycle Housing Element Programs
(“Housing Element”). We incorporate those comments herein in their entirety.

SOS requests that the City of Sausalito (“City”) include an additional alternative in
the Draft EIR which would eliminate all Housing Opportunity Sites proposed in the
Downtown Historic District (“Historic District Preservation Alternative”). This alternative
would eliminate the significant impacts discussed in our May 8, 2024 letter, while still
achieving the project objective of providing sufficient housing to meet the City’s Regional
Housing Needs Allocation (“RHNA”) goals.” Removing Housing Opportunity Sites from

T A new alternative can be added to the Final EIR which was not in the Draft EIR, if it
reduces project impacts. (Sw. Reg'l Council of Carpenters v. City of Los Angeles (2022)
76 Cal. App. 5th 1154).



Save Our Sausalito

Scoping Comments for Amended EIR for
6" Cycle Housing Element Programs
August 19, 2024

Page 2 of 16

the Downtown Historic District is the only feasible way to protect the Historic District and
its unique cultural and biological resources.

l. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The City proposes to update its housing element to allow the development of
housing required by the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (“RHNA”). The proposed
Project constitutes multiple actions related to 6th Cycle Housing Element, including those
necessary to implement Program 4 of the 6th Cycle Housing Element, entitled “Ensure
Sites Inventory of Sites Accommodates RHNA throughout 6th Cycle Planning Period,” as
well as Program 8, Program 16, and Program 19. These actions are collectively referred
to as the Housing Element Programs or “the Project.”

Sausalito received a RHNA allocation of 724 units for the 2023-2031 planning
period. The City’s inventory of residential sites, based on existing zoning, can
accommodate approximately 118 units. After accounting for approved projects, projected
ADUs, and projected SB 9 units, the City has a remaining unmet RHNA of 465 units,
including 263 lower income units (extremely/very low and low), 52 moderate income units,
and 166 above moderate income units, absent changes to land use policies and zoning,
via the adoption of rezoning or overlay zones. Program 4 includes adjustments to the
City’s land use policy and zoning standards intended to accommodate the remaining
RHNA, plus a buffer, for a total of at least 872 new units during the planning period. Thus,
the City’s Housing Element includes a buffer of 148 units.

Il SUMMARY

Of particular concern to SOS is that the Housing Element Update identifies two
locations within the Downtown Historic District as Housing Opportunity Sites:

1. Opportunity Site 201, 605-613 Bridgeway (APN 065-132-16), and
2. Opportunity Site 212, 721-729 Bridgeway (APN 065-071-21).2

2 The prior DEIR described Opportunity Site 212 as being in the Downtown Historic
District, with APN 065-0712-21, which corresponds to the address of 721-729 Bridgeway.
(DEIR 3.4-33). However, the map attached as Figures 1A and 1B of the Housing Element
itself shows Housing Opportunity Site 212 as being located at APN 065-193-31, which
corresponds to 0 (zero) Sausalito Blvd., well outside the Downtown Historic District.
(Housing Element p. 133 of 289; see also, Figure 2 of Appendices to Draft EIR, showing
Site 212 on Sausalito Blvd.). One of the important requirements of CEQA is that the
project description not be confusing, shifting, or open-ended. This is to ensure that
project impacts are analyzed properly and accurately. “An accurate, stable and finite
project description is the sine qua non of an informative and legally sufficient EIR.”
(County of Inyo v. City of Los Angeles (1977) 71 Cal.App.3d 185, 193.) The Final EIR
should clearly describe the location of Housing Opportunity Site 212, specify whether it is
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The City has concluded that the “realistic capacity” of Site 201 is 20 units.

SOS proposes that these two sites be eliminated as Housing Opportunity Sites.
Development of these sites poses an existential risk to the Downtown Historic District.
Sausalito’s Downtown Historic District is one of only twelve historic districts in the State of
California. It is a world-renowned tourist attraction featured in every tour-guide of the Bay
Area as a must-see destination.

The prior DEIR admitted that development in this area could cause a “significant
and unavoidable” impact to the historic resource, even after mitigation. (DEIR 3.4-35).
This admission is made despite the fact that the DEIR erroneously states that Opportunity
Site 201 (605-613 Bridgeway) contains no historic buildings. (DEIR 3.4-33). This
statement is erroneous, and should be corrected in the Amended EIR as 605 Bridgeway
is specifically listed on the State of California’s website designating historic buildings. It
lists two buildings on Opportunity Site 201 as central district properties built in 1924 and
1912. (https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=27283#TCS_SHD).

Over-development of these sites could destroy the historic character of the
district, and could result in the loss of its designation as a historic district entirely, which
would result in irreparable harm to the district and the entire City. Because the Project will
have a significant and unavoidable impact to the historic district, CEQA requires the City
to impose all feasible mitigation measures and alternatives to reduce the impact. The
most obvious alternative is to remove Sites 201 and 212 from the list of Housing
Opportunity Sites. The City would still have a sufficient buffer to meet it RHNA goals, so
the Project objective would still be achieved under this alternative. Therefore, this
alternative is eminently feasible.

The mitigation measures proposed in the prior DEIR will be insufficient to protect
the Historic District. The prior DEIR relies largely on the adoption of Objective Design
and Development Standards (“ODDS”), and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for
the Treatment of Historic Properties to protect the character of the Downtown Historic
District. However, recent housing laws, such as the Density Bonus Law, allow developers
to demand waivers of objective standards such as height limits, set-backs and floor-area
ratio. Other laws, such as SB 35 and SB 330 attempt to preclude the City from
implementing “subjective” standards. The new housing laws may render the proposed
mitigation measures ineffective. Indeed, the City currently has pending before it a
proposal under SB 35 to construct a 59-unit, 109-foot tall behemoth it the heart of the
Downtown Historic District at 605-613 Bridgeway. (Exhibit A). The proposed project
vastly exceeds the objective height standard of 32-feet, and the city’s own historic
resources impact report for this project finds that it would destroy the character and
integrity of the Historic District. Clearly, the only feasible means to protect the unique

within the Downtown Historic District, and describe the number of housing units estimated
for the site.
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character of the Downtown Historic District is to remove both Housing Opportunity Sites
from the Historic District.

In addition, as discussed below, Dr. Shawn Smallwood, Ph.D., has determined
from two site visits, that Site 201 provides habitat to at least ten (10) special status
species identified by state and federal agencies. (Exhibit B). The prior DEIR fails to
identify the presence of nine of these ten species, and fails to analyze the impacts of the
Project on these species. Again, the best was to avoid impacts to these species is to
remove Site 201 from the list of Housing Opportunity Sites.

M. LEGAL STANDARD

CEQA requires that an agency analyze the potential environmental impacts of its
proposed actions in an environmental impact report (“EIR”) (except in certain limited
circumstances). (See, e.g., Pub. Res. Code § 21100.) The EIR is the very heart of
CEQA. (Dunn-Edwards v. BAAQMD (1992) 9 Cal.App.4th 644, 652.) “The ‘foremost
principle’ in interpreting CEQA is that the Legislature intended the act to be read so as to
afford the fullest possible protection to the environment within the reasonable scope of the
statutory language.” (Communities for a Better Environment v. Calif. Resources Agency
(2002) 103 Cal. App. 4th 98, 109.)

CEQA has two primary purposes. First, CEQA is designed to inform decision
makers and the public about the potential, significant environmental effects of a project.
(14 Cal. Code Regs. (“CEQA Guidelines”) § 15002(a)(1).) “Its purpose is to inform the
public and its responsible officials of the environmental consequences of their decisions
before they are made. Thus, the EIR ‘protects not only the environment but also informed
self-government.” (Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal. 3d
553, 564). The EIR has been described as “an environmental ‘alarm bell’ whose purpose
it is to alert the public and its responsible officials to environmental changes before they
have reached ecological points of no return.” (Berkeley Keep Jets Over the Bay v. Bd. of
Port Comm’rs. (2001) 91 Cal. App. 4th 1344, 1354).

Second, CEQA requires public agencies to avoid or reduce environmental damage
when “feasible” by requiring “environmentally superior” alternatives and all feasible
mitigation measures. (CEQA Guidelines § 15002(a)(2) and (3); See also, Berkeley Jets,
91 Cal. App. 4th 1344, 1354). The EIR serves to provide agencies and the public with
information about the environmental impacts of a proposed project and to “identify ways
that environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced.” (Guidelines
§15002(a)(2)) If the project will have a significant effect on the environment, the agency
may approve the project only if it finds that it has “eliminated or substantially lessened all
significant effects on the environment where feasible” and that any unavoidable significant
effects on the environment are “acceptable due to overriding concerns.” (Pub.Res.Code §
21081; 14 Cal.Code Regs. § 15092(b)(2)(A) & (B)) The lead agency may deem a
particular impact to be insignificant only if it produces rigorous analysis and concrete
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substantial evidence justifying the finding. (Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford
(1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692, 732 (Cal. App. 5th Dist. 1990)).

While the courts review an EIR using an “abuse of discretion” standard, “the
reviewing court is not to ‘uncritically rely on every study or analysis presented by a project
proponent in support of its position. A ‘clearly inadequate or unsupported study is entitled
to no judicial deference.” (Berkeley Jets, 91 Cal. App. 4th 1344, 1355). A prejudicial
abuse of discretion occurs “if the failure to include relevant information precludes
informed decisionmaking and informed public participation, thereby thwarting the statutory
goals of the EIR process.” (San Joaquin Raptor/Wildlife Rescue Center v. County of
Stanislaus (1994) 27 Cal. App. 4th 713, 722).

IV. DISCUSSION
A. The EIR Must include an Adequate Environmental Setting Discussion.

The prior DEIR’s environmental setting discussion was inadequate because the
document erroneously states that Housing Opportunity Site 201 does not include any
historic buildings, when in fact it includes two historic buildings. The DEIR’s baseline
discussion was also inadequate because it fails to note the presence of nine out of ten
special status species identified on Site 201.

Every CEQA document must start from a “baseline” assumption, also known as the
environmental setting. The CEQA “baseline” is the set of environmental conditions
against which to compare a project’s anticipated impacts. Communities for a Better
Environment v. So Coast Air Qual. Mgmnt. Dist. (2010) 48 Cal. 4th 310, 321. Section
15125(a) of the CEQA Guidelines (14 C.C.R., § 15125(a)) states in pertinent part that a
lead agency’s environmental review under CEQA:

“...must include a description of the physical environmental conditions in the
vicinity of the project, as they exist at the time [environmental analysis] is
commenced, from both a local and regional perspective. This environmental
setting will normally constitute the baseline physical conditions by which a Lead
Agency determines whether an impact is significant.”

(See, Save Our Peninsula Committee v. County of Monterey (2001) 87 Cal.App.4th 99,
124-125 (“Save Our Peninsula.”) As the court of appeal has explained, “the impacts of
the project must be measured against the ‘real conditions on the ground.” (Save Our
Peninsula, 87 Cal.App.4th 99, 121-123.)

1. The EIR Must Recognize Important Historic Resources that will be
Affected by the Housing Element Update.
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The prior DEIR erroneously stated that Opportunity Site 201 (605-613 Bridgeway)
contains no historic resources. (DEIR 3.4-33). This statement is erroneous, and should
be corrected in the Final EIR. The DEIR states:

As shown on Figure 3.4-1, Opportunity Site 201 (APN 065-132-16) and
Opportunity Site 212 (APN 065-071-21) are located within the Downtown Historic
District Overlay in the City of Sausalito and while there are no designated historic
resources on the opportunity sites, both sites are adjacent to Potentially Eligible
Historic Property. (DEIR 3.4-33).

In fact, 605 Bridgeway is specifically listed on the State of California’s website
designating historic districts. It lists two buildings on Opportunity Site 201 as central
district properties built in 1924 and 1912.

(https://ohp.parks.ca.qgov/?page id=27283#TCS_SHD). 605 Bridgeway contains two
historic buildings: the Marin Fruit Company (1912) and Town & Company Antiques
(1924). (DEIR 3.4-14). The Marin Fruit Company was operated for decades by Yee Tock
Chee, a very significant figure in Sausalito history. Yee Tock Chee -- known as Willie Yee
-- immigrated from China and opened the market in 1915, when Sausalito still had
wooden sidewalks. He made such an impression on three generations of locals that a
park down the street is named in his honor. This error must be corrected in the Final EIR.

2. The EIR Must Identify Special Status Species.

The prior DEIR listed 13 special-status animal species that have been previously
recorded within the Sausalito Planning Area, including five birds, four fish, three
invertebrates, and one mammal. (DEIR 3.3-5). The bird species identified are: American
Peregrine Falcon; California Black Rail; California Ridgeway’s Rail; San Pablo Song
Sparrow; and California Brown Pelican. (DEIR 3.3-6).

On April 2 and April 3, 2024, wildlife biologist Dr. Shawn Smallwood, Ph.D.
conducted an inspection of Housing Opportunity Site 201 (605-613 Bridgeway), for a total
of almost 4 hours on each day. Dr. Smallwood is an eminently well-qualified expert, with
a doctorate in ecology from the University of California at Davis. He has published
dozens of peer-reviewed journal articles. He is the former Chair of the Conservation
Affairs Committee for The Wildlife Society — Western Section. He was Associate Editor of
wildlife biology’s premier scientific journal, The Journal of Wildlife Management. He has
performed wildlife surveys in California for thirty-seven years.

Dr. Smallwood recorded six coast live oak trees and five California buckeye trees
on Site 201, all of which are protected by the City of Sausalito’s tree ordinance. He also
noted the presence of California Bay Laurel. Dr. Smallwood positively identified 49
vertebrate species of wildlife on the site, ten (10) of which are special status species. Dr.
Smallwood photographed many of the species he observed. Dr. Smallwood identified
signs of breeding and nesting on the Project site. Among the special status species
positively identified by Dr. Smallwood are:
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e Allen’s Hummingbird (Bird of Conservation Concern)

e Western Gull (Bird of Conservation Concern)

e Common Loon (California Species of Special Concern)

e Double-crested Cormorant (Taxa to Watch List)

e California Brown Pelican (California Fully Protected (Fish & Game Code §3511))
e Turkey Vulture (Bird of Prey (Fish & Game Code §3503.5))

e Red-Shouldered Hawk (Bird of Prey (Fish & Game Code §3503.5))

e Red-Tailed Hawk (Bird of Prey (Fish & Game Code §3503.5))

e Great Horned Owl (Bird of Prey (Fish & Game Code §3503.5))

e Oak Titmouse (Bird of Conservation Concern)

In addition, Dr. Smallwood concluded that the Project site likely provides habitat to
several other special status species. He stated, “Based on habitat associations, special-
status species | expect to use the project site as habitat, but which have yet to be
detected there, include monarch, rufous hummingbird, white-tailed kite, Cooper’s hawk,
sharp-shinned hawk, western screech-owl, Lewis’s woodpecker, Nuttall's woodpecker,
olive-sited flycatcher, California thrasher, Bullock’s oriole, yellow warbler, and at least
several of the bat species in Table 2. The project site is most likely habitat of these
species, and others in Table 2.” (Exhibit B, p. 16).

Of these species, the DEIR only mentions the California Brown Pelican. The EIR
must include an analysis of the Project’s impacts on these species.

B. The EIR Must Analyze Environmental Impacts to Historic and Biological
Resources.

The prior DEIR was inadequate because it failed to analyze the Housing Element
Update’s impacts to historic resources and biological resources.

One of the key functions of the EIR is to analyze a proposed Project’s
environmental impacts. The court must determine, “whether an EIR’s discussion of
environmental impacts is adequate, that is, whether the discussion sufficiently performs
the function of facilitating ‘informed agency decisionmaking and informed public
participation.” (Sierra Club v. Cnty. of Fresno (2018) 6 Cal. 5th 502, 513.) The California
Supreme Court has noted that “the adequacy of an EIR’s discussion of environmental
impacts is an issue distinct from the extent to which an agency is correct in its
determination whether the impacts are significant.” (/d. at 514.) As such, “adequacy of
discussion claims are not typically amenable to substantial evidence review.” (/d. at 515.)
“The ultimate inquiry, as case law and the CEQA guidelines make clear, is whether the
EIR includes enough detail ‘to enable those who did not participate in its preparation to
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understand and to consider meaningfully the issues raised by the proposed project.
(Sierra Club, 6 Cal.5th at 516.) Thus, when determining the adequacy of an EIR, the court
must engage in de novo review to determine “whether the EIR serves its purpose as an
informational document.” (Id. at 516.) Furthermore, “[w]hen it is alleged a draft EIR is
inadequate to ‘apprise all interested parties of the true scope of the project,’ the issue is
one of law and no deference is given to the agency’s determination.” (Washoe Meadows
Cmty. v. Dep't of Parks & Recreation (2017) 17 Cal. App. 5th 277, 286.)

1. The EIR Must Analyze the Project’s Impacts on Historic Resources.

The prior DEIR concluded that the Housing Element Update will have a “significant
and unavoidable” impact on historic resources (DEIR 3.4-35). The DEIR concludes that
development facilitated by the Housing Element Programs project could result in a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to [CEQA
Guidelines] Section 15064.5. (DEIR ES-18).

However, the DEIR failed to adequately analyze the scope if this impact. Since the
DEIR failed to recognize that Opportunity Site 201 includes two very significant historic
buildings, it failed entirely to analyze the Project’s impacts to those historic resources.
We now know that those impacts will be severe and irreparable. This is significant new
information.

As discussed above, a private developer has already proposed a massive project
that will largely destroy the historic buildings at 605 Bridgeway. Expert evidence
demonstrates that the proposed project will destroy the historic character of the buildings,
and possibly the entire historic district.

Architectural historian, Jerri Holan, FAIA, concludes that a proposed project at
Opportunity Site 201 would fail to meet the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for
Treatment of Historic Properties and would have very significant impacts on the historic
resource. (Exhibit C). Holan states, “the proposal’s mammoth scale outweighs any
mitigating effect its preservation may have.” (Id. at 5). Holan continues, “While the project
does preserve the distinctive facade, features and materials of the historic building, its
overwhelming scale dominates the property and it does not retain the character and scale
of the one- and two story commercial buildings surrounding it. Consequently, the proposal
does not meet this Standard.” (Id. at 6). Holan states:

The project does not meet this Standard. Perhaps the most relevant Standard to
this project, Standard 9 encourages new construction to avoid destruction of
original historic structures and spatial relationships to ensure the integrity of the
existing environment.

The average height of buildings in the Historic District is two to three stories. This
southern portion of the District generally has smaller storefronts and a mix of one
and two-story buildings. By adding six stories directly over the original single-story
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structure, the new addition will destroy the spatial relationships and integrity that
characterizes the property as well as its surrounding commercial Historic District.
Because the building does not maintain Sausalito’s commercial facade character, it
is not compatible to the District. The bulk and mass of the new building are out of
scale with the existing waterfront streetscape and, as a result, it overwhelms,
dwarfs, and damages this area of Sausalito.

While the new work is differentiated from the old and the use of stucco and steel
windows is appropriate, the large expanses of glass are incompatible with the
historic building and the District. New windows are out of proportion to historic
windows and are out of scale with other traditional openings in the District.

(Id. at 8). Holan concludes, “After reviewing the project, it has numerous negative
impacts on the historic resources, both the building and its surrounding District.
Consequently, it is not in conformance to The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings.” (Id.
at 11). (See also, comments of architectural historian Connor Turnbull, attached as
Exhibit D).

The Housing Element Update conflicts with the following policies in the General

Plan due to its inclusion of Housing Opportunity Site in the Downtown Historic District:

Policy LU-1.18: Historic Properties. Promote the preservation and continued use of
structures that are listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

Program LU-1.18.1: Involuntary Demolition. Continue to implement the Zoning
Ordinance standards as they apply to properties on the National Register of
Historic Places, California Register of Historical Resources, and Sausalito Historic
Landmarks that are involuntarily demolished.

Policy LU-2.9: Downtown Historic Character. Protect the historic character of the
downtown area.

Policy CD-1.2: Construction Near Historic District or Landmarks. Enhance the
historic quality of established districts and landmark structures by encouraging any
new development in the general vicinity to demonstrate compatibility with them.
Policy CD-6.1: Historic Character. Continue the City's effort to retain and enhance
its historical legacy in the review of proposed projects in historic districts and of
individual structures and sites with historic significance as shown on Figure 4-1 [of
the General Plan].

Program CD-6.1.1: Historic Preservation Commission Review. Maintain the city’s
policy to require review for a Certificate of Appropriateness by the HPC for any
restoration, rehabilitation, alteration, development or demolition of projects
involving historically significant structures and sites.
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e Program CD-6.2.6: Period Structures. Facilitate the preservation of any period
structure regardless if it is on the list of noteworthy structures by preparing advisory
historic preservation guidelines for owners, architects, and contractors.

e Chapter 10.46 of the Sausalito Municipal Code (Historic Preservation): Deter the
demolition, alteration, misuse or neglect of historic or architecturally significant
structures and sites; Encourage preservation and adaptive reuse of properties on
the local/State/National Historic Register and/or within a historic overlay district by
allowing changes to accommodate new functions and uses.

Conflict with the above polices constitutes a significant impact under CEQA. Where
a local or regional policy of general applicability, such as an ordinance, is adopted in
order to avoid or mitigate environmental effects, a conflict with that policy in itself
indicates a potentially significant impact on the environment. (Pocket Protectors v.
Sacramento (2005) 124 Cal.App.4th 903.) Any inconsistencies between a proposed
project and applicable plans must be discussed in an EIR. (14 CCR § 15125(d); City of
Long Beach v. Los Angeles Unif. School Dist. (2009) 176 Cal. App. 4th 889, 918; Friends
of the Eel River v. Sonoma County Water Agency (2003) 108 Cal. App. 4th 859, 874 (EIR
inadequate when Lead Agency failed to identify relationship of project to relevant local
plans).) A Project’s inconsistencies with local plans and policies constitute significant
impacts under CEQA. (Endangered Habitats League, Inc. v. County of Orange (2005)
131 Cal.App.4th 777, 783-4).

The amended EIR should fully analyze the Project’s impacts to historic resources,
including the historic buildings at 605-613 Bridgeway. Moreover, as discussed in more
detail below, the EIR should include an alternative that removes Sites 201 and 212 from
the list of Opportunity sites, because such an alternative would avoid the significant
impacts that the proposed project would have on the Sausalito historic district that the
Draft EIR deems “unavoidable.”

2. The EIR Must Analyze the Project’s Impacts on Biological Resources.

Since the prior DEIR failed to identify nine of the ten special status species
identified by Dr. Smallwood, it failed entirely to analyze the Project’s impacts on those
species. The DEIR’s conclusion that the Project will not have adverse impacts to special
status species (DEIR 3.3-17), is not supported by substantial evidence since the DEIR
failed to analyze at least 9 special status species identified in the Project area. The
amended EIR should analyze the Project’s impact on these species and propose feasible
mitigation measures and alternatives to avoid those impacts.

Dr. Smallwood concludes that the proposed project at 605-613 Bridgeway will
adversely affect the ten special status species identified by direct loss of habitat, and bird-
window collisions due to the extensive use of glass. Dr. Smallwood predicts that the 605
Bridgeway project will cause 147 bird deaths annually due to the extensive use of glass
and resulting bird-window collisions. (Exhibit B. p. 22).
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Dr. Smallwood states, “Species listed by the US Fish and Wildlife Service as Birds
of Conservation Concern, and species protected by California as Birds of Prey, are living
and breeding on the project site... The evidence is overwhelming that the project site
provides habitat for protected species identified as candidate, sensitive, or species of
special status by state or federal agencies, and fully protected species.” (Exhibit B, p. 12).

Dr. Smallwood concludes that the 605 Bridgeway site contains habitat for the 10
special status species identified. He states:

Making direct use of the trees on the project site were special-status species
including oak titmouse, great horned owl, Allen’s hummingbird and red-shouldered
hawk. Making direct use of the existing buildings atop which the proposed building
would cover were western gulls. The project site is habitat of these species.

True to its name, oak titmouse is a denizen of oak woodlands. Cornell University
Lab of Ornithology’s All About Birds website
(https://www.allaboutbirds.org/guide/Oak _Titmouse/lifehistory) reports, “Oak
Titmice live mostly in warm, open, dry oak or oak-pine woodlands.” This is where |
found multiple interactive members of oak titmouse on the project site.

According to All About Birds, “Great Horned Owls usually gravitate toward
secondary-growth woodlands, swamps, orchards, and agricultural areas, but they
are found in a wide variety of deciduous, coniferous or mixed forests ... [and are]
fairly common in wooded parks, suburban area, and even cities. The great horned
owl | encountered at the project site was initially calling from residential buildings
north-northwest of the site, but later | saw it fly from those buildings directly into the
coast live oaks on the project site.

According to All About Birds, “Allen's Hummingbirds breed in a narrow strip of
coastal forest, scrub, and chaparral from sea level to around 1,000 feet elevation
along the West Coast.” It must just so happen that the project site is located within
this strip. It was among the coast live oaks and California buckeyes when it circled
about me, issuing its “zeeeee” call. | was not surprised to find this species there.

According to All About Birds, “Red-shouldered Hawks [live] in some suburban
areas where houses or other buildings are mixed into woodlands. In the West, they
live in riparian and oak woodlands...” This habitat description is entirely consistent
with the project site, so | am not surprised to have detected a red-shouldered hawk
there.

(Exhibit B, p. 15).

The Project is inconsistent with the following General Plan Polices, which
constitutes a significant impacts under CEQA:
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e Policy EQ-1.4 threatened and endangered species shall be protected under the
General Plan.

e Program EQ-1.1.1 requires new developments to identify and protect natural
resources as conditions of project approval.

The DEIR is inadequate because it fails entirely to mention nine out of ten of these
special status species and therefore fails to analyze the Project’s impacts on these
species.

C. The DEIR Relied on Unenforceable Mitigation Measures.

The amended EIR must consider enforceable and effective mitigation measures
and Project alternatives to reduce or eliminate the Project’s significant impacts. The
DEIR relied on ineffective mitigation measures to protect historic resources. In particular,
the DEIR proposed to protect historic resources by reliance of the Secretary of Interior
Standards, and the adoption of Objective Design and Development Standards (“ODDS”).
(See, Mitigation Measure 3.4-1 (DEIR 3.4-35).) However, these measures may be largely
unenforceable due to new housing laws such as SB 35, SB 330 and the Density Bonus
Law, which may require the City to waive objective standards and may preclude the City
from imposing subjective standards.

A public agency may not rely on mitigation measures of uncertain efficacy or
feasibility. (Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692,
727 (finding groundwater purchase agreement inadequate mitigation measure because
no record evidence existed that replacement water was available).) “Feasible” means
capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time,
taking into account economic, environmental, legal, social and technological factors. (14
CCR § 15364.) Mitigation measures must be fully enforceable through permit conditions,
agreements or other legally binding instruments. (14 CCR § 15126.4(a)(2).)

Due to the recently adopted housing laws, Mitigation Measure 3.4-1 may not
adequately protect historic resources. As such the measures are inadequate under
CEQA.

D. The EIR Must Analyze Feasible Alternatives to Avoid Significant Impacts
to Historical and Resources.

The City should consider an alternative to the EIR, removing Housing Opportunity
Sites 201 and 212. (“Historic District Preservation Alternative”). This will reduce or
eliminate the Project’s significant impacts to the Downtown Historic District and the
biological impacts related to special status species found on Site 201.

An EIR must describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the Project, or to the
location of the Project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the
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project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project,
and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives. “An EIR’s discussion of
alternatives must contain analysis sufficient to allow informed decision making.” (Laurel
Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents of Univ. of California (1989) 47 Cal. 3d 376, 404.)
An EIR must also include “detail sufficient to enable those who did not participate in its
preparation to understand and to consider meaningfully the issues raised by the proposed
project.” (/d. at 405.)

One of CEQA'’s fundamental requirements is that the DEIR must identify the
“‘environmentally superior alternative,” and require implementation of that alternative
unless it is infeasible. (14 Cal. Code Regs. §1526.6(e)(2); Kostka & Zischke, Practice
Under the California Environmental Quality Act §15.37 (Cont. Educ. Of the Bar, 2008).)
Typically, a DEIR identifies the environmentally superior alternative, which is analyzed in
detail, while other project alternatives receive more cursory review.

A “feasible” alternative is one that is capable of being accomplished in a successful
manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental,
legal, social and technological factors. (Pub. Res. Code § 21061.1; 14 Cal. Code Regs.
§ 15364.) The lead agency is required to select the environmentally superior alternative
unless it is infeasible. As explained by the Supreme Court, an environmentally superior
alternative may not be rejected simply because it is more expensive or less profitable:

The fact that an alternative may be more expensive or less profitable is not
sufficient to show that the alternative is financially infeasible. What is required is
evidence that the additional costs or lost profitability are sufficiently severe as to
render it impractical to proceed with the project.

(Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Bd. of Supervisors (1988) 197 Cal.App.3d 1167, 1180-81;
see also, Burger v. County of Mendocino (1975) 45 Cal.App.3d 322 (county’s approval of
80 unit hotel over smaller 64 unit alternative was not supported by substantial evidence).)

The prior EIR failed to include any alternative that does not include Housing
Opportunity Sites in the Downtown Historic District. The Historic District Preservation
Alternative would obviously avoid significant unavoidable impacts to the Historic District
by locating Housing Opportunity Sites outside of the Historic District. It would also avoid
or eliminate documented impacts to biological resources on Site 201. The Historic District
Preservation Alternative would certainly be feasible and would achieve Project
Objectives. The City would still be able to meet its RHNA targets with a substantial
buffer.

Since this is a feasible alternative, that would avoid significant unavoidable impacts
of the Project while still achieving all Project objectives, CEQA requires the City to
analyze this alternative in the EIR and implement the alternative as the environmentally
superior alternative. (See, Covington v. Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control Dist.
(2019) 43 Cal. App. 5th 867 (lead agency must implement mitigation measures and
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alternatives to reduce project impacts unless substantial evidence demonstrates that the
alternatives or mitigation measures are infeasible); Nat. Res. Def. Council, Inc. v. City of
Los Angeles (2023) 98 Cal. App. 5th 1176.)

E. The EIR Must Analyze the Impact of Eliminating the Ordinance 1022 and
Ordinance 1128.

The Project includes Program 4, which proposes the elimination through voter
initiative, or Ordinance 1022 and 1128. These Ordinances protected the City’s Historic
District by imposing limitations on density and height. Eliminating these protections will
necessarily have an adverse impact on the City and the Historic District. For example,
increased density and height will jeopardize the aesthetic qualities of the Downtown
Historic District. CEQA requires analysis of aesthetic impacts to an historic district.
(Georgetown Pres. Soc'y v. Cnty. of El Dorado (2018) 30 Cal. App. 5th 358.) The EIR
must analyze these impacts and propose feasible mitigation measures and alternatives.
Primary among these should be to maintain the 35-foot height limits in the Downtown
Historic District and to preclude any housing opportunity sites in the Historic District.

F. The EIR Must Analyze the Impact of Eliminating Subjective Standards.

The Project includes the adoption of Program 19, entitled “Development Review
Procedures” to adopt comprehensive Objective Design and Development Standards
(ODDS). The EIR must analyze the adverse impacts of abandoning many critically
important subjective standards. For many decades, the City has relied on subjective
standards to safeguard the Historic Qualities of the Downtown Historic District. For
example, the City relies on the United States Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring
& Reconstructing Historic Buildings (2017). Most of the Secretary of Interior Standards
may be considered “subjective” such as:

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires
minimal change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces and spatial
relationships.

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal
of distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces and spatial relationships
that characterize a property will be avoided.

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use.
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding
conjectural features or elements from other historic properties, will not be
undertaken.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right
will be retained and preserved.
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5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or
examples of craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved.

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new
feature will match the old in design, color, texture and, where possible,
materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by
documentary and physical evidence.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the
gentlest means possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials
will not be used.

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such
resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy
historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the
property. The new work will be differentiated from the old and will be compatible
with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to
protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

10.New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in
such a manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of
the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

If the City abandons these well-established Standards as “subjective,” it will
necessarily have adverse impacts on the City’s unique historic resources. The EIR must
analyze the likely impacts of this action. The EIR must also analyze all feasible mitigation
measures and alternatives to reduce this impact, such as alternative standards that would
be deemed “objective.”

G. The EIR Must Analyze the Impact of Eliminating the View Ordinance.

The City is considering elimination of the long-standing View Ordinance since
some contend that it is a subjective standard. SOS believes that the View Ordinance can
be revised and adopted as an objective standard. However, if the City considers
abandoning the View Ordinance entirely, this will necessarily have drastic aesthetic
impacts on the entire City. These impacts must be analyzed in the EIR.

The courts have long held that aesthetic impacts on public views must be analyzed
under CEQA. (See, Ocean View Estates Homeowners Assn., Inc. v. Montecito Water
Dist. (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th 396, 401-02, 403.) In Citizens for Responsible & Open
Government v. City of Grand Terrace (2008) 160 Cal.App.4th 1323, 1337, an EIR was
required as two- and three-story senior housing facility might cause significant “changes
to the physical and aesthetic conditions and character of the surrounding neighborhood
due to the facility’s density and height.”
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Elimination or substantial revision to the City’s View Ordinance could have drastic
aesthetic impacts to views throughout the City. These impacts must be analyzed in the
EIR. The EIR must consider feasible mitigation measures to reduce these impacts, and
all feasible alternatives — such as the adoption of an objective View Ordinance.

The City should also consider alternatives that place housing opportunity sites in
locations that have the least impact on views. The EIR should consider the view impacts
of each housing opportunity project, and consider alternatives that minimize such
impacts. Alternatives that minimize view impacts are allowed under California law since
the City view ordinance existed in 2018. As such, considering view impacts would be no
more stringent that then laws in effect in 2018. (Gov. Code section 66300). So long as the
City meets its RHNA goals, the City may consider alternative that minimize view impacts.

V. CONCLUSION

SOS understands that the City is under a legal mandate to reach it RHNA goals.
However, this should not be done and it does not need to be done at the expense of
Sausalito’s unique and irreplaceable Downtown Historic District. SOS urges the City to
analyze in the EIR and implement a Historic District Preservation Alternative, which would
place all Housing Opportunity Sites outside the Downtown Historic District. The Historic
District Preservation Alternative is a feasible and effective way to protect the Downtown
Historic District, while still achieving the Project objective of meeting the City’s RHNA
goals.

Sincerely,

”
X 4
N A A A

Richard Toshiyuki Drury
LOZEAU DRURY LLP
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PURPOSE

Submittal Date Stamp*:
This form serves as the Preliminary Application for
projects seeking vesting rights pursuant to SB 330,
the Housing Crisis Act of 2019.

GENERAL INFORMATION — , -
RECEIVED

An applicant for a housing development project shall o ‘

be deemed to have submitted a preliminary FEB 20 20

application upon providing all of the information listed Y OF SALSALITC

in this Preliminary Application form and payment of C&}JJN,%DSH;&Y rﬁ

the permit processing fee to the agency from which
approval for the project is being sought and upon
payment of the permit processing fee.

A "housi devel t proiect" m a act *Submittal of all the information listed and
Ing deveiopment projec €ans projec payment of the permit processing fee freezes

consisting of: (1) residential units only, (2) a mix of | c..c and development standards as of this
commercial and residential uses, with 2/3 of the | yate unless exceptions triggered, per GC Sec.
project's square footage used for residential purposes, | g58g89.5(0).

or (3) transitional or supportive housing. For a list of
uses considered residential or nonresidential, please
see Sections 10.22, 10.24, 10.44 and 10.88 of the Municipal Code. When preparing site plans
and elevations, please ensure that any measurements shown are consistent with Title 9 and 10 of
the Municipal Code, and in particular, Section 10.40 and 10.88 of the Municipal Code.

This application will not be deemed submitted if you fail to provide ail of the information required
and the application fee. After you submit this application, if you revise your project so that the
number of residential units or square footage of construction changes by 20 percent or more
(exclusive of any increase pursuant to Government Code Section 65915), you will need to
submit a new preliminary application.

Your preliminary application will be deemed abandoned if you do not submit a development
application within 180 days of submitting this application, or, if your development application is
found to be incomplete, you do not provide any additional information required within 90 days of
notice that the application is incomplete.

Nete+CEQA standards apply, | ){ ‘p
B XS peple™
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APPLICANT INFORMATION
1. PROPERTY OWNER -

Name: ?ﬁt\\% L L e sk ! ;v\w&ﬁ(:wg f\lé)‘@‘é,@o_
" S . DD, 0

Mailing Address (Street, City, State, Zip Code): LC Padcacosys _

T ac ol kol T TCEES

Phone: (((% ) J(§ FoS2- Email Address: \(pdd Ldecl o AOL. <o
Is the property owner also the applicant? YES O NO O If "no," complete Items 2 and 3.

PROPERTY OWNER CONSENT - Notarization is required. Use attached acknowledgement.

In signing this application, I/We, as property owner, have full legal capacity to, and
hereby do, authorize the filing of this preliminary application. I/We understand that if the
project is approved subject to any conditions, conditions of approval are binding. I/We
agree to be bound by those conditions, subject only to the right to object at the hearing

« .on/t)h?ép licatjon, or during the appeal period.
wdlys L8 /p . .
N A5 NI Y

7 | " - R T 1 .
Sigx{a;:‘%gijg e « bed. Date Signature Date

Signature Date Signature Date

If the Property is owned by a Trust, LLC, Corporation, Partnership, or Other Entity indicate:
Trustee(s)

Partners @ Limited or @General @Corporation@Other) L g :1

Name of trust, LLC, corporation, or other entity:__ [, ) 1\\»{\ S

2. APPLICANT NAME AND CONTACT INFORMATION -
Name: (/Odhfj LL & Lo m”sc.\\ Py ]UR L [1/( L kéﬁ U
\ S

Mailing Address (Street, City, State, Zip Code): é ( B/\.\Aﬁe‘, 5)9%/']
Soawsolide VNV Cu | q9qqL<

Phone: (1S ) 2(5. 2092~ Email Address: [(#da Lofsck e

/{'.'.SX ) .. Cao f/bk

SITE INFORMATION
1. PROJECT LOCATION - (ATTACH LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY TO FORM.)
Street Address (including unit numbers): __ b 05 ~ (2 Bl (@ Lesboy
Assessor Parcel Number(s) 66S — [32~ (6 /

2. EXISTING USES - The existing uses on the project site and identification of major
physical alterations to the property on which the project is to be located. (If you prefer to
attach a site plan that clearly depicts all existing uses and proposed physical alterations,
please enter "See Attached" here.)

('Se £ iﬁ%ﬂ ¢ L.ex(j -
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3. SITE PLAN - A site plan showing the building(s) location on the property and
approximate square footage of each building that is to be occupied.

Attached? YES& NOO

4. ELEVATIONS - Elevations showing design, color, material, and the massing and height of
each building that is to be occupied.

Attached? YES@ NOO

5. RESIDENTIAL DWELLING UNIT COUNT - Please indicate the number of dwelling units
proposed as well as a breakdown of levels by affordability set by each category (HCD or

HUD).
Total HCD (State) | HUD (TCAC)
Market Rate 5( N/A N/A
Managers Unit(s) — Market Rate N/A N/A
Extremely Low Income
Very Low Income o
Low Income '
Moderate Income i
Total No. of Units 59
Total No. of Affordable Units X
Total No. of Density Bonus Units 2l

Other notes on units:

6. FLOOR AREA - Provide the proposed floor area and square footage of residential and
nonresidential development. See Sections 10.22, 10.24, 10.44 and 10.88 of the Municipal
Code for specific land use categories. If the project will contain multiple buildings, please
provide a breakdown of square footage for each use by building. If more space is needed,
enter "See Attached," and attach a modified table.

Category of Use Specific Use, if Known Square Footage
Residential

Commercial

Other

Uhdared: Lol



7. PARKING - The proposed number of automobile parking spaces.

Residential Proposed Nonresidential Total Proposed
Automobile Parking Proposed Automobile Automobile Parking
Spaces Parking Spaces Spaces

e,

Other parking:

Please describe any other parking that will be provided, including number of
motorcycle spaces, short and long-term bicycle parking space, loading zones, EV
charging stations, etc.

@ U’Af c&( %«/KL g;-cg

£ £y (’"ch Cxsdadievs

N

8. AFFORDABLE HOUSING INCENTIVES, WAIVERS, CONCESSIONS and PARKING
REDUCTIONS - Will the project proponent seek Density Bonus incentives, waivers,
concessions, or parking reductions pursuant to California Government Code Section
65915?

YES@ NOO

If “YES,” please describe:

9. SUBDIVISION - Will the project proponent seek any approvals under the Subdivision
Map Act, including, but not limited to, a parcel map, a vesting or tentative map, a
condominium map, a lot line adjustment, or a certificate of compliance?

YES&@ NOO
If “YES,"” please describe:

S & A/kQ MLL@,,Q

10.POLLUTANTS - Are there any proposed point sources of air or water pollutants?

YESO NO@

If “YES," please describe:
Housing Crisis Act of 2019 (SB 330) Preliminary Application Form » ___Page 4 of 7
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11.EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS - Provide the number of existing residential units on the
project site that will be demolished and whether each existing unit is occupied or

unoccupied.
Residential Units | Occupied Unoccupied
] Residential Units | Residential Units
Existing [
To Be Demolished O

12. ADDITIONAL SITE CONDITIONS - (IT IS STRONGLY RECOMMENDED TO CONSULT
PLANNING DEPARTMENT STAFF FOR ASSISTANCE WITH THIS SECTION)

a. Whether a portion of the property is located within any of the following:

i. A very high fire hazard severity zone, as determined by the Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection pursuant to Section 511787 YESO NO @

ii. Wetlands, as defined in the United States Fish and Wildlife Service Manual, Part
660 FW 2 (June 21, 1993)? YESO NO@

iii. A hazardous waste site that is listed pursuant to Section 65962.5 or a hazardous
waste site designated by the Department of Toxic Substances Control pursuant to
Section 25356 of the Health and Safety Code? YESTOO NO @&

iv. A special flood hazard area subject to inundation by the 1 percent annual chance
flood (100-year flood) as determined by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency in any official maps published by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency? YESO NO@

v. A delineated earthquake fault zone as determined by the State Geologist in any
official maps published by the State Geologist, unless the development complies
with applicable seismic protection building code standards adopted by the
California Building Standards Commission under the California Building Standards
Law (Part 2.5 (commencing with Section 18901) of Division 13 of the Health and
Safety Code), and by any local building department under Chapter 12.2
(commencing with Section 8875) of Division 1 of Title 2? YESO NO@&

vi. A stream or other resource that may be subject to a streambed alteration
agreement pursuant to Chapter 6 (commencing with Section 1600) of Division 2
of the Fish and Game Code? YESO NO @

IF YOU CHECKED "YES" FOR ITEM (vi), ATTACH A SITE MAP
SHOWING THE LOCATION OF ANY SUCH STREAM OR OTHER
RESOURCE. REGARDLESS OF WHETHER YOU CHECKED "YES,"
PROVIDE AN AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH SHOWING EXISTING
ENVIRONMENTAL SITE FEATURES THAT WOULD BE SUBJECT TO
REGULATIONS BY A PUBLIC AGENCY, INCLUDING CREEKS AND
WETLANDS. Check here to indicate that you have read this statement and
have attached the required materials - O

Housing Crisis Act of 2019 (SB 330) Preliminary A|
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b. Does the project site contain historic and/or cultural resources?

YESO NOO
If “YES,” describe:

) , i L
Ao oy (o |eonked . e pccselids
s de e LUt =N Dosdcct

c. Does the project site contain any spedés of special concern, such as special status
flora or fauna, protected trees, or wildlife?

YESO NO@
If “YES,” describe:

d. Does the project site contain any recorded public easement, such as easements for
storm drains, water lines, and other public rights of way?

prkslees YESO NO I

IF "YES,” PROVIDE A SITE PLAN SHOWING THE LOCATION OF ANY SUCH
EASEMENTS. Check here to indicate that you have read this statement and, if
applicable, have attached the required materials = O

COMMENTS: Is there anything else about the proposed project that you would like to explain?
Please also feel free to use this space to elaborate on any of your responses that you believe
requires clarification or further explanation. Please attach additional sheets if necessary. You
are not required to provide any information here.

Ths (&5 he SQ%%/ %f@wﬁk«ém

APPLICANT'S SIGNATURE AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

By signing this application, I indicate that the information I have provided is true and correct to
the best of my knowledge and b<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>