
































Based on the above considerations, the proposed project would no impact on noise, including the 
temporary and/or permanent increase in noise, groundboume noise, and persons exposed to noise. 

xm. POPULATION AND HOUSING­
Would the project: 

Induce IUbltantial population growth in an area, either 
directly (for cumple, by propoaiDa acw bomca aad 
busineuce) or indirectly (for example, through exteusion of 
roads or other iD1iutructure )? 

b) Dilplacc substantiallllUDben of existing housing, 
occeuitatiD& tbc construction of replacemmt housing 
elsewhere? 

F> Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitatina the 
cODitruetion of Rpiac'.ement housiDg elsewhere? 

.-, d'fJ» N. llf/wwJ,_ 
ilqed s..c.. ·-

0 D 0 Iii 

0 D 0 Iii 

D 0 D Iii 

DISCUSSION OF IMP ACfS: The proposed proJect creates policy language related to mitigation fees 
and the analysis of traffic impacts associated with redevelopment projects of 4 units or more. The City's 
Zoning and Land use remains the same under the proposed project and the new programs are not 
population-inducing nor result in the displacement of existing housing or people. 

Based on the above considerations., the proposed project would have less than significant or no impact 
on population and housing. 

XIV. PUBLIC SE.RVICES 

II 

a) Would the project result in substaDtial adverse physical 
implctiiiiOCiatcd with the provision of new or physically 
altered govcramental facilities, need for DCW or physically 
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmmtal impactB, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, respoosc times or otber 
performaoce objectives for my of the public services: 

protection? 0 D 0 Iii 
Police protection? D D D Iii 
Schoo !a? 0 0 0 riJ 
Parb? 0 D D riJ 
Other public facilities? D 0 0 (if 

. 
DISCUSSION OF IMP ACTS: The proposed proJect does not mclude any specific redevelopment or 
public improvement projects. Accordingly, the proposed update would not directly affect public 
service providers. Any development project must undergo CBQA review as part of the design review and 
approval process, and must be consistent with the General Plan, Zoning and Land Use. Impacts to public 
services would be analyzed at this time. 

Based on the above considerations, the proposed project would have no impact on public services. 
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XV. RECREATION 

II 

~) Would the project increase tbe use of existing neighborhood D 
and regional pub or other reaeational facilities such that 

D 0 ~ 

substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur 
or be accelerated? 

b) Does the project inelude recreatioDal facilities or require the 0 
COD8trUction ·or expanaion of recreational facilitiea which 

0 0 ltl 
might have an adverse physical etfect on the environment? . . 

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS: The proposed project does not mclude any specdic redevelopment or 
public improvement projects. Accordingly, the proposed update would not directly affect increasing the 
use or expanding/constructing recreation facilities. The Land Use and Zoning does not change under the 
proposed project, and any public improvement or development project must undergo CEQA review as 
part of the approval process. These future projects must also be consistent with the General Plan, 
Zoning and Land Use. 

Based on the above considerations, the proposed project would have no impact and would not alter 
recreation facilities. 

XVI. TRANSPORTATIONffRAFFIC- Would 
the project: 

~) Cauae an incrcue in traffic which ia substantial in relation 
to the existing traffic load aad capacity of the street S)'lltcm 

(i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of 
vehicle trips, the: volume to capacity ratio on roads, or 
congestion at intersections)? 

b) Exceed, either iDdividually or cumulatively, a level of 
Ber'Yice staadard establiahed by the county conseation 
management agency for designated roads or highways? 

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., 
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible 
uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

d) Result in inadequate emergency IICCCSS? 

e) Result in inadequate p8lking capacity? 

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, 
bicycle racks)? 

0 0 0 ~ 

0 0 0 ~ 

0 0 0 Iii 

0 0 0 Iii 
[] 0 0 Iii 
0 0 [] ltl 

DISCUSSION OF IMP ACfS: The proposed project creates policy language related to mitigation fees 
and the analysis of traffic impacts associated with redevelopment projects of 4 units or more. The City' s 
Zoning and Land use remains the same under the proposed project and does not propose specific 
redevelopment or public improvement projects, and therefore does not result in inadequate parking, 
emergency access or alter the existing roadway design. 
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The proposed program language contained in M.9-1 0 augments and accentuates environmental criteria 
spelled out in "a" and "b" above by requiring redevelopment projects with 4 or more new units to 
provide additional, detailed transportation analysis to further evaluate and review potential traffic and 
safety impacts associated with a redevelopment project along the main arterials of Miller Avenue 
(between Park Avenue and Almonte Boulevard) and East Blithedale (between Elm Avenue and US 
101). 

Similarly, the proposed language contained in M.4-7 augments environmental criterion "f' above by 
allowing the City to consider a transportation mitigation fee requiring all new projects to pay a pro rata 
share of needed multi-modal access improvements in accordance with the burden created by such new 
projects. The collection and use of these funds will strengthen and expand multi-modal, non-motorized 
access within the community, and will likely result in a reduction of some vehicular traffic. 

MITIGATION MEASURES: As a point of clarification, the proposed Transportation Mitigation Fee 
established as part of the proposed project would fall under mitigation associated with individual 
projects based on the burden created by new development projects and not an actual mitigation measure 
for the proposed project. 

XVU. UTILITIES AND SERVICE 
SYSTEMS- Would the project: 

~) Exceed wastewater treatment requiremcnta of the 
applicable Regional Water" Quality Control Board? 

~) Require or result in tbc coustruction of new water or 
wutewater treatment facilities or expausion of 
existing facilities, the CODStruction of which could 
cause significant environmental efl'ects? 

~) Require or result in the coDStruction of new storm 
water drainage facilities or exp1111ion of existing 
facilities, the coDStruction of which could cause 
significant environmental effocts? 

~) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 
project from existing entitlements and resources, or arc 
new or expaDded entitlements needed? 

~) Result in a determination by the waatewater treatment 
provider which serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected 
demand in addition to the provider's existing 
commitments? 

~ Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste 
disposal needs? 

.) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 
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DISCUSSION OF IMP ACTS: The proposed project does not include any specific development 
proposals, and would therefore not directly result in the construction of new water or wastewater 
treatment facilities, new storm water drainage facilities, expand existing facilities. Any development 
project must undergo CEQA review as part of the design review and approval process, and must be 
consistent with the General Plan, Zoning and comply with federal, state and local statutes related to 
solid waste. This project-level CEQA review would include analysis of construction or operational 
demand on all utilities and service systems. 

Based on the above considerations, the proposed project would have no impact on utilities and service 
systems. 

U..Du 
xvm. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

~ .... U.J'Au 
III/VtiiiiM ~ No I,P. #M 

lailet:t II huet:t 1aJMd s..rca 
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality 0 

of the enviromneDt, subataotially reduce the habitat of a 
0 Cl [if 

fish or wildlife speciea, cause a fish or wildlife population 
to drop below aelf-sustainins levels, threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict 
the range of a rare or eodanaered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examplea of the major periods of 
California history or prebi.stmy? 

b) Doea the project have impacts that are individually limited, 0 Cl (iJ 0 
but cumulatively considerable? (''Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a 
project are cooaiderablc wbcn viewed in connection with 
the effects of put projccta, the eficcta of other current 
projects, and the effecta of probable future projecta)? 

F) Does the project have environmental effects wbich will Cl 
cause substantial adverse effects on human bciDp, either 

0 Cl Iii 
directly or iDdircctly7 

. 
DISCUSSION: The proposed project mcludcs two unplementing programs: one to establish a 
mitigation fee for multi-modal access, and a second to evaluate traffic and safety concerns for 
development projects of 4 or more units adjacent to the two major roadway arterials into and out of 
town, Miller Avenue (between Park Avenue and Almonte Boulevard) and East Blithedale (between Elm 
Avenue and US 101). These proposed General Plan programs do not include any specific proposals to 
construct and/or modify land use, and are consistent with the existing General Plan and or local Zoning 
Ordinance. As such, there is no impact to fish or wildlife habitat, endangered plants or animals, 
eliminate historic resources, or cause substantial adverse effects on hmnan being directly or indirectly. 

The proposed program M.9-1 0 further augments and clarifies Program LU.l-3 indicating that traffic 
impacts are one of the conditions that the City may consider in reducing densities identified in the Land 
Use Element when appropriate mitigations cannot be met or is determined to be detrimental to the 
health, safety or welfare of the community. In making such a determination, the City also recognizes 
that it must satisfy policies set forth in the housing element, including maintaining an adequate number 
of parcels that are available for redevelopment to accommodate the City's regional housing needs 
(Housing Element Program #14). Thus, the new proposed program M.9-ll will have a less than 
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significant impact on any possible cumulative impacts associated with future development projects. As 
such, the proposed project would have less than significant cumulative impacts. 

The General Plan Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact (State Clearinghouse number 
2013052005) is herein incorporated by reference in accordance with Section 15150 of the CEQA 
Guidelines. Copies of this document and all other documents referenced in this study are available for 
review at The City of Mill Valley, 26 Corte Madera Avenue, Mill Valley, CA 94941 (415) 388-4033. 

CHECKLIST REFERENCES 

1. City of Mill Valley General Plan MV2040, which includes Mill Valley Climate Action Plan 

2. MV2040 Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) 

3. City of Mill Valley Municipal Code 

4. Marin Countv Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan, Marin County Community Development 
Agency, October 2006 

5. Marin County Congestion Management Plan Update, Transportation Authority of Marin, 
October 2013 
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