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Rebecca Byrne <rebecca@housingchoices.org>
Monday, October 24, 2016 3:19 PM
Council, City
Jan Stokley
Letters of Support for Palo Alto Housing Corporation
PAHCSupportAS.pdf; PAHCSupportDDS.pdf; PACHSupportSARC.pdf; PAHCSupport.pdf;
PAHCSupportAU.pdf

Good afternoon,
I have attached five letters of support on behalf of Palo Alto Housing Corporation in hopes that they will be
given to Council Members for tonight's study session. I will bring hard copies as well.
Best,
Rebecca

-Rebecca Byrne

Housing Development Advocate
Housing Choices Coalition
898 Faulstich Court Ste. B
San Jose, CA 95112
PH: 408-713-2618
www.housingchoices.org
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October 15, 2016
Letter of Support fo r Palo Alto Housing Corporation's Proposal for Development of 2301 Park
Boulevard
SANTA CLARA COUNTY
300 Orchard City Drive
Suite 170
Campbell, CA 95008

Dear Mayor and City Council of the City of Palo Alto:
San Andreas Regional Center (SARC) is funded by the State of California to provide people with
developmental disabilities the services they need to live in the community, as required by the
Lanterman Developmental Disabilities Act. Our service area includes the City of Palo Alto.

P.O. Box 50002
San Jose. CA
95150-0002
Tel: 1(408) 374-9960
Fax: 1 (408) 376-0586

The purpose of this letter is to support Palo Alto Housing Corporation's proposal to create
affordable housing at 2301 Park Boulevard, including a percentage of apartment units for
rent to people with developmental disabilities. The transit-oriented location of this site
makes it ideal for adults with developmental disabilities, many of whom do not drive or own
SOUTH SANTA CLARA AN o'l car. Setting aside some units for people with developmental disabilities will significantly
SAN BENITO COUNTY
reduce the traffic and parking impact of the project, while addressing a critical Palo Alto
need.
7855 Wren Avenue
According to data provided by the California Department of Developmental Services, 469 people
with developmental disab ilities live in the City of Palo Alto. 416 (89%) of Palo Alto residents with
developmental disabilities are living at home with parents/guardians. This is higher than for
Santa Clara County overall, where 75% of people with developmental disabilities live with
parents/guardians. Only 44 of Palo Alto's 221 adults with developmental disabilities have
their own place to live. Palo Alto currently has fewer than 10 spaces in licensed residential care
facilities ("group homes") for people with developmental disabilities. This means that there are

Suite A
Gilroy, CA 95020
Tel: 1(408) 846-8805
Fax: 1 (408) 846-5140

MONTEREY COUNTY
344 Salinas Street
Suite 207
Salinas, CA 93901
Tel: 1 (831) 759-7500
Fax: 1(831) 424-3007

approximately 175 adults with developmental disabilities in Palo Alto living at home with
parents. As these parents age, it is of vital importance to secure affordable rental housing for their

SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
1110 Main Street
Suite 8
Watsonville, CA 95076
Tel: 1(831) 728-1781
Toll Free
within Santa Cruz County
1(831) 688-7633
Fax: 1 (831) 728-5514

www.sarc.org
Member of the Associa1ion
of Regional Center Agencies

adult chi ldren.
Although SARC is not able to pay for our consumers' actual housing costs, we are funded to
provide a variety of services that help consumers live successfully in integrated ho using in the
community. Indeed, SARC currently supports Housing Choices to provide supportive services to
250 residents with developmental disabilities living in set-aside rental units at 15 different
affordable housing sites across Santa Clara County. If Palo Alto Housing Corporation's
development proposal is approved, 5ARC intends to enter into good faith negotiations for a threeparty agreement with Palo Alto Housing Corporation in which SARC will commit to fund certain
housing services provided by Housing Choices in exchange for the set-aside of an agreed
percentage of units for people with developmental disabilities at the new property. These housing
services are in addition to other services SARC provides our consumers to help them live in their
own apartment, including Independent Living, Supported Living, Community Day Programs,
Employment Services and Behavioral Support.
We greatly appreciate your consideration of Palo Alto Housing Corporation's proposal to create
affordable housing at 2301 Park Boulevard, with a percentage of units set aside for rent to people
with developmental disabilities.

Javier Zaldivar
Executive Director
11

Consumers First Through Service, Advocacy, Respect and Choice"
Serving Persons with Dev~lopmental Disabilities

Opening New Doors for People
with Developmental Dlsabllitiee

October 15th, 2016
Honorable Mayor and City Council Members:
Housing Choices supports Palo Alto Housing Corporation in its plan to include rental units for people with
developmental disabilities in the project proposed at 2301 Park Boulevard.
As Palo Alto continues to address its housing crisis, citizens with developmental disabilities must not be forgotten.
California's Lanterman Act promises to provide the necessary services to enable people with developmental
disabilities to live independent lives in the community. However, because the Lanterman Act does not fund the
cost of housing, we depend on the City and developers like Palo Alto Housing Corporation to create housing that
is affordable to people with developmental disabilities. Otherwise, independence is an unaffordable and
inaccessible option.
According to the Department of Developmental Services, there are 469 residents in Palo Alto who have
developmental disabilities. Ofthese residents, 222 are adults who, with supportive services, could be living on
their own. However, due to the high cost of housing only 44 are currently living independently. Approximately
178 of Palo Alto's adults with developmental disabilities are living at home with aging parents. We must find a
housing solution for these Palo Alto residents before their parents become too frail to care for them.
Integrating people with developmental disabilities in typical affordable housing is a proven model for addressing
this unmet housing need. Currently, Housing Choices provides on-site support for250 people with developmental
disabilities living in 15 rental properties throughout Santa Clara County where we have negotiated "set-aside"
units specifically forourclients in typical affordable housing developments.
Our experience has taught us that proximity to their circle of support directly contributes to the success of people
with developmental disabilities when they move out of the family home. This means living close to people who
provide formal and informal support. That is why it is so important for Palo Alto to create more housing
opportunities for Palo Altans with developmental disabilities.
Finally, most people with developmental disabilities do not drive and benefit greatly from living in transit-oriented
housing. Targeting rental units at transit-oriented affordable housing, like the project proposed by PARC fosters
more independent lives for people with developmental disabilities and reduces the project's traffic and parking
impact.
Sincerely,
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21 Brennan Street, #18
Watsonville, CA 95076
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October 15, 2016
Letter of Support for Palo Alto Housing Corporation's Development Proposal for 2301 Park Boulevard
Dear Mayor and City Council of the City of Palo Alto:
I am writing on behalf of the Northern California chapter of Autism Speaks. Autism Speaks works to contribute to the lives of people
with autism and their families through advocacy and support; increasing understanding and acceptance of autism spectrum disorder
and advancing research into causes and better interventions for autism spectrum disorder and related conditions. We empower
people with autism and their families with resources, online tools and information covering the life span.
I want to encourage your consideration of Palo Alto Housing Corporation's proposal to increase the number of rental units at
California Park Apartments located 2301 Park Boulevard, consistent with the existing PTOD overlap zoning district. Autism Speaks
supports the increase of rental units at Cal Park because it would enable PAHC to include a percentage of units for rent to people
with developmental disabilities - including individuals with autism.
Because many people with developmental disabilities do not drive, the transit-oriented nature of this site is ideal. Setting aside
some units for people with developmental disabilities will significantly reduce the traffic and parking impact of the project, while
addressing a critical Palo Alto housing need.
We have seen a growing need for housing for people with developmental disabilities in Palo Alto. According to the California
Department of Developmental Services, only 20% of Palo Alto adults with developmental disabilities live independently. The
remaining 80% are living with aging parents-not by choice, but simply because of the shortage of affordable housing in Palo Alto.
We very much support Palo Alto Housing Corporation's effort to integrate housing for people with developmental disabilities into
the expanded Cal Park development. This model of integrating people with developmental disabilities into typical affordable
housing is an effective way to address this unmet housing need as well as make Palo Alto communities more inclusive.
We appreciate your careful consideration of Palo Alto Housing Corporation's plan to increase the number of rental units at Cal Park,
with a percentage of units set aside for rent to people with developmental disabilities.
Sincerely,

Executive Director, Northern California
Autism Speaks

Autism Speaks is dedicated to promoting solutions, across the spectrum and throughout the life span, for the needs of individuals
with autism and their families. We do this through advocacy and support; increasing understanding and acceptance of autism
spectrum disorder and advancing research into causes and better interventions for autism spectrum disorder and related
conditions. We empower people with autism and their families with resources, online tools and information covering the life span.

October 15, 2016
Letter of Support for Palo .-\Ito Housing Corporation's Development Proposal for 2301 Park
Boulevard

www.AbilitiesUnited.org
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Dear 1fayor and City Council of the City of Palo .-\Ito:
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...\bilities United is a Palo Alto-based, not-for profit 501(c)3 organization, founded in 1963 by 12
Palo Alto families whose children had intellectual disabilities. Today, Abilities United serves a
diverse group of individuals, in Palo Alto and surrounding areas, who have developmental
(autism, cerebral palsy, Down Syndrome, and intellectual disability) and physical disabilities, or
are at risk of developmental delay. Since its inception, Abilities United has offered children and
adults educational, therapeutic, recreational, and vocational experiences to help them lead
meaningful lives, as well as resource connections that make it easier for them to reach their full
potential. One of these resource connections is access to housing. As the individuals Abilities
United serves reach adulthood and independence, their need for housing becomes increasingly
important. However, as you know, affordable, accessible housing in Palo Alto and surrounding
communities is scarce and in high demand, which results in few if any housing options for
individuals with developmental disabilities. Housing is critical to Abilities United's mission to
advance the inclusion, advocacy and independence of people with developmental disabilities.
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The purpose of this letter is to ask for your consideration of Palo Alto Housing Corporation's
proposal to create affordable housing at 2301 Park Boulevard, including a percentage of
apartment units for rent to people with developmental disabilities. The transit-oriented location
of this site makes it ideal for adults with developmental disabilities, many of whom do not drive
or own a car. Setting aside some units for people with developmental disabilities will significantly
reduce the traffic and parking impact of the project, while addressing a critical Palo Alto need.

Cassy Christianson
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LaSandra Brill
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With funding from San ,-\ndreas Regional Center, .Abilities United provides a variety of
independent living skills, job coaching and other services to many Palo Alto residents with
developmental disabilities to enable them to live independently in the community. But many of
the Palo Alto adults we serve are consigned to living with aging parents-not by choice, but
simply because of the shortage of affordable housing in Palo Alto. Indeed, according to the
California Department of Developmental Services, only 44 of Palo Alto's 221 adults with
developmental disabilities have their own place to live.
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Jennifer Wagstaff-Hinton
David Kabakov
lshrag Khababa
James Lougheed
Patrick Romzek
Steven Schmidt
Susan Vaswani

·c.

Chief Executive Officer

"'

Charlie Weidanz

E

..c:
t.l

-0

c:

"'

_;!.

·a
::.

Our staff have had the opportunity to provide independent living services to people with
developmental disabilities living in affordable housing communities in other cities in Santa Clara
County, much like the project proposed by Palo Alto Housing Corporation at 2301 Park
Boulevard. With on-site resident support by Housing Choices and a variety of other supportive
services funded by San ,-\ndreas Regional Center, including ,-\bilities United's own services, this
model of integrated community housing makes is possible for people with developmental
disabilities to realize their fullest potential.
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We greatly appreciate your consideration of Palo .\Ito Housing Corporation's proposal to create
affordable housing at 2301 Park Boulevard, with a percentage of units set aside for rent to people
\vith developmental disabilities.
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Sincerely,

Affiliated Agency of the
United Way of Silicon Valley
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Charlie Weidanz
Chief Executive Officer
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525 East Charleston Road
Palo Alto. CA 94306
PH 650 494.0550
FAX 650.855.9710
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October 15, 20 16
Letter of Support fo r Palo Alto Housing Corporation's Development Proposal for 2301 Park Bouleva rd

Dear Mayor and City Council of the City of Palo Alto:

1am writing on behalf of State Council on Developmental Disabilities. Central Coast. In Santa Clara
County and the six other counties of the Central Coast, the role of the State Council on Developmental
Disabilities is to help Californians with intellectual and developmental disabilities to achieve selfdetermination, independence. productivity. and inclusion in all facets of life including housing.
The purpose of thi s letter is to ask for your consideration of Palo Alto Housing Corporation ·s proposal to
increase the number of rental units at Ca lifornia Park Apa11ments (''Cal Park") located 2301 Park
Boulevard. consistent with the existing PTOD overlap zoning district. This increase in the number of
rental units at Ca l Park would enable PAHC to include a percentage of units for rent to people with
developmental disabilities.
The transit-oriented location of this site makes it ideal for adults with developmental disabi lities, many of
whom do not drive or own a car. Setting aside some units for people with developmental disabilities will
significantly reduce the traffic and parking impact of the project, while addressing a critical Palo Alto
need .
We have seen a growing need for housing for people with developmental disabilities in Palo Alto. Most
Palo Alto's adults with developmental disabi lities are consigned to living with aging parents-not by
choice. but simply because of the shortage of affordable housing in Palo Alto. Indeed, according to the
California Department of Developmental Services, only 44 of Palo Alto ·s 22 l adults with developmental
disabi lit ies have their own place to live.
We very much suppo11 Palo Alto Housing Corporation's effott to integrate housing for people with
developmental disabilities into the expanded Cal Park development. With on-site resident suppott
provided by Housing Choices and a variety of other suppottive services funded by San Andreas Regional
Center, this model of integrated community housing makes is possible for people with developmental
disabilities to realize their fullest potential.

;,;;:72ilities

We greatly appreciate your consideration of Palo Alto Housing Corporation ·s proposal to increase the
number of units of affordable housing at Cal Park. with a percentage of units set aside for rent to people

David Grady
Regional Manager
State Council on Developmental Disability
Central Coast
"The Council advocates, promotes & implements policies and practices that achieve selfdetermination, independence, productivity & inclusion in all aspects of community life for
Californians with developmental disabilities and their families."
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Gina Ramirez
Tim Statler
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Andreia Silva
Mary Lis Uruena
Mar Alvarado
Annie Lumerman
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Jessica Resmini
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Jessica Roth
Erika Buck
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Clarissa Shen
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Clayton Nall
Valerie Stinger
Manu Sridharan
Jessica Clark
Julie Noblitt
Michael Kieschnick
Thomas Wasow
Amir Marcovitz
Kevin Watts
Matt Bango
John Clark
John Sack
Markus Fromherz
Alexandra Acker Lyons
Autumn Albers
Linda La Count
Carol Bacchetti
Mary Gallagher
Bruce Heister
Geraldine Maro
Deena Shakir
Katrina Currier
Christopher Colohan
Jon Stoumen
Rebecca Fox
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Nancy Huber
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Diane Meier
Loretta Matheson
Adrienne Lee
Trish Mulvey
Kimberly Toth
Stuart Bernstein
Joy Sleizer
Miriam De Jongh
Susan Groves
Ozzie Fallick
Petya Georgieva
Nancy Smith
Emil Popov
Alice Smith
Naphtali Knox
Christine Ashley
Windy Orviss

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Multiple senders
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:35 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: Multiple senders
Message:
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Multiple senders
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kyu Kim <uiuyobcwrylqyxk@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:40 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: kyuyoungkim@gmail.com <Kyu Kim>
Message:
Dear Members of My City's Council, We are in dire need of more affordable housing in Palo Alto. Too many of
us that have grown up in Palo Alto as millennials and simply have no option made available to us to move back
to Palo Alto. How can they give back to our city if they cannot move back? I urge you to support this project
and do more for smarter affordable housing in our city. Sincerely, Kyu Young Kim
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Kyu Kim
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Maryanne Welton <ghldvixcxjjzikm@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:39 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: mare@robquigley.com <Maryanne Welton>
Message:
Palo Alto Housing Corporation has a proven track record providing affordable housing in Palo Alto. Please
support their efforts to create even more.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Maryanne Welton
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Theresa Chen <ihlemcogqnqticz@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:38 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: tlcbio@gmail.com <Theresa Chen>
Message:
It is an urgent need for the city and we need prompt response to the situation.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Theresa Chen
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Alexandra Finney <qvymyyvpnlzwlgt@ujoin.co>
Saturday, October 22, 2016 8:33 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: alexandrafinney@gmail.com <Alexandra Finney>
Message:
Make Palo Alto living affordable for native Palo Altans. Those whom have been born and raised, and have
higher education struggle to live here!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Alexandra Finney
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elaine Uang <lrdwvwbtbaxvucg@ujoin.co>
Saturday, October 22, 2016 1:08 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: elaine.uang@gmail.com <Elaine Uang>
Message:
Great to see a study session for this opportunity. With so many transportation options, shops, and services, it's a
great area to live car-lite or sans car, and with good incentives and an RPP in the neighborhood, we should be
able to manage parking intelligently and prevent spillover effects. Let's help those on our BMR list find a stable
place to live. Looking forward to the discussion.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Elaine Uang
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fred Glick <sxzwfglaazbynto@ujoin.co>
Friday, October 21, 2016 2:04 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: fred@fredglick.com <Fred Glick>
Message:
We need it!!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Fred Glick

6

City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/24/2016 9:45 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Pamela Diken <axlvraimghpthkx@ujoin.co>
Friday, October 21, 2016 10:38 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: pdiken@gmail.com <Pamela Diken>
Message:
Teachers and the disabled need affordable housing
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Pamela Diken

7

City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/24/2016 9:45 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cynthia Lee <aqhmrrmarwfonxx@ujoin.co>
Friday, October 21, 2016 12:32 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: cynthia.b.lee@gmail.com <Cynthia Lee>
Message:
Happy Palo Alto homeowner who would like others to enjoy what I have.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Cynthia Lee
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stephen Levy <sygxxhaegvgajas@ujoin.co>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 5:25 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: slevy@ccsce.com <Stephen Levy>
Message:
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Stephen Levy
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Diane Morin <slarsumucevpqze@ujoin.co>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 4:51 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: dianejn.morin@gmail.com <Diane Morin>
Message:
I had an office in that location three years ago. It is a fine location to expand affordable housing.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Diane Morin
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stanley Parry <lmftboobedfiylr@ujoin.co>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 2:38 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: sgparry1157@gmail.com <Stanley Parry>
Message:
I have been on the Board of Housing Choices for many years and have a son with developmental disabilities.
With other parents, I was involved in the creation of Page Mill Court here in Palo Alto. The location for this
project is very good, with access to transportation as well as shopping on California Avenue. Please support this
needed project.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Stanley Parry
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kathryn Akatiff <lgsdsoibsavxnos@ujoin.co>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 1:10 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: cakatiff@yahoo.com <Kathryn Akatiff>
Message:
Please study many options. I personally know people who work in PA and live in their cars because the
paycheck won't pay for housing. Make the MSC parking lot available for all city workers who are in this
position. Allow residents to put micro units/small trailers in their yard through the winter months.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Kathryn Akatiff
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Wynn Hausser <msikgsulyizmplo@ujoin.co>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 11:11 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: wynnhausser@gmail.com <Wynn Hausser>
Message:
It's time to step up in a way your predecessors have failed to do!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Wynn Hausser
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Lasky <ufzizrchusxzcok@ujoin.co>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 9:45 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: laskyea@gmail.com <Elizabeth Lasky>
Message:
The housing shortage is becoming a labor shortage as workers realize they'd rather move to Texas than drive
two hours to work in Palo Alto. What can we do to alleviate that?
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Elizabeth Lasky
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Joan Rudloff <ypbdwfppljluvts@ujoin.co>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 8:23 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: joanrudloff@gmail.com <Joan Rudloff>
Message:
Please study affordable housing. I was on the list for 17 years to get a below market condo. I waited and waited
and finally feel like i won the lottery by getting my unit. Many friends have had to leave Palo Alto and the state
because they were not able to find affordable housing so I think this is very important. Since this is an area of
not millionaires but billionaires, my few remaining friends are scared to death every year when they get their
rent raise. Please build affordable housing or no one will be here to work in the stores, the coffee shops,
teachers, nurses, ad infinitum.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Joan Rudloff
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Scott Summons <grysbjagaexybkq@ujoin.co>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 8:21 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: ss186262@gmail.com <Scott Summons>
Message:
"We have no more room here" just sounds too much like "build a wall". This is one of the best places to live, so
let's keep the Bay Area inclusive and thriving!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Scott Summons
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stephanie Hardinger <mzqfjcebduyldor@ujoin.co>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 6:59 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: stephanie.hardinger@epacs.org <Stephanie Hardinger>
Message:
I teach in East Palo Alto. Our kids and their families are being driven out of their homes in a steady stream now.
Rev Jesse Jackson says that sadly this trend will continue until cities around the Bay start doing their part to
create affordable housing. It is unethical to stick your head in the sand and expect communities like East Palo
Alto to shoulder the finicial burden of creating enough new housing for the whole region. It is time for you to
start doing your part.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Stephanie Hardinger

17

City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/24/2016 9:45 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Frank Dellaert <lilnvfxskbgfdfm@ujoin.co>
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 6:04 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: dellaert@gmail.com <Frank Dellaert>
Message:
Cal Ave needs a lot more attention, in general. It looks a lot less attractive than University and seems to attract a
lot less people. Maybe needs a master plan, better stores, more green?
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Frank Dellaert
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Amie Ashton <tdmgaeqynailrwo@ujoin.co>
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 5:24 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: aashton@gmail.com <Amie Ashton>
Message:
More housing near transit. Density and affordability - this is an easy one.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Amie Ashton
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Justine Burt <vprtzonkzcxqtme@ujoin.co>
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 4:01 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: justineburt@alumni.tufts.edu <Justine Burt>
Message:
Yes please
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Justine Burt
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barbara Kingsley <kwlnxaaktgnhekc@ujoin.co>
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 3:07 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: barbara@abcking.com <Barbara Kingsley>
Message:
A really good place to augment affordable housing stock. I've always wished there were 2nd/3rd story apts. over
the Cal. Ave. retail -- if it could be done w/o displacing the remaining retail tenants and replacing them with
chains.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Barbara Kingsley

21

City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/24/2016 10:33 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Robert Mc Grew <fyziplmrxbsvsiw@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:28 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: bmcgrew@gmail.com <Robert Mc Grew>
Message:
Please approve this initiative along with ways to help residents of affordable housing live in Palo Alto without
needing to use cars. Palo Alto is already a very walkable, bikeable community and this site is within biking
distance of tens of thousands of jobs and a rich array of services. I have many friends in South Palo Alto who
have given up their cars in the last few years because they find biking, transit, and the occasional Uber cheaper
and more convenient than owning a car - and this site is much more amenable to car-free or car-light living than
South Palo Alto.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Robert Mc Grew
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Daryl Waggott <rnlljvhsditslbl@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:25 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: dwaggott@stanford.edu <Daryl Waggott>
Message:
PLEASE!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Daryl Waggott
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Christy Dennison <zhssfempzuofuic@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:21 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: christy@mit.edu <Christy Dennison>
Message:
If you've seen the crazy number of "Now Hiring" signs in PA (there are so many!), you know how much we
need affordable housing. The people who could live here would reduce greenhouse gas emissions by not having
to travel so far to get to work. Please show your support for affordable housing!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Christy Dennison
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Margaret Rosenbloom <vpxwptdwyphpcsx@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:20 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: margaret_rosenbloom@hotmail.com <Margaret Rosenbloom>
Message:
This is a great project. Please help make it happen
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Margaret Rosenbloom
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Snider <nndzootwaljzdak@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:20 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: dasnider@comcast.net <David Snider>
Message:
What happened to the model of democracy? Aren't our towns and cities supposed to provide housing for ALL?
For the rich upper class, middle class, and lower classes? Palo Alto has always been a city for the well-off, but it
is now ONLY affordable for the RICH. This must and can change. Adding 45 additional units is a step in the
right direction.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

David Snider
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Easton <scgsstzhrpjirsd@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:13 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: davidfrankeaston@gmail.com <David Easton>
Message:
The expansion of affordable housing at existing sites is an excellent opportunity for increasing affordable
housing in our community. Higher unit densities are required to obtain tax credit funding and other sources of
necessary funding for housing to become a reality. As you know, the cost of land is an obstacle to creating new
affordable housing in Palo Alto. Existing sites don't have that cost burden. Please support Palo Alto Housing's
effort to keep our community diverse in our housing options.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

David Easton
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Monica Stone <stgtrmzcgpvhpcf@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:11 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: monicastonemft@gmail.com <Monica Stone>
Message:
I believe so strongly that this project should be studied for more affordable and car-light housing! Thanks,
Monica
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Monica Stone
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Marlene Prendergast <tpkevnjqazgtkog@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:02 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: mhp560@gmail.com <Marlene Prendergast>
Message:
Former Executive Director of Palo Alto Housing
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Marlene Prendergast

8

City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/24/2016 10:33 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julan Chu <fkvzggqvqnqjtem@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:00 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: julanchu@comcast.net <Julan Chu>
Message:
This is so important and neccessary for Palo Alto. So many citizens NEED affordable housing to live and work
here. The balance between those who can afford and those who cannot afford to live here has become totally
eschewed. Keeping that balance in check is democratic fairness and justice. Shame on our city, Palo Alto, if it
does not do this. Thank you, Julan Chu
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Julan Chu
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Patty Irish <whxfejxvvkkukkf@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:52 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: irishpw@gmail.com <Patty Irish>
Message:
This is very important for our city'so future.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Patty Irish
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Neilson Buchanan <lliaeilgptuhbpr@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:51 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: cnsbuchanan@yahoo.com <Neilson Buchanan>
Message:
There are at least a dozen good housing locations to discuss. Cal Park just one of them. How about combo of
affordable AND below market rate projects evaluated in the context of multiple options...lets avoid piecemeal
planning jumping on each small opportunity without systematic analysis. Projects can be lined up and evaluated
with criteria such as access to transportation, size, construction costs per bedroom, cost to own/rent, family
friendliness, neighborhood compatibility, traffic and, of course, parking convenience for occupants. The
weakness in evaluation of multiple options is that Palo Alto process is a concept killer. There is an easy
solution. Implement a temporary city wide moratorium on all office development until these two components of
housing crisis is addressed and prioritized. Otherwise market forces and job/housing imbalance will escalate
while we debate small solutions. A temporary moratorium creates positive incentive to find solutions within 6
months.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barbara Boissevain <rlgbfcqwzwxtgyt@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:49 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: photogal@gmail.com <Barbara Boissevain>
Message:
I am a Cubberley Artist in Residence and teacher living in Palo Alto and am in great need of affordable housing
for myself and my young daughter.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Barbara Boissevain
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Steve Pierce <tzpthgzzkavzajh@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:46 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: pierce@zanemac.com <Steve Pierce>
Message:
We need more housing at ALL price points.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Steve Pierce
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jim Fox <oftovluvgvnohza@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:45 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: jimafox@pacbell.net <Jim Fox>
Message:
Support affordable housing - this location already has affordable housing, so expanding that site would have
minimal impact and maximal positive effect.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Jim Fox
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gary Fine <fpxwvgsnauhhevf@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:45 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: gary-fine@pacbell.net <Gary Fine>
Message:
This is such a clear winner. Nr transit. Already a success.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Gary Fine
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Urs Hoelzle <uczbulqeqfxaqsa@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 9:43 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: urs.hoelzle@gmail.com <Urs Hoelzle>
Message:
We need more affordable housing!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Urs Hoelzle

17

City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/24/2016 2:14 PM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Diane Rolfe <lcwjsvyhdxtxtce@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 2:10 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: onedianerolfe@comcast.net <Diane Rolfe>
Message:
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Diane Rolfe
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Annette Isaacson <yaosivgslttuxxl@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 1:50 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: annetteisaacson@comcast.net <Annette Isaacson>
Message:
We can't let young people and young families be priced out of Palo Alto. We don't want to become an enclave
of old people, living in very expensive houses.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Annette Isaacson
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Marc Grinberg <crhukpyrptgvyyc@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 1:32 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: marcgrinberg@gmail.com <Marc Grinberg>
Message:
I was born and raised in Palo Alto and recently moved back for graduate school. I would love to stay in the area
to be near my parents as they get older -- but that is not possible given current housing prices. This is a policy
issue, not an economic issue. Of course, people want to live here, which drives up demand. But you -- as city
officials -- get to decide the supply that is available. I urge you to create more affordable housing for the people
that make this such an amazing place in which to live.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Marc Grinberg
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carol Danaher <bqqzwkuvuohexnk@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 1:27 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: cldanaher@gmail.com <Carol Danaher>
Message:
It is imperative that Palo Alto address both affordable housing and transportation access. There is no reason
why Palo Alto should make decisions without study!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Carol Danaher
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dwight Clark <vmowddxylyuuiul@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 1:09 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: dwightcla@gmail.com <Dwight Clark>
Message:
Cal Park is "in my backyard" (just two blocks away) and I'm all for it!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Dwight Clark
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda Lopez Otero <hrvmcpgmyulqosd@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 12:21 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: pasionaria@gmail.com <Linda Lopez Otero>
Message:
more affordable housing is an absolute necessity in Palo Alto. Let's work together with PAHC to build units for
low and medium income individuals and families. Thank you!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Linda Lopez Otero
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Donald Guinn <xwajwusxcllvnek@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 12:09 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: bbjguinn@gmail.com <Donald Guinn>
Message:
Sr. Persons need to have better housing. It is better for the all. Kids also need this.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Donald Guinn
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Vija Lusebrink <aokpgszzaiotayd@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 12:04 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: vblusebrink@gmail.com <Vija Lusebrink>
Message:
My granddaughter is on the autistic spectrum and people like her need all the support you can give with your
decisions about affordable housing. Thank you! Vija Lusebrink
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Vija Lusebrink
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mark McBride <mark.mcbride@gmail.com>
Monday, October 24, 2016 11:58 AM
Council, City
California Park Expansion

As a resident of Evergreen Park I wanted to lend my support to the exploration of expanding the California Park
complex. While I suspect you'll get the usual objections to its impact on traffic, parking, and neighborhood
character, this is a site that is ideally situated for more density. It's an ideal location to rely on public transit,
walking and biking for most transport. It's in a highly walkable neighborhood that minimizes trips. It provides a
path to provide local housing for local employees, strengthening the local community. Evergreen Park already
has traffic abatement in place to discourage drive through traffic, and the RPP rollout should at least partially
address parking concerns. If we can't expand housing at this location I'm concerned about our ability to expand
housing anywhere.
---Mark McBride
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Steven Baker <tyigvtmbyjqmplq@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 11:31 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: steven.baker@gmail.com <Steven Baker>
Message:
I support maximizing additional housing along the cal ave corridor. I live 4 blocks aways and would LOVE a
more vibrant second downtown in palo alto.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Steven Baker
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Alejandro Garcia Del Bosque <gpndhwkyqcuuyhq@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 11:19 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: alejandro@garciadelbosque.com <Alejandro Garcia Del Bosque>
Message:
I support affordable housing initiatives in Palo Alto. I think housing is one of the biggest issues of our city and
the council has done a poor job (mostly neglecting) in trying to solve the issue.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Alejandro Garcia Del Bosque
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Betsy Bechtel <fvwykbewutxptvo@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 11:19 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: betsybechtel@gmail.com <Betsy Bechtel>
Message:
This is a perfect location for more affordable housing--next door to Caltrain station and across the street from a
grocery store!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Betsy Bechtel
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lorrie Castellano <ukhgtqnibgeqovm@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:51 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: castellanolorrie@gmail.com <Lorrie Castellano>
Message:
This is a very important issue. we need more affordable housing, especially near public transportation. It solves
housing and traffic problems. Please give it your attention and study it! As a long time Palo Alto resident, I
thank you, Lorrie Castellano 1320 Byron St. Palo Alto 94301
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Lorrie Castellano
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ellen Smith <ubnohpkdnhccgsp@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:39 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: ef44smith@gmail.com <Ellen Smith>
Message:
I especially appreciate that this plan includes housing for people with disabilities.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Ellen Smith
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Darryl Fenwick <cybnzsfbdbtzojj@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 2:18 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: fenwickdh@yahoo.com <Darryl Fenwick>
Message:
A well-rounded solution to the affordability crisis in the bay area included an expansion of housing. This spot,
located near mass transit stops, El Camino, and Page Mill Rd/Oregon Expressway seems like an excellent place
to add new housing units. I encourage the members of the council to support more housing when and where it is
appropriate. This seems to fit the bill!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Darryl Fenwick
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mike Anderson <fzcjaclrjkwczvb@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 2:54 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: andman817@yahoo.com <Mike Anderson>
Message:
We need affordable housing!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Mike Anderson
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Patrick Slattery <patslattery@sbcglobal.net>
Monday, October 24, 2016 3:11 PM
Council, City
Rentals Without Cars

Dear Mayor Burt, and City Council Members,
Palo Alto Housing provides an excellent way to provide below market rate housing. Cal Park and Colorado Park seem like nice places to live. Cal Park fits
nicely into the neighborhood. It would be great if you could go forward with more projects with Palo Alto Housing.
Traffic and Parking are serious problems. They are more than mere inconveniences, they adversely effect the climate as well as mental and physical health. It
may well be that sometime in the future there will be cleaner and fewer cars, but we are living here right now. El Camino and Pagemill, they say, is the worst
intersection in the area.
Projects going back at least to the early 90s promise not to contribute to parking and traffic problems. The streets haven’t shrunk.
During commute hours, the intersection of Park Blvd and California Ave (including Molly Stone’s driveway) is a crazy mixture of pedestrians, bicycles, cars
and trucks going every which way. Forty or fifty more families living there couldn’t make it much worse than it already is, I suppose.
Can anybody really guarantee that the tenants of their apartments will not have cars. Is there a legal way to do that, and is there a practical way to enforce it?
If there is, then go for doubling the size of Cal Park and build the proposed building on the old VTA lot if not, hold on!

With best regards,

Patrick Slattery
patslattery@sbcglobal.net
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Huber <rjpgtdgwsfacthc@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 3:18 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: davhuber98@yahoo.com <David Huber>
Message:
Having been raised in Palo Alto and recently returned as a homeowner, I have observed the long arc of our
housing crisis. More housing is desperately needed, and this site sounds ideal to serve those most in need.
Please consider the requested study. Best regards, ---David Huber
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

David Huber
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dena Mossar <syvofobyjkevlqc@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 4:14 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: dmossar@yahoo.com <Dena Mossar>
Message:
A perfect opportunity to increase our stock of affordable housing!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Dena Mossar
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Paul Goldstein <vedgioqnlxbdldw@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 4:21 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: marmot@stanford.edu <Paul Goldstein>
Message:
It is very important to me that we keep some economic diversity in the residents of Palo Alto.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Paul Goldstein
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
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Keith Bennett <pagroundwater@luxsci.net>
Thursday, October 20, 2016 5:36 AM
Sartor, Mike; Bobel, Phil
peter@tuolumne.org; Bob Wenzlau; Stepheny McGraw; Council, City; Esther Nigenda;
ritavrhel@sbcglobal.net; pagroundwater@luxsci.net
Increasing voter support for the Storm Water Management Ballot Measure
Storm_Drain_Fee_Response_Save_Palo_Altos_Groundwater.pdf;
PW_Response_to_Esther_DOC101316-10132016151934.pdf

To: Mike Sartor, Director of Public Works
cc: Council Members, Phil Bobel
Save Palo Alto's Groundwater would like to actively support the Storm Water Management Ballot measure, and from
your letter of October 6 (attached), we understand that the City may be able to impose a fee for point discharge users of
the storm drains, which of course we welcome.
Please see our detailed response to your letter.
I would like to highlight some points of the letter:
1. Fifty‐six percent (56%) of proposed FY 2018 Storm Water Management budget is for operating costs, notably including
costs for water quality management, maintenance, etc. This costs are independent of capacity‐improvement projects
and are incurred year around.
2. Significant rainfall can and does occur during the currently permitted "pumping" season, 4/1 ‐ 10/31, as evidence by
the rains last week.
3. In 2016, the amount of water discharged into the storm drains from construction dewatering from 8 residential and 1
commercial property is approximately 75% of the TOTAL amount of water discharged by ALL 16,000+
R‐1 residential properties for a normal rain year. In 2015, there were
14 properties with construction dewatering and most properties pumped for (much) longer than the 70 ‐ 80 days
typically used this year.
Therefore, the total usage in 2015 was likely much greater. Moreover, property development trends in Palo Alto suggest
that basement construction will increase in coming years, and 20 ‐ 25 basements / year or more in high groundwater
areas within a decade. The current path is simply unsustainable.
As some voters feel that it is extremely unfair to be asked to extend a fee for a service when the largest users are being
asked not contribute their fair share, and therefore will not vote for the measure. However, we expect that they would
support this measure if, prior to the vote, Council enacts ordinances that eliminate or very significantly reduce the use of
the storm drains for disposal of construction dewatering, or alternatively impose a meaningful fee for use of the storm
drains by point‐discharge sources.
We encourage Council to take action promptly, in time to gain additional support for the Storm Water Management
Ballot Measure.
‐‐
Keith Bennett
http://savepaloaltosgroundwater.org
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Save Palo Alto’s Groundwater
October 19, 2016
J. Michael Sartor
Director, Public Works
City of Palo Alto
250 Hamilton Ave.
Palo Alto, CA. 94301
Dear Mr. Sartor:
Phil Bobel kindly copied Save Palo Alto’s Groundwater on your response of October 6 to Esther Nigenda
regarding our group’s comments on the storm water management ballot measure. This letter
summarizes the current position of Save Palo Alto’s Groundwater on this important issue. Our primary
concern is groundwater preservation, in particular eliminating the waste of groundwater due to
underground construction dewatering. As Esther summarized well in her personal response to your
letter, groundwater is important for a wide variety of reasons. Palo Alto is a currently a City that
considers our food waste a resource while our groundwater is managed as waste. Our objective is for
Palo Alto to manage our groundwater as a limited and valuable resource.
We hope that Public Works will take a leadership role in developing ordinances and policies that meet
the above objective.
1. Save Palo Alto’s Groundwater desires to actively support the Storm Water Management
Measure. Some of our active participants remember the heavy rains of 1998 and were
impacted by them, including both Esther and myself. We clearly understand the need for
improving storm water management in Palo Alto, as well as the important roles of our soils and
aquifers for both storm water management and prevention of salt water intrusion. Indeed, it is
freshwater flows through the soils that prevent saltwater intrusions into our aquifer. Shunting
this flow to the storm drains, for example by dewatering, reduces the flows that are important
to maintaining our aquifer water quality. We support the Green Infrastructure Initiatives, which,
while reducing the load on the storm drains, also provide increased groundwater recharge.
2. We have pointed out repeatedly during the past year that disposal of groundwater pumped for
construction dewatering is a major use of the storm drains. The measurements for groundwater
extraction for 2016 are yet incomplete, however, the total for this year will be surely be well
over 200 million gallons from 8 residential properties (in 2015, 14 sites were dewatered). To
put this in perspective, slightly over 200 million gallons is the same as the TOTAL ANNUAL storm
drain load from our streets or about ¾ of the load from 16,000 equivalent residential units for a
normal 12”precipitation year. Yet point-discharge users do not pay any significant fees for the
depreciation, operation or maintenance of the storm drains to compensate for their heavy use
of a public resource. The “Base Component,” of the proposed Storm Water Management Fee,
includes expenses for floodplain management, engineering, storm drain water quality

protection, storm drain system maintenance, emergency response and administrative support.
These costs are incurred year-around and comprise 56% of the recommended FY2018 budget.
Furthermore, as storms last weekend made clear, significant rains can and do occur during the
permitted “pumping” season.
3. We are pleased to know that the City believes that it may be possible to charge a fee for using
the storm drains, and will share this information with our members. However, our perception is
that voters will greet such promises with a great deal of skepticism – there are no specifics for
the proposed amount of the fee, but more importantly, imposition of any fees will require
Council approval, which is neither assured nor predictable. Fundamentally, we do not intend (or
desire) underground construction dewatering to become a major “revenue” source for the
storm water management fund, and would prefer that construction proceed without
discharging storm water to the storm drains at all. However, under current construction
regulations, we feel that it is only fair that such large users of a community resource either pay
their fair share, or alternatively, use methods that don’t require use of the resource.
4. Save Palo Alto’s Groundwater is prepared to actively campaign for and support the Storm
Water Management Ballot Measure when either or both (a) and (b) are enacted:
a. A meaningful and fair fee for point-discharge use of the storm drains , and / or
b. A strong ordinance on construction dewatering. Our suggestions for the ordinance:
i. The ordinance should be based upon “quantitative and measurable objectives”
and allow applicants reasonable freedom on the approach that they choose to
meet the objectives. A major benefit of this approach is that enforcement is
simple, reliable and relatively inexpensive. This approach does not rely on
unproven and unaccountable “consultants” or “expert” analyses.
ii. The primary objectives should be:
1. Measured water table pull down at the property lines closest to the
pumps of no greater than 18 inches (this is determined primarily by the
pumping rate and distance to the property line), and the
2. Maximum amount of groundwater removed from the aquifer for
construction is required to be less than 200 gallons per square foot of
the lot. Assuming a lot size of 10,000 square feet and 20 projects / year,
this metric would limit total groundwater extraction for underground
construction to 40 million gallons (about 120 acre-feet) annually.
iii. Preferably, the ordinance should prohibit use of the storm drains for
construction dewatering discharge and instead require percolation recharge and
possibly use of the water at the applicant’s expense. If necessary to reduce
flows to a level that avoids storm drain use, construction methods, such as
cutoff walls and optimized system design that significantly reduce the water
pumped should be both permitted and used. Such methods have been
previously used for residential properties in Palo Alto and neighboring cities,
including on-site percolation to manage discharged water.
c. If storm drains are not used, it may be possible to remove the restriction on the
pumping “season.”

d. We are convinced that underground construction is possible without requiring use of
storm drains.
Thank you for including our group in your planning.
With best regards,

Keith Bennett, Ph.D.
For Save Palo Alto’s Groundwater
cc: Phil Bobel
City Council (all members)
Stormwater Management Committee Members: Peter Drekmeier, Bob Wenzel, Stephany McGraw
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Minor, Beth
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 3:13 PM
Council, City
French, Amy
FW: Professorville Historic Design Guidelines

Hi,
Please see below from Rob Steinberg to Amy French.
Thanks,
B‐
Beth D. Minor | City Clerk | City of Palo Alto
250 Hamilton Avenue| Palo Alto, CA 94301
T: 650‐ 329‐2379 E: beth.minor@cityofpaloalto.org

City Clerks Rock and Rule
From: French, Amy
Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2016 12:57 PM
To: Minor, Beth
Cc: Lait, Jonathan; Rob Steinberg; Gitelman, Hillary
Subject: FW: Professorville Historic Design Guidelines

Beth, please forward these comments from Rob Steinberg to the City Council. Thank you!
From: Rob Steinberg [mailto:rsteinberg@steinberg.us.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2016 12:23 PM
To: French, Amy
Subject: Professorville Historic Design Guidelines
I unfortunately am unable to attend the Monday night City Council Public Hearing regarding the “Guidelines”. However, as
a participant in the development of the recommendations and as a 35 year resident of Professorville, I would like to share
a few comments with the Council.
I believe that City staff and the Consultant have done a good job in preparing the recommendations before you this
evening. Many of the key issues that have recently resulted in less than ideal results in Professorville, are being
adequately addressed in the recommendations. For example, the concept of shuffling buildings to different locations on a
site are now being identified as an unacceptable practice. I believe the general principals regarding additions to existing
buildings is also thoughtful and appropriate.
My major concern is if these guidelines will have any teeth to them? Excellent guidelines that are only a suggestion to
applicants will not be effective. I urge the Council to adopt the guidelines, but equally important, is to make sure that
applicants MUST COMPLY with the spirit and the detail of the information provided, not simply be urged to consider
these as recommendations.
1
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Several recent approvals and implementations are not helping to preserve the unique and special character of
Professorville. Please make sure that the proposed guidelines have explicit, strong, enforceable city commitment to
making these mandatory requirements for changes proposed in the Professorville neighborhood.
Thank you in advance for your consideration.
Rob Steinberg FAIA
Chairman | STEINBERG
d. 415.683.2633 m. 415.987.0699

2

COUNCIL MEETING
10/24/2016
✔

Item 10: Professorville Guidelines comments

Received Before Meeting

10

Councilmember Holman

The Professorville National Register District is the “formal recognition that the neighborhood
is one of the most significant places in the context of Palo Alto’s historic development.”
So the importance of the proposed Guidelines cannot be overstated from a development and
historical perspective. There are two other residential National Register Districts in Palo Alto
and much interest in developing Eichler Overlay (preservation) Districts. All of these efforts
were initiated by residents who value the visual and historic character of their
neighborhoods. And they rely on the City to administer the preservation of their
neighborhoods according to existing City ordinances and, in the case of Professorville,
application of the Secretary of the Interior Standards and CEQA. The Secretary‘s Standards
were adopted by the City several years ago as the standard by which the HRB and City will
review applications subject to historic review.
After reviewing the Guidelines on several occasions, having conversations with City Staff,
including at HRB meetings on this topic, and based on my relatively extensive background in
historic preservation including a number of CEQA and CA Preservation Foundation trainings,
I offer the following comments:
The proposed Guidelines, while improved by the amendments included as Attachment B in
the staff report, do not address significant issues occurring in Professorville nor do they lay
out some of the basic criteria that are primary to such a document.
• The required standards for review in Professorville are the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards, included in the Guidelines, not just a reliance on compatibility as is
referenced repeatedly in the Guidelines.
• The Standards are used nationwide to provide guidance on project review and
approval while allowing for contemporary use.
• The Guidelines do not address how to avoid demolition and reconstruction of even
major homes in the District as has occurred over the last while: several homes have
been demolished and have not been subject to CEQA because the City is allowing
contractors to dismantle homes and rebuild them sequentially. So, as is referenced in a
letter from the public, Professorville is now home to a number of “replica” homes. All one
has to do is walk through the District to see this occurring. Little to nothing original
remains on those sites. So the history, the fabric is gone. I know of no other community
subject to CEQA that allows such actions. Surely this is not what the applicants for the
National Register designation anticipated.
• What is being proposed by having different review standards for properties dating from
the early days of Professorville than those built after 1940 is something I have never
encountered and question the premise. Using as an example Eichler National Register
Districts, those properties are built post 1940 and yet they have the same historic status
as an 1890 Victorian in Professorville. The Guidelines referencing Early Professorville
should apply equally to the later period of development.

• The Guidelines do not address the matter of District Contributors and NonContributors, the basis for much consternation previously without clear criteria and the
basis, along with new building design, for this Staff project going forward.
• Previously, the community committee recommended making single story projects in
Professorville subject to Individual Review. That was also brought forward by staff in
public meetings. It is not referenced in the Guidelines of otherwise.
• There is no reference to the Incentives to in City Code to promote preservation of
historic structures.
• There is no reference to the State Historic Building Code which promotes alternative
methods in achieving building code compliance.
• The Guidelines do not address the fact that there are some post 1940 buildings
scattered in amongst the Earliest Professorville development.
• The Guidelines do not indicate how feasibility (repair, restoration) will be determined.
• The Guidelines do not list color as an important characteristic in the District even
though it is a consistent factor.
• Windows: While the language on page 59, 3.2.1 is clear on the importance of windows
as character – defining features, it is not clear how that is distinguished from recent
street - facing window replacements that have been permitted and that, from this
observer’s perspective, stand out as replacements due to lack of window detailing and
the kind of glass that is used. This is a common observation in Professorville.
• Garages: Page 73, 4.1.1 having to do with garages: Some properties do not currently
have garages and the addition of them on small lots would have a significant impact on
the neighborhood context.
• Additions: 4.1.2 New additions: the middle example is much larger and taller than the
original structure, something that I have always understood is not consistent with the
Standards. The use on connectors (hyphens) is recommended to separate the addition
and reduce the impact.
• Subdivision: The notion of lot subdivision in Professorville in questionably consistent
with the Secretary’s Standards given that setting, setbacks, landscaping are all
important to properties in the District.
While I believe there are a number of aspects of the Guidelines that offer good
guidance, there seems to be a foundational premise that brings forward significant gaps
and inconsistencies with the Standards as I know them.
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Jean McCown <jmccown@stanford.edu>
Friday, October 21, 2016 6:17 PM
Council, City; Keith, Claudia; Keene, James; Gitelman, Hillary; Alaee, Khashayar
Lucy W. Wicks; Tiffany Griego; Jean McCown; Whitney McNair
Re: Item #13 on October 24, 2016 City Council Agenda
2016 PA tax Subcommittee ltr _ Stanford.pdf

Dear City Council Members and City Staff:
Attached is a letter concerning your Monday Agenda Item regarding the stakeholder committee
process.
Regards,
Jean McCown
Jean K. McCown
Associate Vice President
Government and Community Relations
Stanford University
450 Serra Mall Building 170
Stanford CA 94305
(650) 725-3329

1

October 20, 2016

Mayor Pat Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and Members of the City Council
City of Palo Alto
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301
Re:
Stakeholder Committee Formation and Process for Potential Local Transportation
Tax (City Council Agenda Item #13, October 24, 2016)
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and Members of the City Council:
Stanford University appreciates that the Council is considering including Stanford University
representation on the Stakeholder Committee to advise the Council regarding a potential local tax
to raise funds for transportation programs and projects.
Stanford supports the formation of a stakeholder committee as it is appropriate and appreciated
that those who will be subject to this tax are being invited to engage in early discussions regarding
transportation needs and funding possibilities.
The University is open to sharing our knowledge and experiences in managing our own
transportation demand management programs, and we are happy to contribute to the dialogue
about creative solutions to reducing traffic impacts within Palo Alto and throughout the region.
We look forward to supporting the process and future details regarding our interest in the
subcommittee. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Jean McCown
Associate Vice President, Government and Community Relations

Office of Public Affairs
Government and Community Relations
Building 170, First Floor, Stanford, CA 94305-2040 • T 650.725.3320 • F 650.725.3577
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Lew, Michele <MLew@stanfordhealthcare.org>
Friday, October 21, 2016 3:19 PM
Council, City
Agenda Item #13 re: stakeholder committee
102116 City of PA ltr.pdf

Attached please find a letter from Stanford Health Care in support of formation of a stakeholder committee to
advise on a potential local tax to raise funds for transportation projects. Thank you for your consideration.
Respectfully submitted,
Michele Lew
Local Government & Community Relations Director
Stanford Health Care
Location: 1510 Page Mill Road, Palo Alto, CA 94304
Mail: 300 Pasteur Drive, MC 5547 • Stanford, CA 94305
O: 650.498.4639 C: 650.206.3410 F: 650.497.6983
mlew@stanfordhealthcare.org

Confidential Information: This communication and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information for the use by the designated
recipient(s) named above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this communication in error and that any
review, disclosure, dissemination, distribution or copying of it or the attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please contact me and destroy all copies of the communication and attachments. Thank you.

1
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Tiffany Griego <tgriego@stanford.edu>
Friday, October 21, 2016 11:07 AM
Council, City
Lucy W. Wicks; Jean McCown
Item #13 on October 24, 2016 City Council Agenda
2016-10-19__Letter Re Stakeholder Formation Process__Stanford -CPA.pdf

Dear Members of City Council,
Please find enclosed a letter on behalf of Stanford Research Park regarding Item #13 on the upcoming October 24, 2016
City Council Agenda.
Thank you,
Tiffany
Tiffany Griego
Managing Director, Asset Management
Stanford Real Estate
Direct: (650) 724‐4787
tgriego@stanford.edu
www.StanfordResearchPark.com
Take advantage of our transportation programs:
www.SRPgo.com, a service of Stanford Research Park
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October 21, 2016

Mr. James Keene
City Manger
City of Palo Alto
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301
Re:

Stakeholder Formation Process for Tax on Business (Item #13)

Dear Mr. Keene,
With respect to the potential local tax to raise funds for transportation programs and projects (Item
#13 on the October 24, 2016 agenda), Stanford Research Park supports the formation of a
stakeholder committee. We and many of the SRP employers that are members of the Stanford
Research Park Transportation Management Association (SRP TMA) would appreciate being
invited to serve on the committee. We believe we can share our knowledge and experience in
managing our own TMA, which has launched a series of transportation demand management
programs, and we are able to contribute to the dialogue about creative solutions to reducing traffic
impacts in Stanford Research Park, Palo Alto and throughout the region. Finally, we support the
idea that those upon whom the tax may be levied must be engaged in the process as stakeholders.
We look forward to hearing from you. Please do not hesitate to contact us know if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

Tiffany Griego
Managing Director, Asset Management
Stanford Research Park

Jamie Jarvis
Transportation Demand Manager
Stanford Research Park

Stanford Research Park · 3160 Porter Drive, Suite 200 · Palo Alto, CA 94304
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Carnahan, David
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:24 AM
Council, City
FW: PARC Comments on Stakeholder Formation Process for Transportation Solutions
2016-10-21 PARC Comments on Stakeholder Formation Process for Potential
Transportation Tax.pdf

Council Members,
Find correspondence attached relating to formation of a tax advisory committee on tonight’s agenda received from the
Palo Alto Research Center (PARC).
David Carnahan, Deputy City Clerk, MPA
O: 650‐329‐2267 | E: david.carnahan@cityofpaloalto.org
From: Karen.Bouvier@parc.com [mailto:Karen.Bouvier@parc.com]
Sent: Friday, October 21, 2016 5:21 PM
To: City Mgr
Cc: Kevin.Mohr@parc.com; Anna.Enerio@parc.com
Subject: PARC Comments on Stakeholder Formation Process for Transportation Solutions

Dear Mr. Keene:
The attached letter contains PARC’s comments supporting the formation of a stakeholder committee to discuss and
evaluate a potential tax to raise funds for transportation programs (City Council meeting on October 24, Item #13).
We appreciate your consideration and look forward to continued participation in the discussion about solutions to
remedy traffic congestion in Palo Alto.
Best regards,
Karen Bouvier

Karen B Bouvier, CSP
Manager, EHS and Quality
Palo Alto Research Center
3333 Coyote Hill Road, Palo Alto, CA 94304
Desk 650‐812‐4223, Cell 650‐924‐0753
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jonathan <jseder@gmail.com>
Saturday, October 22, 2016 9:56 AM
Mello, Joshuah; Council, City
Another crash at Everett/Middlefield

Around 7:30pm on Thursday evening October 20, a Toyota Corolla proceeding along Middlefield collided with
a Honda CRV attempting to cross Middlefield at Everett. The Honda driver was an East Bay resident and was
cutting through downtown North, directed by Waze. He told me that he thought it was a four-way stop. I added
a photo of the wrecked cars to the album at https://lpl8.com/EverettMiddlefield/index.html
Contractors working at that corner told me they'd seen at least ten daytime crashes during the seven months
they've been there; unfortunately they did not take any photographs. They suggested that the white lines painted
across Middlefield falsely cue drivers that there is a four-way stop at the intersection. Here are photos showing
these lines:
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Their purpose is not obvious. I suggest that they do not conform to the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Devices and should be removed.
I would also like to repeat my suggestion that the right-turn only restriction from Everett be made full-time (24
hours/day), and better communicated by means of small islands that block straight/left, with accompanying
small curb realignments.
Thank you - Jonathan Seder, 270 Fulton Street

2

City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/26/2016 11:05 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Alice <alices@earthlink.net>
Wednesday, October 26, 2016 10:29 AM
Council, City
Comment on proposal to outsource Palo Alto Animal Services

Palo Alto City Council
City of Palo Alto
Palo Alto, CA 94301
Dear Mayor Burt and City Council Members,
I am writing to express my concern about the proposal to outsource PA Animal Services to Pets in
Need.
I feel Pets in Need is a worthy organization however I echo concerns about selective spay and
neuter, the issue of surrenders and lesser experience with other species that the current staff and
volunteers have. Additionally, after spending time researching his background I have real concerns
about its current director, Al Mollica with respect to time spent in his past positions.
As personable as he is, Mr. Mollica’s resume is alarmingly thin in the area of animal services. His
tenure in his previous job at the Delaware SPCA was extremely short. There are a number of local
Delaware articles that you may or may not have seen about Mr. Mollica’s time as director of the
Delaware SPCA for what appears to have been little more than a year.
While I don’t know the circumstances surrounding the departure from his position in Delaware,
(something that I hope council members are privy to) I am concerned that this may not be someone
who sees difficult situations through nor does he appear to be someone whose primary concern is
that of the welfare of animals. Mr. Mollica’s own bio indicates that he was involved in the Boys and
Girls Club of Philadelphia from 2008 to 2013 and prior to that ran his own consulting company. I see
no evidence of any involvement with animal shelters prior to his year-long position with Delaware
SPCA. Linkedin lists fundraising as his primary experience, which, while it may be appealing to the
Council, is unrelated to whether or not Mr. Mollica would have a long-term commitment to his current
position.
In addition to Mr. Mollica’s short time with the Delaware SPCA, below is an excerpt from the
Wilmington News Journal that may or may not be of concern.
The city of Wilmington, meanwhile, was to have taken over animal control duties from the Delaware SPCA on July
1, 2013, but at the last minute persuaded the Delaware SPCA to remain on the job for another six months. Delaware SPCA
executive director Al Mollica told Andrew Staub of the Wilmington News Journal that the charity would lose money on the
deal. Mollica told Staub that the Delaware SPCA could house 80 to 90 dogs at a time, and that more than 90% of the dogs
filling that space were pit bulls impounded from Wilmington, who would remain at the shelter for an average of 75 to 80
days, at average cost of about $1,200 apiece.

As a Los Altos Hills resident I am aware that the Town has a minority stake in the future of Palo Alto
Animal Services but it is of importance to us as well. Whether or not the PAAS staff and volunteers
1
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are experienced speakers, there is no more difficult job that I can think of than those who care for
animals at risk and I both feel for and admire those who have spoken before the Council.
While I understand their jobs are not at risk, as a deer rescue team volunteer in Santa Clara County, I
have worked with or been in contact with each of the four PAAS Animal Control officers during the
past several years. A more experienced, intelligent group I cannot imagine and I hope the Council
considers their input, above all.
During a previous council meeting one council member made a short comment about the concern of
being penny-wise and pound-foolish which was exactly what was running through my mind when he
made that comment. I am deeply concerned that the value that the PAAS staff and volunteers bring
to the community is being seriously underestimated. I hope you will reconsider the plan to outsource
PAAS to Pets in Need.
Sincerely,
Alice Sakamoto

2
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Jeff Hoel <jeff_hoel@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 4:09 PM
ConnectedCity
Hoel, Jeff; Council, City; UAC
COMMENTS -- History of the City of Palo Alto Dark Fiber Optic Backbone Network

CAC members,
On 10‐14‐16, Todd Henderson sent the CAC committee a message that included an attachment about a "brief history of
fiber in Palo Alto." (As far as I know, it's not online, but maybe it should be.)
Please see my comments (below the "###" line).
Thanks.

Jeff
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
Jeff Hoel
731 Colorado Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94303
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
######################################################################
> Utilities Department Version:1.0
Footer:
> Fiber‐to‐Fiber Premises and Wireless Communication Initiative Page 1
> of 5 Date Last Updated 10/11/2016
End footer. (I won't repeat the footer after every page.)
> HISTORY OF THE CITY OF PALO ALTO DARK FIBER OPTIC BACKBONE NETWORK
The title is misleading. It is ‐‐ or should be ‐‐ a history of Palo Alto's fiber optic utility, not just its dark fiber optic
backbone network.
> FIBER‐TO‐THE‐PREMISES AND WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS INITIATIVES
In my opinion, wireless should not be part of the fiber optic utility.
> Executive Summary
>
> This document is intended to provide a summary of the highlights of
> the City’s dark fiber optic backbone network, in addition to various
1
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> initiatives to expand the network for citywide fiber‐to‐the‐premises
> and wireless services. Staff makes no representation regarding the
> completeness, accuracy or timeliness of any information and data
> contained in this document. It is only meant to inform the reader who
> wants to understand the history of the City’s network since it was
> conceived in the mid‐1990s.
This is a very strange caveat. If the document is not accurate, how can it inform?
> City of Palo Alto Dark Fiber Optic Backbone Network
>
> The dark fiber optic backbone network ("fiber network") was originally
> conceived by the City in the mid‐1990s and is maintained and operated
> by City of Palo Alto Utilities ("CPAU"). The City’s initial
> telecommunications strategy was to build a dark fiber ring
As you can see from a map (January 2013) of the City's dark fiber network, it's not really a "ring." See page 45 here:
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/42930
For some ‐‐ but not all ‐‐ pairs of connection points in the network, there are multiple paths connecting them. But the
shortest path might be a lot shorter, and therefore less expensive, than other paths.
> around Palo Alto that would be "capable of supporting multiple network
> developers and/or service providers with significant growth
> potential."
Where does this quote come from? The earliest instance I could find on the City's website is from the FY 2013 Adopted
Operating Budget (page 292).
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/30338
(Google "site:cityofpaloalto.org 'significant growth potential' dark fiber" 8 hits.) In other words, it apparently didn't
come from the City's dark fiber "founding fathers" in the mid‐1990s.
By the way, what's supposed to have the "significant growth potential" ‐‐ the City's network or its customers?
This 05‐18‐04 staff report
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/cmrs/3306.pdf
cites a 08‐05‐96 staff report, saying, "The City of Palo Alto established the dark fiber‐optic system in 1996 (CMR:361:96)
'as an extension of the City’s long‐standing policy of providing utilities infrastructure for the citizens and businesses of
Palo Alto,' and 'for accelerating the pace at which high‐quality, low‐cost, advanced telecommunications services are
delivered throughout Palo Alto while limiting any negative impacts on Palo Alto’s physical environment.'" In other
words, in 1996, the City was more concerned about serving citizens and businesses than about significant growth
potential per se.
> In the mid‐1990s, most investor‐owned and public utilities invested in
> fiber optics to improve command and control of their utility
> infrastructure. Many of these networks typically had excess capacity
> that could be licensed or leased to third parties.
This didn't say what was true of Palo Alto's dark fiber network. I believe that it was designed from the beginning to have
strands for leasing to customers. In other words, I don't think the idea of leasing strands to customers came about as
the result of an accidental "excess capacity."
2
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> The first phase of the fiber backbone construction occurred in
> 1996‐1997. The initial portions of the network were constructed in a
> backbone ring architecture in existing utility rights‐of‐way.
> The fiber backbone was routed to pass and provide access to key City
> facilities and offices. The majority of the City’s business parks
> (e.g. Stanford Research Park) and commercial properties are also
> passed by the fiber backbone.
In the fiber‐to‐the‐premises (FTTP) context, to "pass" a premises means to provide a connection point close enough to
the premises that it could be connected as a matter of routine. The City's dark fiber network doesn't "pass" anything in
this sense. To connect a dark fiber customer, the City in general has to do a one‐of‐a‐kind engineering analysis just to
see how much it will cost the customer, and the connection might be several blocks long.
> The original fiber backbone consisted of 33 route miles
On 08‐05‐96, when Council voted (on a motion made by Simitian and seconded by Kniss) to approve construction of the
dark fiber network, it was said to be a 15‐mile network.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/citycouncil‐archive/1996/19960805.html
(Sorry, I couldn't find the staff report (CMR:361:96) online.)
A 12‐19‐97 article says it was 24 miles.
http://www.paloaltoonline.com/weekly/morgue/news/1997_Dec_19.LOOP.html
A 06‐01‐99 article says it was 29 miles.
http://www.lightwaveonline.com/articles/print/volume‐16/issue‐7/news/ftth‐trial‐approved‐in‐palo‐alto‐
53488752.html
> with 144 or more strands of single‐mode fiber along most routes. Since the late 1990s, the fiber backbone has been
expanded to approximately 49 route miles of mostly 144‐ or 288‐count single‐mode fiber.
These items (from 2007 and 2016) say it's 31 miles.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=57&TargetID=10
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/visiting/about_palo_alto.asp
In January 2008, a City Auditor report said the dark fiber backbone was 40.6 miles (and that there were also 39.5 miles
of service connection fiber).
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/10358
This 02‐23‐10 press release says it's both 41 miles and 41+ miles.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civica/press/display.asp?layout=1&Entry=535
On 06‐01‐11, UAC considered this staff report,
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/27421
which said it's 41 miles, and suggested adding another 6.8 miles. But since UAC's agenda listed this item as a
"discussion" item,
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/27423
UAC could take no action. And the minutes seem to indicate that extending the dark fiber network backbone wasn't
even discussed.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/41419
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On 11‐15‐11, the Finance Committee discussed a similar item, and took some actions, but not with respect to extending
the dark fiber backbone.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/32516
> Fiber network construction was financed internally by the Electric
> Enterprise Fund through a 20‐year, $2 million loan at a 0% interest
> rate. These funds were used to construct the network and to cover
> operating expenses. At the end of Fiscal Year 2008, the fiber optics
> business completed the loan repayment to the Electric Enterprise Fund
> for all capital and operating expenses from the beginning of the
> project. A separate Fiber Optics Enterprise Fund, capable of
> maintaining its own capital and operating budgets and financial
> operating reserve, was also created. In Fiscal Year 2009, a Fiber
> Optics Enterprise Fund Rate Stabilization Reserve (RSR) was
> established.
>
> The fiber network was built in part in response to telecommunications
> service providers such as emerging Competitive Local Exchange Carriers
> (CLECs) that would use available dark fiber to provide various telecom
> services.
Did any CLECs actually say they would use the City's dark fiber? Or was it just hoped that they would?
> In the mid‐1990s, there was a high demand for fiber transport
> facilities to support the expansion of bandwidth‐intensive broadband
> services.
>
> By the late 1990s, many CLECs left the market either through mergers
> with other CLECs or bankruptcy; the so‐called "dot com bust" also
> occurred at roughly the same time. As a result, the anticipated demand
> for dark fiber in the original target market proved to be somewhat
> limited. By the late 1990s there was a glut of available dark fiber in
> many areas of the country. Nonetheless, it was evident that a fiber
> network would be a valuable asset for command and control of City of
> Palo Alto Utilities (CPAU) facilities (e.g.
> electric substations) and other critical City infrastructure such as
> traffic
‐‐‐ page 2 ‐‐‐
> signals. The network would also support a wide range of broadband
> voice, data and video applications for City departments, in addition
> to various commercial users, telecommunications service providers, and
> the community as a whole.
>
> In 2000, the City began to license "dark fiber" for commercial
> purposes.
This 12‐19‐97 article says there were two dark fiber customers, WebTV Networks and Brooks Fiber Communications,
http://www.paloaltoonline.com/weekly/morgue/news/1997_Dec_19.LOOP.html
And "[a]greements are close to being finalized with six others."
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This 02‐09‐00 article says that 17 companies had signed dark fiber agreements.
http://www.paloaltoonline.com/weekly/morgue/news/2000_Feb_9.FIBER.html
And that Yipes (formerly Nanospace) "ran fiber into an apartment complex on Sheridan Avenue in 1998."
> Dark fiber is unused fiber through which no light is transmitted, or
> installed fiber optic cable not carrying a signal.
This definition makes no sense in the context of the City's dark fiber network. Rather, dark fiber is City fiber that the City
does not light ‐‐ but its customers do.
> The basic business model is to provide dark fiber connectivity to
> users requiring access to large amounts of bandwidth.
The City doesn't have to know why a customer leases dark fiber. Maybe it's bandwidth. Maybe it's latency. Maybe it's
privacy. Maybe it's reliability. Maybe it's freedom to use non‐standard protocols.
> Customers are responsible for providing and maintaining the equipment
> to "light‐up" or provision licensed fiber strands. Dark fiber is
> licensed or leased by a provider such as the City without the
> accompanying transmission service. In contrast, traditional
> telecommunication service providers only make available certain
> products (commonly known as "managed services") within their service
> options that may not adequately meet the requirements of the specific
> applications.
>
> The fiber network has high market share and brand awareness among
> commercial enterprises and other organizations that need the quantity
> and quality of bandwidth provided by direct fiber optic connections.
>
> By connecting to the City’s fiber backbone, the customer gains fiber
> access to their Internet Service Provider (ISP) of choice.
In general, a dark fiber connection connects any two points the customer wants to connect. Often, but not always, one
of the two points is the ISP that the customer wants to connect to.
> A dark fiber customer can interconnect communications systems or
> computer networks across multiple Palo Alto locations and can also
> connect directly to their local and/or long distance carrier(s) of
> choice with a full range of communications services. Dark fiber
> customers can also have redundant telecommunication connections for
> enhanced reliability.
>
> Many of the City’s commercial dark fiber customers gain access to the
> Internet through the Palo Alto Internet Exchange (PAIX, now owned by
> Equinix). PAIX is a carrier‐neutral collocation facility and hosts
> over 70 ISPs at their facility located in downtown Palo Alto. Equinix
> has 21 similar facilities in the United States and other collocation
> facilities in Asia and Europe.
>
> The City currently licenses dark fiber connections to 107 commercial
5
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> customers.
The most recent quarterly utilities update (08‐31‐16) says there are 105 commercial customers. (PDF page 21.)
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/53656
(So maybe two more customers have been added since then.)
> The fiber network also serves the following City accounts: IT
> Infrastructure Services, Utilities Substations, Utilities Engineering,
> Public Works, Water Quality Control Plant and Community Services (Art
> Center). The total number of dark fiber service connections serving
> commercial customers and the City is 219
The most recent quarterly utilities update (08‐31‐16) says there are 232 connections. (PDF page 21.)
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/53656
> (some customers have more than one connection). At the end of fiscal
> year 2016, the licensing of dark fiber service connections resulted in
> a fiber reserve of approximately $24 million.
More precisely, $23,418,000. (PDF page 38.)
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/53656
> There is a separate $1.0 million Emergency Plant Replacement fund.
See PDF page 116 here:
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/54083
> According to the proposed Fiscal Year 2017 Budget, the fiber reserve is projected to increase by $2.3 million.
On PDF page 116, it says the increase will be $1,279,000.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/54083
Am I looking in the wrong place?
> Annual dark fiber license revenues come from the following customer categories:
>
> • City service connections: 27% of gross revenues.
>
> Private sector entities licensing dark fiber from the City:
>
> • Resellers: 42% of gross revenues. "Resellers" are telecommunication
> companies that purchase large amounts of transmission capacity from
> other carriers and resell it to smaller end‐users.
In the case of the City's dark fiber network, resellers lease dark fiber connections from the City and then allow their
customers to make use those connections somehow.
> Examples of resellers are telecom companies that sell broadband,
> telephony and video services to the commercial and residential
> markets.
It's not really the City's business what the reseller sells to its customers. But here's an example of a reseller.
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http://fiberinternetcenter.com/why‐fic.html
‐‐‐ page 3 ‐‐‐
> • Various commercial enterprises: 31% of gross revenues.
At one point, I believe the dark fiber network connected three residences. Is staff saying that they're considered to be
"commercial enterprises"?
> Examples of private end‐users are companies involved in various
> technologies, web hosting, social media, finance, medical,
> pharmaceuticals, research and development, software, law firms,
> consulting firms, e‐commerce, etc.
>
> Service offerings: Dark fiber backbone license fees are based on the
> number of fiber miles per month.
The per‐month license fees are based on a lot of things, of which length of backbone fiber leased is an important one.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=1508&TargetID=235
> The base license price is $272.25 per fiber mile, per month.
This EDF‐3 rate sheet (which I think is still current although it's from 09‐18‐16) gives you an idea of the complexity of the
pricing.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/8108
> Quantity, route, length, topology, and other discounts are available.
> The minimum backbone license fee is $425 per month. Lateral connection
> (premises to backbone) fees are based on the length and type of the
> lateral, with a minimum fee of $210.
Not mentioned are the initial fees for creating the connections in the first place.
> Available configurations include point‐to‐point and diverse rings.
>
> The majority of business parks and commercial properties are passed by
> the fiber backbone.
Again, they are not "passed" in the sense that you could connect without doing a custom engineering analysis first.
By the way, how many business parks are there in Palo Alto, and why is providing dark fiber access to only a simple
majority of them considered to be good enough?
> In 2014, CPAU completed a project to serve all Palo Alto Unified
> School District facilities with dark fiber service connections.
>
> Fiber‐to‐the‐Premises
>
> For more than fifteen years, the City has worked to develop a business
> case to build a citywide fiber‐to‐the‐premises ("FTTP") network to
> serve homes and business. A number of business models have been
7
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> evaluated. The following is a summary of the highlights to develop a
> network:
>
> 1999: A Request for Proposal (RFP) was issued to build citywide FTTP.
> There were no viable bids.
CMR:331:99 (08‐02‐99) is a staff report about the Universal Telecommunications System (UTS) RFP.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/2084
Attachment A, the RFP itself, is not part of the online document, unfortunately, and I didn't find the RFP online.
Apparently there were five (non‐viable) bids.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/cityclerk‐reports/documents/060117Item10.pdf
CMR:331:99 says, "Although the City supports programs that bring fiber closer to homes and businesses in Palo Alto, the
UTS‐RFP does not specify a particular network architecture or platform." However, for non‐FTTH proposals, it wanted to
hear about a "migratory path" to FTTH. (In 1999, the term fiber‐to‐the‐premises had not yet been coined, so FTTH was
used to denote fiber to both homes and businesses.)
CMR:331:99 says the UTS should "provide high‐speed access to various telecommunications services." But it doesn't
quantify "high‐speed." I remember that when UAC discussed the RFP, it was talking about accepting speeds as low as
9600 bps (!!) so that the incumbents would be able to provide it.
> 2000‐2005: The City Council approved a Fiber‐to‐the‐Home ("FTTH")
> trial to determine the feasibility of providing citywide FTTH access
> in Palo Alto.
On 04‐05‐99, Council approved doing both the FTTH Trial and the UTS (7‐1, Rosenbaum no, Eakins absent).
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/citycouncil‐archive/1999/990405.html
> The FTTH trial passed 230 homes
I don't think so! I think the Trial was intended never to serve more than number of the homes it served initially, so there
was no point in designing it so that more homes could be connected later.
The FTTH Trial was originally intended to run for only about a year, but Council ended up extending it a few times.
Per CMR:403:02 (11‐18‐02), Council (12‐02‐02 consent calendar) extended it to 09‐30‐03.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/cmrs/1243.pdf
Per CMR:451:03 (10‐14‐03), Council (consent calendar) extended it indefinitely (i.e., until it was terminated or
incorporated into a citywide build‐out), since at this point it was cash flow positive.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/cmrs/2507.pdf
Staff then replaced the original Marconi FTTH equipment (about 5 Mbps symmetrical per user) with BPON equipment
from Quantum Bridge and Motorola (622/155 Mbps shared among 4 users), ostensibly because it was an emerging FSAN
standard.
Per CMR:360:04 (07‐19‐04), Council extended the Trial for another year, provided it wouldn't cost the City anything.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/cmrs/3545.pdf
Per CMR:319:05 (07‐25‐05), Council voted 6‐0 (Morton, Mossar, Ojakian not participating) to terminate the Trial
(probably by December 2005 or whenever the equipment failed).
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/citycouncil‐meetings/documents/050725minutes.pdf
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Trial participants strongly objected and talked Motorola into donating the FTTH equipment so that a continuation of the
Trial could continue to be cash flow positive. On 10‐17‐05, Council Member Kishimoto asked for a rethink. On 10‐24‐05,
FOUR Council members (Morton, Mossar, Ojakian, and Kleinberg) recused themselves on the FTTH Trial item. Since "un‐
terminating" the Trial would have amounted to approving a contract, five affirmative votes were needed. One Council
member (Beecham) said he'd vote no. So the Trial remained destined for termination.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/citycouncil‐meetings/documents/051024minutes.pdf
Service was terminated on 12‐16‐05.
http://www.paloaltoonline.com/weekly/morguepdf/2005/2005_12_21.paw.section1.pdf
> and included 66 participants in the Community Center neighborhood.
The 04‐05‐99 Council minutes don't say explicitly how many homes the Trial would include, but advocate Ken Poulton
said that 69 was "inadequate," so I'm guessing that the option approved by Council proposed to do 69 homes.
> The purpose of the trial was to test the concept of fiber‐to‐the‐home.
> The FTTH trial proved successful (i.e., proved technical feasibility),
> but when initial investment and overhead expenditures were included in
> the calculation to create a business case, it was not profitable for
> the City and the trial was ended.
It was never intended that the Trial should have demonstrated "business case" financial feasibility.
No history of FTTP in Palo Alto would be complete without the following item:
2002‐2004: The City contracted with Uptown Services to write, with staff, 1) a FTTH business case; 2) a FTTH business
plan, phase 1; and 3) a business plan, phase 2.
On 12‐04‐02, UAC looked at the FTTH business case, http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/uac‐
meetings/1322.pdf
and recommended (5‐0) proceeding to the FTTH business plan, phase 1.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/uac‐meetings/1469.pdf
On 05‐07‐03, UAC looked at the FTTH business plan, phase 1, http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/uac‐
meetings/1952.pdf
and recommended (4‐0, Carlson absent) to approve the report.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/uac‐meetings/2578.pdf
On 03‐17‐04 and 03‐18‐04, UAC looked at a FTTH business plan, phase 2,
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/uac‐meetings/3062.pdf
and recommended (3‐2, Dawes, Bechtel, Melton aye, Rosenbaum, Dahlen nay) to recommend proceeding with FTTH but
subject to an advisory vote of the people.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/uac‐meetings/3235.pdf
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/uac‐meetings/3236.pdf
On 04‐19‐04, Council had a study session (no staff report) about financing options for FTTH.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/citycouncil‐meetings/3187.pdf
(so it took no formal action).
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/citycouncil‐meetings/3328.pdf
On 05‐05‐04, UAC considered financing options, http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/uac‐
meetings/3266.pdf
and voted (5‐0) to recommend some financing options but not others. Dawes said, "A brief comment. I felt that the last
several weeks have been a set‐back for this project. I am disappointed that the financing issues did not come to the
surface sooner than they have. I feel that a good deal of time and cash was wasted because of the delay in having this
come forward."
On 07‐07‐04, UAC considered financing options, http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/cmrs/3545.pdf
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and voted (3‐2, Roesenbaum, Dawes, Bechtel aye; Dahlen, Melton nay) to not have a vote of the people, and to "halt
consideration on further action until a viable financial plan emerges." (Note that as of June 2004, the UAC minutes are
no longer verbatim. And videos older than 2007 are not online.) http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/uac‐
meetings/4129.pdf
In other words, in 2004, UAC thought that citywide FTTH was financially viable, except that California law might not
allow backing FTTH bonds with electric revenues.
> 2006‐2009: In 2006, the City issued another RFP and negotiated with a
> consortium of private firms to build FTTP under a public‐private
> partnership model.
On 07‐25‐05, Council initiated this effort (5‐1, Cordell no, Morton, Mossar, Ojakian not participating)
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/citycouncil‐meetings/documents/050725minutes.pdf
in response to a 07‐21‐05 colleagues memo from Beecham and Kishimoto.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/cityagenda/publish/cityclerk‐reports/documents/Fiber‐to‐the‐Home.pdf
> In 2009, Staff recommended to Council termination of the RFP process
> and negotiations due to the lack of financial resources of the private
> firms.
>
> 2010: The City responded to Google Fiber’s Request for Information.
>
> 2011: Staff worked with two telecommunications consulting firm to
> evaluate the expansion of the existing dark fiber network for its
> commercial dark fiber licensing enterprise and also to expand the
> network on an incremental basis to attract a "last mile" FTTP builder
> and operator. This is a link to the staff report provided to the
> Utilities Advisory Commission in June of 2011, and the Council Finance
> Committee in November of 2011:
>
> Subject: Provide Feedback on the Development of a Business Plan for
> the Citywide Ultra‐High‐Speed Broadband System Project
> http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/27421
>
> 2012: Staff worked with a telecommunications consulting firm[s] to
> study the feasibility of an alternative model for citywide FTTP which
> would rely on homeowners paying on a voluntary basis for some or all
> of the cost to build‐out the existing dark fiber network into
> residential neighborhoods. The name of this model is "user‐financed"
> FTTP. The
‐‐‐ page 4 ‐‐‐
> analysis concluded that an opt‐in FTTP network can be built using a
> combination of upfront user fees and City financing; however, there is
> very little probability of the debt incurred being repaid through
> operations. Ongoing subsidies would be required, very likely in excess
> of surpluses in the Fiber Optics Fund reserve generated by licensing
> dark fiber. The study was supported by a market survey which concluded
> there was limited interest among residents in this model.
10
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If you're curious, read the report. It doesn't actually say how the questions were worded, which is a deficiency. The
report says (PDF page 22) that 36 percent of Palo Alto homeowners would be willing to invest, even though the connect
fee might be $3,000, plus between $50 and $250 per month for service.
> This is a link to the staff report provided to the Utilities Advisory
> Commission in June 2012:
>
> Subject: Request for Feedback Concerning the Dark Fiber Optic Backbone
> Network
> http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/30112
On 06‐06‐12, UAC voted 4‐3 (Cook, Eglash, Hall, Keller yes; Foster, Waldfogel, Melton no)
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/31450
to recommend the staff recommendation: giving up on this approach.
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/30112
(The dissenting commissioners wanted to send the report back to staff for improvements.) Next, the report should have
been considered first by the Finance Committee and then by Council, but it never got there.
> 2013 ‐ 2015: The City Council started it’s
its
> "Technology and the Connected City" initiative and directed staff to
> prepare a Fiber‐to‐the‐Premises Master Plan and a Wireless Network
> Plan. In 2015, staff worked with a telecommunications consulting firm
> to prepare these plans and they are provided for your review in this
> September 28, 2015 Council staff report:
>
> Summary Title: Discussion of Fiber‐to‐the‐Premises and Direction on
> Next Steps for Fiber and City Wireless Services
> http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/49073
>
> At the September 28, 2015 Council meeting, staff and the consultant
> reviewed these plans with the Council Members.
That is, on 09‐28‐15, Council reviewed this document, and staff and consultants made a presentation and answered
questions.
> As a result, a Council Motion directed staff to pursue several
> initiatives, which are described in this August 16, 2016 staff report
> which updated the Council about the various activities from the
> Motion:
>
> Summary Title: Fiber‐to‐the‐Premises update on City Council Motions
> and Google Fiber
> http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/53363
>
> 2014 ‐ 2016: Google Fiber announced Palo Alto as a potential "Google
> Fiber City" for a build‐out of their fiber optic network. Since early
> 2014, staff has been engaged with Google personnel to complete an
11
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> extensive checklist process regarding City infrastructure and
> processes, in addition to negotiating agreements for a project
> description, utility pole attachments, encroachment permits,
> environmental reviews and other agreements for cost recovery for use
> of staff time. Based on Council direction, staff has also worked with
> Google to develop a "co‐build" concept which would explore the
> feasibility of building a City network in parallel with Google’s
> network. In July 2016, Google announced a delay in their plans for up
> to six (6) months
It was reported in the press as "up to six months or more."
http://www.mercurynews.com/2016/08/08/san‐joses‐google‐fiber‐rollout‐is‐delayed‐while‐tech‐giant‐explores‐
alternatives/
> to build a fiber optic network in Silicon Valley, which also included
> Mountain View, San Jose, Santa Clara and Sunnyvale. Google advised
> staff that they are exploring more innovative ways to deploy their
> network, which may include implementing wireless technologies.
> Co‐build discussions have also been delayed. In the summer of 2016,
> the City approved permits for two cabinets so AT&T can begin to deploy
> their "GigaPower" service. AT&T is exploring deployment of additional
> cabinets in 2017. Based on Council direction, staff is also pursuing
> co‐build discussions with AT&T.
>
> Wireless Network Plan
>
> Based on the above‐mentioned Wireless Network Plan, Council directed
> staff to issue an RFP for a Point‐to‐Multipoint Secure Access Network
> for Public Safety and Utilities communications, in addition to an RFP
> for a Mobile Broadband Network to improve "in‐vehicle" broadband
> access in Public Safety vehicles. Staff is also working to extend the
> City’s
‐‐‐ page 5 ‐‐‐
> existing Wi‐Fi service to other City facilities that are currently
> unserved. Most key City facilities already have Wi‐Fi available for
> staff and public use.
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

egas1044@aol.com
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 5:13 PM
Mello, Joshuah
Council, City; lindas2@mac.com; jcrccr@pacbell.net
Fwd: DRPPP Follow Up Mail Surveys for 1000 Hamilton

Dear Mr. Mello I would like to make several points to you regarding the response below from Ms. Shortliffe and about her residence that
may not immediately be apparent to someone is joining the DRPPP permit petition process for 1000 Hamilton late in the
game.
A little history…
During December 2015, myself (a resident of 1000 block of Hamilton), Becky Van Zyll (a resident of the 600 block of Hale
), Victoria Thorp (a resident of the 500 Block of Hale), and Nirmaljit Kang (a resident of the 1100 block of Hamilton)
circulated petitions among our neighbors to request being added to the DRPPP. The mail surveys that have just been
sent out as one of Sue-Ellen Atkinson’s last acts as Parking Lead for the city stem from this original petition action. I also
circulated the petition for the 500 block of Chaucer Street as Chaucer Street ends at my residence and therefore I am
doubly affected by overflow parking both on Hamilton as well as Chaucer.
The key points that you and the remaining parking staff need to take into consideration as you evaluate the returned mail
survey responses from residents of the 1000 block of Hamilton are as follows:
First, Ms. Shortliffe’s residence is a corner property at the intersection of Hale and Hamilton Avenues. Therefore, she is
doubly affected by overflow parking on both Hale and Hamilton.
Second, the driveway for her residence is physically located on the 1000 Block of Hamilton, although her street address
is 625 Hale Ave.
Third, at the time that petitions were circulated, the guidelines were unclear about which petition Ms Shortliffe should sign,
the one for the 600 block of Hale, or the one for the 1000 block of Hamilton. After repeated emails to Ms. Atkinson to
clarify the question of which petition and not receiving a timely response, I had Ms. Shortliffe sign the petition for the 600
block of Hale so that we could mail all the petitions to the city in a timely manner.
Fourth, some three weeks later and after she had received the signed petitions for the blocks in question, Ms Atkinson
finally messaged me that Ms Shortliffe could, in fact, sign the petition for 1000 Hamilton since that is where her driveway
is located. However, since the signed petitions had already been mailed in, it was too late.
Fifth, When Ms Atkinson sent the follow-up mail surveys in Spring 2016 to the residents of 600 Hale to verify their desire
to join the DRPPP, Ms. Shortliffe received one and promptly mailed it back confirming her desire to join the DRPPP. For
some months afterward, those mail surveys got lost in the parking department but were finally located in mid-August
2016. Permit signage has recently been installed on the 500 block of Hale, but we have yet to see any on the 600 block.
Sixth and last, after waiting all summer for the city council to take action to add the 1000/1100 blocks of Hamilton and the
500 block of Chaucer to the DRPPP Eligibility Area, the parking department has finally sent the follow-up mail surveys to
us so that we may confirm our desire to have 2 hour limited daytime parking on our streets.
So the question is does Ms. Shortliffe need to receive and send back another mail survey for 1000 Hamilton because
that is where her driveway is located, or can you and your staff take the above information into account and include her
response as counting towards the threshold for 1000 Hamilton. With only 5 residences on the 1000 block of Hamilton and
one of those now vacant due to a property listing, her inclusion is critical.
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I may seem like I’m belaboring the issue, but given the lack of timely response, the misplacement of mail surveys, and the
loss in continuity of staff and knowledge, I feel it is vital that your Parking Department act to include Ms.Shortliffe as one of
the residents of 1000 block of Hamilton and include her with either another mail survey or take the one she previously
mailed in for 600 Hale as evidence of her desire to have DRPPP protection for the 1000 block of Hamilton. Therefore, I'm
copying the city council as well because it was at their direction that these blocks be added to the DRPPP Eligibility Area
and to have staff follow-up because the petitions had already been received.
Regards,
Eileen Skrabutenas

Begin forwarded message:
From: Linda Shortliffe <lindas2@mac.com>
Subject: Re: DRPPP Follow Up Mail Surveys for 1000 Hamilton
Date: October 18, 2016 at 8:15:18 PM PDT
To: joshuah.mello@cityofpaloalto.org
Cc: Eileen Skrabutenas <egas1044@aol.com>, Linda Dairiki Shortliffe <lindashortliffe@stanford.edu>
Mr. Mello,
I have been informed that the previous individual charged with this mail survey has left and mislaid the
results without action, and you are now involved with this response. I filled out this form in March or April
2016 without response. I hope that you are able to respond to this issue. In addition to the issues above,
the Palo Alto police might check the intersection at Hale x Hamilton as the parking is often up to the
corner without the legal distance from corners. You can check the records but this corner had multiple
auto accidents and had to be made a 4 corner stop in the past, because of problems at this corner. Now
vision is impaired for bicyclists also.
Linda Shortliffe
625 Hale St
Palo Alto
Linda D Shortliffe
lindas2@mac.com

On Oct 18, 2016, at 7:52 PM, Linda Dairiki Shortliffe <lindashortliffe@stanford.edu>
wrote:
I am the owner of the 625 Hale with driveway on Hamilton. The parking severely affects
me as there are cars parked up to and often edging into my driveway. As there is a curve
on Hamilton on the 1000 block without any view of cars coming around the corner, I am
often unable to see either cars coming either direction as there is a blind corner and cars
speed around from that side and those at the stop sign at the Hamilton/Hale corner when
I am trying to get out of my driveway. I have to inch into the street and the cars speed
from around the corner. This is unsafe.
Sent from my iPad
Linda Dairiki Shortliffe
lindashortliffe@stanford.edu
On Oct 18, 2016, at 11:13 AM, "egas1044@aol.com" <egas1044@aol.com> wrote:
Hi Sue-Ellen:
As block-captain for the original petition, I would like to bring to your
attention the situation of the residence on the southeast corner of Hale
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and Hamilton, at 625 Hale, but whose driveway is actually located on the
1000 block of Hamilton. At the time I circulated the original petition, it
was unclear which petition the resident should sign, the one for 600 Hale
or the one for 1000 Hamilton. She went ahead and signed the petition
for the 600 block of Hale. After I mailed in the petitions, I received a
response from you saying that she could have signed the petition for
1000 Hamilton.
The 1000 block of Hamilton contains 5 residences. 3 on the even side
(1030, 1044, and 1050) The other 2 are across the street. The 500
block of Chaucer bisects this block, with 1000 Hamilton on one side of
Chaucer and 1100 Hamilton on the other. Overflow parking on the 1000
block Hamilton affects any residence whose ingress and egress to
driveways is located on this section of Hamilton. I've spoken and
messaged with the resident of 625 Hale and she is interested in mailing
in another survey to confirm her desire to be included in the response for
the 1000 Hamilton Block. Can you facilitate this please?
Given the short nature of the 1000 block of Hamilton, it is imperative that
we include the residence at 625 in the mail-in response numbers for
1000 Hamilton. Otherwise, the situation may arise where the 500 and
600 blocks of Hale have permit signage as does the 500 block of
Chaucer and the 1100 block of Hamilton. However, the short block of
1000 Hamilton does not. This would have a significantly adverse affect
on the residences of the five homes in the 1000 Block of
Hamilton. Traffic safety is also a major concern as the residence at 1050
Hamilton is located where Hamilton bends around and goes down to
Lincoln. Entering and exiting this driveway is always an issue, but with
visibility reduced due to overflow parking, it becomes truly hazardous.
Please take into consideration the unusual geography and mapping of
the 1000 and 1100 blocks of Hamilton as you evaluate the responses to
the mail-in surveys you receive.
I'm including Ms. Shortliffe, the resident of 625 Hale, on this message in
case you have any follow up questions for her. She previously returned
a mail survey that went to the residents of the 600 Block of Hale so she's
in favor of relief from the overflow situation that has come to roost at our
curbs.
The other issue affecting our response rate for 1000 block of Hamilton is
the residence at 1050. The home is in escrow awaiting sale so the
survey may get lost in the process.
Please contact me if you have any questions.
Regards,
Eileen Skrabutenas
650-224-6402
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

D Martell <dmpaloalto@gmail.com>
Friday, October 21, 2016 9:02 PM
Gennady Sheyner
Bill Johnson; Dave Price; jnowell@padailypost.com; Jay Thorwaldson; Council, City
Fwd: MARTELL | The 1st Council Candidate

Gennady Sheyner, Reporter
Gennady,
Thank you for your acknowledgment. The closer we get to Election Day, the more unsettling it becomes to
compete with so much money. I appreciate the press you've given me.
Danielle Martell
Palo Alto City Council Candidate, 2016

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Gennady Sheyner <gsheyner@paweekly.com>
Date: Friday, October 21, 2016
Subject: MARTELL | The 1st Council Candidate
To: D Martell <dmpaloalto@gmail.com>
Thanks, Danielle. You're right. My mistake. I fixed it online by removing the portion about her being the first
candidate and I'll run a correction in our next print edition.
Sorry for the error.
-Gennady

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 7:04 PM, D Martell <dmpaloalto@gmail.com> wrote:

Gennady Sheyner, Reporter
Hi Gennady,
Re your article on page 5 of today's PA Weekly,
1
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I was the first person to both declare and file for Palo Alto City Council Candidacy,
NOT Lydia Kou!

Please credit me and make correction.
Thank you.
Danielle Martell
Palo Alto City Council Candidate, 2016
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Minor, Beth
Sunday, October 23, 2016 1:39 PM
Council, City
Fwd: NY enacts restrictions on Airbnb, with fines of up to $7,500

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Tom DuBois <tomforcouncil@gmail.com>
Date: October 23, 2016 at 11:03:32 AM PDT
To: "Minor, Beth" <beth.minor@cityofpaloalto.org>
Subject: Fwd: NY enacts restrictions on Airbnb, with fines of up to $7,500
Can you share w council please?
---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Tom DuBois <tom.dubois@gmail.com>
Date: Friday, October 21, 2016
Subject: NY enacts restrictions on Airbnb, with fines of up to $7,500
To: tomforcouncil@gmail.com

NY enacts restrictions on Airbnb, with fines of up to $7,500

http://bigstory.ap.org/dc18c99251004cf58735ba8989c201e3
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Mark Landesmann <mark@buyerleverage.com>
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 10:21 PM
Joe Simitian; Kristine Zanardi; Glen Martin
Alaee, Khashayar; Council, City; Keene, James; Sue Dremann; Burt, Patrick; Larry Moody;
Scharff, Gregory (internal)
Granular FAA Census Data, as per your request, and FAA definition of noise (4
attachments)
1) Granular Census Map, p49 Aircraft Noise Technical Report --- NORCAL OAPM
EA.pdf; 2) Excerpt of Map with comparison of SERFR and SERFR EDDY.pdf; 3) Rough
Overlay of HIGHR route onto FAA population centroid map.pdf; 4) DEFINITION OF
NOISE, FAA.pdf

The Honorable Joe Simitian
Supervisor of Santa Clara County, and
Ms. Kristine Zanardi
Policy Aide
Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors
October 16, 2016
Dear Ms. Zanardi, Dear Supervisor Simitian:
As per your request at the Select Committee meeting, please find a more granular map of FAA census data in the Bay
Area attached (I found it in the Technical Noise Report of the NorCal OAPM Environmental Assessment, p.49). I have also
taken the liberty to attach two additional “enhanced” excerpts of the maps, one which overlays an approximate and
partial comparison of the SERFR and the SERFR EDDY routes, and another, which approximately overlays the HIGHR
route via the Waypoint Faith.
Secondly, on the topic of noise shifting, I would like to respectfully remind the Select Committee that the 2013/14‐2016
implementation of NextGen, and the route and traffic changes made at the behest of the SFO Roundtable in the years
immediately prior, led to a massive shift of noise to Palo Alto, and its neighbors. This has been shown and quantified by
noise studies conducted by Dr. Thomas Rindfleisch and Dr. Lee Christel (the latter study and presentation shown to the
FAA, together with the opportunity for the HIGHR route, on October 11, 2015). Furthermore, I believe that the evidence
assembled by Palo Alto residents can show clearly and convincingly that this noise shifting was done in a duplicitous
manner, and that at least some of the decision makers of the Federal Aviation Administration were misled by the SFO
Roundtable. (It is however true that even SFO Roundtable members may not have been fully aware of the degree to
which noise would be shifted to particular areas, and of the health and other environmental consequences of these
noise shifts.)
In light of the above, how can it then be fair to ask Palo Alto and its neighbors to convince other communities to accept
some of the noise (at much lower levels, than those previously experienced by East Palo Alto and Menlo Park, for
instance), so that a fair regional distribution can be accomplished, as if the noise (or the airport) was ours in the first
place? The formation of the Select Committee, in deviation of the original protocol set by the FAA for the revision of our
airspace, may have been a mistake, as it puts an unfair burden on those that have been victimized by the noise
onslaught, and makes a fair solution more difficult, as it opens the door for the majority of the representatives to park
the noise onto a minority of the population. However, because the members of the Select Committee have clearly put
1
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an enormous amount of effort into the protection of their respective constituencies, and many have also demonstrated
a genuine concern for the region as a whole, we have at least a lot more joint knowledge on this issue amongst our local
politicians, no matter the final outcome of this phase of the FAA Initiative.
A further silver lining might be that noise, as defined by the FAA, only occurs for arrivals when a plane descends below
7,000 AGL (Source: highlighted excerpt of the FONSI for the NORCAL OAPM, page 5, attachment 4). Therefore, by
definition, there can be no noise shift to any route in which all residential communities are overflown at or above 7,000
feet AGL. For both EDDY SERFR and, even more so, for HIGHR, not a single residence is overflown below 7,000 AGL.
Consequently, a change to move traffic to these particular routes, which were carefully crafted by long‐time airspace
design experts, pursuant to all FAA rules and restrictions, also does not constitute a shift of noise. Rather, it eliminates
residential noise, moving it over the Bay. At the same time, such a change is, as FAA‐funded scientific studies have
shown, at least for Belle Haven and East Palo Alto, literally a matter of life and death. (We have previously supplied an
information package, and I have recently sent an updated review of relevant studies on the effects of excessive noise on
premature morbidity, applying, especially, to our most beleaguered communities. FAA‐funded and other studies on
emissions pollution, some of which have been done only recently, which show previously unknown, but substantial, risks
of premature deaths due to low‐altitude overflights, at higher arrival elevations than previously assumed, will follow.)
I thank you for your valiant and persistent efforts, and wish you the best of luck in joining hands with Director Martin to
take steps in the best public interest, which I know is, without doubt, your very first priority.
Yours Sincerely,
Mark

Mark Landesmann
mlandesmann@gmail.com
(650) 417‐1988
cc:
Western‐Pacific Regional Administrator, FAA Director Glen Martin
Palo Alto Mayor Patrick Burt
Palo Alto City Council Member Greg Scharff
East Palo Alto Vice Mayor Larry Moody
Palo Alto City Council
Palo Alto City Manager James Keene
Alaee “Cash” Kashayar, Senior Management Analyst, City of Palo Alto
Ms. Sue Dremann, Palo Alto Weekly
Sky Posse Palo Alto Working Group
Mid‐Peninsula Coalition
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NorCal OAPM
Population Centroids

Source of population density map: FAA NorCal OAPM Environmental
Assessment based on 2010 Census, Technical Noise Data Report.
Added Red Line: (1 pt thicker because much lower in altitude): rough
approximation of SERFR.
Added Green Line: rough approximation of SERFR EDDY. (not reviewed by
City staff or its consultants).

5,000 to 3,500 Ft.

8,000-7,850 Ft.

NorCal OAPM
Population Centroids

Since HIGHR does not overfly a single residence above 7,000 (or even 8,000) Feet, no
residence is affected by it, obviating the need to expand the community input process,
which would only create false fears, and further delay the FAA Initiative to revise our
airspace to prevent the worst damage to the health and welfare of residents, and the learning
of our children. When others decided to fly many thousands of planes per month over the
residents of Palo Alto and/or its neighbors at altitudes of 3,000 to 4,000 feet, and our
neighbors, we were not in any of the rooms (including the room of the SFO Roundtable, on
which the FAA relied for noise data and other environmental information, while we
repeatedly pleaded, in vain, for admission as a voting member since 1997). However, if any
families are harmed by this or any other newly concentrated route, those families should be
fully compensated by those who profit from the unprecedented concentration.

Faith at 8,000 Ft.
(App. Location)

NorCal OAPM
Population Centroids

Federal Aviation Administration

Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)
and
Record of Decision (ROD)
For the Northern California Optimization of the
Airspace and Procedures in the Metroplex (NorCal OAPM)
July 2014

I.

INTRODUCTION

This document serves as the Federal Aviation Administration's (FAA) Finding of No Significant
Impact and Record of Decision (FONSl/ROD) for the Environmental Assessment for the
Northern California Optimization of Airspace and Procedures in the Metroplex (NorCal OAPM)
Project, July 2014, attached hereto and incorporated by reference. The FONSl/ROD has been
prepared in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) (42 U.S.C.
Section 4321 et seq.); implementing regulations issued by the Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) (40 CFR, parts 1500-1508); and FAA Order 1050.1E, Environmental Impacts: Policies
and Procedures, effective March 20, 2006 ("FAA Order 1050.1 E"). This FONS I/ROD is based
on the information and analysis contained in the Final Environmental Assessment (Final EA)
and its Responses to Comments dated July 2014, attached hereto and incorporated by
reference. This FONSl/ROD is also used by the FAA to demonstrate and document its
compliance with the several procedural and substantive requirements of aeronautical,
environmental, programmatic, and other statutes and regulations that apply to FAA decisions on
proposed actions.
This FONSl/ROD:
•

Documents the FAA's finding that the NorCal OAPM project will not have significant
environmental impacts and explains the basis for that finding; and,
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•

Approves certain Federal actions associated with the implementation of the Proposed
Action.
Implementation of the Proposed Action will result in no airport-related
development, land acquisition, construction, or other ground disturbance activities.

In approving the NorCal OAPM project, the FAA has considered 49 U.S.C. § 40101(d)(4), which
gives the FAA various responsibilities and holds it accountable for controlling the use of
navigable airspace and regulating civil and military operations in that airspace in the interest of
safety and efficiency. Consideration has been given to 49 U.S.C §40103(b)(2), which
authorizes the FAA Administrator to prescribe air traffic rules and regulations governing the
flight, navigation, protection, and identification of aircraft, as well as those ensuring the efficient
utilization of navigable airspace. 49 U.S.C. §40103(b)(2) directs the FAA Administrator to
ensure the protection of persons and property on the ground by prescribing rules for safe
altitudes of flight and rules for the prevention of collisions between aircraft, between aircraft and
land or water vehicles, and between aircraft and airborne objects.
The FAA has given careful consideration to the aviation safety and operational objectives of the
NorCal OAPM project and considered various aeronautical factors and judgments presented.
The FAA identified the need to enhance efficiency in the national air transportation system and
the potential environmental impacts of the project.

II.

BACKGROUND

The FAA is in the process of implementing the Next Generation Air Transportation System
(NextGen), the FAA's plan to modernize the National Airspace System (NAS) through 2025.
NextGen is a complex program intended to develop and implement new technologies, while
integrating existing technologies and adapting the air traffic management system to a new way
of operating. NextGen represents an evolution from an air traffic control system that is a
primarily ground-based system to a system that is satellite-based and will allow the FAA to
guide and track air traffic more precisely and efficiently. To achieve NextGen goals, the FAA is
implementing new Area Navigation (RNAV) and Required Navigation Performance (RNP) air
traffic routes and instrument procedures RNAV Standard Instrument Departures (SIDs), RNAV
Standard Terminal Arrival Routes (STARs), and RNAV Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures (SIAPs) that use emerging technologies and aircraft navigation capabilities. The
implementation of RNAV and RNP procedures enables the use of other Performance Based
Navigation (PBN) technology in the NAS, and facilitates more efficient procedures such as
Optimized Profile Descents (OPD).
The OAPM Initiative is considered a mid-term
implementation step in the overall process of transitioning to the NextGen system. The FAA
intends to design and implement RNAV procedures that will take advantage of the technology
readily available in the majority of aircraft as part of the OAPM initiative. The OAPM initiative
specifically addresses airspace congestion, airports in close geographical proximity, and other
limiting factors that reduce efficiency in busy Metroplex airspace. Efficiency is improved by
expanding the implementation of RNAV-based standard instrument procedures and connecting
the routes defined by the standard instrument procedures to high and low altitude RNAV routes.
Efficiency would also be increased by taking advantage of RNAV to maximize the use of the
limited airspace in congested Metroplex environments.
The NorCal OAPM project is intended to address specific issues related to the efficient flow of
traffic into and out of the Northern California Metroplex. A "Metroplex" is a geographic area that
includes several commercial and general aviation airports in close proximity serving a large
metropolitan area.
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Ill.

PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action consists of development of standard air traffic procedures to enhance
efficient handling and movement of air traffic, while maintaining safety into and out of the
Northern California Metroplex airspace. The Proposed Action includes:
•
•
•

14 new RNAV STARs
18 new RNAV SIDs
2 revised existing RNAV STARs
22 existing conventional STARs
28 existing conventional SIDs

The Proposed Action considered in this study would include the implementation of optimized
RNAV SID and STAR procedures that would improve upon existing procedures. The primary
components of the Proposed Action are, to the extent possible, redesign standard instrument
arrival and departure procedures to more efficiently serve the Northern California Metroplex
Airports and to (1) Improve the flexibility in transitioning traffic between enroute and terminal
airspace and between terminal airspace area and the runways; (2) Improve the segregation of
arrivals and departures in terminal and enroute airspace; and, (3) Improve the predictability in
transitioning traffic between enroute and terminal airspace and between terminal airspace and
the runway environment. The optimized RNAV procedures would provide vertical navigation,
allowing the aircraft to climb to or descend from cruise altitude into the Northern California
Metroplex with reduced pilot-controller communications and fewer inefficient level flight
segments. Chapter 3 of the EA provides details on the Proposed Action.
Implementation of the Proposed Action would not require any ground disturbance or
development of facilities, nor would it require local or state action. The Proposed Action
consists only of procedural changes intended to improve operational efficiency, increase flight
path predictability, and reduce required controller-pilot voice communication. Therefore,
implementation of the Proposed Action would not increase the number of aircraft operations in
the Northern California Metroplex airspace when compared to the No Action Alternative. The
target date for starting implementation of the Northern California OAPM procedures is on or
after November 13, 2014.
IV.

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

The NorCal OAPM project consisted of a Study Team phase, which analyzed the Northern
California Metroplex operational challenges and explored opportunities to optimize air traffic
procedures therein. The Study Team concluded that the Northern California Metroplex is
inefficient due to the existing aircraft flight procedures. Currently, all but two SID/STAR
procedures in the Northern California Metroplex are "conventional" procedures that use older
ground-based navigational aid (NAVAID) technology.
The Study Team concluded that
efficiency in the Northern California Metroplex can be substantially increased by updating many
existing conventional procedures with RNAV procedures. The Study Team materials reflect
three key factors as causes of inefficiencies in the Northern California Metroplex:
•
•
•

Lack of predictability in the efficient transfer of traffic between enroute and terminal
airspace;
Complex converging route and/or procedure interactions; and,
Lack of flexibility in the efficient transfer of traffic between enroute and terminal airspace.

These three factors demonstrate the need for the Proposed Action.
3

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to take advantage of the benefits of Performance-Based
Navigation (PBN) by optimizing RNAV procedures that will help improve the efficiency of the
airspace in the Northern California Metroplex. The Proposed Action would address the three
key factors causing the inefficiencies in the airspace and improve the efficiency of air traffic
operations through improved predictability in transitioning aircraft between enroute and terminal
airspace, improving the segregation of arrivals and departures in terminal and enroute airspace,
and improving the flexibility in transitioning traffic between enroute and terminal airspace and
between terminal airspace and the runway environment. Optimizing RNAV procedures will also
comply with direction issued by Congress in the Modernization and Reform Act of 2012.
V.

ALTERNATIVES

The following provides a summary of the alternatives development process and alternatives
considered. Further details are available in Chapter 3 of the EA.

Identification and Evaluation of Potential Alternatives - In February 2011, the NorCal
OAPM Study Team began work to define operational inefficiencies in the Northern California
Metroplex and to identify potential solutions. The Study Team included experts from the Air
Traffic Control (ATC) system for the Northern California Metroplex. The work completed was
intended to provide a guide for later design efforts by the Design and Implementation (D&I)
Team. The Study Team held a series of outreach meetings with local facilities (e.g., ATC),
airspace users (e.g., pilots), and aviation industry representatives to learn more about the
challenges of operating in the Northern California Metroplex. These meetings helped identify
operational challenges associated with existing procedures and potential solutions that would
increase efficiency in the Northern California Metroplex airspace. The Study Team identified
several PBN-based solutions that would result in increased efficiency in the Northern California
Metroplex. The modifications proposed were conceptual in nature, and did not include a
detailed technical assessment, which was reserved for the D&I Team to conduct. Following
completion of the Study Team's Final Report in June 2011, the D&I Team began work on the
procedure designs. First, the Study Team proposals were prioritized based on complexity,
interdependencies with other procedures, and degree of potential benefit to the Metroplex.
Second, the D&I Team divided into workgroups to further develop and refine the Study Team
proposals into preliminary designs. Finally, the preliminary designs were brought to the whole
D&I Team for review and modification, if necessary. In developing the proposed procedures,
the D&I Team was responsible for following regulatory and technical guidance as well as
meeting criteria and standards in three general categories: RNAV design criteria and Air Traffic
Control regulatory requirements, operational criteria, and safety factors.
To ensure that procedures included in the Proposed Action were viable, the D&I team undertook
validation exercises that further refined the procedures. The D&I Team relied upon stakeholder
input, design solution tools (e.g., design and testing software), and the criteria described above
to meet several final design milestones. Many procedures included in the Proposed Action
have undergone several iterations as they were refined to meet safety and efficiency
requirements and represent the final version of the procedure considered. For example, both
the proposed SFO SNTNA SID and the proposed SJC TECKY SID represent second versions
of the procedure, the second version being a refinement of the Study Team's conceptual
design. The combined final procedure designs have been brought forward in this EA as the
Proposed Action alternative.
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Alternatives Analyzed in the EA - In addition to the Proposed Action (described above), the
EA also analyzed the No Action Alternative. Under the No Action Alternative, the FAA would
maintain 52 existing arrival and departure procedures for the Northern California Metroplex.
The 52 currently published SIDs and STARs serving the NorCal OAPM Study Airports that
comprise the No Action Alternative include:
•

2 RNAV SIDs
26 conventional (i.e., non-RNAV) SIDs
24 conventional (i.e., non-RNAV) STARs

The existing conventional and RNAV arrival and departure procedures would remain as is,
subject to minor, periodic reviews and revisions in response to changes in the operational
environment (i.e., magnetic variation changes; obstruction surveys, aircraft capabilities, and
changes in FAA Air Traffic Control regulations). The No Action Alternative would not implement
the specific procedures designed as part of the NorCal OAPM project.
The No Action Alternative would not meet the purpose and need for the project. It would not
improve the efficiency of the airspace nor address any of the three key causal factors for
airspace inefficiency. Furthermore, the No Action Alternative would not meet the congressional
mandate to implement additional RNAV procedures.
VI.

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The General Study Area for this project includes the geographic area in which natural resources
and the human environment are potentially affected by the Proposed Action and its reasonable
alternative. Paragraph 14.5e of Appendix A to FAA Order 1050.1 E, requires consideration of
impacts of airspace actions from the surface to 10,000 feet AGL if the study area is larger than
the immediate area around an airport or involves more than one airport. Policy guidance issued
by the FAA Program Director for Air Traffic Airspace Management states that for air traffic
project environmental analyses, noise impacts should be evaluated for proposed changes in
arrival procedures between 3,000 and 7,000 feet AGL and departure procedures between 3,000
and 10,000 feet AGL for large civil jet aircraft weighing over 75,000 pounds.
In developing the General Study Area, the FAA collected radar data from flight paths in the
Northern California Metroplex. The General Study Area was designed to capture all flight paths
identified in the radar data collected for the preparation of the EA as well as the designed
Proposed Action routes out to the point at which 95 percent of aircraft are at or above 10,000
feet AGL for departures and at or above 7 ,000 feet AGL for arrivals, accounting for the terrain in
and around the Northern California Metroplex. The lateral extent of the General Study Area was
concisely defined to focus on areas of traffic flow.
The resulting General Study Area is depicted on Exhibit 4-1 in the EA and includes all or
portions of 23 counties. Detailed information regarding the affected environment with respect to
each relevant impact category is presented in Chapter 4 of the EA.
The NorCal OAPM General Study Area encompasses four major airports (referred to in the EA
as the Study Airports):
•
•
•
•

San Francisco International Airport (SFO)
Oakland Metropolitan International Airport (OAK)
Norman Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport (SJC)
Sacramento International Airport (SMF)
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VII.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

The FAA analyzed the potential environmental impacts that could result from implementation of
the Proposed Action as well as the impacts associated with the No Action Alternative on all
relevant environmental impact categories specified in FAA Order 1050.1 E. The FAA evaluated
both alternatives for conditions in 2014, the first year of implementation of the optimized air
traffic procedures under the Proposed Action, and 2019, five years after expected
implementation of the Proposed Action.
The Proposed Action would not involve land acquisition, physical disturbance, or construction
activities and, therefore, would not affect certain environmental impact categories. The
following unaffected environmental resource categories and sub-categories would remain
unaffected because either the resource does not exist within the General Study Area or it would
not be affected by the activities associated with the Proposed Action:
•
•

•
•

•
•

•

Coastal Resources
Construction Impacts
Farmlands
Fish, Wildlife, and Plants (Fish and Plants sub-categories only)
Floodplains
Hazardous Materials
Pollution Prevention and Solid Waste
Light Emissions and Visual Impacts
Natural Resources and Energy Supply (Natural Resources sub-category only)
Socioeconomic Impacts, Environmental Justice, and Children's Environmental
Health and Safety Risks (Socioeconomic Impacts and Children's Environmental
Health and Safety Risks sub-categories only)
Water Quality
Wetlands
Wild and Scenic Rivers

The Proposed Action would not cause changes in patterns of population movement or growth,
public service demands, or business and economic activity. The Proposed Action does not
involve construction or other ground disturbing activities that would involve the relocation of
people or businesses. The Proposed Action does not include the construction of airport
facilities that would result in or induce an increase in operational capacity. Thus, the Proposed
Action would not result in Secondary or Induced impacts.
Those environmental impact categories that could potentially be affected by the Proposed
Action are discussed below:

As required by FAA Order 1050.1 E and in accordance with NEPA and its implementing
regulations for federal agencies, the approved and recommended Noise Integrated Routing
System (NIRS) was used to model the noise impacts for the NorCal OAPM project because the
project involves a study area larger than the immediate vicinity of an airport, incorporates more
than one airport, and includes actions above 3,000 feet AGL. FAA applied its criteria of
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significance, an increase of 1.5 dB DNL 1 or more on any noise sensitive area within areas
exposed to 65 dB DNL or higher, to determine whether the project would result in a significant
noise impact. Noise was analyzed for both the Proposed Action and the No Action Alternative
during the year in which implementation of the Proposed Action would be initiated (2014) and a
five-year look-ahead (2019).
The NIRS model computed DNL exposure values at three sets of data points throughout the
General Study Area:
1. United States Census Bureau population census block centroids (center point of a
census block)
2. Unique points representing certain specific cultural resources and areas potentially
protected under Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act (DOT Act) (49
U.S.C. § 303(c)), and historic properties protected under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)(16 U.S.C. § 470 et seq.);
3. A uniform grid covering the General Study Area (using 0.5 nautical mile spacing) to
document aircraft DNL exposure levels at potential noise sensitive locations that were
not otherwise identified.
The results identified the differences in DNL noise exposure between the two alternatives
(Proposed Action compared to No Action Alternative) to determine if implementing the Proposed
Action would result in significant noise impacts. The analysis identified any DNL increase of 3
dB or higher in areas exposed to noise between DNL 60 dB and 65 dB and any DNL increase of
5 dB or higher in areas exposed to noise between DNL 45 dB and 60 dB. While the EA refers
to such increases as a "reportable noise increase," they are not significant. The results of the
NIRS modeling indicated that:
1. The Proposed Action would not result in a DNL 1.5 dB or higher increase in noisesensitive areas exposed to aircraft noise at or above DNL 65 dB
2. The Proposed Action would not result in DNL increases of 3 dB or higher in areas
exposed to noise between DNL 60 dB and 65 dB
3. The Proposed Action would not result in a DNL increase of 5 dB or higher in areas
exposed to noise between DNL 45 dB and 60 dB.
Thus, the Proposed Action would not result in significant noise impacts.
mitigation is required per FAA Order 1050.1 E, Appendix A, paragraph 14.4c.

Accordingly, no

Compatible Land Use

The compatibility of existing and planned land uses in the vicinity of an airport is usually
associated with the extent of the airport's noise impacts. If the noise analysis concludes that
there is no significant impact, a similar conclusion usually may be drawn with respect to
compatible land use. Because the Proposed Action is not expected to have significant noise

1

DNL is the Day Night Average Sound Level. It is a single value representing the aircraft sound level
over a 24-hour period. To represent the greater annoyance caused by a noise at night, the DNL metric
includes a 10-decibel penalty weighting for noise occurring between 10:00 pm and 6:59 am.
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impacts (as measured by changes in noise exposure at populated census block centroids) in
2014 and 2019, and based on the FAA's review and analysis of germane information contained
in the Draft EA and its responses to comments reflected in the Final EA, there would be no
compatible land use impacts.
Department of Transportation Act. Section 4(f)

FAA identified resources within the General Study Area that had the potential to qualify for
protection under Section 4(f) of the DOT Act. No land acquisition, construction, or other ground
disturbance activities would occur under the Proposed Action; therefore, the Proposed Action
would not physically use any potential Section 4(f) resources. The focus of the evaluation of
potential Section 4(f) resources was adverse impacts that have the potential to result in a
constructive use.
As noted under "Noise" above, the FAA's noise modeling included areas potentially protected
under Section 4(f). No potential Section 4(f) resources located in areas exposed to DNL 65 dB
or higher would experience a significant increase of DNL 1.5 dB or higher. The Proposed
Action would not cause reportable increases of DNL 3 dB or higher in areas exposed to noise
between DNL 60 dB and 65 dB or DNL 5 dB or higher in areas exposed to noise between DNL
45 dB and DNL 60 dB.
Under FAA Order 1050.1 E, a significant impact would occur when a proposed action either
involves more than a minimal physical use of a Section 4(f) resource or would result in a
"constructive use" substantially impairing the 4(f) property. Because the Proposed Action would
not result in either a physical or constructive use of Section 4(f) resources, there would be no
significant impacts on those resources.
Historical and Cultural Resources

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) requires the FAA to consider the
effects of its undertakings on properties listed or eligible for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). In assessing whether an undertaking, such as the Proposed Action,
affects a property listed or eligible for listing on the NRHP, FAA must consider both direct and
indirect effects. Direct effects include the physical removal or alteration of an historic resource.
Indirect effects include changes in the environment of the historic resource that could
substantially alter the characteristics that made it eligible for listing on the NRHP. Such
changes could include changes in noise exposure and visual impacts.
To assess the potential indirect effects of the Proposed Action on historic resources, an area of
potential effects (APE) was defined. Federal regulations define the APE as the geographic area
or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character
or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist. The APE for the Northern California
Metroplex was defined as being contiguous with the General Study Area. Historic resources
were identified within the General Study Area and their locations are shown on Exhibit 4-5 in
Chapter 4 of the EA. Seven tribal properties were identified within the General Study Area.
No land acquisition, construction, or other ground disturbance activities would occur under the
Proposed Action; therefore, the Proposed Action would not directly (i.e., physically) affect any
historical, architectural, archaeological, or cultural resources. The assessment focused on the
potential for indirect adverse effects to historic and cultural resources that may result from
changes in air traffic routes, such as aircraft noise and visual impacts. Based on the modeled
results for the unique grids and General Study Area uniform grids, no historically, architecturally
8

or culturally significant properties located in the area exposed to DNL 65 dB or higher would
experience a significant increase of DNL 1.5 dB or higher. The Proposed Action would not
cause reportable noise increases of DNL 3 dB or higher in areas exposed to noise between
DNL 60 dB and 65 dB, or DNL 5 dB or higher in areas exposed to noise between DNL 45 dB
and DNL 60 dB.
According to FAA Order 1050.1 E, Appendix A, the visual sight of aircraft, aircraft contrails, or
aircraft lights at night, particularly at a distance that is not normally intrusive, should not be
assumed to constitute an adverse impact. Changes in aircraft routes associated with the
Proposed Action would generally occur at altitudes above 3,000 feet AGL; therefore, the visual
sight of aircraft and aircraft lights would not be considered intrusive and, the Proposed Action
would not result in significant visual impacts. Therefore, the Proposed Action would not
adversely affect the property's historic, architectural, or cultural significance through introduction
of a visual feature that would diminish the integrity of the setting.
The FAA determined that under the meaning of 36 CFR, Parks, Forests, and Public Property,
section 800.5(a), Protection of Historic Properties, the Proposed Action would not have an
"adverse effect" on historic resources. In accordance with the Section 106 of the NHPA, written
concurrence of FAA's determination was obtained from the California State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) with both the definition of the APE and the finding of no adverse
effects. The concurrence letter can be found in the Appendix A to the Final EA, "Agency
Coordination, Public Involvement, and List of Receiving Parties".
Wildlife (Avian and Bat Species)

The greatest potential for impacts to wildlife species related to air traffic procedure changes
would result from wildlife strikes on avian and bat species at altitudes below 3,000 feet AGL.
The FAA's Wildlife Strike Database provides strike information that is reportable by airport,
including species struck, height of strike, and type and extent of aircraft damage. Table 5-4 in
Chapter 5 of the EA provides a summary of wildlife strikes reported by Study Airport between
1990 and April 2013. In total, 4, 176 records provide strike altitude for incidents involving birds
and bats. Of these, a total of 3,781 reported strikes (91 percent of all strikes) occurred at
altitudes below 3,000 feet. The decline in the number of strikes reported above 3,000 feet AGL
indicates that there is less likelihood of bird/bat strikes at these altitudes. Under the Proposed
Action, the majority of changes to proposed flight paths would occur above 3,000 feet AGL and
no significant changes to arrival and departure corridors below 3,000 feet AGL would be
expected. In addition, under the Proposed Action, the FAA anticipates increased use of the
narrower arrival and departure corridors associated with the RNAV procedures. As narrower
corridors would reduce the area in which RNAV equipped aircraft operate, the Proposed Action
would not be expected to result in increased impacts to avian and bat species when compared
to the No Action Alternative. Therefore, there would be no significant impacts to avian and bat
species under the Proposed Action compared with the No Action Alternative. The FAA has
determined that the Proposed Action is not likely to adversely affect any federally-listed species
for 2014 or 2019.
Environmental Justice

Under the Proposed Action, no areas within the General Study Area would experience a change
in noise exposure or other relevant impact category, (such as air quality, hazardous materials,
and water quality) that would exceed applicable thresholds of significance. The Proposed
Action would not affect low income or minority populations at a disproportionately higher level
than other population segments. Therefore, no adverse direct or indirect effects would occur to
9

any environmental justice populations within the General Study Area under the Proposed Action
for 2014 and 2019.

Energy Supply
Under the Proposed Action, the optimized air traffic routes would improve the efficiency of air
traffic routes and operations, including continuous climb-outs and optimized descents, where
possible. However, aircraft fuel consumption would increase slightly compared with the No
Action Alternative.
Aircraft fuel burn is considered a proxy for determining whether the Proposed Action would have
a measurable effect on local energy supplies when compared with the No Action Alternative.
The FAA's NIRS model calculates aircraft-related fuel burn as an output along with calculating
aircraft noise exposure. NIRS modeling indicated that slightly more fuel would be burned under
the Proposed Action in comparison with the No Action Alternative (an increase of 9.8 metric
tons (MT) or 0.40 percent in the first year of implementation (2014) and 9.6 MT or 0.36 percent
in the five-year look-ahead year (2019). Given these relatively small increases, when compared
with the No Action Alternative, the Proposed Action would not adversely affect local fuel
supplies. Therefore, there would be no significant impact to energy supply that would exceed
available or future supplies of energy.

Air Quality
The Proposed Action would not change the number of aircraft operations compared with the No
Action Alternative. Although the Proposed Action would result in more efficient air traffic routes
and operations, there would be a slight increase in emissions when compared with the No
Action Alternative. The slight increase in fuel burn (as reported above for "Energy Supply") was
used as an indicator that the Proposed Action would result in a slight increase in emissions from
aircraft operations compared with the No Action Alternative. However, the Proposed Action is
presumed to conform to the State of California's State Implementation Plan (SIP) for ozone (0 3),
PM 10 , and PM 2.s. Implementation would not cause or contribute to a new violation of the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), worsen an existing violation, or delay meeting
the NAAQS.

Climate
Although there are no federal standards for aviation-related greenhouse gas emissions, the
CEQ has indicated that climate should be considered in NEPA analyses. Greenhouse gas
emissions were quantified in terms of carbon dioxide equivalent (C0 2e), which was calculated
by multiplying the number of gallons of fuel projected to be burned under both the Proposed
Action and the No Action Alternative by the C02e associated with each gallon of fuel burned
(9.7438 kg of C0 2e). Based on the fuel burn values reported in the EA, C02e emissions would
increase slightly with implementation of the Proposed Action compared with the No Action
Alternative (30.7 MT or 0.40 percent more in the first year of implementation (2014) and 30.4
MT or 0.36 percent more in the five-year look-ahead year (2019)).

Cumulative Impacts
NEPA implementing regulations define cumulative impacts as the incremental impact of the
action when added to the impacts of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
actions regardless of the agency, federal or nonfederal, undertaking such actions. Cumulative
impacts can result from individually minor, but collectively significant actions taking place over a
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period of time. A summary of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions that
were considered is provided in Table 5-10 in Chapter 5 of the EA.
Due to the nature of the Proposed Action (i.e., the lack of land disruption or construction
activities), the FAA considered potential cumulative impacts for three categories: Energy
Supply (Aircraft Fuel), Air Quality, and Climate. Consideration was given to the ability of the
Proposed Action with other identified past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions
to contribute cumulatively to impacts within these categories. Detailed discussion of the
cumulative impact analysis with respect to energy supply, air quality, and climate is presented in
Section 5.11 of the EA. Based on that analysis, the FAA does not expect the Proposed Action
to result in significant cumulative impacts.
Mitigation

Thresholds of significance for any environmental impact category would not be exceeded due to
the Proposed Action; therefore, no mitigation is being proposed as part of this project.
Other Considerations

The Proposed Action involves air traffic control routing changes for airborne aircraft only. The
United States Government has exclusive sovereignty of airspace in the United States [49 U.S.C.
Section 40103(a)]. Congress has provided extensive and plenary authority to the FAA
concerning the efficient use and management of the navigable airspace, air traffic control, air
navigation facilities, and the safety of aircraft and persons and property on the ground [49
U.S.C. Sections 40103(b)(I) and (2)]. To the extent applicable, and as there are no significant
impacts under noise or compatible land use, the Proposed Action is consistent with the plans,
goals, and policies for the area and with the applicable regulations and policies of federal, state,
and local agencies.
VIII. AGENCY AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Public involvement and early consultation process began with the initiation of the preparation of
the EA. FAA distributed an early notification letter to 129 federal, state, and local agencies and
elected officials as well as to eight Native American tribes on December 4, 2012, and placed a
legal notice in four major newspapers covering the General Study Area on December 9,
2012and a website was developed (www.oapmenvironmental.com). The FAA provided the web
address in the public notices as well as the letters to agencies and elected representatives.
Copies of the notification letter, legal notice, and comments received are provided in Appendix A
of the EA. Elected officials and representatives from public agencies were invited to meetings
held in Sacramento, Oakland, San Mateo, and San Jose, California, between September 16th
and 20th, 2013. Representatives from Native American tribes were invited to a meeting to
discuss the project in Sacramento on September 16, 2013.
The EA was released on March 25, 2014. The FAA updated the project website to reflect the
release of the EA, including making the entire EA along with the underlying technical reports,
available electronically. The FAA published notice of availability of the EA in four major
newspapers. Digital copies were made available to 125 libraries; to the California State Office
of Historic Preservation, to eight Native American tribes, and the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA). The FAA sent letters to the previous recipients of the early
coordination letters to update them on the status of the project, advise them of the release of the
EA (including the project's web address), and solicit comments. The names and addresses of
parties who received notification of availability are listed in Appendix B of the EA. Five public
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workshops to help the public understand the Proposed NorCal OAPM Project were held
between April 14 and April 18, 2014 in centrally located, transit-accessible locations adjacent to
the Study Airports.

IX.

THE AGENCY'S FINDINGS

A. The NorCal OAPM Project will ensure the safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. (49 U.S.C. § 40103(b)).
The Federal Aviation Act of 1958 gives the Administrator the authority and responsibility to
assign by order or regulation the use of the navigable airspace in order to ensure the safety of
aircraft and the efficient use of the airspace. In its continuous effort to ensure safety of aircraft
and improve the efficiency of transit through the navigable airspace, the FAA will create or
modify standard instrument departure procedures (SIDs) and standard terminal arrival routes
(STARs) in the Northern California Metroplex. The project will enhance the efficiency of the
airspace in the Northern California Metroplex by creating shorter, more predictable ground and
vertical paths through the limited airspace in the Northern California Metroplex. This project will
allow the FAA to begin to achieve its NextGen goals.
In deciding to implement the Proposed Action, the FAA carefully evaluated both the Proposed
Action and the No Action Alternatives. The No Action Alternative will do nothing to improve the
efficiency of the airspace nor address any of the three key causal factors for airspace efficiency.
The No Action Alternative would not further the Agency's goal in transitioning to NextGen.
8. This project does not involve the use of any historic sites or other properties
protected under Department of Transportation Act Section 303(c), also known as
Section 4(f) or under the National Historic Preservation Act.
The project does not involve any physical development or modification of facilities and therefore
no actual, physical use of resources protected under Section 4(f) of the Department of
Transportation Act or Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act would result. The
project would also not result in a constructive use of any protected property because it would
not cause increases in noise sufficient to impair the value of those resources. None of the
protected properties in the General Study Area have a quiet setting as a generally recognized
purpose and attribute.
The project would not cause an adverse effect on historic resources listed on or eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places. This determination is based on consultation
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act with the State Historic Preservation
Officers in each state within the General Study Area.
C. Clean Air Act, Section 176 (c)(1) Conformity Determination (42 U.S.C. § 7506(c)).
The project is an air traffic control activity that adopts approach and departure procedures for air
operations. It is presumed to conform under 72 Fed. Reg. 41565 (July 30, 2007). The project
would not result in the development of physical facilities nor would it result in or induce an
increase in operational capacity in the study area. Detailed analysis was not necessary to
conclude that the project conforms with the purposes of the SIPs for the State of California. The
project will not cause a new violation of the NAAQS, worsen an existing violation, or delay
meeting the standards of the NAAQS in the study area.
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D. Findings Pursuant to the Purpose and Need
Upon implementing the Proposed Action, the airspace that serves the Study Airports would
include optimized air traffic routings to improve the efficiency of the air traffic routes. Based on
the EA prepared for the Proposed Action, this FONSl/ROD is issued. Both the EA and the
FONSl/ROD are hereby incorporated into this decision.
X.

DECISIONS AND ORDERS

After careful and thorough consideration of the EA and the facts contained herein, I find that the
Proposed Action is consistent with existing national environmental policies and objectives as set
forth in Section 101 of National Environmental Policy Act and other applicable environmental
requirements and will not significantly affect the quality of human environment or otherwise
include any condition requiring consultation pursuant to Section 102(2)(C) of National
Environmental Policy Act. Therefore, an environmental impact statement will not be prepared.
I, the undersigned, have reviewed the referenced EA including the evaluation of the purpose
and need that this Project would serve, the alternative means of achieving the purpose and
need, and the environmental impacts associated with these alternatives. I find the Project
described in the EA is reasonably supported and issuance of a finding of no significance is
appropriate. Therefore, an environmental impact statement will not be prepared.
I have carefully considered the FAA's statutory mandate under 49 U.S.C. § 40103 to ensure the
safe and efficient use of the national airspace system as well as the other aeronautical goals
and objectives discussed in the EA.
Accordingly, under the authority delegated to me by the Administrator of the FAA, I approve the
operational changes as described in the proposed action alternative and direct that actions be
taken that will enable implementation of the Northern California OAPM project.

Approved:
Elizabeth L. Ray
Vice President, Missi
Air Traffic Organization
Federal Aviation Administration

RIGHT OF APPEAL
This FONSl/ROD constitutes a final order of the FAA Administrator and is subject to
exclusive judicial review under 49 U.S.C. § 46110 by the U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia or the U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals for the circuit in which the
person contesting the decision resides or has its principal place of business. Any party
having substantial interest in this order may apply for review of the decision by filing a
petition for review in the appropriate U.S. Court of Appeals no later than 60 days after the
order is issued in accordance with the provisions of 49 U.S.C. § 4611 O. Any party
seeking to stay implementation of the ROD must file an application with the FAA prior to
seeking judicial relief as provided in Rule 18(a) of the Federal Rules of Appellate
Procedure.
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City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/26/2016 7:17 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

D Martell <dmpaloalto@gmail.com>
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 7:16 PM
Council, City; Drekmeier, Peter; Kleinberg, Judy; Diana Diamond; Aram James; Stump,
Molly; Keene, James; Burns, Dennis
MARTELL | Equal Education for children

Passing Measure B of this November's ballot means Palo Alto will likely receive $38M for street maintenance
and pothole repair. Because our city's pavement conditions fare well, the city will have more flexibility over
these funds.
Children are our future, and I believe that the well-being of our residents come first.
I want Palo Alto to invest this windfall towards the $60M needed to offer free Internet to all residents. Parsing
this reserve (see below) will achieve free citywide Internet by connecting Palo Alto's already existing highspeed fiber-optic infrastructure to homes to create equal educational opportunities for all our children.
To make this project truly robust and appealing, Palo Alto should dedicate $500K into finalizing development
of www.MontessoriSoftware.com and package it pro-bono for distribution. MontessoriSoftware.com is a
private, local entrepreneurial endeavor promoted at Xerox Park's Think Tank by Will Wright, a long-time
international leader of the Computer Game Industry --"MontessoriSoftware.com is long overdue, very different
than anything out there, and will change educational software forever". MontessoriSoftware.com translates
simple plane geometry to the computer by using graphics to convey concepts, so it is not language
dependent. This software fosters brain growth and is applicable to children of all ages, including infants. It is
also beneficial for stroke patients, patients with other head injuries, and seniors wishing to maintaining mental
acuity.
Palo Alto can contract with professional fundraisers to develop money sources to cover outstanding expenses
for citywide Internet through donations from educational grants, individuals, philanthropic groups, and hightech companies such as Facebook, Google, and Hewlett Packard.
Palo Alto is a city that has a history of leading, so let's lead!

Danielle Martell
Palo Alto City Council Candidate, 2016

1

City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/24/2016 10:06 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Art <asbuy@abcandm.com>
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 2:04 PM
supervisor.simitian@bos.sccgov.org
Council, City; awengert@portolavalley.net; mlbernald@saratoga.ca.us;
gcwaldeck@losaltoshills.ca.gov; bruce.mcpherson@co.santa-cruz.ca.us;
john.leopold@co.santa-cruz.ca.us; dlane@cityofsantacruz.com; ebottorff167
@yahoo.com; dpine@smcgov.org; mark.addiego@ssf.net; shindi@fostercity.org;
lmoody@cityofepa.org; mike.wasserman@bos.sccgov.org; elewis@ci.atherton.ca.us;
jmordo@losaltosca.gov; Scharff, Gregory (internal); dlindslind@earthlink.net; gip32003
@yahoo.com; cmathews@cityofsantacruz.com; dnortondesigns@msn.com;
jgee@redwoodcity.org; bgrassilli@cityofsancarlos.org; piohtaki@menlopark.org;
drutherford@cityofepa.org
Palo Alto airplane noise

Mr. Simitian,
I am writing to let you know that we have been suffering from the extreme airplane noise over our house. In particular
planes fly low, many below 4000 feet. They come sometimes separated by just a minute or two, and they use their air
brakes which are very load and grating, particularly the airbus 320, etc. We have also experienced VERY loud planes well
after midnight, and even after 1am, sometimes waking us up.
I would appreciate anything you can do to reverse this attack on our quality of life. In particular please give serious
consideration to the remedies proposed in the October 10, 2016 letter from James Keene, City Manager of Palo Alto.
Sincerely,
Art Sklaroff
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City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/25/2016 9:41 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Aleks Totic <sgvbjmfonvwqowh@ujoin.co>
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 6:37 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: a@totic.org <Aleks Totic>
Message:
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Aleks Totic
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City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/25/2016 9:41 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jami Dunbar <tddhtbflbbwcyfu@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:50 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: jamidunbar07@gmail.com <Jami Dunbar>
Message:
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Jami Dunbar
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City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/25/2016 9:41 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Paul Heft <jypfakvmwhhjyql@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 10:01 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: paulheft@comcast.net <Paul Heft>
Message:
Thanks for considering this!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Paul Heft
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City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/25/2016 9:41 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Victoria Longley <fyankwbjwfwyrng@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 7:23 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: vicki.longley@gmail.com <Victoria Longley>
Message:
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Victoria Longley
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City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/25/2016 9:41 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mallary Alcheck <ggrhsexufozrlqh@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 6:55 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: mallary11@gmail.com <Mallary Alcheck>
Message:
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Mallary Alcheck
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City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/25/2016 9:41 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ian Mallace <qhwrzpkexzonrkp@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 6:05 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: ianmallace@yahoo.com <Ian Mallace>
Message:
PLease support this affordable housing option.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Ian Mallace
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan Skotheim <dnavgobzzrwebsi@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 5:58 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: skotheim@stanford.edu <Jan Skotheim>
Message:
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Jan Skotheim
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jack Herrick <jkcwiwvhuwzrkkj@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 5:04 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: jjello@gmail.com <Jack Herrick>
Message:
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Jack Herrick
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Joki <vxowcrjycunzfjz@ujoin.co>
Monday, October 24, 2016 5:03 PM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: djoki@earthlink.net <David Joki>
Message:
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

David Joki
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Judy Goodnow <warshhpziicdrbo@ujoin.co>
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 10:27 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: wandjgoodnow@comcast.net <Judy Goodnow>
Message:
This looks like a wonderful opportunity to expand our supply of affordable housing - especially as there are
existing units there already. This is a real crisis situation for our community and imperative that we address it
soon.
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Judy Goodnow
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Judy Adams <lriaihpbbtzkese@ujoin.co>
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 9:53 AM
Council, City
Please Study an Affordable Housing Expansion at Cal Park

From: judyblueeyes1@gmail.com <Judy Adams>
Message:
Palo Alto needs more affordable AND low income housing. This looks like an innovative partial solution!
Dear Mayor Burt, Vice Mayor Scharff and City Council Members,
Thank you for studying potential sites for additional housing units in Palo Alto with the nonprofit developer Palo Alto
Housing.
I am writing today to urge you to ask Palo Alto Housing come forth with a proposal to expand an existing affordable
housing resource in our community: their California Park Apartments Property (Cal Park).
Cal Park, located at the intersection of California Avenue and Park Blvd, currently has 45 units of Affordable
Housing for Palo Alto families. However, under the existing “PTOD overlap” zoning district, an additional +/-45 units
could be constructed and made available.
California Avenue is walkable and transit oriented - the perfect place for new homes. Access to the CalTrain station,
VTA/Stanford Marguerite shuttles, Park Blvd bike trail and El Camino corridor buses, make this location ideal for
new residents. This neighborhood also provides walkable access to parks, cafes/restaurants, grocery and the yearround farmer's market.
With such transportation and services already in place, we encourage Palo Alto Housing to develop a conceptual
plan for the property that especially considers the needs of families or individuals who cannot or choose not to own
and drive a car.
Let’s take to heart the phrase “zone for what we want” and ask Palo Alto Housing to explore how many units
could be generated within the existing PTOD overlay.
The local housing crisis has steadily worsened, and now is the time to provide more housing to those who are our
most vulnerable community members. I am concerned about the lack of opportunities for individuals and families to
find stable housing in our community and afford basic necessities. I encourage you to make an impact and show
your support for more affordable housing to be constructed near transit nodes and work centers.
Thank you for supporting housing for our most vulnerable residents in Palo Alto.

Judy Adams
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Item 10: Professorville Guidelines comments

Councilmember Holman

The Professorville National Register District is the “formal recognition that the neighborhood
is one of the most significant places in the context of Palo Alto’s historic development.”
So the importance of the proposed Guidelines cannot be overstated from a development and
historical perspective. There are two other residential National Register Districts in Palo Alto
and much interest in developing Eichler Overlay (preservation) Districts. All of these efforts
were initiated by residents who value the visual and historic character of their
neighborhoods. And they rely on the City to administer the preservation of their
neighborhoods according to existing City ordinances and, in the case of Professorville,
application of the Secretary of the Interior Standards and CEQA. The Secretary‘s Standards
were adopted by the City several years ago as the standard by which the HRB and City will
review applications subject to historic review.
After reviewing the Guidelines on several occasions, having conversations with City Staff,
including at HRB meetings on this topic, and based on my relatively extensive background in
historic preservation including a number of CEQA and CA Preservation Foundation trainings,
I offer the following comments:
The proposed Guidelines, while improved by the amendments included as Attachment B in
the staff report, do not address significant issues occurring in Professorville nor do they lay
out some of the basic criteria that are primary to such a document.
• The required standards for review in Professorville are the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards, included in the Guidelines, not just a reliance on compatibility as is
referenced repeatedly in the Guidelines.
• The Standards are used nationwide to provide guidance on project review and
approval while allowing for contemporary use.
• The Guidelines do not address how to avoid demolition and reconstruction of even
major homes in the District as has occurred over the last while: several homes have
been demolished and have not been subject to CEQA because the City is allowing
contractors to dismantle homes and rebuild them sequentially. So, as is referenced in a
letter from the public, Professorville is now home to a number of “replica” homes. All one
has to do is walk through the District to see this occurring. Little to nothing original
remains on those sites. So the history, the fabric is gone. I know of no other community
subject to CEQA that allows such actions. Surely this is not what the applicants for the
National Register designation anticipated.
• What is being proposed by having different review standards for properties dating from
the early days of Professorville than those built after 1940 is something I have never
encountered and question the premise. Using as an example Eichler National Register
Districts, those properties are built post 1940 and yet they have the same historic status
as an 1890 Victorian in Professorville. The Guidelines referencing Early Professorville
should apply equally to the later period of development.

• The Guidelines do not address the matter of District Contributors and NonContributors, the basis for much consternation previously without clear criteria and the
basis, along with new building design, for this Staff project going forward.
• Previously, the community committee recommended making single story projects in
Professorville subject to Individual Review. That was also brought forward by staff in
public meetings. It is not referenced in the Guidelines of otherwise.
• There is no reference to the Incentives to in City Code to promote preservation of
historic structures.
• There is no reference to the State Historic Building Code which promotes alternative
methods in achieving building code compliance.
• The Guidelines do not address the fact that there are some post 1940 buildings
scattered in amongst the Earliest Professorville development.
• The Guidelines do not indicate how feasibility (repair, restoration) will be determined.
• The Guidelines do not list color as an important characteristic in the District even
though it is a consistent factor.
• Windows: While the language on page 59, 3.2.1 is clear on the importance of windows
as character – defining features, it is not clear how that is distinguished from recent
street - facing window replacements that have been permitted and that, from this
observer’s perspective, stand out as replacements due to lack of window detailing and
the kind of glass that is used. This is a common observation in Professorville.
• Garages: Page 73, 4.1.1 having to do with garages: Some properties do not currently
have garages and the addition of them on small lots would have a significant impact on
the neighborhood context.
• Additions: 4.1.2 New additions: the middle example is much larger and taller than the
original structure, something that I have always understood is not consistent with the
Standards. The use on connectors (hyphens) is recommended to separate the addition
and reduce the impact.
• Subdivision: The notion of lot subdivision in Professorville in questionably consistent
with the Secretary’s Standards given that setting, setbacks, landscaping are all
important to properties in the District.
While I believe there are a number of aspects of the Guidelines that offer good
guidance, there seems to be a foundational premise that brings forward significant gaps
and inconsistencies with the Standards as I know them.

City of Palo Alto | City Clerk's Office | 10/24/2016 10:00 AM

Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mello, Joshuah
Thursday, October 20, 2016 9:04 AM
mickie650@gmail.com
Gitelman, Hillary; Corrao, Christopher; Keene, James; Council, City; Lait, Jonathan
RE: bike-sharing program

Dear Mr. Winkler:
Thank you for your email regarding our proposed citywide bicycle sharing system. It sounds like there may be some
confusion as to the costs and the purpose of the system, so I wanted to try to shed some light on the details.
If the contract with Motivate is approved by City Council, Palo Alto will be launching a 350‐bike, smart‐bike system in the
summer of 2017. Our system will be part of the regional Bay Area Bike Share system (soon to be known as Ford
GoBikes). This system will be one of the largest integrated bicycle sharing networks in the world.
Residents, employees and visitors to Palo Alto will all be able to use our state‐of‐the‐art bike share system, as well as
over 7,000 bicycles throughout the Bay Area on a single membership with a cost of $15 per month. Low‐income
memberships will be available to those in need for $5 per month, providing access to those that live and work in our
community, taking more vehicles off of our roads and reducing the demand to on‐street parking.
Bike share can provide a number of other benefits to a community, including the health benefits of cycling, providing a
first‐ and last‐mile connection for transit users, reducing overall vehicle‐miles traveled, and simply providing another
option for getting around Palo Alto without a motor vehicle. As a side note, bike share has been shown to bring more
cyclists to city streets which itself can increase the safety of all cyclists, even those on their own personal bicycles.
To clarify the cost of the program, there will be no ongoing operational cost to the City for the proposed bike share
program. The City would make a one‐time capital investment of ~$1 million for the bicycles and stations, with
operations fully covered by Motivate for the life of the contract.
Thank you for your interest in bike share and please stay engaged as we continue to work on our new system over the
next year.
Regards,
JOSHUAH D. MELLO, AICP
Chief Transportation Official

PLANNING & COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENT
Transportation

Joshuah.Mello@CityofPaloAlto.org
office: 650.329.2520 fax: 650.329.2154
Use Palo Alto 311 to report items you’d like the City to fix. Download the app or click here to make a service request.

From: mickie winkler [mailto:mickie650@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 16, 2016 3:03 PM
1
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To: Council, City
Subject: bike-sharing program

Dear City Council Members,
I listened to the discussion of the bike sharing program at your meeting of Oct.4.
The going-in cost is $1 million/yr plus staff (forever).
My question right now is: How does bike-sharing benefit the City?




Is it to reduce emissions? not really.
Is it to reduce traffic congestion, assuming that bike use ever really does that. Probably not.
Is it to provide the last mile solution for residents and commuters? Good, but expensive.

I am sure you have had this discussion, but I did not hear it articulated at the Oct. 4 meeting.
Please help me understand.

Thanks,
Mickie Winkler
Former Council Member/mayor, Menlo Park
New resident, Palo Alto
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

bobgnote <bobgnote@gmail.com>
Friday, October 21, 2016 1:33 PM
Library, Pa; Library Programming
Bob Gaebler; Council, City
Re: Library Website Contact Form

You hired another prissy idiot for the upstairs PCs. Yesterday, someone finally told me about the back room PCs, and I
made the mistake of going there, where Ruth Ann Garcia was somehow kibitzing with another PC user. But Ruth Ann
does not do well with PCs, and today, there was an effete new fool, at the 2nd floor Mitchell desk, who had no clue
when Google Chrome would get an update, since it crashed with a full Calbar complaint form, ready to print. WHEN
YOU WON'T UPDATE, AND YOU TRASHED CLOUD, KEEP UPDATES, OR YOU CANNOT PRINT IN YOUR MISERABLE 15 CENT
PER PAGE SCAM, overseen, by Ruth Ann's and whomever's appetite for punk, molly‐headed, HIV‐wannadose gits, like
the clown that told me I was too loud, when updating his bad information. Look. You need to hire COMPETENT PEOPLE.
Maybe to do that, YOU SHOULD HAVE FIRED RUTH ANN GARCIA, YEARS AGO! Get a clue.
For today's PAPL, why do Ruth Ann's usual queers get in here? They don't know anything valuable. They let the phone
freaks roll in and act out. So wise the hell up, and service the PCs, Windows Update, Adobe, etc. AND CHROME.
Or just use MS or Chromium Browsers, you negligent gits.
And don't be letting phone‐freaks in there, your desk has his head up butt, and when I point that out, in detail, he says
lower voice.
YOU INCOMPETENT HYPOCRITES.
To City Council, also, here.
On 10/19/16, bobgnote <bobgnote@gmail.com> wrote:
> I advise a re‐think to help both service and security, around the PCs,
> for which PAPL will not update, including the Chrome browser, but
> rather, PAPL simply removed the useful Google Cloud printer and upped
> punk encounters, since here's news!
>
> PUNKS BANG. THEY GANG UP. OK?
>
> On 10/19/16, pa.library@cityofpaloalto.org
> <pa.library@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:
>>
>> First Name:
>> Bob
>> ________________________________
>> Last Name:
>> Gaebler
>> ________________________________
>> Email Address
>> bobgnote@gmail.com
>> ________________________________
>> Your Neighborhood
1
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>> Other
>> ________________________________
>> Library Branch (If Applicable)
>> Mitchell Park
>> ________________________________
>> Okay to Contact Me?
>> Yes
>> ________________________________
>> Your Comments:
>> Another Ruth Ann Garcia issue jumped up. A tutor with a special needs
>> student was doing conversation, at the 2nd floor terminals, where
>> Ruth Ann has allowed nuisance perps to harass me, but today, she
>> managed to show me to the main PC room, WHICH NOBODY DID, BEFORE.
>> Trouble with this is she and staff had a year or so to get this done,
>> already. And why is the 'student'
>> with tutor not downstairs, in the learning center or somewhere? THEY
>> ARE PRACTICALLY HOLLERING, and Ruth Ann will ensure the wrong
>> behaviors emerge and get reinforced, because you should not have
>> hired her or Pete or a number of other completely inappropriate
>> hires, here to make sure there's a controversy, involving computers
>> with no updates, with a lot of noise, not just sound, around, and if
>> I type, a punk will harass me. You need to re‐think your too punk to
>> fail, at PAPL.
>> ________________________________
>> Referring Page
>> http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/depts/lib/contact.asp
>> ________________________________
>
>
> ‐‐
> Bob Gaebler
> bobgnote@gmail.com
>

‐‐
Bob Gaebler
bobgnote@gmail.com
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Pria Graves <priag@birketthouse.com>
Sunday, October 23, 2016 6:46 PM
OES; Keene, James; Council, City
Linda M. Saunders; Loquist, Kristina
Stanford Alarm
AlertSU.pdf

Dear All Last Tuesday morning at 3:10 a.m., the Stanford “AlertSU” siren system was activated.
I live in College Terrace and since I was not deeply asleep at the time, it woke me. I went to a window to hear
the “verbal” component of the alert. It was very muffled but sounded as if they were saying that it was only a
test. To be safe, however, I rang the Palo Alto dispatch number (NOT 911) and asked why the alarm was
sounding.
Imagine my complete astonishment when I was told that they had no idea that the alarm was sounding!
In the end, I shut the windows and returned to bed.
Upon further investigation in the morning, I was informed that once the staff realized that there was no
emergency, their focus was on stopping the sirens. I appreciate that, but I’m disappointed that they “failed to
think sooner about the need to let the community know there was no emergency”.
But this raises the much more important question of what would happen in the case of a real emergency?
If there were really a toxic or bio-hazard release on campus, are we seriously relying on someone happening to
think about notifying Palo Alto dispatch? While they're busy dealing with protecting campus residents, will
they remember to alert our folks?
Stanford’s Emergency Notifications info (see below) states that they will create an “Emergency Notification to
the University community”. But there are literally thousands of Palo Alto residents living within a 2 mile
radius of the center of the Stanford Campus. Many of us sleep with windows open on summer evenings and are
potentially vulnerable to a situation occurring on campus. If a toxic plume is headed my way, I’d like to be sure
that the City’s automatic telephone system has been activated in the hope of alerting us!
And even if it is another false alarm, I’d still like our dispatch to be prepared to inform and comfort folks like
me who live less than 500 feet from the edge of campus.
I am strongly urging the City to reach out to Stanford and take steps to ensure that our dispatch staff is
immediately alerted whenever Stanford initiates an Emergency Notification. Things like this don’t stop at
their borders!
Finally, lest you think that I do nothing but complain, please let me note the sole bright spot in this entire
situation: Stanford Police Chief Linda M. Saunders had her staff delivering explanatory letters to nearby
residents first thing on Tuesday morning. Many thanks and kudos to her. That was a great step.
1
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Now let’s see if we can ensure that Palo Alto residents will be kept safe if there’s an actual emergency
emanating from the Stanford Campus!
Regards,
Pria Graves
2130 Yale Street
493.2153

2

Emergency Notifications

An AlertSU message will be sent unless issuance of
the notification will, in the professional judgment of
responsible authorities, compromise efforts to assist
a victim or contain, respond to, or otherwise mitigate
the emergency. The content of the message will vary
depending on the situation but will typically include the
incident time, location, type, and recommended actions for
safety.

As required by federal law (20 U.S.C. § 1092(f)), the
University will immediately create and issue an Emergency
Notification to the University community (or a subset of
the community) upon confirmation by a first responder7 of
any significant emergency or dangerous situation involving
an immediate threat to the health or safety of students or
employees occurring on the campus. The University calls its
mass notification system AlertSU. Multiple methods may be
used to send an Emergency Notification and any follow-up
messages; any of the following methods may be used, and
the means may change as the situation progresses:

If the telephone notification system is activated, an
automated voice message will be sent to the telephone
number that Stanford faculty, staff, and students have
registered in the Stanford directory (via StanfordYou or
Axess).
If the SMS (text) and email notification system is activated,
the message will be sent to mobile phones and Stanford
email accounts or other accounts as indicated by the
settings in one’s personal profile entered into StanfordYou
or Axess.

• AlertSU mass notification system via phone, email
and/or text message

If the siren alert system is activated, a tone will be emitted
from one or all of the seven emergency towers located on
campus. That tone indicates that there is an emergency;
listen for further instructions.

• AlertSU outdoor warning system consists of 7 sirens
positioned throughout the main campus that emit alert
tones and verbal instructions

AlertSU does not currently have the capability to limit
messages to specific areas of the campus. As needed, first
responders can determine the appropriate segment of
the campus community, based on available information,
to specify recipient groups such as faculty and staff or
students.

• Stanford Emergency website
emergency.stanford.edu and the information hotline
650-725-5555
• SUDPS website police.stanford.edu

• Radio station KZSU 90.1 FM
• Campus & local newspapers

Follow the directions of AlertSU messages
unless doing so will place you in greater danger.
AlertSU warnings are intended to assist you in making
informed decisions about your personal safety.
When you become aware of a warning, take action
and make sure others around you are also aware of
the potential danger. As a general rule, it is a best
practice to follow the instructions of police, fire, and
medical first responders, AlertSU messages, and
knowledgeable University officials, unless you know
that doing so will place you in imminent danger.

• Twitter @Stanford
• Department Operations Centers (DOC’s) and
Department email lists

N

E

W

S

7 First responders may include staff from SUDPS, Palo Alto Fire Department,
EH&S, or other professional emergency and first responders.
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Carnahan, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Stephanie Munoz <stephanie@dslextreme.com>
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 2:53 PM
Council, City
MN Letters; letters@paweekly.com; Mario Dianda; WILPF Peninsula Palo Alto; lgauthier;
letters@paloaltodailypost.com; jaythor@well.com
urgent need to adapt city regulation to housing

Dear City Council members:
Like many individuals, and WILPF and other organizations, I am requesting that you give priority to
organizing city planning to facilitate more affordable housing, and make it possible for everyone who
cannot afford proper housing to be permitted to sleep overnight in public buildings, overseen by
people known to be responsible, with a special shelter adjacent to the police station for volatile men
who are likely (perhaps through no fault of their own) to cause unrest. I have mentioned this to our
police chief and he thinks it's a good idea.
The need was initially caused by impulsive opportunism by the city of Palo Alto: the possibility of
using the Stanford land and Stanford scientific preeminence to build a knowledge industry which
would restore US prestige after the USSR put the first satellite in place,
instead of expansion of housing as originally planned. This would bring great wealth and great
municipal wealth which would make it possible to do many great things, but, most desired of all, fund
a superb school system. Perhaps they didn't stop to think about the unfairness of leaving the
workers' children to be educated in a school system bereft of that wealth, or perhaps they did think of
it, as one might suspect from the frequent comments that if Palo Alto builds family housing, the
splendid school system will suffer. And perhaps they didn't consider that if the workplace destination
is here and the workers are housed over yonder ,public transportation is needed, and the lack of it
means that all the people living in between, the workers and their livelihood are going to become a.
doormat, literally. Others called their attention to the problem; in particular, Councilmen Phil Flint and
Bob Debs decried the demolition of the Branch Line SF rail service to the West Valley. This instantly
became a grave problem for Los Altos, which the county helped mitigate by buying the Branch
Line which SP was anxious to get rid of,and substituting Foothill Expressway, but as all the adjacent
towns except East Palo Alto became filled with industrial park workers, which at first seemed a
benefit, but as the cost of serving residents relative to tax revenue became clear, and was
exacerbated by Prop 13, which ended the unsavory practice of forcing low income owners out by
raising the taxes to what new residents, the crowding worsened, and those towns realized that they,
too, could install lucrative offices with no provision for the workers' children.
Now Palo Alto is in the embarrassing position of having to convince Menlo Park that allowing
Facebook to build 5000 office workers' space and 500 worker houses is STUPID, but I think it has to
be done. Both Palo Alto and Menlo Park simply have to insist that for every job a company is allowed
to create, one bedroom will be created on the same premises or within walking
distance. Government has already taken away our fireplaces, lawns, and older affordable cars, and
many, many families have lost their homes. I strongly recommend that many, if not most of these
living spaces be 200 square feet exclusive of room-sized balconies, to provide harmony with the
established FAR which is so highly prized, further, I strongly recommend that new housing along El
Camino Real, that is, on the 22 bus line, be limited to people who do not need to house cars at their
1
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domicile. This would serve seniors, most of whom do not drive to work daily; many of whom cannot
or aren't allowed to drive, and sturdy young singles who can walk or bicycle to work. It would be
inconvenient for families with children who must be driven most places, often even to school.
The city and school districts, also, should house their own employees in rental housing. not only to
give the private companies a good example but also for financial survival. Employee expense is the
largest public expense. and the continuous public policy of raising the land value--even senior
housing has to raise the land value! has led to housing being unaffordable for teachers who make
$60,000 a year. Palo Alto did understand the folly of selling off school sites, and for that very reason
bought part of Cubberly. The need for teacher housing was foreordained when the cities looked to
improving revenue by zoning and regulating so as to force-feed land values, but was unnoticed while
there were so many old teachers who bought homes many years ago. As teachers retire, the
underlying problem is exposed in all its inefficiency and misery. It is certainly worth noting that rental
housing for teachers is the most stable, and for its safety, most profitable investment any city can
have. Don't forget that even before today's egregious inflation, people built rental housing to make
money. My grandmother did; my mother did.
Incidentally, it's the new housing that should be rent controlled. Costa-Hawkins should be abolished,
period. Permission to build anything over four units should be contingent on accepting rent
control. Cities and property owners would agree on what is a profitable
but reasonable rent,--perhaps one per cent over T bills? Perhaps referencing tradition, but once the
rent is established, it should go up just like property tax. Call it Prop. 13 for renters.
Another noxious law is the State law mandating the upgrade to current seismic standard if they are to
be changed in occupancy use, which was, I've always suspected, meant to ensure that the PAMF
building would be destroyed instead of bdeing used to house senior citizens.
There has to be an ant-demolition law. That's what has kept San Francisco from losing its existing
rent controlled housing.Civic property should use upper stories that are not necessary for the function
of the tenant for housing on upper levels. Such buildings are One
more suitable because they usually have adequate landscaping around them and thus look spacious,
not crowded. It might not occur to you to build on the animal shelter, but elderly petowners would
love it, and even the sewage disposal plant has space on top that some creative architect could make
attractive and acceptable.
All public structures should have housing on the unused portion of upper stories. It could be
separated from the rest of the structure by architecture and landscaping.
Parking problems might be mitigated by having nighttime parking lots to which residents of overparked streets could be driven by professional drivers. For parking of all day downtown workers in
under-parked buildings, it would be mutually beneficial to Palo Alto and East Palo Alto to rent garage
space in the East Palo Alto ends of bridge arterials: University and Embarcadero. Shuttle busses in
the morning and evening could drop off and collect the drivers. It would be a money-maker for East
Palo Alto, bring customers to their stores, and they could use the garages for the plethora of cars on
their own overcrowded streets..
Respectfully yours
, Stephanie Munoz
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