Architectural Review Board
Staff Report (ID # 7577)

Report Type:

Action Items

Meeting Date: 1/19/2017

Summary Title:

799 Embarcadero Road: Fire Station #3 Replacement Project
Second ARB

Title:

PUBLIC HEARING / QUASI-JUDICIAL. 799 Embarcadero Road
(file PLN16-00123): Applicant's Request for Architectural
Review Approval of a Two-Story, 6,663 Square Foot
Replacement Fire Station Building Located on the Northwest
Corner of Embarcadero and Newell Roads Adjacent to the
Southeasterly Edge of Rinconada Park on an 18.27 Acre
Property. Environmental Assessment: The Project is Exempt
From the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Pursuant
to Section 15302 (Replacement or Reconstruction of Existing
Structures). Zoning District: Public Facility (PF)

From:

Hillary Gitelman

Recommendation
Staff recommends the Architectural Review Board (ARB) take the following action(s):
1. Recommend approval of the proposed project to the Director of Planning and
Community Environment based on Architectural Review approval findings and subject
to conditions of approval (Attachments A and B, respectively).
Report Summary
The subject project was previously reviewed by the ARB on December 1, 2016, and continued
to a date certain, January 19, 2017. An earlier staff report includes extensive background
information, project analysis and evaluation to city codes and policies; that report is available
online: http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/54890. A copy of the report
without prior attachments is available as Attachment G.
The purpose of this report is to restate the comments made by the ARB and convey the
applicant’s response to those comments. The analysis section below builds upon the
information contained in the earlier report as modified to reflect recent project changes.
City of Palo Alto
Planning & Community Environment
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301
(650) 329-2442
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The City Council adopted new Architectural Review approval findings that became effective in
January 2017; these are provided as Attachment A for the ARB’s consideration. The findings
support the project.
Background
On December 1, 2016, the ARB reviewed the project. A video recording of the ARB meeting is
here:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Juwv3s3KXPw&start=8&width=420&height=315.
The ARB comments at the hearing and the applicant’s responses are summarized below and on
the following page. The applicant also provided a response letter (Attachment F). The
applicant considered the ARB’s comments and made three significant changes to the plans:
(1) Adjusted the park-facing elevation (shown in below image) similar to the approach used on
the Newell-facing elevation; a dormitory window is extended upward through the roof plane to
break up the mass.

(2) Provided two alternatives to the concrete wall formerly proposed around the parking lot, to
provide greater transparency and supplemental vegetation. The above image shows a concrete
masonry unit (CMU) wall option, with recurring slots or openings; landscaping additions for
both options, and additional images for this CMU wall option will be provided in hardcopy plans
to show the wall’s running-bond pattern and detail for the openings. The below image shows
the second option, to extend the see-through metal fence around the north and west sides of
the parking lot; however, this option provides less privacy for the firefighters.

(3) Proposed a zinc panel, Rheinzink, exterior material with a 20-year warrante and with a 200year life expectancy. The zinc panels (shown excerpted in below left image with the proposed
CMU wall) would have a narrower vertical pattern than the previously proposed Alucobond
panels, which also have a 20-year warranty.
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October 11, 2016 Materials

A summary of ARB comments on December 1, 2016, and the applicant’s responses thereto and
related images are provided in the table on the following page.

ARB Comments/Direction on December 1
Consider placing generator at back corner.

October 11, 2016 Site Plan
Widen the paved corner near crosswalk to be
more generous on the Newell side.

Applicant Response
The generator is in the same location. The
potential wireless site shifted westward
away from parking space #4.

January 5, 2017 Site Plan
Because of guy wires and anchors, the
paved corner cannot be extended toward
Newell, but it has been expanded.
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January 5, 2017 Site Plan
October 11, 2016 Site Plan
Nearby pool building is warmer with wood
trellis; substation’s wood screen fence is more
open; consider making parking lot wall more
open and enhancing the park-side planting.
Consider not having two-story gray metal
panel wall next to park - metal may not be
durable/the right solution – make the view
from the park more pleasant.
Consider more texture (eg De Young Museum)
Darker metal is better than lighter metal;
consider making siding more residentiallooking but still using a modern material
Consider using more wood at entry to make
more warm/inviting
Consider using a sloped roof

Consider gate materials go around parking lot
Consider placing fountain near corner
Shadow concern from new building

Change #2 as noted above replaces the
solid-concrete parking lot wall with more
open wall options and additional plantings
Due to the site constraints/programmatic
needs and requests, floor plan is
unchanged. Changes #1 and #3 noted
above are proposed to address this.
Changes #1 and #3 introduce more texture.
Change #3 as noted introduces vertical
siding look using a Zinc material
No additional wood at entry is shown in
revised plans
Architect determined flat roof is best for
solar PV array; with sloped roof, building
would be taller near park due to PV array
and program’s height requirements.
Change #2 option addresses this comment
Architect stated on 12/1, ‘Will look at
fountain’, but it remains in the same spot.
Clarified on 12/1: ‘Shadow is not from
building; it’s from wall’

Analysis1
The draft, incomplete plans received January 5, 2017 capture the three changes noted in the
above report section. The hard copy plans, to be submitted January 12, 2017, may provide
additional detail regarding landscaping, at a minimum. The changes to the parking lot
perimeter wall, west-facing elevation and landscaping, and metal siding (reflect a more
residentially-oriented application pattern or texture) appear to address the ARB’s comments to
the extent feasible, given the program and site constraints. Attachment C provides a narrative
of how the project meets the relevant goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.
1

The information provided in this section is based on analysis prepared by the report author prior to the public
hearing. The Architectural Review Board in its review of the administrative record and based on public testimony
may reach a different conclusion from that presented in this report and may choose to take an alternative action
from the recommendation in this report.
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Key Issues: The only key issues remaining with this project, based upon the December 1, 2016
discussion, may be as follows:
A. a flat roof is still proposed, contrary to some HRB and ARB members’ preferences,
B. no additional wood detailing is proposed at the entry facing Newell Road, and
C. despite the permeable element of the revised parking lot wall, and additional
landscaping, the interface of the fire station site with the park edge may not be as
“pleasant” as some ARB members prefer (i.e. the revised plans do not include the prior
suggestion of placing a mural along the wall facing the park, because the proposed
public art is a mechanical piece for plaza).
Staff suggests that these issues could be resolved (or considered resolved) if the ARB were to:
A. note that, with the proposed installation of solar photovoltaic panels will provide a
visible sloped element to serve as a reference to sloped roof, residentially-oriented, civic
architecture,
B. add an approval condition to require a return to the subcommittee or staff review of
additional wood entry details, and
C. add an approval condition to require further modifications to the park-facing parking lot
wall (e.g. variable heights, additional permeability, color, materials) and/or additional or
different plant materials within the park near the wall.
Bird-Friendly Design: The architect has noted that a new plan sheet (A-603) will describe the
glass selection to ensure the project reflects ‘bird-friendly design’. The glass selected is
ArnoldGlas ISolar Ornilux insulated glazing; this glass has a UV-reflective film on it. The sample
board to be presented to the ARB will include a sample of this product.
Approval Findings: Staff has prepared draft findings for approval to indicate the project is
approvable in accordance with these findings. The project’s compliance with the goals and
policies of the Comprehensive Plan is set forth in the draft findings for approval (Attachment A).
If the ARB believes additional, significant modifications are needed to better meet the approval
findings, the applicant can be directed to return for a final hearing. If the ARB recommends
project approval subject to submittal of additional details for staff or ARB subcommittee review
prior to Building Permit submittal, the ARB can add such an approval condition.
Environmental Review
The subject project has been assessed in accordance with the authority and criteria contained
in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the State CEQA Guidelines, and the
environmental regulations of the City. Specifically, staff determined the project can be
considered Exempt under CEQA Guidelines Section 15302. The Historic Resource Evaluation
concluded the existing fire station was not eligible for listing on the California Register of
Historic Resources. The HRE was reviewed by the historic preservation planner and HRB.
Circulation and traffic for the replacement station were reviewed by the Transportation Division
staff. Staff reviewed other CEQA checklist topic areas and will finalize the document and review
findings following the ARB hearing, for the Director’s consideration.
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Public Notification, Outreach & Comments
The Palo Alto Municipal Code requires notice of this public hearing be published in a local paper
and mailed to owners and occupants of property within 600 feet of the subject property at least
ten day in advance. As this project was continued to a date certain by the ARB, no additional
mailed noticing was conducted.
An open house was held at the Art Center on December 14, 2016. The meeting was attended by
Fire Chief, Chief Planning Official, Public Works Engineering team, project architect, and the
Senior Program Manager for Arts and Sciences, and one member of the public. As of the
writing of this report, no project-related, public comments were received following the
outreach meeting.
Alternative Actions
In addition to the recommended action, the Architectural Review Board may:
1. Approve the project with modified findings or conditions;
2. Continue the project to a date (un)certain; or
3. Recommend project denial based on revised findings.
It is important to note that this project is the first of the significant Council Infrastructure Plans
to come before the Architectural Review Board. Construction of the project is scheduled to
begin in August 2017. A continuation or denial of the project would lead to a delay in the
project schedule.
Consistency with Application Findings
Staff has prepared draft findings for approval using the Council approved revised AR findings
that became effective January 12, 2017.
Report Author & Contact Information
Amy French, AICP, Chief Planning Official
(650) 329-2336
Amy.french@cityofpaloalto.org

ARB2 Liaison & Contact Information
Jodie Gerhardt, AICP, Planning Manager
(650) 329-2575
jodie.gerhardt@cityofpaloalto.org

Attachments:
 Attachment A: Six ARB findings
(DOC)
 Attachment B: Draft Conditions of Approval (DOCX)
 Attachment C: Comp Plan Policies and Programs (DOC)
 Attachment D: Zoning Compliance Table
(DOC)
 Attachment E: 12-01-2016 ARB Minutes Excerpt
(DOCX)
 Attachment F: Applicant's response letter (DOCX)
 Attachment G: Staff report December 1, 2016 w/o attachments
2

(PDF)

Emails may be sent directly to the ARB using the following address: arb@cityofpaloalto.org
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__________________________________________________________________________
ATTACHMENT A
DRAFT (SIX) FINDINGS FOR ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW APPROVAL
799 Embarcadero/Fire Station #3 Replacement Building
______________________________________________________________________________
The design and architecture of the proposed project complies with the Six Findings for Architectural Review set forth in Palo Alto Municipal Code Chapter 18.76 Section 18.76.020 effective as
of January 12, 2017.
(1) The design is consistent with applicable provisions of the Palo Alto Comprehensive Plan,
Zoning Code, coordinated area plans (including compatibility requirements), and any relevant
design guides. The project is consistent with Finding #1 because:
 The project complies with the land use and development standards of the PF zone.
 The project complies with the policies and programs of the Comprehensive Plan (Plan):
o Policy C-62, design and construct new community facilities to have flexible
functions to ensure adaptability to the changing needs of the community,
o Policy L-48, high quality design and site planning, compatible with surrounding
development and public spaces,
o Program L-49, maintain and support historic or consistent design character,
o Policy L-50, high quality signage (existing sign to be relocated to site’s corner),
o Policy L-62, provide comfortable seating areas and plazas with places for public
art,
o Program L-71, recognize Embarcadero Road (and other roads noted) as a scenic
route (providing main access to the Baylands and secondary access to Stanford
University),
o Policy L-70, enhance the appearance of streets by expanding and maintaining
street trees,
o Policy L-72, promote and maintain public art compatible with the character and
identity of the neighborhood,
o Policy L-74, use the work of artists, landscape architects, etc. in the design and
improvement of public spaces,
o Program L-73, locate parking lots behind buildings,
o Policy L-76, require trees and other landscaping within parking lots,
o Program L-75, 50% shade program (zoning ordinance update implemented).
(2) The project has a unified and coherent design, that:
(2a) creates an internal sense of order and desirable environment for occupants, visitors, and
the general community; The project is consistent with Finding 2(a), given:
 The intersection improvements will improve circulation; ingress from Newell/egress
onto Embarcadero are compatible with the design concept and functions.
 The new facilities and amenities for pedestrians, bicyclists and vehicles are an
improvement from the existing facilities as to safety and convenience.

(2b) preserves, respects and integrates existing natural features that contribute positively to
the site and the historic character including historic resources of the area when relevant; The
project is consistent with Finding 2(b), given:
 Existing protected trees on and off-site will be retained and protected; the natural
features (mature trees) are appropriately integrated with the new plantings shown on
the plans.
 The existing building was determined ineligible for listing as a state historic resource and
is not being preserved, but several aspects of the new building are designed to respect
the historic resources of the area, including the use of terra cotta in reference to the
terra cotta courtyard walls at the nearby, historic Rinconada Library. The HRB concurred
with the HRE determination the existing station was ineligibility for state registry listing.
(2c) is consistent with the context-based design criteria of the applicable zone district; Finding
2c is not applicable since the PF zone does not impose context based design criteria.
(2d) provides harmonious transitions in scale, mass and character to adjacent land uses and
land use designations; The project is consistent with Finding 2(d), given:
 The project is replacing an existing one-story station with a two-story station contrasting
with the primarily one-story and sloped roof character of civic buildings in the
immediate vicinity; the materials and architectural forms are intended to be compatible
with the mid-century architecture of the area.
 The addition will not encroach upon the adjacent park (Rinconada Park).
 The building is intended to be compatible with the character of the surrounding area
which includes:
o historical buildings on the parcel - distant from the site and obscured by mature
vegetation, and nearby buildings eligible for historic register listing,
o mature vegetation providing a backdrop for the new two-story building,
o one- and two-story, sloped-roof residential homes across Embarcadero.
 The fire station site, over 1100 feet from the Lucie Stern Center, JMZ and Girl Scout
House (Lou Henry Hoover House), is obscured by mature vegetation from views from
these civic buildings; the new station would be visible from the Palo Alto Art Center.
 The project site is zoned Public Facility; the adjacent Rinconada Park is also zoned and
designated for public land uses; the project, as conditioned, would not impede future
park improvements currently under consideration, nor impact existing uses in the park.
(2e) enhances living conditions on the site and in adjacent residential areas; The project is
consistent with Finding 2(e), given:
 The temporary living facilities for firefighters in the new building would provide much
improved living conditions on the site.
 The proposed building would not adversely impact the nearby residential
neighborhoods, located south of Embarcadero Road and North of Hopkins Avenue.
(3) The design is of high aesthetic quality, using high quality, integrated materials and
appropriate construction techniques, and incorporating textures, colors, and other details that
are compatible with and enhance the surrounding area; the project is consistent with Finding 3,
given:





The materials were selected for durability and reference to nearby historic resources;
the new structure’s materials and construction techniques are appropriate for fire
station use;
Colors and textures will be compatible with nearby civic buildings and park landscaping.

(4) The design is functional, allowing for ease and safety of pedestrian and bicycle traffic and
providing for elements that support the building’s necessary operations (e.g. convenient vehicle
access to property and utilities, appropriate arrangement and amount of open space and
integrated signage, if applicable, etc.); the project is consistent with Finding 4, given:
 The design is a code-compliant fire station providing modern amenities, equipment
storage, and places the main pedestrian entry and plaza on Newell Road, the moreoriented route than the busier Embarcadero Road.
 The open space design includes a pedestrian plaza, a bicycle queuing area, and new
landscaping that will serve the passersby and visitors from the neighborhood and
surrounding community, as well as a second floor balcony for fire personnel to enjoy
park views.
(5) The landscape design complements and enhances the building design and its surroundings,
is appropriate to the site’s functions, and utilizes to the extent practical, regional indigenous
drought resistant plant material capable of providing desirable habitat that can be
appropriately maintained; the project is consistent with Finding 5, given:
 Existing protected trees on and off-site will be retained and protected; the planting plan
will meet these findings for suitability and adaptability to the site and installed plant
materials would be verified as regional-indigenous-drought-resistant.
(6) The project incorporates design principles that achieve sustainability in areas related to
energy efficiency, water conservation, building materials, landscaping, and site planning; the
project is consistent with Finding #6 given:
 The project plans indicate the project will follow both the LEED Silver and Calgreen Tier
2 checklists to meet City’s standards and policies for green building.

ATTACHMENT B
DRAFT CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
799 Embarcadero Road, Fire Station #3 (File 16PLN-00263)
On January 19, 2017, the Architectural Review Board (ARB) recommended ________ of the application
referenced above, and the Director of Planning and Community Environment (Director) _______ the
project on __________, 2017. Project Planner: Amy French, Chief Planning Official.
GENERAL CONDITION
The plans submitted for Building Permit shall be in substantial conformance with plans dated received
January 12, 2017, except as modified to incorporate these conditions of approval. These conditions of
approval shall be printed on the plans submitted for building permits.
PLANNING AND COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENT
1.

Architectural Review Approval:
a) The project approval shall be valid for a period of one year from the original date of approval. In the event a
building permit(s), if applicable, is not secured for the project within the time limit specified above, the AR
approval shall expire and be of no further force or effect unless application for extension of this entitlement
is submit prior to the one year expiration.
b)

The following additional conditions shall be satisfied in building permit plans:
(1) Bird friendly glass shall be incorporated, employing one or more of the following methods:
· Elements that preclude bird collisions without completely obscuring vision like secondary facades,
netting, screens, shutters, or exterior shades.
· UV Patterned Glass that contain UV-reflective or contrasting patterns that are visible to birds
· Patterns on Glass designed in accordance with the 2X4 rule, which restricts horizontal spaces to less
than 2" high, or vertical spaces less than 4" wide.
· Opaque, etched, stained, frosted, and translucent glass
(2) Outside lighting shall be appropriately shielded and minimized.
(3) The following items shall be submitted for staff level/ARB subcommittee review to ensure project details
listed herein are consistent with the approval findings, prior to the submittal of associated building permits:

Placeholder – ARB may have items to return for staff or subcommittee review

c) All future signage proposed for this site and any exterior modifications to the building or property shall be
subject to Architectural Review prior to installation.
d)

2.

The stealth cell tower proposal (fake conifer concealing wireless communications facility (WCF) tower)
indicated on the site plan shall be subject to separate Architectural Review and Conditional Use Permit
review process. If a fake conifer WCF is not installed at the indicated location, a shade tree shall be installed
to ensure the City’s 50% shade by tree canopy policy/requirement is met.

Legal Matters/Fees:
a) To the extent permitted by law, the applicant shall indemnify and hold harmless the City, its City Council, its
officers, employees and agents (the “indemnified parties”)from and against any claim, action, or proceeding
brought by a third party against the indemnified parties and the applicant to attack, set aside or void, any
permit or approval authorized hereby for the Project, including (without limitation) reimbursing the City its
actual attorney’s fees and costs incurred in defense of the litigation. The City may, in its sole discretion,
elect to defend any such action with attorneys of its own choice.
b)

This matter is subject to the Code of Civil Procedures (CCP) Section 1094.5, and the time by which judicial
review must be sought is governed by CCP Section 1094.6.

c)

Government Code Section 66020 provides that project applicant who desires to protest the fees,
dedications, reservations, or other exactions imposed on a development project must initiate the protest at

the time the development project is approved or conditionally approved or within ninety (90) days after the
October 27, 2016 that fees, dedications, reservations or exactions are imposed on the project. Additionally,
procedural requirements for protesting these development fees, dedications, reservations and exactions
are set forth in Government Code Section 66020. IF YOU FAIL TO INITIATE A PROTEST WITHIN THE 90-DAY
PERIOD OR TO FOLLOW THE PROTEST PROCEDURES DESCRIBED IN GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 66020,
YOU WILL BE BARRED FROM CHALLENGING THE VALIDITY OR REASONABLENESS OF THE FEES,
DEDICATIONS, RESERVATIONS, AND EXACTIONS.
3.

Noise: All noise producing equipment shall not exceed the allowance specified in Chapter 9.10 (Noise) of the
Palo Alto Municipal Code.

PUBLIC WORKS ENGINEERING
PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A BUILDING PERMIT FOR DEMOLITION
1.

LOGISTICS PLAN: The applicant and contractor shall prepare a construction logistics plan for the work
associated with the building permit. Plan shall be submitted to Public Works Engineering and shall address
all impacts to the City’s right-of-way, including, but not limited to: pedestrian control, traffic control, truck
routes, material deliveries, contractor’s parking, on-site staging and storage areas, concrete pours, crane
lifts, work hours, noise control, dust control, storm water pollution prevention, and contractor’s contact.
The plan shall be prepared and submitted along the Grading and Excavation Permit. It shall include notes as
indicated on the approved Truck Route Map for construction traffic to and from the site.

PRIOR TO BUILDING PERMIT OR EXCAVATION AND GRADING PERMIT ISSUANCE
2.

DEMOLITION PLAN: Place the following note adjacent to an affected tree on the Site Plan and Demolition
Plan: “Excavation activities associated with the proposed scope of work shall occur no closer than 10-feet
from the existing street tree, or as approved by the Urban Forestry Division contact 650-496-5953. Any
changes shall be approved by the same”. Also plot and label the tree protection zone.

3.

GRADING PERMIT: The grading and drainage plan must include an earthworks table with the estimated cut
and fill volumes. If the total is more than 100 cubic yards, a grading permit will be required. An application
and plans for a grading permit are submitted to Public Works separately from the building permit plan set.
The application and guidelines are available at the Development Center and on our website.

4.

GRADING & DRAINAGE PLAN: Provide a separate Grading and Drainage Plan prepared by a qualified
licensed engineer, surveyor or architect. Plan shall be wet-stamped and signed by the same. Plan shall
include the following: existing and proposed spot elevations, earthwork volumes (cut and fill in CY). Provide
drainage flow arrows to demonstrate positive drainage away from building foundations at minimum of 2%
or 5% for 10-feet per 2013 CBC Section 1804.3. Label the downspouts, splash-blocks (2-feet long min) and
any site drainage features such as swales, area drains, bubble-up locations. Include grate elevations, low
points and grade breaks. Provide dimensions between the bubblers and property lines. In no case shall
drainage across property lines exceed that which existed prior to grading per 2013 CBC Section J109.4. In
particular, runoff from the new garage shall not drain into neighboring property. For additional grading and
drainage detail design See Grading and Drainage Plan Guidelines for Residential Development.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/2717
The grading plan shall clearly show how all of the site’s impervious area is treated by the bio-retention area.
The

5.

Provide the following note on the Grading and Drainage Plan and/or Site Plan: “Contractor shall contact
Public Works Engineering (PWE) Inspectors to inspect and approve the storm drain system (pipes, area
drains, inlets, bubblers, dry wells, etc.) associated with the project prior to backfill. Contractor shall
schedule an inspection in advance (48-hours, at minimum) by calling (650) 496-6929”.

6.

Public Works generally does not allow rainwater to be collected and discharged into the street gutter or
connect directly to the City’s infrastructure, revise the Grading and Drainage plan to direct runoff to

landscaped and other pervious areas of the site. Flows from the proposed parking lot redesigned shall be
directed to on-site pervious areas.
7.

Applicant shall be aware that the project may trigger water line and meter upgrades or relocation, if
upgrades or relocation are required, the building permit plan set shall plot and label utility changes. If a
backflow preventer is required, it shall be located within private property and plotted on the plans. Similarly
if a transformer upgrade or a grease interceptor is required it shall also be located within the private
property. Plot and label these on the Utility plan. Backflow devices must be located behind the property
line.

8.

Based on the ARB package, it does not appear that all of the storm water from the project site will be
treated. Storm water from the permeable pavement flows directly into the storm drain catch basin in the
street. Revise the design so that the storm water bubbles up in the bio-retention area for treatment.
Identify the overflow device and only the overflow should be connected to the catch basin in the street.

9.

The ARB package shows a new driveway trench drain connecting to the existing sand oil separators. As
shown, this trench drain will discharge rain runoff into the sewer system. Typically, this is not preferred by
the treatment plant. Applicant shall either drain the trench drain line into the treatment area so that rain
water from the driveway is treated or add a valve after the trench drain so that fire department can close
the valve when it rains to limit rain runoff from going into the treatment plant.

10. The following item was not addressed with the ARB and shall be revised with the building permit plans.
Typically, aside from storm drain system, all utilities shall be designed to avoid the bio-treatment areas. If in
the future any utility needs to be replaced, the contractor will be responsible for rebuilding the treatment
area and having it re-certified by a third party reviewer. The ARB package shows the proposed sewer line
within the bio-retention area. Either relocate the sewer line to avoid the bio-retention area or revise the
limits of the bio-retention area to avoid the sewer line. Alternatively if either option is not feasible, provide
a detail that shows where the sewer line crosses the treatment area. The detail shall include relationship
between the treatment cross-section and sanitary sewer line.
11. The ARB package also shows a French drain is proposed for the permeable pavement detail. This should
probably be called out as a perforated drain line not a French drain. Please revise. Also verify that the key
notes are referencing the correct the details. For example key note 14 references detail 1 on sheet C5.0.
Detail 1 on C5.0 does not show the French drain or the permeable pavement.
12. STORM WATER TREATMENT: This project shall comply with the storm water regulations contained in
provision C.3 of the NPDES municipal storm water discharge permit issued by the San Francisco Bay
Regional Water Quality Control Board (and incorporated into Palo Alto Municipal Code Chapter 16.11).
These regulations apply to land development projects that create or replace 10,000 square feet or more of
impervious surface, and restaurants, retail gasoline outlets, auto service facilities, and uncovered parking
lots that create and/or replace 5,000 square feet or more of impervious surface. In order to address the
potential permanent impacts of the project on storm water quality, the applicant shall incorporate into the
project a set of permanent site design measures, source controls, and treatment controls that serve to
protect storm water quality, subject to the approval of the Public Works Department. The applicant shall
identify, size, design and incorporate permanent storm water pollution prevention measures (landscapebased treatment controls such as bio-swales, filter strips, and permeable pavement) to treat the runoff
from a “water quality storm” specified in PAMC Chapter 16.11 prior to discharge to the municipal storm
drain system. Regulated projects, must contract with a qualified third-party reviewer during the planning
application review process to certify that the proposed permanent storm water pollution prevention
measures comply with the requirements of Palo Alto Municipal Code Chapter 16.11. The certification form,
2 copies of approved storm water treatment plan, and a description of Maintenance Task and Schedule
must be received by the City from the third-party reviewer prior to approval of the planning application by
the Public Works department.
13. Regulated projects with 3,000 SF or more of pervious pavement systems installed required installation
inspections. The project is proposing to install permeable pavers, provide permeable pavement area for the
site. The plans shall include a detail for the permeable pavement section. The material used on the

permeable pavement section shall also be identified as part of the drawings, to verify that the standard CL II
AB is not used, referencing the specification is not sufficient.
14. The following note shall be shown on the plans adjacent to the area on the Site Plan:
“Any construction within the city right-of-way must have an approved Permit for Construction in the Public
Street prior to commencement of this work. THE PERFORMANCE OF THIS WORK IS NOT AUTHORIZED BY
THE BUILDING PERMIT ISSUANCE BUT SHOWN ON THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR INFORMATION ONLY.”
15. Provide the following note on the Site Plan and Grading and Drainage Plan: “Contractor shall not stage,
store, or stockpile any material or equipment within the public road right-of-way.” Construction phasing
shall be coordinate to keep materials and equipment onsite or within private property.
16. “NO DUMPING” LOGO: The applicant is required to paint the “No Dumping/Flows to San Francisquito
Creek” logo in blue color on a white background, adjacent to all onsite storm drain inlets. Stencils of the
logo are available from the Public Works Environmental Compliance Division, which may be contacted at
(650) 329-2598. A deposit may be required to secure the return of the stencil. Include the instruction to
paint the logos on the construction grading and drainage plan. Similar medallions shall be installed near the
catch basins that are proposed to be relocated. Provide notes on the plans to reference that medallions and
stencils.
17. WORK IN THE RIGHT-OF-WAY: The plans must clearly indicate any work that is proposed in the public rightof-way, such as sidewalk replacement, driveway approach, or utility laterals. The plans must include notes
that the work must be done per City standards and/or Caltrans standards and that the contractor
performing this work must first obtain a Street Work Permit from Public Works at the Development Center
and from Caltrans. If a new driveway is in a different location than the existing driveway, then the sidewalk
associated with the new driveway must be replaced with a thickened (6” thick instead of the standard 4”
thick) section. Additionally, curb cuts and driveway approaches for abandoned driveways must be replaced
with new curb, gutter and planter strip.
18. SIDEWALK, CURB & GUTTER: As part of this project, the applicant shall replace those portions of the
existing sidewalks, curbs, gutters or driveway approaches in the public right-of-way along the frontage(s) of
the property that are broken, badly cracked, displaced or non-standard. Contact Public Works’ inspector at
650-496-6929 to arrange a site visit so that the inspector can discuss the extent of replacement work along
the public road. The site plan submitted with the building permit plan set must show the extent of the
replacement work or include a note that Public Works’ inspector has determined no work is required. The
plan must note that any work in the right-of-way must be done per Public Works’ standards by a licensed
contractor who must first obtain a Street Work Permit from Public Works at the Development Center.
19. PAVEMENT: This portion of Embarcadero Road was resurfaced in 2015 as such any cutting into the
pavement will trigger additional pavement requirements. Add the following note to the Site Plan adjacent
to the public right-of-way: “Applicant and contractor will be responsible for resurfacing Embarcadero Road
and Newell Road, based the roadway surface condition after project completion and limits of trench work.
At a minimum pavement resurfacing of the full street width along the project frontage may be required.”
Plot and label the area to be resurfaced as hatched on the site plan.
20. STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION: The City's full-sized "Pollution Prevention - It's Part of the Plan"
sheet
must
be
included
in
the
plan
set.
The
sheet
is
available
here:
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/2732. The ARB package shows the outdated
Pollution Prevention sheet. The exhibit was modified in 2015 and the ARB package should use the most
current exhibit.
21. IMPERVIOUS SURFACE AREA: If the project will be creating or replacing 500 square feet or more of
impervious surface. Accordingly, the applicant shall provide calculations of the existing and proposed
impervious surface areas with the building permit application. The Impervious Area Worksheet for Land
Developments form and instructions are available at the Development Center or on our website.
PRIOR TO BUILDING PERMIT FINAL

22. STORMWATER MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT: The applicant shall designate a party to maintain the control
measures for the life of the improvements and must enter into a maintenance agreement with the City to
guarantee the ongoing maintenance of the permanent C.3 storm water discharge compliance measures.
The maintenance agreement shall be executed prior to the first building occupancy sign-off. The City will
inspect the treatment measures yearly and charge an inspection fee. There is currently a $551 C.3 (2017FY)
plan check fee that will be collected upon submittal for a grading or building permit.
23. STORM WATER TREATMENT: At the time of installation of the required storm water treatment measures
and prior to the issuance of any occupancy permit, a third- party reviewer shall also submit to the City a
certification for approval that the project’s permanent measures were constructed and installed in
accordance to the approved permit drawings.

PUBLIC WORKS – WATERSHED PROTECTION
The following comments are required to be addressed prior to any future related permit application such
as a Building Permit, Excavation and Grading Permit, Certificate of Compliance, Street Work Permit,
Encroachment Permit, etc. These comments are provided as a courtesy and are not required to be
addressed prior to the Planning entitlement approval:
1.

PAMC 16.09.055 Unpolluted Water
Unpolluted water shall not be discharged through direct or indirect connection to the sanitary sewer
system, and
PAMC 16.09.175 (b) General prohibitions and practices
Exterior (outdoor) drains may be connected to the sanitary sewer system only if the area in which the drain
is located is covered or protected from rainwater run-on by berms and/or grading, and appropriate
wastewater treatment approved by the Superintendent is provided. For additional information regarding
loading docks, see section 16.09.175(k)

2.

PAMC 16.09.225(b)(9) Vehicle Washing Operations
No person shall discharge wastewater from vehicle washing operations or wash racks to the storm drain
system or onto the ground. A drain shall be installed to capture all vehicle wash waters and shall be
connected to an oil/water separator prior to discharge to the sanitary sewer system. The oil/water
separator shall be cleaned at a frequency of at least once every six months or more frequently if
recommended by the manufacturer or the Superintendent. Oil/water separators shall have a minimum
capacity of 100 gallons. The area shall be graded or bermed, and be equipped with a shut-off drain valve to
prevent the discharge of storm water to the sanitary sewer system.

3.

PAMC 16.09.180(b)(14) Architectural Copper
On and after January 1, 2003, copper metal roofing, copper metal gutters, copper metal down spouts, and
copper granule containing asphalt shingles shall not be permitted for use on any residential, commercial or
industrial building for which a building permit is required. Copper flashing for use under tiles or slates and
small copper ornaments are exempt from this prohibition. Replacement roofing, gutters and downspouts
on historic structures are exempt, provided that the roofing material used shall be prepatinated at the
factory. For the purposes of this exemption, the definition of "historic" shall be limited to structures
designated as Category 1 or Category 2 buildings in the current edition of the Palo Alto Historical and
Architectural Resources Report and Inventory.

5.

PAMC 16.09.180(b)(5) Condensate from HVAC
Condensate lines shall not be connected or allowed to drain to the storm drain system.

6.

PAMC 16.09.180(b)(b) Copper Piping
Copper, copper alloys, lead and lead alloys, including brass, shall not be used in sewer lines, connectors, or
seals coming in contact with sewage except for domestic waste sink traps and short lengths of associated
connecting pipes where alternate materials are not practical. The plans must specify that copper piping will
not be used for wastewater plumbing.

7.

16.09.180(12) Mercury Switches

Mercury switches shall not be installed in sewer or storm drain sumps.
8.

PAMC 16.09.165(h) Storm Drain Labeling
Storm drain inlets shall be clearly marked with the words "No dumping - Flows to Bay," or
equivalent.

PUBLIC WORKS - RECYCLING
The location of the trash enclosure will require staff to move the carts to the curb. The hauler can pick up the carts in
the enclosure, but this will incur a significant "pull-out" charge.
Zero Waste strongly recommends removing the public litter can from the outdoor entry area off of Newell Road. If
public litter cans are placed at that location, two can - one for garbage and one for recycling - should be at that
location. The Fire Department should also verify with CSD and PWD as to who is expected to maintain the public litter
can(s).

UTILITIES – ELECTRICAL
B 1.

Industrial and large commercial customers must allow sufficient lead-time for Electric Utility Engineering
and Operations (typically 8-12 weeks after advance engineering fees have been paid) to design and
construct the electric service requested.

B 2.

A completed Utility Service Application and a full set of plans must be included with all applications
involving electrical work. The Application must be included with the preliminary submittal.

B 3.

The applicant shall submit a request to disconnect all existing utility services and/or meters including a
signed affidavit of vacancy, on the form provided by the Building Inspection Division. Utilities will be
disconnected or removed within 10 working days after receipt of request. The demolition permit will be
issued after all utility services and/or meters have been disconnected and removed.

B 4.

All utility meters, lines, transformers, backflow preventers, and any other required equipment shall be
shown on the landscape and irrigation plans and shall show that no conflict will occur between the
utilities and landscape materials. In addition, all aboveground equipment shall be screened in a manner
that is consistent with the building design and setback requirements.

B 5.

Contractors and developers shall obtain permit from the Department of Public Works before digging in
the street right-of-way. This includes sidewalks, driveways and planter strips.

B 6.

At least 48 hours prior to starting any excavation, the customer must call Underground Service Alert
(USA) at 1-800-227-2600 to have existing underground utilities located and marked. The areas to be
checked for underground facility marking shall be delineated with white paint. All USA markings shall be
removed by the customer or contractor when construction is complete.

B 7.

The customer is responsible for installing all on-site substructures (conduits, boxes and pads) required
for the electric service. No more than 270 degrees of bends are allowed in a secondary conduit run. All
conduits must be sized according to California Electric Code requirements and no 1/2 – inch size
conduits are permitted. All off-site substructure work will be constructed by the City at the customer’s
expense. Where mutually agreed upon by the City and the Applicant, all or part of the off-site
substructure work may be constructed by the Applicant.

B 8.

All primary electric conduits shall be concrete encased with the top of the encasement at the depth of
30 inches. No more than 180 degrees of bends are allowed in a primary conduit run. Conduit runs over
500 feet in length require additional pull boxes.

B 9.

All new underground conduits and substructures shall be installed per City standards and shall be
inspected by the Electrical Underground Inspector before backfilling.

B 10.

For services larger than 1600 amps, a transition cabinet as the interconnection point between the
utility’s padmount transformer and the customer’s main switchgear may be required. See City of Palo

Alto Utilities Standard Drawing SR-XF-E-1020. The cabinet design drawings must be submitted to the
Electric Utility Engineering Division for review and approval.
B 11.

For underground services, no more than four (4) 750 MCM conductors per phase can be connected to
the transformer secondary terminals; otherwise, bus duct or x-flex cable must be used for connections
to padmount transformers. If customer installs a bus duct directly between the transformer secondary
terminals and the main switchgear, the installation of a transition cabinet will not be required.

B 12.

The customer is responsible for installing all underground electric service conductors, bus duct,
transition cabinets, and other required equipment. The installation shall meet the California Electric
Code and the City Standards.

B 13.

Meter and switchboard requirements shall be in accordance with Electric Utility Service Equipment
Requirements Committee (EUSERC) drawings accepted by Utility and CPA standards for meter
installations.

B 14.

Shop/factory drawings for switchboards (400A and greater) and associated hardware must be submitted
for review and approval prior to installing the switchgear to:

B 15.

Gopal Jagannath, P.E.
Supervising Electric Project Engineer
Utilities Engineering (Electrical)
1007 Elwell Court
Palo Alto, CA 94303
For 400A switchboards only, catalog cut sheets may be substituted in place of factory drawings.

B 16.

All new underground electric services shall be inspected and approved by both the Building Inspection
Division and the Electrical Underground Inspector before energizing.

B 17.

The customer shall provide as-built drawings showing the location of all switchboards, conduits (number
and size), conductors (number and size), splice boxes, vaults and switch/transformer pads.

B 18.

The follow must be completed before Utilities will make the connection to the utility system and
energize the service:





All fees must be paid.
All required inspections have been completed and approved by both the Building Inspection
Division and the Electrical Underground Inspector.
All Special Facilities contracts or other agreements need to be signed by the City and applicant.
Easement documents must be completed.

UTILITIES – WATER GAS WASTEWATER
1. Prior to Demolition Permit Issuance
a)

The applicant shall submit the existing water/wastewater fixture unit loads (and building as-built plans to
verify the existing loads) to determine the capacity fee credit for the existing load. If the applicant does not
submit loads and plans they may not receive credit for the existing water/wastewater fixtures.

b)

The applicant shall submit a request to disconnect all utility services and/or meters including a signed
affidavit of vacancy. Utilities will be disconnected or removed within 10 working days after receipt of
request. The demolition permit will be issued by the building inspection division after all utility services
and/or meters have been disconnected and removed (existing building).

2. Plan Requirements
a)

The applicant shall submit improvement plans for utility construction. The plans must show the size and
location of all underground utilities within the development and the public right of way including meters,
backflow preventers, fire service requirements, sewer mains, sewer cleanouts, sewer lift stations and any
other required utilities.

b)

The applicant must show on the site plan the existence of any auxiliary water supply, (i.e. water well, gray
water, recycled water, rain catchment, water storage tank, etc).

c)

The applicant shall be responsible for installing and upgrading the existing utility mains and/or services as
necessary to handle anticipated peak loads. This responsibility includes all costs associated with the design
and construction for the installation/upgrade of the utility mains and/or services (if required).

d)

An approved reduced pressure principle assembly (RPPA backflow preventer device) is required for all
existing and new water connections from Palo Alto Utilities to comply with requirements of California
administrative code, title 17, sections 7583 through 7605 inclusive. The RPPA shall be installed on the
owner's property and directly behind the water meter within 5 feet of the property line. RPPA’s for
domestic service shall be lead free. Show the location of the RPPA on the plans.

e)

An approved reduced pressure detector assembly is required for the existing or new water connection for
the fire system to comply with requirements of California administrative code, title 17, sections 7583
through 7605 inclusive (a double detector assembly may be allowed for existing fire sprinkler systems upon
the CPAU’s approval). Reduced pressure detector assemblies shall be installed on the owner's property
adjacent to the property line, within 5’ of the property line. Show the location of the reduced pressure
detector assembly on the plans.

f)

Existing wastewater laterals that are not plastic (ABS, PVC, or PE) shall be replaced at the applicant’s
expense.

g)

Existing water services that are not a currently standard material shall be replaced at the applicant’s
expense.

h)

The applicant shall pay the capacity fees and connection fees associated with new utility service/s or added
demand on existing services. The approved relocation of services, meters, hydrants, or other facilities will
be performed at the cost of the person/entity requesting the relocation.

i)

Each unit or place of business shall have its own water and gas meter shown on the plans. Each parcel shall
have its own water service, gas service and sewer lateral connection shown on the plans.

j)

A separate water meter and backflow preventer is required to irrigate the approved landscape plan (≥ 1000
SQFT lawn area). Show the location of the irrigation meter on the plans. This meter shall be designated as
an irrigation account an no other water service will be billed on the account. The irrigation and landscape
plans submitted with the application for a grading or building permit shall conform to the City of Palo Alto
water efficiency standards.

3. For Building Permit
a)

The applicant shall submit a completed water-gas-wastewater service connection application - load sheet
for City of Palo Alto Utilities. The applicant must provide all the information requested for utility service
demands (water in fixture units/g.p.m., gas in b.t.u.p.h, and sewer in fixture units/g.p.d.). The applicant
shall provide the existing (prior) loads, the new loads, and the combined/total loads (the new loads plus any
existing loads to remain).

b)

The applicant's engineer may require to submit flow calculations and system capacity study showing that
the on-site and off-site water and sanitary sewer mains (existing 5.4” PE sewer main) and services will
provide the domestic, irrigation, fire flows, and wastewater capacity needed to service the development
and adjacent properties during anticipated peak flow demands. Field testing may be required to determined
current flows and water pressures on existing water main. Calculations must be signed and stamped by a
registered civil engineer. The applicant is required to perform, at his/her expense, a flow monitoring study
of the existing sewer main to determine the remaining capacity. The report must include existing peak flows
or depth of flow based on a minimum monitoring period of seven continuous days or as determined by the
senior wastewater engineer. The study shall meet the requirements and the approval of the WGW
engineering section. No downstream overloading of existing sewer main will be permitted.

c)

All backflow preventer devices shall be approved by the WGW engineering division. Inspection by the
utilities cross connection inspector is required for the supply pipe between the meter and the assembly.

d)

If a new water service line installation for domestic usage is required. For service connections of 4-inch
through 8-inch sizes, the applicant's contractor must provide and install a concrete vault with meter reading
lid covers for water meter and other required control equipment in accordance with the utilities standard
detail. Show the location of the new water service and meter on the plans.

e)

If a new water service line installation for fire system usage is required. Show the location of the new water
service on the plans. The applicant shall provide to the engineering department a copy of the plans for fire
system including all fire department's requirements. Please see a fire/domestic combination service
connection for your project - see City of Palo Alto standard WD-11.

f)

If a new gas service line installation is required. Show the new gas meter location on the plans. The gas
meter location must conform to utilities standard details. Gas meter to be installed above ground.

g)

A new sewer lateral installation per lot is required. Show the location of the new sewer lateral on the plans

h)

All existing water and wastewater services that will not be reused shall be abandoned at the main per WGW
utilities procedures.

i)

Utility vaults, transformers, utility cabinets, concrete bases, or other structures cannot be placed over
existing water, gas or wastewater mains/services. Maintain 1’ horizontal clear separation from the
vault/cabinet/concrete base to existing utilities as found in the field. If there is a conflict with existing
utilities, Cabinets/vaults/bases shall be relocated from the plan location as needed to meet field conditions.
Trees may not be planted within 10 feet of existing water, gas or wastewater mains/services or meters.
New water, gas or wastewater services/meters may not be installed within 10’ or existing trees. Maintain
10’ between new trees and new water, gas and wastewater services/mains/meters.

j)

To install new gas service by directional boring, the applicant is required to have a sewer cleanout at the
front of the building. This cleanout is required so the sewer lateral can be videoed for verification of no
damage after the gas service is installed by directional boring.

k)

All utility installations shall be in accordance with the City of Palo Alto utility standards for water, gas &
wastewater.

PUBLIC ART
The applicant intends to incorporate art into the project and has been working with public art program staff to meet
with the Public Art Commission. The final review with the Public Art Commission must be completed and the project
artist and artwork approved prior to the issuance of a building permit. The artwork must be installed as approved
prior to the issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy. If the applicant chooses to instead pay to the public art fund in
– lieu of commissioning art on site, the funds must be received prior to the issuance of a building permit.

URBAN FORESTRY
1. Tree Protection Report (TPR): The TPR submitted with the Building Permit shall include protection and water
monitoring for any trees to be retained on the site and adjacent trees that overhang the project site.
2. Building Permit: The Building Permit shall include:
a. A Tree Disposition Sheet showing all existing conditions of the site, curb cuts, utilities and trees to
be retained, removed, and relocated.

b.

c.

d.
e.

Grading and drainage plan that includes existing and proposed contours @ 2-foot intervals,
shows any excavation proposed in the tree protection zone of any regulated trees including
parking lot trees overhanging the site. Drainage shall be directed away from any oak.
Plan notes for any excavation or activity proposed in the TPZ any regulated tree. Indicate on plans
the area and details for removal of existing concrete, grading, and irrigation system over tree
roots with the dripline area, consistent with TTM, Sec.2.40.
Accurate locations for TPZ fencing placement, specifying ‘Type I’ around the protected trees and
public street trees, as noted in the tree survey or tree preservation report.
All existing and proposed utility, telecommunication, driveway construction, transformer and pad
size, above and below ground locations within the dripline of any regulated tree. Avoid any
reference to utilities within 10 feet of public trees on either side of the sidewalk.

f.
3. During Construction:
a. TREE PROTECTION VERIFICATION. Prior to any site work a written verification from the contractor that
the required protective fencing is in place shall be submitted to the Urban Forestry Section
(derek.sproat@cityofpaloalto.org). The fencing shall contain required warning sign and remain in place until
final inspection of the project.
b. EXCAVATION RESTRICTIONS APPLY (TTM, Sec. 2.20 C & D). Any approved grading, digging or trenching
beneath a tree canopy shall be performed using ‘air-spade’ method as a preference, with manual hand
shovel as a backup. For utility trenching, including sewer line, roots exposed with diameter of 1.5 inches and
greater shall remain intact and not be damaged. If directional boring method is used to tunnel beneath
roots, then Table 2-1, Trenching and Tunneling Distance, shall be printed on the final plans to be
implemented by Contractor.
c. PLAN CHANGES. Revisions and/or changes to plans before or during construction shall be reviewed and
responded to by the (a) project site arborist, (name of certified arborist of record and phone #), or (b)
landscape architect with written letter of acceptance before submitting the revision to the Building
Department for review by Planning, PW or Urban Forestry.
d. CONDITIONS. All Planning Department conditions of approval for the project shall be printed on the plans
submitted for building permit.
e. TREE PROTECTION COMPLIANCE. The owner and contractor shall implement all protection and inspection
schedule measures, design recommendations and construction scheduling as stated in the TPR & Sheet T-1,
and is subject to code compliance action pursuant to PAMC 8.10.080. The required protective fencing shall
remain in place until final landscaping and inspection of the project. Project arborist approval must be
obtained and documented in the monthly activity report sent to the City. The mandatory Contractor and
Arborist Monthly Tree Activity Report shall be sent monthly to the City (pwps@cityofpaloalto.org) beginning
with the initial verification approval, using the template in the Tree Technical Manual, Addendum 11.
f. TREE DAMAGE. Tree Damage, Injury Mitigation and Inspections apply to Contractor. Reporting, injury
mitigation measures and arborist inspection schedule (1-5) apply pursuant to TTM, Section 2.20-2.30.
Contractor shall be responsible for the repair or replacement of any publicly owned or protected trees that
are damaged during the course of construction, pursuant to Title 8 of the Palo Alto Municipal Code, and city
Tree Technical Manual, Section 2.25.
g. GENERAL. The following general tree preservation measures apply to all trees to be retained: No storage
of material, topsoil, vehicles or equipment shall be permitted within the tree enclosure area. The ground
under and around the tree canopy area shall not be altered. Trees to be retained shall be irrigated, aerated
and maintained as necessary to ensure survival.
4. Prior to Occupancy:
a. URBAN FORESTRY DIGITAL FILE & INSPECTION. The applicant or architect shall provide a digital
file of the landscape plan, including new off-site trees in the publicly owned right-of-way. A USB
Flash Drive, with CAD or other files that show species, size and exact scaled location of each tree
on public property, shall be delivered to Urban Forestry at a tree and landscape inspection
scheduled by Urban Forestry (650-496-5953).
b. LANDSCAPE CERTIFICATION LETTER. The Planning Department shall be in receipt of a
verification letter that the Landscape Architect has inspected all trees, shrubs, planting and
irrigation and that they are installed and functioning as specified in the approved plans.
c. PROJECT ARBORIST CERTIFICATION LETTER. Prior to written request for temporary or final
occupancy, the contractor shall provide to the Planning Department and property owner a final
inspection letter by the Project Arborist. The inspection shall evaluate the success or needs of

Regulated tree protection, including new landscape trees, as indicated on the approved plans. The
written acceptance of successful tree preservation shall include a photograph record and/or
recommendations for the health, welfare, mitigation remedies for injuries (if any). The final report
may be used to navigate any outstanding issues, concerns or security guarantee return process,
when applicable.
d. PLANNING INSPECTION. Prior to final sign off, contractor or owner shall contact the city planner
(650-329-2441) to inspect and verify Special Conditions relating to the conditions for structures,
fixtures, colors and site plan accessories.
5. Post Construction: All landscape and trees shall be maintained, watered, fertilized, and pruned according to Best
Management Practices-Pruning (ANSI A300-2008 or current version) and the City Tree Technical Manual, Section 5.00.
Any vegetation that dies shall be replaced or failed automatic irrigation repaired by the current property owner within
30 days of discovery.

ATTACHMENT E
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TABLE
799 Embarcadero Road / File No. 16PLN-123
Goal C-1: Effective and efficient delivery of A new code-compliant, modern, safe station will
community services
allow for more effective and efficient emergency
services and related activities
Goal C-4: Attractive, well-maintained The proposed station will be attractive and allow
community facilities that serve residents
for easier maintenance in the long term
Policy C-24: Reinvest in aging facilities to
The aging facility does not meet today’s needs
improve their usefulness and appearance. for a modern fire station providing adequate
storage, service areas and resident amenities
Avoid deferred maintenance
Policy C-62: Design and construct new
community facilities to have flexible
functions to ensure adaptability to the
changing needs of the community.
Program L-49: Maintain and support
historic or consistent design character in
areas with such character
Policy L-50: Encourage high quality
signage that is attractive, appropriate for
the location and balances visibility needs
with aesthetic needs
Policy L-58: Promote adaptive reuse of old
buildings
Policy L-48: Promote high quality, creative
design and site planning that is compatible
with surrounding development and public
spaces.

Policy L-49: Design buildings to revitalize
streets and public spaces and to enhance a
sense of community and personal safety.
Provide an ordered variety of entries,
porches, windows, bays and balconies
along public ways where it is consistent
with neighborhood character; avoid blank

Dormitories, office and utility space are on the
2nd floor; apparatus bays and public functions
are on the 1st floor. The community will always
need a fire station in this part of the City.
The design respects the surrounding mid-century
institutional character but does not replicate the
character; project uses materials in a way that is
compatible with mid-century design concepts
The existing wood monument sign will be
relocated to the corner of the site; an abovecanopy sign is indicated facing Newell Rd; a
window sign is indicated facing Embarcadero Rd.
The project is to demolish rather than reuse the
old building, given the safety and other needs of
the community, and to meet code requirements
The selected architectural style will be
compatible with mid-century institutional
buildings in the area. The proposal would not
impact adjacent public park (Rinconada) trees or
uses (with additional landscaping to soften the
precast concrete wall). High quality materials are
proposed throughout the project.
An
nd
uncovered, 2 floor ‘residential’ terrace would
face the park.
The new building and site improvements provide
architectural and pedestrian interest at the
street level; pedestrian entry plaza on Newell
and at corner. Solid and fairly blank walls are
part of the design due to the uses within the
building; however glass garage doors face
Embarcadero, and glass is proposed at the

or solid walls at street level; and include pedestrian entrance and watch room that face
human-scale details and massing.
Newell.
Policy L-66: Maintain an aesthetically
pleasing street network that helps frame
and define the community while meeting
the needs of pedestrians, bicyclists, and
motorists.
Policy L-70: Enhance the appearance of
streets and other public spaces by
expanding and maintaining Palo Alto’s
street tree system.
Program L-71: Recognize Embarcadero
Road (and other roads noted) as a scenic
route (providing main access to the
Baylands and secondary access to Stanford
University.
Policy L-72: Promote and maintain public
art compatible with the character and
identity of the neighborhood

The proposal provides pedestrian plazas for
greater pedestrian and bicyclist access to and
around the site; new trees provide a rhythm
along the Newell Road sidewalk, and bike racks
and seating will meet their needs.
No street trees will be removed or installed; new
trees are proposed inboard of the sidewalk, in a
supportive growing environment, to provide
partial shade over the sidewalk at maturity.
Embarcadero Road frontage improvements
noted above will contribute to this scenic route.

Public art is tentatively proposed for the
pedestrian plaza area. The Public Art
Commission will review the artists and select the
art piece.
Policy L-62: Provide comfortable seating The plaza will have two backed benches and is
areas and plazas with places for public art targeted for public art piece
Policy L-74: Use the work of artists, The project will feature the work of an artist, and
landscape architects, etc. in the design and the City’s landscape architect has contributed
improvement of public spaces.
positively to the engineering firm’s initial design.
Policy L-75: Minimize the negative physical
impacts of parking lots. Locate parking
behind
buildings
or
underground
wherever possible.
Policy T-1: Make land use decisions that
encourage walking, bicycling, and public
transit use.
Policy T-19: Improve and add attractive,
secure, bicycle parking…
Policy L-76: Require trees and other
landscaping within parking lots

The surface parking facility will be behind the
building and screened from side are rear views
via see-through security gate and solid concrete
walls.
Proposed bike racks, lockers and pedestrian
improvements will encourage biking and walking
to and around the site.
Bicycle parking for eight bicyclists is proposed.

New trees are proposed off site to provide some
canopy overhanging parking spaces. No new
trees are proposed within the parking lot
Program L-75: Program for implementing The reconfigured parking lot, with the
codes requiring trees capable of providing placeholder stealth tree/wireless communication
50% shade in parking lots within 15 years
facility approximates the 50% shade policy.
Policy N-17: Preserve and protect heritage Two protected oak trees and one protected

trees, including native oaks and other redwood will be preserved in place. Several
significant trees on public and private significant and protected trees nearby on the
property.
adjacent Rinconada Park will be preserved and
protected.
Policy N-22: Limit the amount of Pervious parking space pavement, C3 swales and
impervious surface in new development or permeable landscaping are features of the
public improvement projects to reduce project.
urban runoff into storm drains, creeks,
and the San Francisco Bay

ATTACHMENT D
ZONING COMPLIANCE TABLE
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
FOR PF Public Facilities
ZONE DISTRICT
Uses Allowed
Minimum Building setback

799 Embarcadero Road/Fire Station #3
ZONE DISTRICT STANDARD EXISTING/
PROPOSED PROJECT

CONFORMANCE

Allowable use, Fire Station

conforms

Fire Station

Equal to setback required in PF
most restrictive abutting
district – no interior yard
less than 10 feet
24 feet special setback
51 feet (existing)
35 feet (proposed)
20 feet
Minor increase in
setback from existing

conforms

Interior Side Yard
(Park)

10 feet

conforms

Street Side Yard
(Newell Road)

24 feet special setback

No change; Parkland
boundary is not a lot
line
27 feet

Maximum Site Coverage
(building footprint)
Maximum Height

30%

Proposed: 17.2%

Conforms

35’ within 150’ of
residential zone

Maximum Floor Area Ratio
(FAR)
Parking Requirement

1:1

15 feet, existing height; conforms
33’5”, proposed height
top of parapet center
structure; 30’ top of
parapet of wings
Less than 0.17:1
conforms

Front Yard (Embarcadero)
Rear Yard (Hopkins)

Specific to use

5 existing vehicle
spaces; 9 proposed
including ADA and 2 EV
capable spaces; 8 bike
parking spaces
proposed

conforms
conforms

conforms

Conforms per
18.52.070 C(1)

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
EXCERPT MINUTES: December 1, 2016

City Hall/City Council Chambers
250 Hamilton Avenue
8:30 AM

Present:
Absent:

Chair Robert Gooyer, Vice Chair Alexander Lew, Board Members Peter Baltay, Kyu Kim
Board Member Wynne Furth

Action Item #3
3.

PUBLIC HEARING/QUASI-JUDICIAL.
799 Embarcadero Road [PLN16-00123]:
Applicant's Request for Architectural Review Approval of a Two-Story, 6,663 Square Foot
Replacement Fire Station Building Located on the Northwest Corner of Embarcadero and Newell
Roads Adjacent to the Southeasterly Edge of Rinconada Park on an 18.27 Acre Property.
Environmental Assessment: The Project is Exempt From the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Pursuant to Section 15302 (Replacement or Reconstruction of Existing Structures).
Zoning District: Public Facility (PF).

Chair Gooyer: Why don't we start with Item Number 3, a public hearing? 799 Embarcadero Road,
applicant's request for Architectural Review approval of a two-story, 6,663-square-foot replacement fire
station building located on the northwest corner of Embarcadero and Newell Roads, adjacent to the
southeasterly edge of Rinconada Park on an 18.27-acre property. Environmental assessment, the project
is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act, CEQA, pursuant to Section 15302. Staff.
Amy French: Orienting myself to the microphone here. The last we were together regarding this fire
station project was in June of this year. On the screen, you'll see the three conceptual options that were
presented at that time: one with a flat roof, one with a gable eave sort of pitched roof, and a third with
a curved, asymmetrical roof. They're on the screen there. I wanted to show that to you. At the time,
the Board was supportive of the clay tile—what is it called? Terracotta tile. You have the sample at your
places there. There were some other comments that came from the Board. Applicant has returned with
a plan set with site sections as requested and other items, details. It's a complete set. I'll go back to the
beginning of this. It is, for the benefit of the public, an 18.27-acre site that includes a Category 1 historic
resource and other potential resources, such as the Girl Scout House, that are being reviewed and
studied at the moment in connection with the Junior Museum and Zoo project that has not yet come
forward for review in a formal application. The other resources nearby are the Rinconada Library and Art
Center, which are across the street, across Newell Road. It is within a neighborhood of single-family
homes across Embarcadero and on the other side of Hopkins. The station is adjacent to the swim center
and Rinconada Park, which is characterized by mature trees. Here are views of the existing station, the
old view of it in 1948 when it was first constructed with its old fire engines there. We have some images
of it today. On the upper-right image, you can see that's pretty well screened by some oleanders at the
corner. There is this hedge and fence, kind of split-rail fence, that separates the site from the park next
door. There are three protected trees onsite: two oaks and a redwood. The redwood is adjacent to this
flagpole that is a stealth flagpole - we'll talk about that later - for cell communications. The project is to
demolish a 15-foot tall, one-story building and construct a 33-foot and 5-inches tall, two-story building
with the same functions on the site. Not an increase in the number of firefighters that can live there or
temporarily live there or any other increase in demand, that kind of thing. It's just meeting current
Codes, State Codes, Safety Codes, those kinds of things. On the site there are the 24-foot special
setbacks on Newell and Embarcadero, which means that a building cannot be placed within that setback
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but other items can, such as the plaza that's proposed. In this site plan, you can see the three protected
trees retained. There's some storm water, C-3 design to handle the runoff. There is this plaza, which
the ARB had in June asked that there be more focus on that. It came back bigger with more amenities
including a public art proposal that has not yet gone through the Public Art Commission. There are some
other features. It still has an ingress for the fire trucks here and egress out onto Embarcadero as
proposed in June. There is this placeholder for a cell tower, because the project will be removing the
stealth flagpole, wireless tower. There's this potential site here in the corner, and there is a discussion
that has been held so far with the purveyor of cell service about going into this corner and proposing a
fake conifer tree. I'm just showing where that is. Here's the flagpole. Again, it's not part of this
application, but as long as we're here, it's good to see where that would be proposed potentially. Here is
where this site would be, seeing it from Newell and seeing it from across the street at the Art Center.
This also shows that there is some shade now on the existing parking lot at the rear. That shade would
continue to be there. The parking lot is being adjusted somewhat, so the 50-percent shade requirement
comes in. That fake conifer can actually meet the requirements of the 50-percent shade if that's the plan
that comes forward. Again, these are views of the site from the Rinconada Park in the proximity of the
Junior Museum and Zoo and Girl Scout House. This is from that path across from the Art Center. The
site sections provided do show that there are one-story structures opposite the roadways. Those are
pitched roofs. This was something that the HRB was wrestling with a bit as far as roof options. Again,
what the ARB saw back in June on roof options and the style. What came back to the HRB was this
drawing in the lower corner. They were concerned that it was bunker like and needed to have something
more to it. Staff had conversations with the applicant, who came back then with an additional window
here—this is in the exercise room—and this split here with a glass feature to break up the box that is
made of metal panel. Over on Embarcadero, the architect can go into this with more detail. There was
concern that having some better window looks over here. The window size has increased as far as these
clerestory windows. This is not window here. From the park, there was an image that was shown, that
had a shrub of some kind, but that is, I think, not in existence. What's come back is vines here to screen
some of that fence and provide a pleasant view. It also shows the tree that is showing up in the site plan
and the landscape plans to mitigate or interrupt the views. You can also see this window that they added
since the HRB meeting. One other thing that came up with the HRB was a discussion about borrowing
some features from the Rinconada Library. The architect will explain how that was done in the original
set with that terracotta tile as a nod to this and also the wall. I'll let them go. One more image is just
showing you these fake cell tower trees, just so you get an idea of what could be coming forward in a
future application. Thank you. I'm here for questions.
Chair Gooyer: Is the applicant here?
Jodie Gerhardt: Just to confirm, Board Member Baltay arrived during the staff presentation. Thank you.
Chair Gooyer: While they're getting ready, do either of you have any questions of staff?
Board Member Kim: I have a quick question. On page 6 of the staff report, under building finishes and
details, that first paragraph, the last sentence of the first paragraph says glass rollup vehicle doors are
proposed on both front and rear elevations. When I look at the plans, the elevation facing Embarcadero,
it looks like those are actually side-folding doors. I want to get some confirmation on whether they're the
same glass rollup doors or not.
Ms. French: I'll let the architect address that.
Alan Kawasaki: Thank you. You've noticed. You're looking at the elevations closely. In talking with the
Fire Department, the side-opening will be used in the front because those are fast acting and very safe
and durable. The less expensive rollup will be used in the back.
Board Member Kim: Thank you.
Chair Gooyer: You have 10 minutes.
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Mr. Kawasaki: Chair Gooyer and Board Members Baltay, Kim and Lew, thanks for seeing us again. I just
want to also express that this a great opportunity for us as architects, because the topic and the site and
all that is extremely interesting. I want to make mention about modernism. I think there have been
discussions about that. In our view, modernism as a style or a movement in general but mid-century in
particular had—it's really about some principles rather than actually forms. It's about principles. That's
why we believe that modernism today still endures. It's the same principles. Those principles included
industrialism and technology, a belief in that and that those would be in service to humanity or to make,
say, livable forms. There's limited reference to historical styles in it. They don't look back; it's all about
today; it's all about what is relevant in today's environment. A lack of ornament. These are all things, of
course, we've all had in school, so just a reminder. Of course, form follows function. Somehow out of
the program and sort of solving problems, real problems, the form of the building would come. I'll take a
minute talking about some of the functional elements, and that'll help us decide about the form. The first
point I would make is that in designing fire stations, the first thing we do is we worry about safety. One
of the reasons why we're doing this station is because of safety and the Fire Department coming to us
and saying, "We have a really unsafe situation where we have fire trucks that are backing up from
Embarcadero into the station." There are, of course, children and other people coming along
Embarcadero. What we want to have is a drive-through station. In order to get this station, which is
approximately twice as much square footage, onto the site, you can imagine the major constraint besides
the desire to do this are the trees. We're saving three major trees on the site. Not surprisingly, the
footprint ends up being pretty much the same footprint for a two-story building as a single-story building
with some adjustments in order to accomplish the program. The first programmatic element is when
you're putting an engine onto a station in a drive-through, you need—the prevailing thought is 60 feet
minimum, 65 feet ideally. We don't have that kind of room. We pushed the station forward a bit, about
5 feet. That is the apparatus bay. We have about 55 feet, and still that wasn't enough. What we did
was we widened the doors a little bit. Actually we're not completely perpendicular until we're actually
inside the station. That gives you an indication of how tight this site is. Fitting between the trees and
getting this in, getting all the turning radiuses, etc., was really important. You see also where the entry
is. The current entry is off of Embarcadero, and you walk across the drive where the apparatus are
coming out and people with bicycles getting registered. It's not safe. We said, "Let's put the entry on
Newell." That's why essentially we have these little pods or squares left over on the site in terms of the
building footprint. The section closest to Newell is where we put the building entry. Getting into the
plan. From that entry, you'll see that you come in, and then what you have is a watch room—that's just
like an office—on the right and the public restroom. There's a low wall with a door on it, so the public
doesn't come into the station. You have the apparatus bay and then of course the port for the
apparatus. Those are all pretty much what you have to do based upon this footprint. Upstairs, we went
through several options with the Fire Department. Of course, it's all about speed, right? What we're
trying to do is get the firefighters into the apparatus as quickly as possible. We decided—in the dayroom
is where they are most of the time—to put that back towards the entry stair. There's also a pole that
goes straight down; I don't know if you noticed that in the plan. That is the closest area. They wanted
the dorms, the sleeping areas, on the park side of the building. We discussed with you during our study
session we were going through three styles. I did mention to you that the Fire Department had a
preference for the flat—roofed building and also for the terracotta. We discussed that. I think pretty
much everyone seemed to be in line with the terracotta. There was more discussion about whether it
should be flat or whether it should be sloped. I think what came to us also during the study session is,
guys, if you want to do slope, if you want to proceed with the slope, these are some things that we
would ask you to come back and address. That's we've come back today for. If I just note that the one
point—it's kind of hard to read on the far left. Somehow, you said, we need to break the mass up. If
we're going to use these sort of cubes or flat roofs, we need to either vary the height, maybe we need to
add some windows. You also said that we need to activate the corner. You were concerned about the
kids queuing up for the crosswalks, and maybe we can do something more, to do something at the
corner. Most particularly, you said let's think about the entry plaza and sort of make that whole pod
there more welcoming. What we're showing you today is something developed in the past 3 weeks. It
actually is something that the HRB has not seen. Many of your comments are really the same kind of
concerns that they had, and I think we've addressed that. This is a rendering of the most current design.

City of Palo Alto

Page 3

As I mentioned to you, what we've done is the side gray boxes have been lowered. The center terracotta
box has been raised about, I think, a foot and a half, and the others were lowered a foot and a half. It's
about a 3-foot difference between the two kinds of elements. I'll show you some plans on the corner,
and then the civic design that we've done for the plaza. Just again to recall the material selection that
we had. Firefighters, fire stations, if you ask a firefighter what they want, they'll say, "Give me a brick
fire station. Give me that traditional station." We want to do something of our time, so terracotta, and
we want to do rainscreen these days because of energy concerns. Rainscreen has continuous rigid
insulation on the outside of the building. The façade, the terracotta, is hung off that or in this case
terracotta or metal panel. This is new technology related to green building and reflective of our time, of
course. That's what we proceeded with. Of course, we liked the terracotta because we could refer to
the screen around the existing library, which is built of terracotta. As a second primary color, we chose
to have this sort of dark, gun metal gray also within the library complex. Those are the two colors we
chose to tie the two projects through color rather than necessarily shape. Other things we did were, for
instance, the wall that surrounds. They want a really abuse-resistant wall, so we pulled in—there's a cast
concrete wall at the front of the library, a new one, so we pulled that same thing into the surround of the
new structure. This is resultant as again for the elevation or perspective. Note the sign that's at the
corner. What this really says is this is a civic building. This is what we discussed with you. Should it be
civic, should it be residential? I think the determination was, we all agreed, it should be a civic gesture.
We're coming into a civic area. We coming into Rincon Park, so the signage here denotes that as does
the building. What we did was we widened the area along the corner to give it a little more room for the
kids in the crosswalk. Of course we have in a dry streambed for water conservation, and then we've
added some California native landscaping through here. On the plaza itself, because we have the grade
change, we used things like steps and ramps, and then we added elements such as benches and water
fountains. There's even a bike area now, of course, for LEED as well as a bike repair station that's there
as well. Those things together with addressing your concerns about the façade—we've broken up the
boxes and added more fenestration as was mentioned. There's almost, I would call it, more of a cubist
style of design here. This is more sculptural in terms of the front entry elevation. The rear elevations
have quite a bit of trees. We've actually added more. I know that there was some concern about
variation. As I mentioned, we have varied the box look. Let me just remove some trees so you can
actually see what's behind them. The lower box, the dorm box, is as I said 3 feet lower than the main
box as is the entry cube as well. That wall has now been—there's a creeping vine across that entire
concrete wall so that actually begins to mimic what's there now, which is a wood fence, of course, with
planting on it. This is just the front-on elevations, inside elevations with that wall. I know one of the
comments was thinking about that wall and its relationship to the metal panel above. Our decision was
to flesh it out; we thought that would be really nice. The metal wall and the surface and the concrete
wall surface are in the same plane. Architecturally, it'll be interesting, the fifth façade. The other thing, I
think, that was really nice about your suggestion to increase the height differences is that we now have a
better place to hide some of the mechanics, including PV panels. PV panels today have to be changed
over time. Another shadow study is in here as well. The net shadow in red is very small. That is our
presentation. Thank you.
Chair Gooyer: Thank you. Are there any questions of the applicant?
Board Member Kim: I have a quick question. Could you tell me how many firefighters there are at the
station at one time?
Mr. Kawasaki: They will be using the same number of firefighters, which should be three. There are
three rooms. One of the rooms has got another bed in it, and that's what we call our ride-along. They
have training people who come. At maximum, there will be four. In terms of the parking in the back,
you can also note that you have to deal with shift change, so there's more than four parking spaces. At
8:00, the new crew comes on, the old crew goes out. We can't really park them across the street; we've
got to keep them on site.
Board Member Kim: Are there any guest parking requirements?
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Mr. Kawasaki: Unfortunately, there's not enough room on the site. There's no requirement for that other
than the accessible parking. I know when I go to the station, I actually park at the library, and I walk
across the street. I think that's probably what guests will have to do.
Board Member Kim: Just one final question. I know that with today's regulations, there's an exhaust
capture system that has to happen inside the fire station. I didn't see any—maybe I missed it. How
does that work? Where does that exhaust come out of the station?
Mr. Kawasaki: They're called Climavent or Nederman systems. Basically there's like a dryer hose that
goes to the tailpipe, and then it goes up. There are tracks above. That's one of the reasons why stations
are very tall; it's actually 1 1/2 stories compared to other houses. It's 18 feet floor to floor on the first
elevation because of all the stuff that goes up there.
Board Member Kim: Once it goes to the ceiling, does it exit out the side of the building or does it actually
continue up through the second floor and out the top?
Mr. Kawasaki: It goes up through the second floor, and up to the roof.
Board Member Kim: Thank you.
Chair Gooyer: Anything else?
Board Member Baltay: Very quickly if I could. On the west side of the site, facing the park, as I'm
looking at the drawing to the right, there seems to be an area in the parking lot that, as I read the
keynote, says emergency generator and then trash enclosure. Can you just tell me more completely
what's in that section of the site?
Mr. Kawasaki: Yes. Actually I'm wondering if maybe I can go back to a floor plan. You're talking about
on the left. There's a generator. From the orange part on the left, above that, the first set of boxes.
That's a trash enclosure. We like to put a covering on that, but leave the sides open so the air can come
through. There's an emergency generator. Part of the Essential Service Act is that if there is an
emergency and we lose power to the building, we need to maintain power to the fire station for 72
hours. There's a generator there with a diesel belly tank, and that powers the station.
Board Member Baltay: Thank you.
Board Member Kim: I have one more question. I'm just kind of curious. I noticed that there are these
firewalls in certain areas of the building. With regards to the pole, if we're looking at it in a plan, I know
that horizontally that's covered with the firewalls. How does that work vertically? Is there some kind of a
filter?
Mr. Kawasaki: You have to separate the apparatus bay, which is S occupancy, from the R occupancy,
which is above. It's a one-hour separation. Actually what happens is there's a closet around that. You
can see in the plan there's a closet on the second floor.
Board Member Kim: The separation actually happens at the wall, so there's no separation between the
floors per se?
Mr. Kawasaki: The floor is also rated one hour between the apparatus bay and the floor above.
Board Member Kim: There's an opening where the pole is, right? It's a …
Mr. Kawasaki: Where the opening is, see where it says dayroom?
Board Member Kim: Mm hmm.
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Mr. Kawasaki: Just to the left of the day, you can see the X where the pole is. That's a closet; we call it
a pole closet. That one-hour rating comes up into the closet, and the door has a closer on it.
Board Member Kim: Understood. Thank you.
Chair Gooyer: Anything else? Is there anyone in the audience that would like to address this Board on
this issue? Seeing none, I'll close the public portion and bring it back to the Board. Peter, you want to
start?
Board Member Baltay: Sure. Good morning. Thank you for the very clear presentation. I do find myself
persuaded, as I was back in April, about your site planning choices, about the need for the drive-through
fire station. All that makes sense. I appreciate the complexity of a constrained site, etc. I have, I guess,
two concerns. They both have to do with the building, in my mind, just looking a little bit too boxy. I
appreciate your wanting to make it modern and support that. Other buildings in the area were modern
for their time, and this should be the same. However, I think it just looks boxy, especially the two-story
apparatus bay. My biggest concern is the element to the left of that as you're looking from Embarcadero,
the dormitory rooms. I see no change to the floor plan whatsoever from the presentation you gave us in
April. At least I made a pretty clear statement, I thought, that the two-story element next to the park
was inappropriately tall. It's right at the property line or what people would construe to be the property
line. I haven't changed my opinion of that. I go back to the site; I look at the plans. I'm trying very
hard to want it to be modern and understand the boxiness may be appropriate or at least necessary. I'm
not persuaded by the dormitory element next to the park. My question about the emergency generator
had to do with wondering if you've explored the possibility of lowering that element and perhaps
stretching the building along the boundary line there into that area where you have a trash enclosure and
a generator. Perhaps you could put the generator in the very back corner between the parking stalls,
which is not really useful for anything else. It strikes me that it's worth exploring somehow lowering the
height of the element next to the park to be one story or a sharply sloped roof or do something to make
it not just a two-story, gray wall. In my trips to that site, there are people relaxing in the park there.
The shadow studies confirm that this will have a big impact on the park, on the use of that part of the
park. I think it will also just look not the way a civic building should look. It's not an attractive
something people are proud of from the park. Rather, it's just a tall box, the part you see from the park.
I contrast that to what I see from Newell Road, which I find attractive. The main entrance, that
rendering you showed, I think is a very admirable piece of architecture. The entrance looks good. I can
easily see the citizens liking this building, over time it becoming part of our cultural fabric. I really wish I
could say the same for the other side of the building, and I can't. My other thought has to do again with
the proposed metal paneling for what I call the gray box. I'm concerned that that will end up being
reflective. I'm also concerned that it might not pass the test of time as far as a civic building lasting for
50, for 100 years without needing undue maintenance. Maintenance doesn't always happen on public
buildings. You want to design for something that's really bulletproof. Have you considered just a
poured-in-place concrete, textured, colored, something like that? You could have the same architectural
effect and you may find that it's just a lot more long lasting without—that was my initial reaction looking
at the elevations, what a cool use of concrete. Get somebody good to build that, and it'll look great. I
find your use of the terracotta very nice. I think it's appropriate for a fire station. The detailing you're
doing does hark back to what's done at the library. I think it's appropriate. Again, my biggest concern is
the massing next to the park and then some thought about the metal panels. Thank you.
Chair Gooyer: Kyu.
Board Member Kim: Thank you for coming back to the Board and giving us that very clear presentation.
I wanted to thank you for some of the changes that I've seen and that you've made. Such changes as
giving some more thought to the corner and the crosswalk areas; keeping the two separate bay entries
and two separate doorways; the entry plaza, the more civic plaza area there. Also, there seems to be
some change in proportions of the materials. I think originally the metal panel or concrete or the gray
areas were a little bit smaller in proportion. I like that you've varied that to be a larger proportion in
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contrast to the smaller proportions of the terracotta. I know originally I had some opinions regarding
some of the proportions and maybe even the materials. I think with the proportions that you have going
on right now, it feels much more natural and something that looks aesthetically pleasing. While I like the
corner cutout for the crosswalk area, I'm just wondering if it could be even a little bit wider. The reason
I have that thought is because I was looking at the—could you go to the slide that shows that corner
actually? It was a colored plan. I think you get a lot of both pedestrian and bicycle traffic coming from
Newell as well. I know that the curb cut at the actual corner there is a very small slope, but I think the
actual portion of non-sloped curb cut as you make your way around that corner to cross over
Embarcadero becomes a little bit too thin. I'm thinking maybe that plaza could be—not plaza. What do
you call it there?
Chair Gooyer: Paved corner.
Board Member Kim: Paved corner could be a little bit more generous to the Newell side. I noticed that
you have a water foundation at the civic plaza. I almost thought maybe it could be nice if the water
fountain was actually at that corner area, where the kids riding to and from school and home. Maybe it
becomes a regular stop for them to come into that corner and to take a sip of water. I'm just wondering
how many people are going to actually use the water fountain when you've got to go up the steps or the
ramp to that civic plaza there. I appreciate the benches, the seating. I think the change in level there is
actually quite nice. Thank you for the bicycle parking as well. Overall, I realize it's somewhat of a
utilitarian building. It's a civic building. It's a fire station. I understand that, I think. Having said that,
the corner treatment at the Newell-Embarcadero corner, I think it's acceptable the way it is, but I would
really encourage you to see if there's a way of breaking that up a little bit. I think the HRB made some
similar comments to that corner. Actually, I do have a quick question. You did mention in your
presentation that some changes have been made, that the HRB did not see. Is that change in height
between the metal panel areas and the terracotta areas, was that something the HRB did not see?
Mr. Kawasaki: I can answer now. They saw the change in elevation. I think the changes since HRB
were primarily in the fenestration, the windows and that sort of thing.
Board Member Kim: I would just encourage you—if we can take another look at the corner, perhaps it
feels a little bit too boxy still. I think overall it's a very handsome building. I think it's coming along very
nicely. I appreciate the thought that you've put into our comments and addressing the firefighters'
needs. I think it's going to be a great contribution back to the City and to the community. Thank you.
Chair Gooyer: Alex.
Vice Chair Lew: Thank you. You gave a great presentation, and the drawing set really was very
complete. I think you've made a lot of improvements from the last time we saw it. Generally, I can
support the project. Like Board Member Baltay, my main concern was from the park side view of the
project. I guess in my mind when I was looking at the set, I wasn't quite so worried about having the
two-story element right on the edge of the park. In my mind, it was more of the character, just having a
concrete wall with the creeping fig. It seemed a little out of character for the area. I would just say just
by comparison—I don't think you're that far off from the rest of the park. I guess I would say the pool
building is concrete block, but it's a warmer color and there's a trellis. The substation has a wood screen
fence around it. It's just a different palette. It's a little bit more open. It seems to me that you have
constraints with the diesel generator and you would want a solid wall around the generator and what not.
It would seem to me that if there's a way of making the fence a little bit more open, even if it's just on
one side, maybe if it's not solid all the way around or if there is a way to enhance the planting actually on
the park side of the property. I think you're proposing to remove the oleanders, which is fine with me.
That's good. It seems like there could be more on the park edge. There are picnic areas that back up
right up against the fire station. I guess that would be a question for your landscape design. Also, I
understand there's the park boundary, but I would imagine the project boundary could be different.
Could the project boundary extend into the park or no?
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Ms. French: The project boundary and the park boundary are the same. Since it is a City project,
enhanced plantings in the park that would be associated with this project would be just a coordination
with the Master Plan …
Vice Chair Lew: Of the park.
Ms. French: … with the landscape architect for the City.
Vice Chair Lew: As it is now, does this have to go to Parks and Rec for review, like the Parks and Rec
Commission or whatnot?
Ms. French: The plantings in the park, I'm not sure whether that needs to go to the Park and Rec. It's
not a different use. When it's a use consideration, that would go to the Parks and Rec. Certainly they're
not proposing to change the park boundary. Certainly that would have to go all the way up to Council.
Vice Chair Lew: It would go to the voters actually.
Ms. French: Yeah, beyond Council.
Vice Chair Lew: Thank you. That was my main concern. I did have a secondary concern which is your
Newell Road-facing portion of the building. I think for the public that's going to be the biggest change
that they're going to really see. The rest of the building is different but it's not that far off from the
existing building. When I was looking at the metal siding that you're proposing, I was actually worried
that it would be too light. The sample's actually very dark. That's actually much darker than I would
normally see in it. I think that that's actually better. I was actually wondering if there are any other
alternates. I'm not going to propose anything in particular, but I was just wondering if there was another
option. There was a contingent of the HRB that was concerned about the character of the building, that
it was a little out of character. It seems to me that the metal siding would be the one place where it
could be more residential looking. It could still be modern, but it seems to me that would be the one
place that you could make a change. Generally, I do support the project.
Chair Gooyer: Thank you. I wasn't here for the first go-around, so these are sort of my first inputs. I
agree. To me the building is just too boxy. I understand the whole concept of modern and that sort of
thing. First of all, part of it is fighting the modern aspect of it, just the location and the background with
the trees and everything else. Not that I expect it to be a fuzzy, wood building, one-story. That's not
really necessary. I understand the requirement for the two stories, so I don't really have a problem with
the volume of it. It's more a matter—I've done a couple of fire stations. Let's face it, that's the way
they're built now, in one side, out the other. That's the way they need to be. I like the terracotta. I just
have a real problem with the metal. Part of it is also what my fellow Board Members said here. As with
so many other things like this or even the existing one is approaching 70 years old, I just think from a
longevity standpoint, I don't think the metal is going to last 70 years. If it is, it's going to be a
horrendous maintenance issue 30 years down the road. I don't know with concrete, but it is a viable
thing that still has a modern edge to it. Let's face it, there's not a longevity issue with concrete. I'm not
telling you what the material should be. I just don't think metal is the right solution. The other thing is
that yesterday was the first time I'd seen this sort of option 1, 2 and 3. I think probably I would have
voted more for Option 3 with a sloped roof. I don't think, like I said, you need to copy what's across the
street, but this building—if you look at it just standing by itself, it's a very delicate, nice looking building.
Unfortunately I don't really think it relates to anything around the area other than maybe the terracotta.
I'd like to see more possibly of a sloped roof. Not a hipped roof but a sloped roof maybe with a little bit
of an overhang so it does somewhat relate to the buildings across the street. The angle can be different,
that sort of thing. It's just the whole idea of more of a top to it, a cap on it. I think that would eliminate
a lot of the boxiness of it. It's mainly the perception of boxes when you have a flat roof and no
overhang. It's almost a given that you create that. Also from the view we're looking at, this is not a
very—not that it needs to be inviting, but it's a very—I don't know. I have a problem with this as far as
the front entry to the building. I think it's something—again it may work in some other situation, but
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based on the location and what people have been used to for the last 50 years, this is an awful drastic
change. I'm not saying that's not always a good thing, but I think in this particular case that needs to be
toned down a little bit. Like I said, I like the plan. The other thing is if you're going to go to this sort of
edge, the first thing that I thought about is with the metal panel to do something like the de Young
Museum did. If you're going to go out on a limb like that, then it makes it more of a relationship to
across the street with the Edward Durell Stone, sort of mimicking—not that I'm saying it's appropriate
here, but that was sort of the first thing that caught my eye. Then I could see it's a definite statement,
that's why the metal is there rather than just it's an alternative. Like I said, I'm not expecting a mini de
Young Museum standing there. That was just the idea that it's something that would relate to across the
street in a very unusual fashion. Any other …
Vice Chair Lew: Robert, could you clarify that? You mean the copper color or the texture?
Chair Gooyer: No, no, I'm talking about the actual texture of the finish itself. Let's face it, it's a huge—
you've seen it I'm sure. It's a huge building with small holes around the—in that scale, I think it's way
too big. In this scale, I think it might be interesting. Again, it relates to the fence, for instance, that you
saw across the street. It's a way to pull the variation in. Any comments from anybody else?
Board Member Kim: Yeah. I was curious about the gate that you see here in this perspective, the more
open gate. Are there some details of that gate, what material is it, what is it painted? I was also
wondering can that be used all the way around the site instead of the fully solid concrete? I don't think I
have so much a problem with the two-story façade against the park, but I do think that the fence there,
with it being a solid concrete, might feel a little bit too harsh even with the vine on it. I'm wondering if
you can use this kind of fence design instead or maybe even something like a gabion fence or at least it
feels a little bit more open and a little bit warmer and inviting. I forgot to mention earlier, but I really like
the slit that you have going on here for the entry at this box here. I think with regards to Chair Gooyer's
comments about the entrance, I like that the door is wood. Maybe there's an opportunity to use a little
bit more of that wood to create an even warmer, inviting entry. I think your choice in doing that was
appreciated by me. Thank you.
Chair Gooyer: Anything else? I think that's it.
Mr. Kawasaki: Can we respond? Is that appropriate?
Chair Gooyer: Pardon me?
Mr. Kawasaki: I can give some generally response. Obviously we will need time to …
Chair Gooyer: Sure if you like.
Mr. Kawasaki: … flesh it out in detail. Board Member Baltay, I want to address your concern, because
certainly we did hear that concern about the height and all that along that part. We did drop it 1 foot, no
a foot and a half, that box. What we did is we took the parapet of the gray box down a foot and a half
and then we raised the parapet of the terracotta up a foot and a half, so there's a 3 foot delta. It's still
not a gravel stop. As we know, we could take it down all the way to a gravel stop. The other thing we
could do is we could talk to the Fire Department. Right now, I believe we have 9-foot ceilings. That's
what they like to have, but we know in many residences they're 8 feet. If there's concern about the
height, maybe we can work on that a little bit and see if we can reduce it. The problem is—I know why
you were also suggesting perhaps to consider going out towards the generator is to maybe make the
rooms thinner and pull them back off the fence. Certainly we'll take a look at that as well. I want to say
we did not ignore. We'll take another pass at your concern regarding the height of the building along
that edge.
Board Member Baltay: If I can chime in quickly, if we're going to do this kind of discussion. I'm
convinced by my Board Members saying I think it's not a matter of the height. It's a matter of how it
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looks from the park. Ultimately I think you may well have a two-story building there, but it has to appear
appropriate, it has to appear pleasant. Something when you're having a picnic with your family you don't
mind looking at. Right now, I wouldn't characterize it that way.
Mr. Kawasaki: We will go back and take a look at that side. That was one topic inclusive of we will take
a look at the material and whether or not it could be more transparent somehow, perhaps even pick up
some of the—for instance the fence around the library has some level of openness to it. We'll take a look
at other materials there as well. As far as the metal panels, also we'll take a look at other materials. I
hear the concern. As we know, the first choice of the terracotta is exactly because it's forever. You
never paint it, you never maintain it. Yes, there are concrete materials, so we'll take a look at the
concrete materials. We are trying to use a rainscreen, so there are thin concretes that can be used in a
rainscreen manner. We'll take a look at that as well. There's some landscape issues; I don't know if
you'd like our landscape architect to address that. It's on the corner. I know we tried to make it as large
as possible. I don't know if there is any additional design. Is the landscape architect not here? No. We
will give some additional direction to the landscape architect to see if we can't improve the dimension of
that area. I think actually the drinking fountain idea is a great idea. I would love that if I was a kid and
coming home, to be able to drink from there. In any case, we do appreciate your comments, and we will
address all of them. Thank you very much.
Chair Gooyer: Sure, go ahead.
Vice Chair Lew: I just had one last comment. This may be for staff. On the public art component, which
is tentatively proposed for the plaza, I was wondering if there had been any discussion about putting
something on the park side. Like a mural or something on the park side.
Ms. French: I hadn't heard, but that's certainly something that the applicant, who would be meeting with
the Parks and Recreation Commission—the Public Works staff are here. They may know if there's a date.
Matt Raschke: Matt Raschke, Public Works Engineering. The public art liaison, Elise DeMarzo, has
informed us that they've selected an artist. The idea was to put the art in the front plaza on Newell
Street. The artist they selected tends towards mechanical art that is interactive, where you might turn a
crank and something happens. He had some very nice examples of his work.
Vice Chair Lew: That sounds great. That sounds perfect for all the kids going by the fire station.
Mr. Kawasaki: Amy, can I make one other response point to one of the concerns? I do want to just—we
didn't have time to go through this. I also appreciate, Board Member Baltay, your saying that as long as
we address some of the issues about shadows. In terms of the height, you can see it. There is a
difference to the shadow, but the delta is actually on that side very small. This funny shaped thing on
the left, the one on the upper right is actually the casting from the wall not from the building. There's a
shadow created by the building into the parking lot, but the wall itself is casting a shadow. The second
story at the dorm room does have a small, but nonetheless it's a concern. I think we will definitely
address the issues of the feel of that side, so it's more interesting. At least the shadow part was not a lot
in our opinion.
Chair Gooyer: You pretty much know what we're thinking then?
Mr. Kawasaki: Yes, we do.
Chair Gooyer: Sounds good. Thank you. I think that'll be it then.
Ms. French: One possibility as far as we need to continue the public hearing on this, is what I'm hearing.
We'd want to suggest that there are some dates out there, January 19th being the first possible date. If
the applicant's architect is …
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Chair Gooyer: That's pretty much okay. See what they can work with.
Ms. French: We're wrecking the holidays, but you know.
Chair Gooyer: Are you comfortable with coming back at that time?
Mr. Kawasaki: Yes.
Chair Gooyer: That'd be fine.
MOTION:
Vice Chair Lew: We have to make a motion and whatnot. I will move that we continue the project to
January 19, 2017.
Board Member Baltay: I'll second that.
Chair Gooyer: Can I get a second?
Board Member Baltay: I second that.
Chair Gooyer: All in favor. Opposed.
All Board Members voting in favor with Board Member Furth absent.
MOTION PASSED
Chair Gooyer: We'll see you on the 19th then.

City of Palo Alto

Page 11

Palo Alto Fire Station No. 3
ARB Resubmittal Comment Responses
January 4, 2017
ITEM #
1

ARB COMMENT
Massing next to the park might not be
appropriate.

SKA RESPONSE
Due to the site constrictions and the
programmatic needs and wants of the firefighters,
the floor plans have remained as is. The west
building elevation massing has been broken up by
one of the dormitory windows extending through
the roof, similar to the entry on the east elevation.

2

Metal panels might not be long-lasting and would
need undue maintenance.

Alucobond metal panels have a finish warranty of
20 years, though previous examples in the Bay
Area, such as One Front Street in San Francisco,
have metal panels in great condition that have
lasted for over 35 years. This material is also
entrusted to be installed in long-lasting buildings,
such as SFO's new control tower.

But to further address this longevity concern, we
would like to propose an alternate material of zinc
panels. These panels are natural, durable and
low/no-maintenance. The material warranty for
Rheinzink is 20 years, though the life expectancy
for façade panels is over 200 years.
3

Paved corner of Newell Road and Embarcadero
Road can be more generous, especially on the
Newell side.

The paved corner has been expanded in area.
Because of guy wires and anchors on site near the
paved corner, it cannot be extended in Newell
direction.

4

Explore roof slopes to eliminate building being
"boxy"

We have explored adding a slope to the roof.
Because of the height requirements of the
program, any sloped roof that could also work
with the PV array would make the building even
taller, especially on the park side. We have
determined that a flat roof makes the most sense
for the installation of solar PV array on the roof.

5

Create a more open and warmer wall on the park
side.

We have explored different options for creating a
more open wall on the park side. One option
extends the metal fence found on the east side of
the site around to the north and west sides of the
parking lot. This creates a transparent view to the
parking lot, which would show a view of cars, and
mechanical equipment, as well as reduce privacy
for the firefighter residents. The second option of
a combination of CMU wall with recurring
slots/openings. This creates a more appropriate
privacy screen for the firefighters, while also
providing opportunities for the public to peek in.
The CMU also breaks up the wall with its running
bond pattern.

We would also like to propose additional
shrubbery and trees to be planted on the park side
to even further warm up and beautify the wall.

Architectural Review Board
Staff Report (ID # 7363)

Report Type:

Action Items

Meeting Date: 12/1/2016

Summary Title:

799 Embarcadero Road: Fire Station #3 Replacement Project

Title:

PUBLIC HEARING / QUASI-JUDICIAL. 799 Embarcadero Road
(file PLN16-00123): Applicant's Request for Architectural
Review Approval of a Two-Story, 6,663 Square Foot
Replacement Fire Station Building Located on the Northwest
Corner of Embarcadero and Newell Roads Adjacent to the
Southeasterly Edge of Rinconada Park on an 18.27 Acre
Property. Environmental Assessment: The Project is Exempt
From the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Pursuant
to Section 15302 (Replacement or Reconstruction of Existing
Structures). Zoning District: Public Facility (PF)

From:

Hillary Gitelman

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Architectural Review Board (ARB) take the following action(s):
1. Conduct the hearing to receive testimony and provide comments regarding the design,
and continue the review to a date uncertain to allow further refinements to the project.
Report Summary
The City proposes to replace Fire Station #3 located at the corner of Embarcadero Road and
Newell Road. The fire station needs upgrades to comply with seismic and ADA requirements
and to accommodate larger apparatus (fire trucks). The project is challenged by:
 the site’s location next to (but outside of) Rinconada Park and across the street from the
historic Palo Alto Art Center and single family residences,
 the street setbacks and busy corner setting along a safe route to school, and
 the need to protect three trees on the site.
The 1948 fire station building is not an historic resource. This finding is reported in the Historic
Resource Evaluation (HRE) and was provided to the Historic Resources Board (HRB). The HRB
discussed the site context and proposal at its meeting on November 10, 2016, and expressed
City of Palo Alto
Planning & Community Environment
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301
(650) 329-2442
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concerns with respect to the project’s compatibility with its setting that includes the adjacent
Rinconada Park swim center and nearby historic Art Center and Rinconada Library. The HRB’s
role is to support staff and the ARB’s effort to determine compatibility of the new building with
its surroundings; a member of the HRB was invited to present the HRB’s collective point of view
on the site context and proposal to the ARB.
The project is subject to Architectural Review findings; draft approval findings are attached to
this report (Attachment A); these findings support the proposed project.
Background
Project Information
Owner:
Architect:
Representative:
Legal Counsel:
Property Information
Address:
Neighborhood:
Lot Dimensions & Area:
Housing Inventory Site:
Located w/in a Plume:
Protected/Heritage Trees:
Historic Resource(s):
Special Setback:
Existing Improvement(s):
Existing Land Use(s):
Adjacent Land Uses &
Zoning:

Aerial View of Property:

City of Palo Alto
Alan Kawasaki
Public Works, Matt Raschke and PWE Team
City Attorney

799 Embarcadero Road (see location map report Attachment A)
Community Center, Southeasterly edge of Rinconada Park
18.27 acres (450’ of frontage on Newell)
No
No
Yes
Fire Station is not listed on City or State Historic Inventory, and not
eligible for listing on California Register of Historical Resources
24 foot setbacks on Newell and Embarcadero Roads
One-story fire station built in 1948 (see HRE)
Public facilities (Fire Station and Wireless Communication Facility)
North: Public Facilities (electric substation; tennis courts across the
street (Hopkins Avenue) at 1280 Newell Road)
West: Public Facilities (Rinconada Park, Walter Hays School)
East: Public Facilities (Art Center, 1313 Newell Road)
South: R-1 (Single Family Residential) homes (one- and two-story),
lots are 80 feet from the front of the fire station site
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Land Use Designation & Applicable Plans
Zoning Designation:
Public Facilities
Comp. Plan Designation:
Public Facilities
Context-Based
Design Criteria:
Not applicable
Downtown Urban
Design Guide:
Not applicable
South of Forest Avenue
Coordinated Area Plan:
Not applicable
Baylands Master Plan:
Not applicable
El Camino Real Design
Guidelines (1976 / 2002): Not applicable
Proximity to Residential
Uses or Districts (150'):
Across Embarcadero, approximately 81 feet
Located w/in Airport
Influence Area:
Not applicable
Prior City Reviews & Action
City
2002. City’s consultant (Biggs Cardosa Associates) found that the No. 3 and No. 4 fire
Council: stations have "significant seismic deficiencies and potential for instability of soils due to
liquefaction." Fire station #3 is one of City's top infrastructure priorities; December
2015. Council awarded a contract to Shah Kawasaki Architects Inc. The Council report
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enabling
this
action
is
found
at
the
following
URL:
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/50127.
None
November 10, 2016. HRB reviewed and discussed the site context for fire station #3 and
reviewed the HRE; meeting minutes are attached (Attachment F)Attachment G is
provided as a summary. The HRB staff report may be viewed on the City’s website, at
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/54543.
A video of the meeting is available at this link:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8s2OiJKO8PU&start=748&width=420&height=315.
June 2, 2016. ARB Conducted a Preliminary Review; considered three options and
offered comments. The staff report is available online at:
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/52604 and the meeting
minutes are available at:
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/52843
Attachment G is provided as a summary to assist the ARB and public

Project Description
The applicant’s project description is provided as Attachment C to this report. The proposed
project plan sets were provided to the ARB and libraries, and available on the City’s webpages
at: http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=3570&TargetID=319
The existing one-story, 1948 Fire Station #3 building, located on the northwest corner of the
intersection of Embarcadero and Newell Roads, will be demolished and replaced with a codecompliant, two-story, 6,663 square foot (sf) building with a 3,390 sf footprint, with the same
number of apparatus bays (two); the apparatus bay doors will be wider and taller, to
accommodate today’s fire engines. The existing apparatus bay, which is not deep enough or
tall enough to park today’s engines, has two wings (northern and eastern). Project plans sheets
A-002, A-121 and A-122 provide floor plans, occupancy and egress diagrams. The tallest part of
the building will be 33 feet, five inches above grade (to the parapet), compared to the current
building’s height of 15 feet.
The firefighters will park their vehicles in the eight space parking lot accessed via the Newell
Road driveway, and drive the fire trucks onto the site via the Newell Road driveway. Truck
egress will be onto Embarcadero Road. The existing station has five automobile parking spaces
and zero bicycle parking spaces; eight bike spaces are proposed.
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Existing Cell Tower
The existing ‘stealth’ wireless communications
facility (WCF) ‘flagpole” is to be removed from
the site. A separate Architectural Review
application would be required for any new WCF
on the site, along with a Conditional Use Permit
(CUP) which would be subject to PTC hearing
upon request. The lessee’s long-term lease
expired, and they are now on month-to-month
lease. The lessee originally indicated they would
be vacating the site. The City had reserved the
northwest corner for a tower; the location is
still shown on the project plans (sheets A-101
through A-103), because the lessee has
renewed an interest in replacing the tower.
Discussions are underway regarding a lease for
the back corner location for a faux redwood
tree WCF that could also contribute to meeting
the shade requirement for the parking lot, if a
faux tree were located in the back corner of the
property. Another possible nearby location for
the faux tree and equipment is the substation
yard on the corner of Hopkins and Newell.
Placement on Site
Two site sections are provided (on plan sheet A-301) to show the proposed building placement
with respect to Embarcadero Road, Rinconada Park and the electric substation, and with the
Art Center, Newell Road and Rinconada Park.
 Plans sheet C1, which shows existing site conditions (and disposition of these features),
indicates the existing building is set back about 51 feet from the Embarcadero Road
(front) property line and about 25 feet from the Newell Road (side) property line.
 Plan sheet C2 indicates the proposed building will be 35 feet from the Embarcadero
property line and about 27 feet from the Newell property line. The new building, which
will be significantly closer to Embarcadero Road and slightly closer to Newell Road, will
meet the 24’ special setbacks that exist on both streets.
First Floor
In addition to the apparatus bays, the first floor will include a shop and areas for medical
supplies and cleaning, and an entry, watch-room and restroom. The entry, watch room,
restroom and stairway area have vaulted ceilings, 18 feet tall. An elevator, two staircases, and
a pole will provide access from the second floor living accommodations.
Second Floor
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A captain’s office, IT room, mechanical room, utility room, and exercise room will supplement
the three dorm rooms, two restrooms, and living area (comprised of a kitchen, dining and day
room) on the second floor. A second floor terrace off the living area would provide views to the
park.
Building Finishes and Details
The proposed building finishes are terra cotta, painted aluminum metal panels, and a dark
anodized aluminum storefront glass system. The terra cotta panels vary between standard and
accent (finer groove spacing). A solid wood door is proposed for the main entry. Glass rollup
vehicle doors are proposed on both front and rear elevations.
The second floor terrace would have a painted metal guardrail to match the aluminum wall
panel color. A painted metal sunshade is proposed to extend out three feet from the building
above second floor clerestory windows facing south; signage appears in the bottom portion of
the metal panels below the clerestory windows. A metal entry canopy extending six feet out
from the building is proposed at the Newell Road entry with individual letter signage resting
above the canopy to announce the building name and use. Architectural detail pages are keyed
on the colored elevations (plan sheets A-201 and -202); the details are found on plan sheets A311-312 and A-501-504.
Hardscaping and Functional Site Work
Driveways and Parking Space Provisions
The existing driveway cut on Embarcadero will be narrowed and the driveway at Newell will be
widened to 32 feet at the junction with the street, narrowing to a width of 25 feet to access the
new parking lot.
The gated and walled parking lot will provide eight standard vehicle parking spaces (one with
electric vehicle charging capability); this is an increase from the five existing spaces. In addition,
one accessible space (with electric vehicle charging capability) is proposed in front of the gate
within the special setback on Newell Road.
The two driveways and ADA parking space will be surfaced in concrete and the eight standard
parking spaces and bike parking area will be surfaced with pervious brick pavers. A total of
eight bike parking spaces are proposed (six rack spaces and two locker spaces), where no bike
parking spaces currently exist on the site.
Pedestrian-Oriented Features
Following ARB preliminary review, the sidewalk leading to the pedestrian entry from Newell
was significantly widened into a pedestrian plaza. The plaza would provide access to a drinking
fountain, a flagpole, a trash receptacle, and two recycled plastic, backed benches. Brick banding
is proposed on the plaza steps. The existing monument sign would be relocated on the site,
next to a second pedestrian/bicyclist resting area at the corner. Images for these amenities are
shown on plan sheet C2.3. Public art is also proposed for the primary plaza; the art content
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review process is handled by the Public Art Commission. Ornamental iron gates are proposed
for pedestrian and vehicle access to the enclosed parking lot.
Service Area
The service area at the back of the building features a concrete pad supporting an emergency
generator, and another concrete are for the roofed recycling and trash enclosure. A six-foottall, pre-cast concrete wall would separate the trash enclosure and parking lot from the park.
Drainage
The City encourages the developer to keep rainwater onsite as much as feasible by directing
runoff to landscaped areas and other pervious areas of the site. In addition, the City enforces
provision C.3 of the NPDES municipal storm water discharge permit issued by the San Francisco
Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (and incorporated into PAMC Chapter 16.11).
As noted, the parking spaces employ permeable paving system to help onsite drainage. The
building drainage system has been designed to avoid discharge into the oak protection zones. A
bio-swale presenting as a dry streambed surfaced with two inch to four inch cobblestones near
the front property line is intended to address provision C.3 storm water treatment
requirements.
On- and Off-Site Trees and New Trees
The Tree Survey Report and Tree Inventory, provided as Attachment H and reprinted on plan
sheets L1.2 – L1.4, identifies both on-site and off-site trees.
Protected Trees
There are three protected trees on the site:
 Coast Live Oak (#1), located next to the westerly property line near Embarcadero Road,
which is 35 feet tall and has a 65’ wide canopy;
 Redwood (#3), 100 feet tall with a 35’ wide canopy and a trunk located about 45 feet
from the property corner; and
 Coast Live Oak (#5), 45 feet tall with a 60’ wide canopy, with its trunk located about 10
feet from the northerly ‘park dedication line’.
These three trees would be preserved with protective fencing installed during demolition and
construction activities, and their growing conditions enhanced with wood chips, supplemental
water and highly selected pruning. All standard tree protection measures set forth in the City’s
Tree Technical Manual would be followed for these trees, including the hand-digging within the
tree protection zone (TPZ) near the Redwood tree to implement the dry streambed meeting C3
requirements. In the short term, this installation may slow the Redwood’s growth; however, in
the long term, Redwood #3 is expected to benefit from the proposed water collection system.
Other On-Site Trees
The two other trees on the site are a brush cherry tree (#2) in poor condition and a flowering
cherry (#4) in fair condition; these trees will be removed. There are no street trees along the
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site’s frontage and no street trees are proposed with this project. Three multi-trunk accent
trees are proposed to be placed approximately ten feet back from the Newell Road sidewalk.
The first of these trees would be placed 20 feet from the corner; the second tree is proposed 25
feet north of the first; the third tree, which flanks the plaza with the second tree, is 40 feet
farther to the north. A fourth accent tree is proposed on the east side of the Embarcadero
driveway.
Park Trees
Eight existing off-site trees located within Rinconada Park (delineated by the “park dedication
line” on plan sheet L2.0) are shown on the tree survey: trees #6-13 include redwood trees #9,
11, and 12. Trees #7-12 would not be removed in conjunction with this project, nor impacted;
they are located more than 20 feet from the fire station site. Trees #6 and 13 would be
removed in conjunction with this project. Tree #6 is a flowering cherry in ‘fair’ condition,
located near Tree #5. Tree #13 is reportedly a 30-foot tall camphor in ‘fair’ condition located
near the northwest corner of the site. Images of these trees found in the tree survey are
provided below.

Tree #6 to be removed

Tree #13 to be removed

New Park Trees
The proposed landscape plan (plan sheet L2) includes four new, medium trees to be planted
just outside the fire station site. Although three options for tree species are currently noted on
plans (Peppermint tree, Northern Catalpa, and Chinese Pistache), the City’s landscape architect
proposes a single, different species (Oklahoma Redbud). These new park trees would be
planted in conjunction with the fire station project, in advance of the Rinconada Master Plan
implementation. These trees are intended to supplement the other trees that partially screen
the fire station site from park views and provide some shade for parked vehicles on the site.
Screen Trees to Remain in Park
The Rinconada Park trees shown on the tree survey that contribute to screening the existing
and proposed fire station site from westerly park views are:
 A 70-foot tall silver dollar eucalyptus (#7),
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 a 70 foot tall Monterey pine (#8),
 three redwoods (#9, 11, and 12) ranging in height from 35 to 110 feet tall, and
 one 60-foot tall incense cedar (#10).
The three redwoods have a high suitability for preservation. Two of these trees have a low
suitability for preservation due to weakened health (trees #7 and 10), and one tree has
moderate suitability for preservation (tree #8).
Park Trees with Low Suitability for Retention
The below image shows park trees near the fire station that are considered to have “low
suitability for preservation”; trees #79-90 located along Newell Road, adjacent to the
substation, trees #182 and 184, located just south of the swim center, and a dead cedar (#358).
Removal of these trees could allow greater visibility of a new two story fire station nearing the
pool facilities, but views from western edge of the park would still be interrupted by trees.

Entitlements/Review Process/Findings
The following discretionary application is requested:
 Architectural Review – Major (AR): The process for evaluating this type of application is
set forth in Palo Alto Municipal Code (PAMC) Section 18.77.070. AR applications are
reviewed by the ARB and recommendations are forwarded to the Planning &
Community Development Director for action within five business days of the ARB’s
recommendation. Action by the Director is appealable to the City Council if filed within
14 days of the decision. AR projects are evaluated against specific findings. All findings
must be made in the affirmative to approve the project. Failure to make any one finding
requires project redesign or denial. The draft findings to approve an AR application are
provided in Attachment A. The Council has adopted an ordinance revising the current
findings on which architectural review approvals are based. Revised findings will be
prepared for the next ARB review of this project.
Review and action by Council on this project would only occur if the City received an appeal of
the Director’s decision. The site is zoned PF and the fire station use is a permitted use. The
application does not require Planning and Transportation Commission (PTC) review. Parks and
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Recreation Commission review is also not required, since the building would not encroach into
parkland. No plans have been submitted for a temporary fire station but the 2000 Geng Road
site has been identified (and authorized by Council on October 17, 2016) as an appropriate
temporary location.
Analysis1
Neighborhood Setting and Character
The 18.27 acre parcel includes:
 Rinconada Park (777 Embarcadero Road) and swim center (777 Embarcadero Road)
 The Rinconada well located at 1340 Hopkins (between the pool and Hopkins Avenue)
 The Hopkins Electric Substation located at 1350 Newell Road (180’ from FS#3)
 The Junior Museum and Zoo (at 1451 Middlefield) 1,150-1,180’ to the west
 The Girl Scout House (at 1120 Hopkins Avenue) over 1,000.
 Lucie Stern Center (1305 Middlefield, Historic Category 1 Resource),
 Children’s Library (1276 Harriett Street, Category 1 Resource).
Rinconada Park abuts Walter Hays School at 1525 Middlefield Road (see below image). The
residential neighborhood across Embarcadero contains one- and two-story homes.

Girl Scout House

Walter Hays School

There are numerous, mature trees in Rinconada Park between the fire station and Walter Hays
School, including heritage oaks shown in the below image. Among these oaks is Palo Alto’s
“heritage tree #2”, over 200 years old. These trees interrupt views to buildings across the site.
Architectural Style and Compatibility
The architectural form and style of the proposed building is contemporary. The building is
intended to be compatible with the area architecture, including the one- and two-story 1950’s
residential architecture found across Embarcadero Road. Staff has not received input from
1

The information provided in this section is based on analysis prepared by the report author prior to the public
hearing. The Architectural Review Board in its review of the administrative record and based on public testimony
may reach a different conclusion from that presented in this report and may choose to make alternative findings. A
change to the findings may result in a final action that is different from the staff recommended action in this
report.
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residential owners and tenants of these homes, and has encouraged Public Works staff to
consider holding an open house-styled meeting with neighbors to invite their comments on the
proposal.
The wooded area of the park provides a significant backdrop. The treeless street frontage
provides visibility as a foreground for this important new building, as well as superior visibility
for exiting emergency vehicles, pedestrians and bicyclists. As there are no adjacent buildings,
there is no transition from the new two-story building to lower height buildings. The mature
vegetation in the park on the west and north sides of the site will provide a suitable backdrop
and setting for this two-story building. This adjacent vegetation, supplemented by new
plantings, will partially screen the new building from the uses west and northwest of the new
building. The rendering of the northwest corner of the building (Plan sheet A-903) does not
include the proposed tree(s) that would serve to interrupt views of the terra cotta portion of
the building from that vantage point. These trees will improve the screening, but will not
completely hide the new building from park views.
With some modifications following the HRB and ARB’s input, a two story station could fit with
Palo Alto's primarily one-story, post-war civic center buildings. The terra cotta finish
appreciated as a “nod to the traditional brick firehouse” during the ARB preliminary review was
modified in pattern to address ARB comments. A flat roof was selected; however, a non-sloped
roof is contrary to the HRB’s preference for roofline compatibility to the art center and single
family residences that exist within “the immediate environment” of the site. The HRB
recommended the project be modified to meet AR findings 2, 4, 5, and 6.
Design Linkages to Art Center/Rinconada
The HRB noted appreciation for the general design, which is in the spirit of the mid-century era,
as appropriate; the HRB noted the proposal is a contemporary variation of mid-century modern
design. The HRB discussion regarding the setting of the proposed replacement station yielded
important comments and ideas (summarized in Attachment G). The nearby off-site historic
resources that the HRB considers important to the immediate setting include:
 Rinconada Library (ca 1958), determined eligible for listing on the California Register of
Historic Resources under Criterion 3, but not listed on the City’s HRI, and
 The Art Center (ca 1953), also not listed on the City’s HRI; it was transformed into a
visual arts only community facility in 2012, from the Cultural Center use established in
1971 that followed the relocation of City Hall to its current location (and City Hall was
the original use of the building).
The HRB requests this new, freestanding, box-like building provide more design linkages with
the art center and library with more deference to the art center across the street, which has a
sloped roof and gabled entrance. While the HRB understood the two story approach, board
members asked that the applicant consider a second floor off-set or massing modification to be
more compatible, and to provide more windows at the second floor level, such as where the
metal panels are currently shown, to help the building appear less “bunker-like” at the corner.
The HRB noted that this is a standalone building that does not need to be differentiated from
the art center and library, and suggested incorporating the same metal brise-soleil panel used
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on the award-winning Rinconada Library addition (for which an image is provided below). The
HRB also suggested consideration for reorganizing the interior space so non-sleeping areas are
placed near Embarcadero (and uses needing more quiet are placed near Newell.
The HRB was disappointed not to have the 2002 HRE (prepared by Architectural Resources
Group for the Art Center) that the Fire Station project’s historian referenced during the HRB
meeting. The HREs prepared in 2002 for the Rinconada Library and Art Center are provided in
this report, as Attachment K. The HRE describes the Art Center’s exterior character-defining
features as hipped, gabled and gablet roofs, wood-shingled roofs, overhanging eaves, open
eaves with fascia boards, exposed rafters, brickwork and projecting brick courses, vertical
plank-wood siding, rectangular wood paneling, stone ornamentation, and window banks
composed of fixed and awning windows. The 2002 Council report (CMR 272:02) for the Art
Center
and
Rinconada
Library
expansion
(viewable
here:
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/5031) notes that Art Center
architect Leslie Nichols, was an architect of demonstrated importance and the original City Hall
“demonstrated a radical shift in the design of a civic building from the Grecian or Neo-classical
style to the modern, Residentialist style. The building is considered significant as it represents
historical and living style shifts in the middle of the 20th century.”
Parking Lot Enclosure/Wall
The proposed vehicle gate and six-foot, pre-cast concrete wall are important for safety reasons,
and are designed with future maintenance considerations. Though the concrete wall was
chosen to reference the concrete wall of the Rinconada Library addition, it is inconsistent with
other nearby municipal wooden fences found at the swim center and at the Art Center. The
concrete wall is continuous in height and alignment, and no vines or shrubs were included on
the park side in the landscape plan to mitigate the views of this wall from the picnic area. To
improve the design, staff has suggested that the applicant:
 Revise the planting plan to reflect existing shrubs or add shrubs and/or vines (and there
may be existing shrubs already in that location to preserve), and possibly add an
additional tree alongside this new wall facing the park, and
 Recreate a see-through terra cotta wall, similar to the historic wall characteristic of
Edward Durrell Stone’s courtyard wall at the Rinconada Library, to screen the fire
station parking lot where the wall faces Newell Road and the park.
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Above Image: Metal feature on Rinconada Library addition (at left); Edward Durrell Stone’s
signature terra cotta wall around Rinconada Library courtyard (at right)
Relationship to Rinconada Park Existing and Future and Historical Context
As noted, the HRE prepared for the Fire Station site (Attachment I) found that the existing
station is not eligible for listing on the State’s register as a historic resource, and the HRB
reviewed this HRE. Though it is located on the larger parcel having listed but distant historic
resources, the fire station site is not within dedicated parkland. In addition to linkages with, or
deference to, the art center and library, the HRB noted the project would need to sensitively
reflect the “come in/don’t come in” aspect of a fire station adjacent to the park and swim
center where children are present.

Street Trees and Planting Strip
Street trees do not occur on the frontage of the fire station site, but they do occur along the Art
Center frontage. There is no planting strip between the sidewalk and Newell Road. The
planting strip along the fire station site’s Embarcadero Road frontage is surfaced with gravel
and contains a utility box. No street trees are proposed along Embarcadero due to visibility
needs for fire apparatus and pedestrians, but new plantings of groundcover, shrubs and grasses
are proposed east of the driveway curb cut on Embarcadero Road.
Planting Plan Revisions
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The City’s landscape architect reviewed the planting plan submitted October 11, 2016, which
lacked specificity as to native species. He has provided suggestions and directed revisions to the
planting plan for ARB review. The revised proposal is for Oklahoma redbuds along the
perimeter of the site in the park. The on-site vegetation would include accent trees (Marina
strawberry tree), Toyon for the large shrubs, and several varieties of medium-sized shrubs, bioretention grasses and small accent shrubs. Vines are now proposed to soften the six foot tall,
pre-cast concrete wall separating the parking lot and Rinconada Park.
Exterior Lighting Proposal
The project includes the following lighting installations, all with textured bronze finishes:
 Three LED parking lot lights (pole lights).
 Four LED Bollard lights; three to illuminate the pedestrian entry plaza, one for the bike
rack area.
 Eight exterior wall sconces with down-directed illumination; four sconces would be
located on the front elevation (including over the pedestrian entry door), three are
proposed on the back elevation, and one is proposed on the side elevation adjacent to
the pedestrian entry door.
The photometric plan indicates light spillover beyond the site would be emitted from the
northernmost pole light and the two bollard lights that flank the entry plaza. The bollard light
spillover is only 1 foot-candle and stops midway across the sidewalk width. The pole light
spillover would be interrupted by the new trees planted in the park just outside the northerly
edge of the site. The foot-candle measurements for the sconces on the front of the building
reach zero lighting at the sidewalk. The sconce paint finish is not specified in the plan set. The
ARB may wish to direct the applicant to specify the finish.
Zoning Compliance2
A detailed review of the proposed project’s consistency with applicable zoning standards has
been performed. A summary table is provided in Attachment D. The proposed project complies
with the Public Facilities development standards and all but one of the parking facility
standards. The project meets requirements for parking space sizes, drive aisle width, and the
provision of 5% landscaping within the parking lot (which for this project is 146 sf of the 45’ x
65’ parking lot) located in the corner of the parking lot (the 20’ x 20’ landscaped area including
a pathway, medium shrubs and ground cover). However, this 400 sf area is also shown in plans
as the setting for a potential cell tower.
Parking Lot Shade
The requirement for parking lot shading by tree canopy found in PAMC 18.54.040, item (d)
presents a challenge for this project. Tree plantings within surface parking lots are intended to
result in a 50% shading of the parking lot within 15 years. Due to the orientation of the site, and
given the turning radius required for fire apparatus maneuvering into the apparatus bays, it
may not be possible for the project to fully meet the 50% shade requirement within the parking
lot in the early afternoon. The two story building will increase shade on the driveway and
2

The Palo Alto Zoning Code is available online: http://www.amlegal.com/codes/client/palo-alto_ca
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parking area. Shading of 50% (1,462 sf) of the parking lot by trees could be easier if the cell
tower were ‘disguised’ as a faux tree. Another tree could also be planted in the area where the
generator is proposed, so that shading of the parking lot could include early afternoon shade.
Staff has discussed these potential solutions with the applicant.
Plan sheets A-106 through and 108 provide shadow studies, before and after the proposed
parking lot reconfiguration and new building construction. The existing perimeter trees provide
some shading of the parking lot, in the mornings and afternoons. The proposed two-story
building will shade the parking lot more than the existing, one-story building; most
dramatically, at the winter solstice at 9 am.
The shadow studies do not show the new parking lot perimeter trees proposed within
Rinconada Park. The proposed trees, shown planted about seven feet from the edge of the site,
will have a limited canopy, spreading up to 20 feet; therefore, they would not provide
significant shade for the parking lot.
Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan, Area Plans and Guidelines3
The draft AR findings reference relevant Comprehensive Plan policies and programs. There are
no area plans or guidelines specific to the Community Center area. The policies and findings
that reference compatibility are highlighted for discussion.
Access, Circulation, Bike Parking
The site is located along a Safe Routes to School. Crosswalks are shown meeting City standards,
and the project includes an improved pedestrian ramp at the corner, and a pedestrian plaza at
the corner which will accommodate multiple pedestrians and bicyclists waiting to cross the
street. There are no conflicts in circulation or parking sufficiency; both aspects are improved
with the proposed station design. The bike access and storage is an improved condition from
the existing station’s facilities. No traffic study was prepared as there is no change in use nor
increased demand related to the use.
Consistency with Application Findings
Draft findings for AR approval are provided as Attachment A to this report. As noted, the
Council approved revised AR findings on November 14, 2016. The Findings in effect at the
writing of this report included four findings related to compatibility and character:
 Finding #2: The design is compatible with the immediate environment of the site;

3



Finding #4: In areas considered by the board as having a unified design character or
historical character, the design is compatible with such character;



Finding #5: The design promotes harmonious transitions in scale and character in
areas between different designated land uses; and

The
Palo
Alto
Comprehensive
Plan
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/topics/projects/landuse/compplan.asp

is

available

online:
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Finding #6: The design is compatible with approved improvements both on and off
the site.

Finding #4 related to the concept of a project being compatible with a surrounding area that
may have a unified or historical character. This finding shares similarities with Palo Alto’s
Comprehensive Plan Program L-49, which states, “In areas of the City having a historic or
consistent design character, design new development to maintain and support the existing
character.” The HRB provided comments with respect to the character of the area, and
regarding the applicability of the above AR findings to the proposal. Staff’s analysis is provided
in the attached draft findings. The ARB may determine that additional modifications to the
building are warranted to allow the project to fully meet the AR findings, and the ARB’s input is
sought to that end.
Environmental Review
The subject project has been assessed in accordance with the authority and criteria contained
in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the State CEQA Guidelines, and the
environmental regulations of the City. Specifically, staff determined the project can be
considered Exempt under CEQA Guidelines Section 15302. The Historic Resource Evaluation
concluded the existing fire station was not eligible for listing on the California Register of
Historic Resources. The HRE was reviewed by the historic preservation planner and HRB.
Circulation and traffic for the replacement station were reviewed by the Transportation Division
staff. Staff reviewed other CEQA checklist topic areas and will finalize the document and review
findings following the ARB hearing, for the Director’s consideration.
Public Notification, Outreach & Comments
The Palo Alto Municipal Code requires notice of this public hearing be published in a local paper
and mailed to owners and occupants of property within 600 feet of the subject property at least
ten days in advance. Notice of a public hearing for this project was published in the Palo Alto
Weekly on November 18, 2016, which is 12 days in advance of the meeting. Postcard mailing
occurred on November 21, 2016, which is 10 in advance of the meeting.
Public Comments
As of the writing of this report, no project-related, public comments were received. Comments
received at the HRB meeting are found in the meeting minutes (Attachment F).
Alternative Actions
In addition to the recommended action, the Architectural Review Board may:
1. Recommend the Director approve the project with modified findings or conditions;
2. Recommend project denial based on revised findings.
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Attachments:
 Attachment A: ARB findings (DOC)
 Attachment B: Minutes of June 2, 2016 Preliminary Review at ARB (DOCX)
 Attachment C: Applicant's Project Description July 25
(PDF)
 Attachment D: Zoning Compliance Table
(DOC)
 Attachment E: Comp Plan Policies and Programs (DOC)
 Attachment F: HRB 11 10 16 meeting excerpt
(DOCX)
 Attachment G: Summary of ARB and HRB Review (DOCX)
 Attachment H: Arborist Report
(PDF)
 Attachment I: Historic Resource Evaluation (PDF)
 Attachment J: Initial Study (DOC)
 Attachment K: 2002 Art Center and Main Library HRE
(PDF)
 Attachment L: Project Plans ARB Only
(DOCX)

4

Emails may be sent directly to the ARB using the following address: arb@cityofpaloalto.org

Attachment H

Project Plans
Hardcopies of project plans are provided to ARB Members. These plans are available to the
public by visiting the Planning and Community Environmental Department on the 5 th floor of
City Hall at 250 Hamilton Avenue.

Directions to review Project plans online:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Go to: https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning
Search for “799 Embarcadero” and open record by clicking on the green dot
Review the record details and open the “more details” option
Use the “Records Info” drop down menu and select “Attachments”
Open the attachment named “January Plans”

