
From: Amy L-Pickleball
To: ParkRec Commission; Howard, Adam
Subject: Mitchell Park Place and pickleball noise
Date: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 2:24:02 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from pickleball.amy@gmail.com.
Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Adam and Commissioners,

I am writing to follow up on the concern raised by Commissioner Kleinhaus at the September
27th meeting about the future Mitchell Park Place and potential conflict with pickleball noise.
I was happy to hear that she is proactively thinking about whether pickleball courts can be
compatible neighbors.

Adam Howard correctly referred to the recent closing of pickleball courts at Cedar Rose Park
in Berkeley due to noise complaints. Those courts are only 20 feet from the neighboring
apartment building. I don't know the history of those courts, but I do know that the Palo Alto
Pickleball Club would never support building courts that close to a residence.

For reference, the closest residence to the current Mitchell Park Pickleball courts is The
Stevenson house, with a minimum distance of 275 feet. The distance from court #15 to the
Mitchell Park Place parcel boundary is 350 feet, therefore the residential unit will be >350 feet
from the closest pickleball court. Based on our extensive experience working with Pickleball
Ambassadors at courts all over the country, residential units at that distance should not be
adversely impacted by pickleball courts.

The City of Los Altos is preparing to add pickleball lines in multiple parks in their city. As
part of that project, they will be taking decibel measurements both with and without sound-
dampening screening. They are doing this because they hope to have pickleball courts in parks
where the distance to residential units is less than 100 feet. We are extremely fortunate at
Mitchell Park to have a location for pickleball that is >200 feet from the nearest residential
unit; it is the reason that Mitchell Park is a perfect location for pickleball! 

We look forward to having Mitchell Park Place in our neighborhood, and hope that some of
the Mitchell Park Place residents and staff will join us on the courts.

Regards,
Amy Lauterbach
Sutherland Drive, Palo Alto
Palo Alto Pickleball Club Board of Directors
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From: Cindy Yip
To: Howard, Adam; ParkRec Commission
Subject: Re: pickleball court priority at Mitchell Park
Date: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 10:57:29 PM

You don't often get email from cindy_k_yip@yahoo.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

To whom it may concern:

Hope this email finds you well.  I am a Palo Alto resident for a 20+ years. I am one of the
pickleball players and I have recently come to aware the courts at Mitchell Park will only be
given priority three nights a week. This will be a very disappointing news for the pickleball
players by limiting the court usage. I hope you will reconsider this decision.   The pickleball
sport has become so popular that provides opportunities for many young people to come
out and play after their work hours during the day. By taking the pickleball court priority
back to the tennis players will eliminate these opportunities. Basically, we will eliminate 12
players who could have been playing pickleball and allow 4 tennis players to play at the
court. I sincerely hope you will reconsider this decision and provide the best opportunities
for our community. Thank you so much for your reconsideration.

Regards,
Cindy
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From: mwilliams
To: ParkRec Commission
Cc: Howard, Adam; Anderson, Daren; PAPC 2020 Board
Subject: Urgent request
Date: Thursday, September 29, 2022 10:06:15 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Chair Greenfield and Commissioners,

Thank you for listening to our club members, including children and families, at the meeting on
Tuesday evening. And thank you to Adam Howard for his excellent presentation which included
the City survey of court usage that makes very clear how many more pickleball players are waiting
for courts as opposed to tennis players. 
This comes as no surprise as there are 51 tennis courts in Palo Alto and our 800+ club members
and visitors have to play pickleball on the equivalent of only three tennis courts!

However, I feel compelled to ask that you do not get sidetracked about future dedicated courts. If
you do, I'm afraid that our request to extend the time on the dual use courts will get delayed
another couple of years. Please focus only on the Agenda item 'Court Usage'  and approve Option
#2, extending the hours of 3pm to 10pm every day for pickleball use only.  No other physical
changes need to be made to the dual use courts at this time.  Since the new brighter lines have
been painted, thanks to all of you, they are safer and players are happy.

It was disappointing to hear commissioners say that they wanted to hear from tennis players. Mr
Howard had reported that he had notified the Palo Alto Tennis Club and all the tennis players
from whom he had heard, and also posted signs on the tennis courts. They had as equal an
opportunity as the pickleball players to attend the meeting. Over seventy pickleball players
attended, 21 spoke including children, and over 104 emails were received by the commission. On
the other hand, Five tennis players attended the meeting, one spoke, and 2 emails were received.
You did hear from tennis players and I don't understand why this information was not
considered.

Because the only decision to make is concerning hours and no physical changes to the courts, my
hope is that Commissioners can give us an informal decision before the City Council Meeting
next Tuesday. 
Thank you all for your service to the Palo Alto Parks and Recreation.

Monica

Monica Williams
Palo Alto Pickleball Club 
President
(650)772-9493 cell
(650)254-1041 home
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From: Howard, Adam
To: mwilliams; ParkRec Commission
Cc: Anderson, Daren; PAPC 2020 Board
Subject: RE: Urgent request
Date: Thursday, September 29, 2022 11:21:19 AM
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Good Morning Monica and Palo Alto Pickleball Board,
Thank you for the email and all the valuable feedback the club provided at Tuesday night’s meeting.
As I stated previously, the next steps in the process would be for staff to present the Parks and
Recreation Commission a formal policy change and ask them to take action. They can’t make a
recommendation to City Council until the item is on the agenda as an “Action” item. Tuesdays
meeting was to gather feedback from all the members of the Commission and members of the
public. Staff will take that information and return with an action item. I mentioned in my previous
email that I will be meeting with the court Adhoc, that is scheduled for next week. We will discuss
the policy suggestions, feedback received and plan for a return to the Commission as soon as that’s
possible.  I could probably provide an update on timing at the end of next week.
 
Thank you
 
 

Adam Howard
Sr. Community Services Manager, Recreation
City of Palo Alto
Phone: 650-329-2192
E-mail: adam.howard@cityofpaloalto.org
www.cityofpaloalto.org
 

            
Please think of the environment before printing this email – Thank you!
 
 

 

From: mwilliams <moniwilliams@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2022 10:06 AM
To: ParkRec Commission <parkrec.commission@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Cc: Howard, Adam <Adam.Howard@CityofPaloAlto.org>; Anderson, Daren
<Daren.Anderson@CityofPaloAlto.org>; PAPC 2020 Board <papc-2020-board@googlegroups.com>
Subject: Urgent request
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
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of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Chair Greenfield and Commissioners,
 
Thank you for listening to our club members, including children and families, at the meeting on
Tuesday evening. And thank you to Adam Howard for his excellent presentation which included
the City survey of court usage that makes very clear how many more pickleball players are waiting
for courts as opposed to tennis players.
This comes as no surprise as there are 51 tennis courts in Palo Alto and our 800+ club members
and visitors have to play pickleball on the equivalent of only three tennis courts!
 
However, I feel compelled to ask that you do not get sidetracked about future dedicated courts. If
you do, I'm afraid that our request to extend the time on the dual use courts will get delayed
another couple of years. Please focus only on the Agenda item 'Court Usage'  and approve Option
#2, extending the hours of 3pm to 10pm every day for pickleball use only.  No other physical
changes need to be made to the dual use courts at this time.  Since the new brighter lines have
been painted, thanks to all of you, they are safer and players are happy.
 
It was disappointing to hear commissioners say that they wanted to hear from tennis players. Mr
Howard had reported that he had notified the Palo Alto Tennis Club and all the tennis players
from whom he had heard, and also posted signs on the tennis courts. They had as equal an
opportunity as the pickleball players to attend the meeting. Over seventy pickleball players
attended, 21 spoke including children, and over 104 emails were received by the commission. On
the other hand, Five tennis players attended the meeting, one spoke, and 2 emails were received.
You did hear from tennis players and I don't understand why this information was not
considered.
 
Because the only decision to make is concerning hours and no physical changes to the courts, my
hope is that Commissioners can give us an informal decision before the City Council Meeting
next Tuesday.
Thank you all for your service to the Palo Alto Parks and Recreation.
 
Monica
 
 
Monica Williams
Palo Alto Pickleball Club
President
(650)772-9493 cell
(650)254-1041 home
 
 
 



From: Kris Kuppe
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: pickleball meeting
Date: Friday, September 30, 2022 7:16:20 PM

[You don't often get email from kris@kuppe.com. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

Commissioners,

I'm writing to let you know how disappointed I am in your meeting last Tuesday!

It felt as if you didn’t really want to hear the pleas from the pickleball community.  Can you imagine yourself in a
situation where you had followed all the rules to bring an unfair situation to the attention of those in charge and to be
dismissed as you all did of us.  (You’ll need to hear from more tennis players??? - what??)

Adam did a great job of preparing a thoughtful and fair presentation about the need for pickleball courts and the
overwhelming numbers of more players for pickleball than tennis.  20+ people spoke in favor of pickleball.  One
spoke for tennis.  Apparently you need more than personal pleas and proof of numbers to make a move?  How about
the fact that the Palo Alto Pickleball Club donated money to upgrade the lighting situation?  I believe it was
$5000.00.  So I’m paying taxes just like the tennis players and donating to lighting but you want to look into
potentially spending more of our taxes to add lighting to tennis courts at Cubberly?  How about the fact that the
lights on the tennis courts that pickleball would like to use in the evenings were funded by PAPC and are used for
tennis priority??

Adam mentioned that we all made a mistake by assuming that the sharing would be easy.  He was right!  Tennis
players show up on those 2 courts with ball machines and buckets of balls so that can be 2 people displacing 28. 
Ridiculous!!  Also, I’ve been present when some of our younger pickleball players are kicked off the courts and I
have to intervene so there aren’t physical fights.  It’s hard to explain to a 20 something that the rules are clearly
unfair based on the data but yes, a solo tennis player can tell you to move your net and clear out for them even
though there are other courts available even in Mitchell Park that they can use!  Tennis players who LOVE these
courts want the privacy for ball machines and sometimes for private lessons( that are illegal).  No one else,
intentionally, would ever tell a group of people happily playing pickleball to move so that they can play tennis!

Pretend for a moment that you are a Kindergarten teacher and we (tennis & pickleball) are the students on the
playground.  What would you do?
You would take a head count and convert the tennis courts to pickleball as the numbers suggest.  Why is this so
hard?  Why are you favoring tennis?

We pickleball players are frustrated beyond belief!  We have been patient and kind but your reactions after the
meeting broke me.  You don’t seem to really care about all our words or even respect Adam and his personal
findings. How much more obvious do you need the results to be???

That was a pointless meeting!

Disgusted,

Kris Kuppe

530 Greer Road
Palo Alto
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From: Howard, Adam
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: FW: Mitchell park tennis court 5 & 6
Date: Monday, October 3, 2022 8:57:49 AM
Attachments: Video.mov
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Good Morning,
The court user below requested I forward this email and video along.

Thank you
 
 

Adam Howard
Sr. Community Services Manager, Recreation
City of Palo Alto
Phone: 650-329-2192
E-mail: adam.howard@cityofpaloalto.org
www.cityofpaloalto.org
 

            
Please think of the environment before printing this email – Thank you!
 
 

 

From: John <jzedlee@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 5:48 PM
To: Howard, Adam <Adam.Howard@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Cc: Greg Xiong <gregxiong@gmail.com>; Wenxin He <hewenxin@hotmail.com>
Subject: Re: Mitchell park tennis court 5 & 6
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
________________________________

Hi Adam, attached is a video clip taken last night at Mitchel ct5. You can see the P ballers totally
ignored the on going tennis game and set the P net right IN the tennis court. Not to mention it’s
distracting and dangerous, but rude, ruleless, and sort of bullying, like a bunch of homeless riots’
occupying a public place! How could tennis players play in such a setting? This is the best evidence
showing why tennis players DARE NOT go there to ask for the court during the tennis time! We, as
long time residence of Palo Alto, can’t imagine this happens here!!
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Let us also take a minute talking about the city hall meeting we attended. We felt very disappointed
about the way it was conducted - tennis communities were not well informed; 25 P speakers vs 0 T
speaker (+1 last minute) and the city kept the “testify” going on and on; P’s organized hatred
behaviors were not stopped by the city at all. We felt a battle started by the P against the T is
encouraged. Does it have to be the way?

Every one knows the number of tennis players have also grown a lot during pandemic as tennis has
proven to be the safest sports. If P has to steal other sports’s facilities, why doesn’t the city “guide”
them to go to other places?

We beg you show the video to all the committee members and speak up for tennis community. Your
help will be appreciated greatly!

Best regards
John

> On Sep 27, 2022, at 5:44 PM, John <jzedlee@gmail.com> wrote:
> 
> Thanks much, Adam!
> 
>> On Sep 27, 2022, at 5:33 PM, Howard, Adam <Adam.Howard@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:
>> 
>> Hi John
>> Yes that should be fine, just keep in mind the times on the posted agendas are just estimates of
when the topics should start but I think that should be around the right time.
>> 
>> Thank you
>> 
>> 
>> 
>> Adam Howard 
>> Sr. Community Services Manager, Recreation 
>> City of Palo Alto
>> Phone: 650-329-2192
>> E-mail: adam.howard@cityofpaloalto.org
>> www.cityofpaloalto.org 
>> 
>> 
>> Please think of the environment before printing this email – Thank you! 
>> 
>> 
>> 
>> 
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>> 
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: John <jzedlee@gmail.com> 
>> Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 5:31 PM
>> To: Howard, Adam <Adam.Howard@CityofPaloAlto.org>
>> Subject: Re: Mitchell park tennis court 5 & 6
>> 
>> CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
>> ________________________________
>> 
>> Hi Adam, I wanna attend it in person. Can I show up when the specific topic is about to start, like
7:50?
>> 
>> Thanks
>> John
>> 
>>>> On Sep 27, 2022, at 3:41 PM, John <jzedlee@gmail.com> wrote:
>>> 
>>> Dear Adam and City of Palo Alto,
>>> 
>>> As PAlo Alto tennis community has lost one tennis court to p-ballers, we feel it is ridiculously
irrational and greedy for any that wants to take over court 5 & 6, even part time, now or in the
future. If really needed dearly, why not building more stand-alone p-ball courts? We strongly
demand the city remove the p-ball court lines on the two tennis courts so that the tennis community
can use them full time!
>>> 
>>> Regards,
>>> John
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From: JD Diepenbrock
To: ParkRec Commission
Cc: Howard, Adam; Anderson, Daren
Subject: Urgent Request
Date: Monday, October 3, 2022 9:01:48 AM

You don't often get email from tappej@aol.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Chair Greenfield and Commissioners,

Thank you for listening to our club members, including children and families, at the meeting
on Tuesday evening. And thank you to Adam Howard for his excellent presentation which
included the City survey of court usage that makes very clear how many more pickleball
players are waiting for courts as opposed to tennis players.

This comes as no surprise as there are 51 tennis courts in Palo Alto and our 800+ club
members and visitors have to play pickleball on the equivalent of only three tennis courts!

However, I feel compelled to ask that you do not get sidetracked about future dedicated courts.
If you do, I'm afraid that our request to extend the time on the dual use courts will get delayed
another couple of years. Please focus only on the Agenda item 'Court Usage'  and approve
Option #2, extending the hours of 3pm to 10pm every day for pickleball use only.  No other
physical changes need to be made to the dual use courts at this time.  Since the new brighter
lines have been painted, thanks to all of you, they are safer and players are happy.

It was disappointing to hear commissioners say that they wanted to hear from tennis players.
Mr Howard had reported that he had notified the Palo Alto Tennis Club and all the tennis
players from whom he had heard, and also posted signs on the tennis courts. They had as equal
an opportunity as the pickleball players to attend the meeting. Over seventy pickleball players
attended, 21 spoke including children, and over 104 emails were received by the commission.
On the other hand, Five tennis players attended the meeting, one spoke, and 2 emails were
received. You did hear from tennis players and I don't understand why this information was
not considered.

Because the only decision to make is concerning hours and no physical changes to the courts,
my hope is that Commissioners can give us an informal decision before the City Council
Meeting Tuesday, Oct. 4. 

Thank you all for your service to the Palo Alto Parks and Recreation

JD Diepenbrock
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From: Howard, Adam
To: JD Diepenbrock; ParkRec Commission
Cc: Anderson, Daren
Subject: RE: Urgent Request
Date: Monday, October 3, 2022 9:21:36 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Good Morning JD,
Thank you for the email. The next steps in this process would be for staff to present the Parks and
Recreation Commission a formal policy change and ask them to take action. They can’t make a
recommendation to City Council until the item is on the agenda as an “Action” item. The meeting on
the 27th meeting was to gather feedback from all the members of the Commission and members of
the public. Staff will take that information and return with an action item. Staff will be meeting with
the court Adhoc committee this week to discuss the policy suggestions, feedback received and plan
for a return to the Commission as soon as that’s possible.
 
 
Thank you
 
 
 

Adam Howard
Sr. Community Services Manager, Recreation
City of Palo Alto
Phone: 650-329-2192
E-mail: adam.howard@cityofpaloalto.org
www.cityofpaloalto.org
 

            
Please think of the environment before printing this email – Thank you!
 
 

 

From: JD Diepenbrock <tappej@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 3, 2022 9:02 AM
To: ParkRec Commission <parkrec.commission@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Cc: Howard, Adam <Adam.Howard@CityofPaloAlto.org>; Anderson, Daren
<Daren.Anderson@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Subject: Urgent Request
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You don't often get email from tappej@aol.com. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Chair Greenfield and Commissioners,
 
Thank you for listening to our club members, including children and families, at the meeting
on Tuesday evening. And thank you to Adam Howard for his excellent presentation which
included the City survey of court usage that makes very clear how many more pickleball
players are waiting for courts as opposed to tennis players.
 
This comes as no surprise as there are 51 tennis courts in Palo Alto and our 800+ club
members and visitors have to play pickleball on the equivalent of only three tennis courts!
 
However, I feel compelled to ask that you do not get sidetracked about future dedicated courts.
If you do, I'm afraid that our request to extend the time on the dual use courts will get delayed
another couple of years. Please focus only on the Agenda item 'Court Usage'  and approve
Option #2, extending the hours of 3pm to 10pm every day for pickleball use only.  No other
physical changes need to be made to the dual use courts at this time.  Since the new brighter
lines have been painted, thanks to all of you, they are safer and players are happy.
 
It was disappointing to hear commissioners say that they wanted to hear from tennis players.
Mr Howard had reported that he had notified the Palo Alto Tennis Club and all the tennis
players from whom he had heard, and also posted signs on the tennis courts. They had as equal
an opportunity as the pickleball players to attend the meeting. Over seventy pickleball players
attended, 21 spoke including children, and over 104 emails were received by the commission.
On the other hand, Five tennis players attended the meeting, one spoke, and 2 emails were
received. You did hear from tennis players and I don't understand why this information was
not considered.
 
Because the only decision to make is concerning hours and no physical changes to the courts,
my hope is that Commissioners can give us an informal decision before the City Council
Meeting Tuesday, Oct. 4. 
 
Thank you all for your service to the Palo Alto Parks and Recreation
 
 
JD Diepenbrock
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From: Ezra Mowbray
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Pickleball Courts
Date: Monday, October 3, 2022 9:36:02 AM

[You don't often get email from em3687@nyu.edu. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

Hello Park Comittee,
By giving priority to pickleball players in Mitchell Park in the 3-10 pm time lock you would be taking opportunities
away from children and teenagers to play tennis. I grew up learning to play tennis after school at Mitchell park,
some of my fondest memories from my childhood were created there. Please keep the policy as is so that pickleball
players (mostly middle aged/elderly) can use the courts. Please do not take anymore opportunities from young
athletes who can use the sport of tennis to get into schools, learn self discipline, and socialize in a fun and healthy
way. Please do not give in to the demands from pickleball players who demand to take these opportunities away
from tennis players. The growth of pickleball should not come at the expense of tennis.

Thank you,
Ezra Mowbray
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From: john kovalfamily.com
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: FW: Utilities undersized at Cubberley
Date: Monday, October 3, 2022 11:56:09 AM
Attachments: image002.png

You don't often get email from john@kovalfamily.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Parks and Rec Commission,
 
If you are looking for a community benefit that could build goodwill after the Utilities overcharge issue. Could I suggest an upgrade to Cubberley power service so that we can expand the number of pickleball courts at Mitchell Park and make room for the tennis
players at Cubberley. See the Palo Alto Post article below identifying this as the primary issue standing in the way of improving the usage of City Properties. Not sure of the cost, but it’s got to be way less than citywide fiber.
 
Regards,
John Koval
Tennyson Ave
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From: Conor Holton-Burke
To: ParkRec Commission; Howard, Adam
Subject: Palo Alto City Hall Tennis/Pickle Ball Conversation
Date: Monday, October 3, 2022 2:16:36 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from holton.burke@gmail.com.
Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

To Whom It May Concern:

My name is Conor Holton-Burke. I'm a Cupertino resident, but I work at the Palo Alto VA and
frequently use Palo Alto public facilities. I'm writing regarding the proposed changes to the
joint-use facility at Mitchell Park. 

As a former college tennis player, I am obviously partial to keeping tennis courts available,
though it's nice to see the rise of another racquet sport. I've read the court usage memo
attached below, and would merely like to add a few comments:

- regarding the availability of tennis courts in the community, the list of the 51 public tennis
courts neglects to mention the frequency with which these courts are not available. It says that
PAUSD courts are available after 4, which is often untrue. These courts are often used for
team practices. In my experience, four of Rinconada's tennis courts are also frequently booked
for school practices and unavailable for public use.

- the memo also fails to mention that, though pickle ball is indeed rising in popularity, tennis
remains much more popular. I was unable to find data specific to our community, but
nationally, there are nearly 23 million tennis players against nearly 5 million pickle balls
players (which would suggest that the usual distribution of courts is appropriate, and the
nighttime distribution woefully unfair to tennis players)

- one thing I would add to the memo is the fact that, though there are many courts, it's very
difficult for players to drive from park to park with the hope of finding one of the two courts at
the smaller parks available. This driving time is not accounted for in "Attachment A."

- Also unaccounted for is the frequency with which the public courts are being reserved or
taken for lessons. For example, "Attachment A" doesn't control for the fact that many tennis
players now avoid Mitchell Park because only four courts are dedicated for tennis, with 2-3 of
them frequently being used for lessons. These lessons are almost exclusively held during peak
times and severely limit tennis court availability. I haven't heard of pickle ball courts being
taken en masse for lessons.

- "Attachment A" also makes no mention of anticipated wait times. Though park rules
stipulate that tennis courts should only be taken for short times (45 minutes for singles and 60
minutes for doubles), this is practically impossible to police. Pickleball games are much
shorter. Even when there are many players waiting, the wait time is not as long because games
end quickly.

It's unfortunate that this modern Tragedy of the Commons have pitted pickle ball players and
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tennis players against each other. Ultimately, the popularity of these two activities will
continue to rise, and this issue will only become more heated unless more courts are built.
Because they are much smaller and easier to set up with home-bought materials, I think future
efforts should be focused on building pickleball-exclusive facilities. Obviously space is
limited, but if there's anything the community can do to help facilitate the creation of a
pickleball-specific facility, I would be happy to help.

Cheers,
R. Conor Holton-Burke MD

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/files/assets/public/agendas-minutes-reports/agendas-
minutes/parks-and-recreation-commission/agendas-minutes/2022-agendas-and-
minutes/09.2022/court-usage-and-joint-use-courts-staff-report-w-attachment-a-09.27.22.pdf

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/files/assets/public/agendas-minutes-reports/agendas-minutes/parks-and-recreation-commission/agendas-minutes/2022-agendas-and-minutes/09.2022/court-usage-and-joint-use-courts-staff-report-w-attachment-a-09.27.22.pdf
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/files/assets/public/agendas-minutes-reports/agendas-minutes/parks-and-recreation-commission/agendas-minutes/2022-agendas-and-minutes/09.2022/court-usage-and-joint-use-courts-staff-report-w-attachment-a-09.27.22.pdf
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From: Drew Pearson
To: ParkRec Commission; Howard, Adam
Subject: Tennis and Pickleball court availability
Date: Monday, October 3, 2022 3:26:28 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from
drewspencerpearson@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Hello,

My name is Drew Pearson and I am writing in with a few thoughts concerning the request to
increase the Pickleball priority at Mitchell Park. 

I want to start with my recommendations and add some more thoughts below. I recognize you
are faced with a very hard decision and there is no perfect solution. My biggest fear in
allowing pickleball additional priority is that not only will tennis players suffer when trying to
play at Mitchell, but the few other lighted courts, which is really only 10 right now not 17 (see
below), will be even more crowded. Anyways, here are my suggestions:

1. Light cubberly courts. I recognize that it is costly. I also recognize that the future of
Cubberly is unknown. Well, the future of Cubberly has been unknown for 20 years, so could it
still be unknown in 20 years from now? It is costly to add lights, but it is cheaper than building
another set of courts somewhere else and adding lights to those courts. 
2. Light any of the other currently existing tennis courts --> May not be possible as they are all
near residences, but should be considered. 
3. Use Cubberly for indoor pickleball use. The big complaint on pickleball court availability is
in the evenings. So, if there were indoor pickleball courts, then they could play on the
evenings. Lots of people play pickleball in gyms, it is very common. You could still have the
community feel as you could fit 4+ pickleball courts on 1 basketball court. Cubberly has 3+
indoor basketball gyms available and painting lines on some of them, would not be too tough.
Additionally, Cubberly is extremely close to Mitchell Park, thus people who go to Mitchell but
see it is too crowded can go to Cubberly and vice versa. 
4. Come up with a few clear proposals and see who cares more by who is willing to raise more
money.  I believe you are dealing with some extremely passionate people. Both those who
play tennis and pickleball. We are all extremely interested in getting more courts and more
lighted courts. Thus, if you give us something to work with, we can get the work done. So, if
you said something like money is the biggest issue with putting on lights at Cubberly, so if
tennis players could raise $250,000 then PA parks and Rec would pay the rest, then I bet we
could do it. Lets get creative and let's work together to make this happen. The problem is only
going to worsen and it's only going to get more expensive to add courts, so let's solve this
problem now. 
5. Repurpose Hoover Park or Pears Park or another 2 court park to have both pickleball and
tennis lines. 

I currently reside in Palo Alto, and also grew up here. I attended Walter Hays, Jordan (now
Greene), and Palo Alto High School. I have been playing tennis my whole life and regularly
used all the courts listed in Adam's September 27th email around court usage and joint courts.
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I wanted to address a couple of the points in that Memo and add a couple of other thoughts as
a very concerned Palo Alto resident. 

I play tennis about 3x a week and pickleball 1x a week. Both are great sports, and really the
problem is that both are popular and require more courts. Specifically, they need more night
time options, as there are very few lighted tennis/pickleball courts. 

I appreciated the listing of the different courts and count of courts. I believe the biggest issue
in court availability for both pickle ballers and tennis players alike comes from night time
when lights are needed. Additionally, I believe that it is not completely fair to count JLS and
Jordan Middle School tennis courts as adding to the count of available courts. I went to Jordan
and played on the tennis team there. We never practiced at Jordan, we always practiced at
Rinconada. Yes, that is due to the fact that the team was large, and we could use all 9 courts at
Rinconada, but it's also due to the fact that Jordan and JLS courts are virtually unplayable. I
believe that before you allow Pickleballers to use the court total as an argument, you offer the
Jordan or JLS courts to Pickleballers. My hypothesis is that even with lines drawn, the
pickleballers will not be populating those courts regularly, but may be wrong so perhaps we
should offer those as options. I also am curious if there is any way to explore indoor pickleball
court options? Could Pickleball be played on indoor Basketball gyms, like at Cubberly? 

Couple other questions/things to consider: Are you taking into account the needs of all people
in the area or just the Palo Alto Residents? If you are taking into account requests and
proposals from people outside of Palo Alto, then shouldn't we consider tennis and pickleball
courts in the surrounding areas as well?

Because the primary concern is around night time play, I believe the count of available lighted
courts needs to be revisited. The 6 Rinconada courts is not completely accurate because courts
5 & 6 are almost always reserved for City lessons. Courts 1-3 are regularly reserved in the
evening for USTA city league teams. Additionally, Mitchell Park regularly has city lessons on
their courts. So, the total count of 17 lit courts for Tennis, is actually more like 10 always and
13 if there is not a USTA match that night. So, 10 lighted tennis courts to 8 pickleball courts is
actually very reasonable and honestly probably over-skewed towards pickleball when you take
into account the number of tennis players vs. number of pickleball players. Also, when you
add in the time to play Pickleball games vs. time to play tennis matches, with tennis being
much longer. 

Thank you for all you are doing. It is very difficult and as an avid tennis player, but also a
regular pickleballer, I completely understand the tough situation. Good luck and please let me
know if there is anything else I can do to help.

Drew Pearson



From: Leona Spasik
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Pickle Ball Courts
Date: Tuesday, October 4, 2022 6:36:07 AM

[You don't often get email from leonaspasik@icloud.com. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

Good Morning,

It has come to my attention that pickle ball will be given 7 days per week priority at Mitchell Park.

As a tennis player that lives in Canada, this is saddening to hear. The number of tennis players in the US is more
than 4x the amount of pickle ball players. Tennis is a sport with a long standing history.

One concern that I have with these changes is the affect this may have on marginalized and poor communities.
Taking away public tennis courts leaves people no option but to pay $400+ at private clubs, making it completely
out of the price range for a large majority of people.

High intensity sports such as tennis are integral to the health of your residents. Exercise can help with cardiovascular
health and mental health. Pickle ball is a low intensity sport that requires little movement. Consider the public health
repercussions.

Lastly, I believe that pickle ballers do have a right to have courts. Instead of taking away from other sports and
taking over existing public infrastructure, it may be best to build NEW courts for them to meet their needs. Pickle
ball is largely played by the elderly, people with higher voter turn outs and lobbying power. I understand you want
to appease this group, but there are other ways to do it than taking away from the sport of tennis.

This issue in Palo Alto has been shared on social media and people worldwide are giving support to your tennis
community.

I hope you will reconsider.

Leona Spasik
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From: Friends of the Palo Alto Junior Museum & Zoo
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Protecting Birds at the JMZ and New Discovery Programs
Date: Tuesday, October 4, 2022 11:21:27 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

 

Protecting Birds at the JMZ and New Discovery Programs
October 4, 2022

Hello Friends,

If you’ve visited the zoo recently, you may have noticed that the birds have been moved
away from visitors for the time being. This is one of many steps the JMZ has taken to
protect its vibrant bird collection from the current avian flu outbreak. For this newsletter,
we spoke with John Aikin, executive director of the Palo Alto Junior Museum & Zoo, to
learn more about the avian flu pandemic, what the zoo is doing to keep its birds safe, and
what you can do to help. 

In the meantime, the JMZ has introduced Discovery Programs to highlight the many other
animals who live at the zoo, including cichlids, ferrets, snapping turtles, other reptiles,
bats, and more. I encourage you to attend a Discovery Program and learn something new
about the many wonderful animals at the zoo!

Warmly,

Lauren Angelo
President, Friends of the Palo Alto Junior Museum & Zoo 
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Photo of a Blue-Tongued Skink, Courtesy of Lois Tema Photography.

Preventing the Spread of Avian Flu and Spotlighting Other Animals
Interview with John Aikin, Executive Director of the JMZ

 
What is avian flu and what is the risk to the Junior Museum & Zoo’s bird collection?
How long is this outbreak expected to last? 

Avian influenza or bird flu is a virus naturally spread among wild waterfowl that can be
transmitted to other bird and animal species. Spread is normally caused by bird-to-bird
contact, exposure to contaminated people, or through feed and equipment according to
the California Department of Food and Agriculture. Each year, there is a flu season for
birds, much like humans. The current outbreak of bird flu is particularly dangerous and can
cause severe illness or death among flocks. That is why it is important we keep our birds
at the JMZ safe from exposure to this strain.

The current outbreak is expected to last through this spring, and some scientists believe
this strain may become endemic in the U.S. We are monitoring the severity of the
outbreak locally and continually reassessing its risk to our birds. We are also making
changes that help to minimize the risk. In the meantime, in lieu of flamingo feedings, we
have introduced Discovery Programs in various locations throughout the zoo to highlight
the mammals, reptiles and fish who live at the JMZ. 



A Current Discovery Program Schedule: Raccoon Talks are at 10:30 AM, Aquatic Talks
are at 12:00 PM, Meerkat Talks are at 1:30 PM, and Reptile Talks are at 3:30 PM.

What is the JMZ doing to respond to the threat of avian flu?

In order to keep the JMZ’s bird collection safe and healthy, all birds at the zoo have been
moved behind the scenes until the risk of transmitting avian flu is lowered. Flamingo
feedings and interactions with any birds are not offered at this time. The wellbeing of our
animals is the top priority of the JMZ, so we are taking a very conservative approach to
ensuring our birds are not exposed to the current strain of bird flu. This means that among
our staff, only zookeepers are permitted to be around our birds and they take special
precautions, like keeping work shoes and clothes on site so they don’t inadvertently bring
the virus to us. There are also sanitizing foot dips and other sanitizing protocols in place. 

What can visitors to the zoo expect while the birds are kept behind-the-scenes?  

During Discovery Programs, staff from the JMZ’s animal care team provide animals with
portions of their daily diet, hide food in the animal’s habitat so visitors can watch them
search, and may provide animals with toys or other types of behavior enrichment. Visitors
also learn about the animals' routines, behaviors, adaptations, and personalities. Some
Discovery Programs spotlight the species of animals living in zoo habitats, such as the
slender-tailed meerkat, raccoon, or Lake Malawi cichlids.  



During Discovery Programs, visitors may also be introduced to one or more of the JMZ’s
“Animal Ambassadors” who are trained to travel to local schools for our education
programs. Our Ambassadors represent the diversity of animals at the JMZ and include
arthropods, reptiles, birds, and mammals, all of which have understandable and
interesting adaptations that provoke questioning and thinking from children. This month,
we are debuting our newest Ambassadors in some of our programs, including the
following species: cone-headed chameleon, giant gecko, common snapping turtle, and
Virginia opossum. Depending on the program, we may also include our ever popular
existing Ambassador species like the four-toed hedgehog, straw-colored fruit bat or
domestic European ferret.

Although we are disappointed that our birds have to stay away from the public right now,
this current outbreak has given us the opportunity to spotlight our interesting invertebrates,
reptiles, and mammals while keeping our birds safe. We are thrilled for JMZ visitors to
learn more about these animals and what makes them unique, especially those that are
typically behind-the-scenes. 

One of Many Animal Ambassadors from the JMZ, a Four-Toed Hedgehog. Photo Courtesy
of Lois Tema Photography.

What can we all do to help protect the JMZ’s bird collection?

Although people are unlikely to get sick with the current strain of bird flu, it is still important
to take precautions before visiting the JMZ in order to protect our flock. We ask that
visitors never visit the zoo immediately after exposure to wild migratory waterfowl. This
can include a visit to the duck pond, Baylands, or a facility which has poultry or birds like a
school, feed store, swap meet, bird market, fair, veterinary clinic, another zoo, bird refuge
or bird hunting club. If you have backyard chickens or pet birds that live outdoors at home,
we ask you to plan your visit after this avian flu outbreak is over. We recommend avoiding
feeding or providing baths for wild birds at this time because it can help spread the flu. 



Thank you for joining us in keeping our birds safe!

Friends of the Palo Alto Junior Museum & Zoo
info@friendsjmz.org | www.friendsjmz.org
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From: Rohit Jayakar
To: ParkRec Commission; Howard, Adam
Subject: Tennis/ Pickleball at Mitchell Park
Date: Tuesday, October 4, 2022 7:36:55 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from rjayakar1@gmail.com. Learn
why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

 Hi there,

My name is Rohit Jayakar. I am a member of the Palo Alto community and frequently use the
Mitchell park facilities for both pickleball and tennis. I come from a tennis background and
played competitively in college, but am actually a big fan of pickleball as well when I
discovered it a few years back. I’m in both tennis leagues (play 3 times a week) and pickleball
groups (play 2 times a week).
 
Unfortunately, due to the recent issues regarding priority of play on public courts, there has
been a lot of unwarranted resentment between the two groups. I see how problematic this is
becoming, not only for the logistical purposes of finding a tennis court, but also for the
community which is becoming divided and polarized over this. I have not been able to come to
meetings due to my busy schedule, but I want to provide my input.
 
My first point is that the 2 tennis courts that currently share court time with the pickleball
courts are already extremely hard for tennis players to use, even during the times that tennis
players technically have priority. The reason for this is simple – 2 (or 4) tennis players trying to
kick off up to 16 pickleball players is difficult and often unreasonable to expect people to be
comfortable with, especially when the players being kicked off are giving them a hard time. I
have witnessed a lot of this: “C’mon man can’t you just wait for the main tennis courts? Can’t
you see there’s 4 games going on here, and there’s just two of you?” etc etc. What they don’t
understand is that the tennis courts are always full. I’ve literally never been able to get a
weekday evening tennis court at Mitchell, and I have tried plenty of times. I end up just
playing pickleball instead. These days, I just try several other parks and no longer even
attempt tennis there on weekdays. Furthermore, as soon as either of the 2 shared tennis
courts opens up, the pickleball players immediately start putting up the temporary nets if
there is no tennis player actively waiting on the court, requiring the tennis players to have
speak up multiple times to get a chance of the pickleball players allowing them to play despite
it being the tennis players “priority time.” Not only that, it causes unnecessary conflict and
arguments between the groups, further leading to resentment. In summary, the pickleball
situation has encroached so far onto our ability to play tennis there, that making those 2
courts even more prioritized to pickleball will make an already bad situation for tennis players
much worse.
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My second point is that the approach to playing tennis could not be more different than
pickleball. Let me put it this way – I have never shown up to Mitchell park to play pickleball
and not been able to play because it is too crowded. At worst, I just wait a game (generally 15
mins max) and then I get a chance to play. It is casual and of course pickup is allowed and
encouraged. It is also a social environment for those who are waiting so the 15 mins goes by
quickly. On the other hand, if all the tennis courts are full (which they are usually as in point
one above), I am waiting at least 45 mins or longer, unless I get really lucky. It is impossible to
know exactly when the players got on the court so they almost always say “I just got here a
few mins ago” when asked. Not only that, I have run into the main tennis courts being
reserved for lessons quite often which further limits the utility of these courts. In the
peninsula area, if I try to play on weeknights I am often driving around to multiple parks
before I can get a court.
 
Don’t get me wrong. I do see where the pickleball players are coming from about wanting
more courts (including myself!). Of course, waiting less between games or only having 2
paddles down instead of 4 is more pleasant. However, it is not the difference between begin
able to play and not being able to play, whereas in tennis it absolutely is. The solution is NOT
to make the already limited public tennis courts Palo Alto even more limited. There should be
other avenues that are explored to find space or creative ways to get more pickleball courts
without sacrificing the remaining tennis courts.
 
Feel free to reach out if you want any clarifications or would like to discuss anything further.
 
Best,
 
Rohit Jayakar



From: mwilliams
To: ParkRec Commission
Cc: Howard, Adam; Anderson, Daren
Subject: Pickleball Ad hoc meeting
Date: Wednesday, October 5, 2022 11:47:23 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Palo Alto Parks and Recreation Commission Ad hoc Committee,

We respectfully request that you consider this pertinent information when you are
making a decision regarding Court Usage at Mitchell Park.

This is an excerpt from our meeting with Adam in February 2020. 2 years and 8 months ago:

"...... We (Rich, Ed, and I) asked about having preferred access to the courts on
evening nights.  Adam agreed that this was inevitable but would not commit on
timing as "it's too soon to change the protocols that were just released." He is
also hopeful that the signage will alleviate situations where tennis players are
playing on the multi-purpose courts while the other MP tennis courts are empty. 
 He was open to receiving data from the club on evening usage but
acknowledged that he would do his own data sampling when the decision was
imminent......." 

We want to reiterate the urgency for the Palo Alto Parks and Recreation
Commissioners to allow longer hours for pickleball play on the multi-use courts
at Mitchell Park from 8am - 10pm, 7 days a week. The anger that is generated is
alarming when 16 pickleball players are displaced by 2 tennis players who claim
tennis courts when sometimes one of the main tennis courts is empty. A few
days ago I received a report that a tennis player brought a ball machine and
practiced on his own for over an hour. I am worried that the frustration that these
mostly '20 somethings' have to endure, may lead to a confrontation that we will
all regret. This can easily be mitigated by the commissioners. 

We are not asking for dedicated courts or any physical changes to the courts.
We are not asking for anything that needs funding. We are simply asking for
TIME.

Our club has over 850 members and 53% are Palo Alto residents.(Our goal is
60%) We have no choice of places to play other than Mitchell Park, because this
is the only park facility in Palo Alto that isn't close to single family homes.  Some
of our members have to travel south to play pickleball, but some tennis players
who use the pickleball courts refuse to travel north to utilize the PALY courts that
are lit and are often empty.
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We am very concerned for our youth who arrive at the courts after school and
are discouraged when they see the couple of tennis players occupying the
courts.Sometimes they have to wait with as many as 12 others to play one
game. I believe pickleball can be a game-changer for our youth. Many  cannot
get onto a school football, soccer, tennis, baseball, or swimming team, but they
now have an opportunity with this easy-to-learn-sport of becoming accomplished
in pickleball. If we have priority seven days and evenings every day of the
week, we can hold clinics and help the youth of our community to excel in
pickleball. We beg the commissioners to act in favor of extending the hours of
pickleball play from 8am to 10pm, 7 days a week!

Adam gave an excellent report and explained to commissioners that he had
notified the Palo Alto Tennis Club and every tennis player who had emailed him,
and he had posted notices at the tennis courts. Tennis players had as equal an
opportunity as the pickleball players to attend the meeting.

Please consider this DATA: 
1)    Over seventy pickleball players attended the PRC meeting, including
children who spoke to commissioners, and 104 emails from pickleball players
were received by commissioners. 
2)    Five Tennis players attended the meeting and 5 emails from tennis players
were received by commissioners. One tennis player spoke and asked that the
City build pickleball courts.
3)    The Palo Alto Pickleball Club has 850 members and the Palo Alto Tennis
Club has 130 members.
4)    There are 51 tennis courts in Palo Alto and pickleball players are confined
to play on a space that is only the equivalent of 3 tennis courts! And at 3pm
every day, tennis players currently have priority on the 7 temporary
pickleball courts.

Thank you for your consideration and for your dedication to helping improve Palo
Alto's Parks and Recreation.

Monica
For the PAPC Board

Monica Williams
Palo Alto Pickleball Club 
President
(650)772-9493 cell
(650)254-1041 home



-- 
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "PAPC 2020 Board"
group.
To unsubscribe from this group and stop receiving emails from it, send an email to papc-2020-
board+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
To view this discussion on the web visit https://groups.google.com/d/msgid/papc-2020-
board/1108059260.3954998.1664993009003%40mail.yahoo.com
.
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From: Stuart Hansen
To: ParkRec Commission
Cc: Randy Smith; C. Bill Jones
Subject: Mitchell Tennis Courts, P.A. Post Article 9/29/22
Date: Wednesday, October 5, 2022 2:10:13 PM

You don't often get email from hansensc@att.net. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

I  urge you to NOT convert any of the remaining TENNIS courts #1 thru 4 to pickleball courts.
Our large group of tennis players named "Racket Science" and other groups use these courts multiple
times every week.
In addition, tennis lessons are often taught on courts #1 and 2 while we use courts #3 and 4. Thank you,
Stuart Hansen

mailto:hansensc@att.net
mailto:parkrec.commission@CityofPaloAlto.org
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From: C. Bill Jones
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Converting Tennis courts to Pickle ball courts
Date: Friday, October 7, 2022 9:04:36 AM

You don't often get email from cbillj1s@yahoo.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen,

I've lived in Palo Alto since the early 1970's.  I bought a home in the mid 70's because
of the availability of many public tennis courts.  Tennis has kept me very healthy over
the years and studies have shown it is better exercise to extend one's life over many
other forms of exercise like running, cycling, badminton, etc. I'm confident that
Pickleball will also prove to be very healthy for similar reasons as tennis though not
as vigorous.  Both are good.  Sacrificing tennis courts to build more pickleball courts
is clearly wrong.  The correct solution is to build more pickleball courts in addition to
the existing pickleball courts and tennis courts at Mitchell Park.  Do not punish an
established smaller group of residents to please a new larger group that is currently
popular.  Do tennis players need to show up to lobby against losing courts at Mitchell
Park?  

C. Bill Jones
650-868-0109

mailto:cbillj1s@yahoo.com
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From: E Nigenda
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Washington Post: These cities turned parks into orchards where anyone can pick for free
Date: Monday, October 10, 2022 5:36:20 PM

You don't often get email from enigenda1@gmail.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Commissioners,

Looks like a good idea for some of our parks:

These cities turned parks into orchards where anyone can pick for free

I hope it's of interest.  All the best,
Esther Nigenda

mailto:enigenda1@gmail.com
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From: Amy Lauterbach
To: ParkRec Commission; Howard, Adam
Subject: Pickleball Club membership update, and requesting you visit the courts
Date: Monday, October 10, 2022 8:28:06 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from bird.amy@gmail.com. Learn
why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Adam and the Parks and Recreation Commission,

On September 25th I sent you an email with the data about Palo Alto Pickleball Club
membership. In the 16 days since September 25th we have added 31 new members, for a
total of 868.

The 15 pickleball courts are full, with players waiting in the queue, from 8am until about 1:00
or 2:00 every day of the week, and again from about 4:00 until lights-out at 10:00pm. In the
heat of the afternoon sun, the courts are generally at only 50-75% usage, but that is the only
time when there are free courts. 

Our court capacity crisis is only getting more and more severe. I am writing now to emphasize
that this is not a static situation. We see no slowing in the popularity and growth of the sport.

As you evaluate the options for the shared-use courts at Mitchell Park, please consider that the
decision you make will be in effect for several months, if not for an entire year. The number of
Palo Altans who play pickleball is increasing every week, and in six months the courts will be
even more crowded than they are now. We have a court capacity crisis today, and we expect it
will get more intense in the coming year.

Please give priority to pickleball on the multi-use courts all day, every day.

As part of your research on this very important topic, I ask that each commissioner
visit the courts on several occasions, at different random times of your choosing.
Identify yourself as a commissioner, or go incognito! Walk over after dinner, before
work, after sending the kids to school, on your way to Piazzas, or just modify your
daily walking/biking route to include a visit to the courts. Stop and talk to some
random players, ask them what pickleball does for their mental, physical, and social
well-being. I am confident that if you see it for yourself you will agree that these courts
are exactly the type of community gathering place that Palo Alto needs, where people
of all ages, abilities, languages, cultures, and levels of income come together to forge
new friendships and have fun together.

Respectfully,
Amy Lauterbach
Palo Alto Pickleball Club Membership Chair
Sutherland Drive, Palo Alto

mailto:bird.amy@gmail.com
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From: Clayton Northey
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Keeping the tennis courts for the high demand
Date: Tuesday, October 11, 2022 6:10:22 AM

You don't often get email from clayton.northey@gmail.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Hello,
I have recently read the meeting notes[1] from the previous meeting, and it is my
understanding that Palo Alto is considering limiting the use of tennis courts at Mitchell park
further for pickleball's benefit.  I am a tennis player in the area, who frequently plays at public
courts in Palo Alto.  Recently, it has become almost impossible to play on a public court due
to the lack of availability.  Years ago, prior to tennis courts being torn down for Pickleball
courts, it was still difficult to play on a public court in the Bay Area, especially Palo Alto.  
A resident of the Bay Area, particularly in the mid-penninsula/Palo Alto area, has maybe 3
options: go to a public facility and wait about 60 minutes for a court to open up, pay
$400+/month (plus multi-thousand dollar initiation fee) for a private club, or drive to a public
facility that allows reservations (I think Fremont is the closest to Palo Alto).  When the courts
are removed, this becomes even more difficult.  It greatly harms access to tennis courts for
those who cannot afford to drive to different cities and can't afford thousands of dollars per
year for a private club membership.
If Pickleball wants to "grow", they should fund and build their own facilities, not take away
from tennis.
Attachment A in the meetings is such a small sample size, it is not nearly enough information
to make a decision off of.  I hope it is not taken seriously.  As I have seen this change over the
past 2 years, anecdotally, I have seen pickleball courts full on maybe 10 occasions ("full"
meaning 6/6).  That is 10 days in two years, and I play tennis about 3 times per week.  That is
at multiple facilities.  If you're willing to take Attachment A as evidence (5 days) then you
must take my experience as evidence as well (3 days per week over 2 years).
There are 22.62 million tennis players in the US in 2021, up from 17.68 million in 2019[2]
There are 4.82 million pickleball players in the US in 2021, up from 3.46 million in 2019 [3]
Therefore tennis participation (demand) has gone up by ~5 million people, where pickleball is
about 1 million people.
Due to the higher demand, and already low supply, there is no reason tennis courts should be
sacrificed (or their usable time decreased) for pickleball.

On a separate note, I can't join the next meeting because I am driving to South City to play
tennis, because that is one of the few places I can find open tennis courts at.

[1] https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/files/assets/public/agendas-minutes-reports/agendas-
minutes/parks-and-recreation-commission/agendas-minutes/2022-agendas-and-
minutes/09.2022/court-usage-and-joint-use-courts-staff-report-w-attachment-a-09.27.22.pdf
[2] https://www.statista.com/statistics/191966/participants-in-tennis-in-the-us-since-2006/
[3] https://www.statista.com/statistics/763659/pickleball-participants-us/
_________________________

Clayton Northey
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248-943-3034
clayton.northey@gmail.com
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From: Tennis
To: ParkRec Commission; Stuart Hansen; Tennis
Subject: Tennis/Pickleball
Date: Monday, October 17, 2022 8:58:56 PM

[You don't often get email from tonystennis@futronix-inc.com. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

Dear Sirs,

     I see from the paper there is a push to convert more tennis courts
at Mitchell Park to Pickelball and I strongly urge the Commission to not
do so.

     I am a senior and have lived and played Tennis in Palo Alto for
over 35 years and originally one of the reasons for purchasing my house
in the Monroe Park neighborhood was the availability of local Tennis
courts.  I now play with a group of residents twice a week at Mitchell
Park and even at mid morning we often cannot get a court or have to wait
up to an hour especially when a Tennis Pro is teaching on one of the
courts.  I also play with the Palo Alto Tennis Club on the weekends and
there is also much competition for the courts.

     It is my sense that Tennis is also increasing in popularity along
with Pickelball and the most sensible solution is to build more courts.

Sincerely,

Tony E

mailto:tonystennis@futronix-inc.com
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From: Will Robbins
To: ParkRec Commission; Howard, Adam
Subject: A perspective on pickleball
Date: Thursday, October 20, 2022 10:04:39 AM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from wrobbinz@gmail.com. Learn
why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Hi,

My name is Will Robbins and I recently became a Palo Alto resident with my wife Elizabeth
and 5 month old son, Everett.

When Ev was born, I realized that I HAD to get out of the house, get some exercise, socialize
with some non-family members, and feed a long neglected hunger for competition. It turns out
pickleball at Mitchell Park was the cure, and I've been finding time while on family leave to
play as much as my family permits. I personally see pickleball as a great investment and I
hope the city does as well. I look forward to honing my skills and growing the community as I
get older; for now, I'm enjoying getting absolutely demolished by people twice my age.

I'd really like to say, thank you for listening to the community and helping to put in place
those courts. It has allowed someone like me to be immediately fulfilled in so many ways by
joining a friendly community and playing a game that is so welcoming for beginners and
endlessly challenging for competitors.

I also wanted to provide a biased, but possibly valuable perspective as a 31 year old looking to
grow a family in your city. My wife and I are both starting to go back to work and I won't be
able to play in the morning. I have occasionally played at night and the courts are significantly
more crowded, leading to less play time. As you know, the problem is exacerbated if a handful
of people take over the tennis courts.

I don't want to get into the whole tennis vs pickleball stuff, but I just want to say that Mitchell
Park has become a Mecca for pickleball in the bay area. There are people who travel to play
here from across the bay, all of whom have been a joy to play with and brighten the
community. From a city/government perspective, I'm not entirely sure that's actually
beneficial, but I brought it up to highlight that you guys have created a special place, and I see
a lot of potential for Mitchell Park. It's already essentially "the place" to play pickleball, where
a game can always be found at any skill level.

Honestly, I would like to see the two adjacent tennis courts converted to dedicated pickleball
courts. Doing so, would further cement Mitchell Park as the hotspot for pickleball. I also know
the value of a compromise in government, so I'd like to simply add my voice to the crowd
asking for priority on those courts as many days a week as possible. The pickleball area of
Mitchell Park is a unique gem and I think supporting its growth is a solid investment decision
for this community.

Anyway, if you got through that, good on you. Thanks for reading, and thanks for making
pickleball at Mitchell Park possible!

mailto:wrobbinz@gmail.com
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Will Robbins
1270 Forest Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301



From: ARTHUR D LIBERMAN
To: Anderson, Daren; ParkRec Commission
Cc: PABAC
Subject: Allow Class 1 & 2 E-Bikes on the Unpaved Trails in the Baylands
Date: Sunday, October 23, 2022 12:54:53 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from art_liberman@sonic.net. Learn
why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Mr. Anderson and members of the Parks and Recreation Commission:

I was invited to the meeting with you and the Ad-hoc committee on October 3rd at which you presented a draft of e-
bike policies for Palo Alto’s parks and open spaces.

At that meeting, I argued that Class 1 and Class 2 e-bikes should be allowed to ride  on the unpaved trails in the
Baylands where bicycles are now allowed to ride. I argued that the unpaved trails in the Baylands are different from
the unpaved trails in other Open Space Preserves. They are gravel trails. However the Ad-hoc voted against this
provision as noted in the draft guidelines. I think this is wrong and I am hoping the full Parks and Recreation
Commission will reverse this decision.

I believe the decision used some erroneous guidance as to the policy of the Mid-Peninsula Open Space District.
Your draft policy refers to a meeting of the Directors of the Mid-Peninsula Open Space District on July 10th.
Actually the meeting was held on June 29th. At that meeting, the Directors approved the following:

Allow class 1 and class 2 e-bike access on limited improved trails at Ravenswood Open Space Preserve
Allow class 1 and class 2 e-bike access on limited improved trails where bikes are currently allowed at
Rancho San Antonio Open Space Preserve
Affirm the prohibition of e-bikes on District trails except for specifically designated trails noted above

E-Bike Policy Evaluation
 
  

 
E-Bike Policy Evaluation

The Midpen board is considering options for designating
specific trails, paved and unpaved, as open to specific ...

 
The term "limited improved trails' includes both paved trails and "improved" unpaved trails. This was clarified
at minute 48 of the video of the June 29th meeting of the Directors of the Mid-Peninsula Open Space District in
response to a question from a director: an "improved" unpaved trail is one that is neither paved nor dirt, but has a
hardened surface, "a hard pack, base-rock surface." This describes the gravel trails in the Baylands Open Space
Preserve and adjoining Byxbee Park. It distinguishes them from the trails in the other Palo Alto Open Space
Preserves. If some of the trails in the Baylands are not of this 'hardened surface' type, they should be identified as
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such on the Baylands Open Space Map.
 
I think the distinction between unpaved trails in the Baylands and in other Open Space Preserves is clear; currently,
cyclists are allowed on unpaved trails in the Baylands  but not on unpaved trails in the other Open Space
Preserves.  I am hoping the full Parks and Recreation Commission will agree with this view and revise the draft
guidelines to allow for Class 1 and Class 2 e-bikes on the Baylands gravel trails.  This will make Palo Alto's policy
be in agreement with the one of the Mid-Peninsula Open Space District.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
Art Liberman
PABAC Vice-Chair
-- 
Arthur Liberman



From: Eileen Brooks
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E
Date: Sunday, October 23, 2022 1:42:52 PM

[You don't often get email from eibrooks@hotmail.com. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

Please keep the Measure E site for future organic waste conversion, NOT a park.
Thank you -
Eileen Brooks
Palo Alto
650.387.1267

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:eibrooks@hotmail.com
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From: Martin
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E land
Date: Sunday, October 23, 2022 2:35:03 PM

[You don't often get email from nmartin67@gmail.com. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

Please do not convert to parkland!   We need the measure E land for future waste conversion purposes

N

Nancy Martin
Sent from my iPhone
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From: pol1@rosenblums.us
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Proposed Conversion of Measure E site to Parkland
Date: Sunday, October 23, 2022 8:03:41 PM

You don't often get email from pol1@rosenblums.us. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

I strongly oppose the Proposed Conversion of the Measure E site to Parkland. The measure E
site was approved by a vote of 65% of Palo Alto voters to be used as a site for re-processing
our sewage sludge and other organic waste. The Park and Recreation Commission should not
make any recommendation to reverse the stated will of the voters without putting it to
another referendum. Right now, because Palo Alto has not moved forward with development
of the site for waste re-processing, our waste is being trucked to Gilroy for this purpose. This
Palo Alto site should be dedicated to processing Palo Alto’s waste locally to convert it to useful
products rather than wasting fuel to transport it elsewhere.

The Measure E site is not a good one for parkland as it is close to the water treatment plant
and cannot be converted to marshland.

I urge you to reject the proposal to convert the site to parkland.

Thank you.

Stephen Rosenblum

Santa Rita Ave, Palo Alto
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From: lois fowkes
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E site
Date: Sunday, October 23, 2022 8:41:35 PM

You don't often get email from lofow@pacbell.net. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Commissioners,

Please honor Palo Alto's vote to use the Measure E site for organic waste conversion. It's the perfect
spot, not suitable for a park.

We shouldn't have to revisit what was a well-thought out and environmentally sensible plan.

Thank you,

Lois Fowkes
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From: Ellen Forbes
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E agenda item
Date: Sunday, October 23, 2022 9:54:52 PM

You don't often get email from eforbes820@att.net. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Commissioners,
 
I urge you to vote against dedicating the 10-acre Measure E site as parkland. To list only a few
reasons for my request:
 

1. The Shoreline/Baylands/Byxbee complex, a wonderful city amenity, is already huge. We enjoy
its miles and miles of trails, which are quite sufficient to meet the community’s needs.

2. The site’s location next to the Regional Water Quality Control Plant makes it particularly
undesirable for parkland anyway.

3. Much has changed since the 2011 passage of Measure E. In particular, Palo Altans have grown
even more aware of how necessary carbon-free energy is locally, statewide, nationally and
around the globe.

4. The voters wisely chose to designate the site for sewage sludge conversion, which is now an
important element in helping the city reach its S/CAP goals.

5. The site is an ideal spot for the infrastructure we need for converting Palo Alto’s organic
waste locally rather than trucking our dried sludge to the Central Valley.

 
Thank you!
 
Ellen Forbes
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From: Emily Renzel
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Please recommend rededication of Measure E site
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 9:00:14 AM

[You don't often get email from marshmama2@att.net. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

Dear Chair Greenfield and Members of the Parks & Recreation Commission:    I understand that some pro-E
supporters are suggesting that the Measure E site will never make a good park and refers to the entire current
Byxbee Park as “the former dump”.   I would remind you that the entire Byxbee Park has been park dedicated since
1964, including the 10-acre Measure E site until 2011.  Byxbee Park was essentially highjacked for the dump,
suggesting that the Park was being “sculpted” with the landfilling.   A 22-acre portion was opened in 1992 and the
remainder was finally just opened in 2014.   Measure E proponents first proposed “dry anaerobic” digestion
composting on the site until that was debunked.  They reassured voters if the site were not used for waste
conversion, it could be rededicated in 10 years by the City Council.   These same proponents are now suggesting
that "we need land for infrastructure" and what better land than parkland!!!   I have more to say, but for now am re-
sending my communication of 9/24/22.   Don’t let the Measure E site get high-jacked again.   Please recommend
rededication of the 10 acres.   Sincerely, Emily Renzel

September 24, 2022

Chair Jeff Greenfield
Parks & Recreation Commission
City of Palo Alto

Dear Chair Greenfield & Members of the Commission:

Thank you to your subcommittee who reviewed this for you.   I urge you to recommend to the City Council that they
rededicate the 10-acre Measure E site.   This was advertised by the pro-E campaign as an assurance that the site
could be used only for the purpose of waste conversion within 10 years or it could be rededicated by the Council.  
The 10 years was up in November 2021.

Eight acres.   Approximately 8  of the 10 acres has already been certified as part of the closed landfill.   It is quite
high and steep, so to use it would require re-opening the landfill, excavation of tons of material, re-contouring of the
remaining landfill, and expensive re-working of the leachate and gas capture plumbing on the site.

Two acres.  The remaining two acres or so is a vital habitat corridor between the Bay and the Renzel Wetlands.   In
the 1980’s a 125’ strip of it was required Site and Design landscaping to screen an expansion of the Water Quality
Control Plant from Byxbee Park.   The City permitted and required that to be done on the parkland.   Since that time,
the landfill expanded a hill abutting the site, making this landscape screen all the more important to the enjoyment of
Byxbee Park.

The Road.   An unpaved service road, connects to Embarcadero Way and park trails via the 2-acre portion of the
site.  When the Renzel Wetland was created and park dedicated, a large pipeline was built beneath the road between
the Bay and the Renzel wetland.   This was to allow  limited salt water exchange between the Bay and Renzel
Wetland to preserve a small Pickle Weed marsh that hosts one of the largest populations of the endangered Salt
Marsh Harvest Mouse in the South Bay.    That pipeline must be preserved and is consistent with park purposes.

This roadway is also a very important part of the loop trail encircling the park.   It would be difficult to reconstruct it
on the steep park hillside that now abuts it.
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Byxbee Park was dedicated in 1964.  Twenty-two acres of it were opened to the public in 1992.    It took FIFTY
YEARS before the remainder of the park was opened to the public.  The planned height was raised three times.  
Through an enterprise fund,  the City made millions of dollars from the landfill and was reluctant to close it.

Please make sure that Byxbee Park is finally completed and recommend re-dedication of the 10-acre Measure E
site.    Thank you.

Sincerely,
Emily M. Renzel, Councilmember 1979-91
Planning Commissioner, 1973-19



From: Maria Lobo
To: ParkRec Commission
Cc: Drekmeier, Peter; William Reller
Subject: Measure E Site URGENT
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 12:22:15 PM

You don't often get email from maria@664gilman.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

To: Parks and Recreation Commission

 Re: Measure E discussion at 10/25 meeting.
 
Nearly 65% of the Palo Alto electorate voted to make the Measure E site available for organic waste
conversion. Voters should have a say in the future of the site.
Rededicating the 10-acre Measure E site as parkland is a huge setback for our Sustainability and Climate
Action Plan (S/CAP), which calls for 80% carbon-free energy by 2030 and carbon neutrality.
 
If we lose the Measure E site, all options for local organic waste conversion are off the table.

Nearly 65% of the Palo Alto electorate voted to make the Measure E site available for organic waste
conversion. Voters should have a say in the future of the site.

Palo Altans are deeply concerned about climate change and committed to sustainability.  To reach many of
our sustainability goals, we need land for infrastructure.  Measure E, right next to the wastewater treatment
plant, is the perfect location for organic waste conversion and possibly water recycling.

Emerging technologies for organic waste conversion are very promising. For example, right in our backyard
Clean Water Silicon Valley is using pyrolysis to convert sewage sludge into biogas and biochar. Biogas is
renewable energy and biochar sequesters carbon as an extremely effective soil amendment. Palo Alto
currently trucks our dried sewage sludge to the Central Valley. 

This is a land use decision that should also be considered by the Planning and Transportation Commission
and the Utilities Advisory Commission.

The Measure E site will never make for a good park. It is wedged between the wastewater treatment plant
and the former dump (not great for picnicking). You can’t fly kites, because the airport is right next door.
People visit the former landfill site for views of the bay, not the wastewater treatment plant. The site cannot
be converted to wetlands. With all of Palo Alto's other world class parks (including the 1,940-acre Baylands
Nature Preserve), few people would ever choose to spend time at the Measure E site.

 

Please take these factors into consideration at your upcoming meeting.

William Reller

Palo Alto Resident

Maria Lobo
Personal Executive Assistant
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Offices of William E. Reller
664 Gilman Street
Palo Alto, CA 94301
650 328 7020
maria@664Gilman.com
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From: Edgar Cantor
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: tennis courts occupation
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 1:15:33 PM

You don't often get email from edgarcantor@sbcglobal.net. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Community members,

We have just two parts of four courts in which number one and two are for community tennis classes and
just number 3 and four are for tennis players  left. 
To place the classes court next to group players is not possible, the same as place pickleball court with
tennis group court is no sense too.
We are elderly people need exercise no less than our younger brothers, so please, let us stay in sport as
longer as we can. We have been working whole life and been paying taxes and now we are asking
community to help us stay healthy, doing such sport as tennis.
Thank you, Edgar Cantor, 84 yo.
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From: Enid Pearson
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 1:22:36 PM

You don't often get email from enidpearson1@gmail.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Commissioners:  The attempt to extract a piece of our
 parks for another use than park use is like going back to
1965 when I gathered a group of Palo Altans and we all decided to start the
initiative to dedicate parks to the people
of Palo Alto.  Palo alto was in a new stage with a very aggressive City Manager. 
All kinds of proposals abounded:
Relocate our City Hall from downtown to Mitchell Park, or
better yet, to Rinconada Park.  We did not even have our small mini parks yet, but
development loomed for these sites.  Skyline and our newly acquired land in the
foothills became ripe for proposals of development.  Even Stanford wanted to
develop El Camino Park and we got a proposal for high rise apts sited there (I think
they were designed by Eichler (?)) 1965+) We were very busy with referendums,
one after another.  The Park Dedication was a park saver and we collected hundreds
of signatures to stop the use of open space park land as sites for PA's expansion. 
It is very disheartening to see this development of parks arise again in our city after
all these years.  And to a site that was once dedicated to the people.  This is the
public's land and I think we people who are in positions to
protect our parks should step up and do everything to maintain our park legacy.  We
will always need MORE PARKS, not less and we should do all we can to prevent
the conversion of park land to development.  It's the right
thing to do for this site - keep it as a park and protect it from all sorts of so-called
"better" uses!  Let's promote less creation of garbage and aim to reduce the need for 
garbage sites.  Find more sites to create more mini parks,
and more open and breathable land spaces.  
In my opinion, as the population grows (another cause) we
need more parks, not less.  And believe me, you designate a space as a park and
people will go there.  Please redesignate Measure E site back where it belongs - one
more of Palo Alto's great parks.  Believe me, you won't regret it, you will be proud
of your leadership and park committment.  Thanks for your time and effort to keep
us  a park oriented city.  Enid Pearson,  CC 1965-75 and author
of the Park Dedication Ordinance.  
 

-- 

mailto:enidpearson1@gmail.com
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From: Bob Wenzlau
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E Discussion
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 1:35:25 PM
Attachments: 2022-10-24_13-18-59.png

You don't often get email from bob@wenzlau.net. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Park Commissioners,

Having returned from visiting our Sister City Palo Leyte Philippines, I am motivated by our
duties to mitigate climate change's impact, and also struck with the incongruity between our
relatively opulent view toward sustainability and the harsh reality of the balance of the world.
In 2013, Palo was devastated by typhoon Yolanda that held 200 mph winds, and a near 20 foot
surge that basically destroyed our Sister City.  The evidence still shows. 

The stepping backwards from our community's super majority commitment to using the
Measure E land for sustainable purposes toward a park potentially celebrates our insensitivity
to these impacts.  Through some clever antics of park advocates, they undermined the public's
intent to be locally responsible for our organics.  A consequence is we instead ship to the south
county and the central valley our waste.  There traffic impact and climate impacts, while we
accomplish a relative elitist separation from the realities of our consumptive actions.  I am
obviously angry with this, and it does not make me feel aligned with my Palo Alto.  

Further insult seems to be supported by the Parks Commission or Staff as they authorized a
bench that seemed to allow snubbing at the will of the people, and to me frankly corrupts the
process.  Should these benches be a place for clever advocacy? Does the messaging in fact
represent campaigning by our commission - I have never seen anything like this.

mailto:bob@wenzlau.net
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There is no need to act on this matter now.  We have strategic planning for waste water, water
reuse recovery and integrated organics management that need the ability to evaluate land on
the Measure E site.  Land is core to building a sustainable infrastructure, and if the
Commission acts to revert, it removes options we need for sustainable organics
infrastructure.  

I appreciate any of the members that could look more broadly toward the future, and not
merely to pure preservationism.  I do not advocate an urbanist trajectory, but taking options
off the table is not the direction we should take now.  

Please reach out to me if you have any questions.  

Yours,

Bob Wenzlau

-- 

Bob Wenzlau
bob@wenzlau.net
650-248-4467
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From: Melanie Cross
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E Site
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 1:44:54 PM
Attachments: page1image19424

page2image11136

You don't often get email from melaniecross@earthlink.net. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious 
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Peter Drekmeyer makes some very valid points regarding whether to revert Measure E Site to 
parkland.
Please consider the best use of this site.  
Thank you,
Melanie Cross
945 Matadero Avenue

October 24, 2022

Palo Alto Parks and Recreation Commission
250 Hamilton Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94301
Via email to ParkRec.commission@cityofpaloalto.org

Re: Item 5: Park Dedication – Measure E Site

Dear Commissioners:

It’s disappointing the Park Dedication Ad Hoc Committee did not reach out to Measure E 
proponents prior to bringing a recommendation to the full Commission. Palo Altans for Green 
Energy (PAGE) spent thousands of hours collecting more than 6,000 signatures to place 
Measure E on the 2011 ballot and then run a robust campaign to secure its passage. In the 
end, nearly 65% of the Palo Alto electorate voted to approve Measure E. PAGE has a vested 
interest in the future of the site, yet we were not consulted.

I encourage you to hold off on making a recommendation to City Council until you have done 
due diligence. This would include:

1)  Meet with Measure E proponents to hear from us why we think removing the 
opportunity to use the site for green infrastructure would be short-sighted.

2)  Organize a Commission field trip to the Measure E site to assess for yourselves 
whether you think it has the potential to be converted into inviting parkland.

3)  If you determine the site has potential, create a vision for the site along with a 
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budget. Assess whether improvements to the Measure E site should receive precedence 
over other needed park improvements.

4)  If after doing the above, you still believe the Measure E site would be more valuable 
as parkland than a site for green infrastructure, support placing the issue on the ballot 
to allow all Palo Alto voters to determine the future of the site.

Yesterday, I visited the Measure E site to assess the situation (my son wanted to leave the 
area because it “smelled bad”). The only improvement I could conceive of that would not 
require a considerable investment was removing the Public Works maintenance facility. That 
could be done without converting the site to parkland.

My concern is that if the site were to become parkland, little would change, except we would 
lose an extremely rare opportunity to utilize marginal land for sustainability infrastructure.

1

Today’s Daily Post states, “Chair Jeff Greenfield said he did his due diligence and he couldn’t 
come up with any reason against developing the site as a park.” Had Measure E proponents 
been consulted, we would have emphasized that the site has tremendous value for supporting 
the City’s environmental and sustainability goals.

Measure E stipulated, “The Property shall be removed from dedication as parkland, for the 
exclusive purpose of building a facility for converting yard trimmings, food waste, other 
municipal organics and/or sewage sludge from the regional wastewater treatment plant by 
biological and/or other environmentally equally protective technology.”

A very promising emerging waste-to-energy and carbon sequestration technology is pyrolysis, 
which is being used in Redwood City right now. We will encourage Council to request a 
presentation on the Silicon Valley Clean Water project.

Other environmental technologies that could help Palo Alto meet our sustainability goals, such 
as water recycling, could be allowed through a vote of the people. We are confident a large 
majority would respond positively to a viable project.

Please hold off on making a recommendation to Council until the above issues have been 
addressed.

Sincerely,

Peter Drekmeier
Palo Altans for Green Energy





From: Sven Thesen
To: ParkRec Commission
Cc: Burt, Patrick; Kou, Lydia; kou.pacc@gmail.com; Cormack, Alison; DuBois, Tom; Tom DuBois; Stone, Greer;

Filseth, Eric (Internal); Tanaka, Greg
Subject: No on Re-Dedicating the 10-acre Measure E site as parkland, Save the Sustainability and Climate Action Plan

(S/CAP)
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 1:50:19 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from sventhesen@gmail.com. Learn
why this is important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Good people on the Parks and Recreation Commission, 
Given the ongoing & only getting worse climate crisis as exemplified by our ongoing drought, the flooding
in Pakistan, loss of arctic sea ice, etc.*, we need to keep this land available for future waste conversion/
water recovery.  

Trucking our waste to the central valley is not a long term solution especially when Silicon Valley Clean
Water in Redwood City has a working facility. 

While adding parkland is an admirable goal, in this case our S/CAP should take priority. 

Sven Thesen
314 Stanford Ave, Palo Alto 

*the list goes on & on... 

-- 
Sven Thesen,  415-225-7645
EV Consultant & Founder, ProjectGreenHome.org and BeniSolSolar.com; Wonder Junkie
__________________________________________________
How California Is Keeping Electric Vehicles Out Of Reach For Apartment-Dwellers
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From: Ed Hillard
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E vs. Parkland
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 2:10:50 PM

You don't often get email from edhillard@gmail.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Hello,

The first thing I noted about the recent announcement by the Parks and Rec Commission
regarding overturning the Measure E designation of 10 acres was that it came from an ad hoc
committee of the commission.  Really!  So an ad hoc committee's recommendation is going to
be used to overturn something that was passed with 65% voter approval.  Gimme a break.

Stop this ridiculous urge to create more parkland at the already massive Baylands site and
stick to what the voters wanted.  Palo Alto really really doesn't need another Bixbee Park.

I am 100% in support of Peter Dreckmeier's letter opposing this recommendation of the Parks
and Rec Commission.

Ed Hillard
Greer Road, Palo Alto

mailto:edhillard@gmail.com
mailto:parkrec.commission@CityofPaloAlto.org
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


From: Susan Brown
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Please respect the decision to keep Measure E lands for green infrastructure
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 2:12:01 PM

You don't often get email from einworbs@gmail.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

October 24, 2022
Palo Alto Parks and Recreation Commission
250 Hamilton Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94301
via email: ParkRec.commission@cityofpaloalto.org

Dear Commissioners,

Nearly 65% of the Palo Alto electorate voted to make the Measure E site available for organic waste
conversion. Voters should have a say in the future of the site.

To reach many of Palo Alto's sustainability goals, we need land for infrastructure.  Measure E, right next to
the wastewater treatment plant, is the perfect location for organic waste conversion and possibly water
recycling.

I just spent a lovely morning at Byxbee Park and enjoyed it tremendously.  I appreciate the efforts Park and
Rec make to provide us with all the unique and wonderful parklands that make up our city.  I would of
course like even more parks. However, saving a chunk of land right next to the wastewater treatment plant
to enable organic waste conversion and maybe water recycling seems like a very good idea and is
something that the majority of voters have said yes to.

Thank you for taking Measure E into consideration.
-- 
Susan Brown
Palo Alto resident

mailto:einworbs@gmail.com
mailto:parkrec.commission@CityofPaloAlto.org
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
mailto:ParkRec.commission@cityofpaloalto.org


From: Mike Anderson
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E Site
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 2:41:12 PM

You don't often get email from andman817@yahoo.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Commission:

First, thanks for serving on the commission and serving our community.

Secondly, please leave the Measure E land alone. This land is the perfect
location for organic waste conversion and possibly water recycling. The
technology is evolving quickly, and having the land to set up operations is
so important in communities like Palo Alto where land is so scarce. There
is NO HURRY to make decisions about converting this land to Park Land.
Leave it alone, and let's see how things play out. Patience is a wonderful
thing!

Thank you, Mike Anderson
Midtown Palo Alto Resident
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From: julianneasla@sonic.net
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: measure E
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 3:01:47 PM

You don't often get email from julianneasla@sonic.net. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

For the Parks and Recreation Commission
To be considered at the Tuesday, October 25 meeting
 
I am frankly shocked that Parks and Rec. would consider  reversing an action voted on
overwhelmingly by Palo Altans in 2011.   In 2011 we voted to keep the 10 acre area near
the Public Works maintenance facility open for green infrastructure.    To now remove the
10 acres designated for green infrastructure and “return” it to park land is a breach of public
faith.
 
Measure E stipulated, “The Property shall be removed from dedication as parkland, for the
exclusive purpose of building a facility for converting yard trimmings, food waste, other
municipal organics and/or sewage sludge from the regional wastewater treatment plant by
biological and/or other environmentally equally protective technology.”
 
Even if the original idea for a Bio-digester was not built on the site, there are now even
more technologies available to consider for the site such as pyrolysis a waste to energy and
carbon sequestration technology that is currently being use in Redwood City.
 
We decided in 2011 that this 10 acre site was best set aside for green infrastructure.   This
is an even more relevant use for that land today.
 
Sincerely
Julianne Frizzell
1175 Channing Ave.
 
Julianne Adams Frizzell / ASLA
650-325-0905
julianneasla@sonic.net
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From: Bob Wenzlau
To: freemannjr@gmail.com
Subject: Congratulations and a Parks Topic - Measure E
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 1:06:24 PM

Nellis,

I have adored seeing your grandchild grow! We are keeping pace.

On another matter - I see you are serving on the Parks Commission.

I wanted to ask you to consider raising an alternative voice tomorrow to the momentum that
seems to be wanting to undo the work we did to carve out land for sustainability in Palo Alto.
This is the land subject to Measure E where the commission seeks to undo the vote of the
people. Climate and sustainability are key to Palo Alto, and you cannot do that without land
for our infrastructure. Over the course of the next few years we may need capacity for local
facilities to support sustainability - we cannot be selfish and export all our sustainability
facilities to remote communities with associated environmental justice impacts. When we had
a vote 66% of the community sought the use of this land, and yet we were out-gamed by
preservationists that undid the community's vision.

I am more asking that you know my adoration of Palo Alto and her natural environment, but
also we must be responsible to our infrastructure. Land is scarce in Palo Alto, and the land we
targeted is adjacent to the water pollution control plant. What might be a use? More advanced
wastewater treatment, or more recovery of wastewater solids for green energy. In all
likelihood the sloped land would not be used, but be used as a buffer.

I hope you can raise an alternate view. Take care!

Bob

-- 

Bob Wenzlau
bob@wenzlau.net
650-248-4467
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From: Shannon McEntee
To: Nellis Freeman
Subject: Measure E Site
Date: Sunday, October 23, 2022 8:27:53 PM

Hello Nellis,

This is Shannon McEntee from 410 Sheridan writing to you. I know you have an important decision coming
up regarding rededicating the 10-acre Measure E site as parkland. As a longtime environmentalist, I’d like
to share my thoughts.

I believe that this land use decision should also be considered by the Planning and Transportation
Commission and the Utilities Advisory Commission, not just Parks and Recreation.

Palo Altans are deeply concerned about climate change and committed to sustainability. To reach many of
our sustainability goals, we need land for infrastructure. Measure E, right next to the wastewater treatment
plant, is the perfect location for organic waste conversion and possibly water recycling.

Nearly 65% of the Palo Alto electorate voted to make the Measure E site available for organic waste
conversion. Voters should have a say in the future of the site. Emerging organic waste conversion
technologies are very promising and this location is ideal for Palo Alto.

Further, the Measure E site will never make for a good park. It is wedged between the wastewater treatment
plant and the former dump (not great for picnicking). You can’t fly kites, because the airport is right next
door. People visit the former landfill site for views of the bay, not the wastewater treatment plant. Also, the
site cannot be converted to wetlands. With all of Palo Alto's other world class parks (including the 1,940-
acre Baylands Nature Preserve), few people would ever chose to spend time at the Measure E site.

We would miss an important opportunity to improve and protect our fragile environment were we to
convert that area to parkland. I hope the Parks and Recreation Commission can see the huge value in using
that area to support our S/CAP goals.

Thank you for giving my thoughts your consideration. I was so glad to see your name on the Parks and
Recreation Commision list and a note that you’re an environmentalist! Keep up the good work.

Warm regards,

Shannon Rose McEntee
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From: kip
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Measure E land use
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 6:54:52 PM

You don't often get email from krhusty@hotmail.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear ParkRec Commission Members,

I have been dismayed by the hesitations in implementing Measure E and particularly the
present considerations to re-dedicate the land voters approved over-whelmingly to other
purposes.  While I am readily support the creation of new parks, the land dedicated to bio-
conversion that was approved by the voters is absolutely NOT the kind of land that should be
turned into parkland or recreational use.  

There seems to be a kind of end-run around democratic principles of openness, full hearing,
and public input.  It is not clear that even at the level of administrative, bureaucratic review
and decision making enough has been done to get adequate input (I.e., have the Planning and
Transportation or the Utilities Commissions been involved?  They should be, particularly if the
upshot is to circumvent something voters approved so strongly.

It strikes someone like me that the kind of lip-service paid to the realities of the types of
changes necessary to avert and mitigate the crises brought by climate change, which, as you
know, is almost certainly a product of human use of fossil fuels (so much evidence and
argument support this conclusion that it would be irrational to act otherwise as the world
continues to warm).  Palo Altans in the large see things this way.  Measure E was designed to
contribute one small measure to the goal of reducing carbon emissions, another widely
discussed goal that has over-whelming support of the citizens of Palo Alto.  Faced with the
enormity of over-riding voter approval and going against the goals of the city and its citizens,
the Parks and Recreation Commission will act undemocratically if it proposes changing the
status of the approved site without far greater public input by other Commissions and
certainly the people whose activism has been instrumental in getting Measure E on the ballot,
approved, and moving ahead.  The public needs to be heard before any recommendation is
sent to City Council.  Do not pass the buck and stand for democratic principles first.

The site next to the Sewage Treatment Plant is perfect for the use designated in Measure E.  In
the near decade since its passage, technologies have improved that make the conversion all
the more promising.  The importance of biochar as a way of sequestering carbon has become
even more clearly understood and itself could be reason enough for the conversion.  The bio-
gas is another plus, but, in my view, not as important.
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I applaud the notion of creating more parks and more open space that gives habitat for
wildlife.  As long-time Palo Altans, my family and friends find the redundancy of office space to
be destructive to the community.  We would be more than happy if the Parks and Recreation
Commission were to recommend converting office space and car dealerships on Embarcadero
to park land.  I doubt you will consider that, but I say it to let you know how absolutely
ridiculous this kind of undemocratic workings of government is.  Rather than pit one
environmental good against another, isn't it time we start to question the kind of policies that
opened the marshes of the baylands to development?  Offices, car dealers, an airport, a golf
course - in my recollection, these have not been approved by voters in the last fifteen years.  

Lets make more open space and parks, but not at the expense of other measures to alleviate
the damages of human activity.   

Thank you,

kip husty
922 Bautista Ct.
Palo Alto



From: Elliot Margolies
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: comment regarding the best use of the "Measure E" land
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 8:40:14 PM

You don't often get email from elliotspark@yahoo.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Park and Recreation Commissioners,
You are about to evaluate whether the land that voters set aside for organic waste
conversion to renewable energy should become dedicated parkland.  While there is
no denying the importance of open space for our community, we must balance our
parkland support against our collective desire to combat climate change and
enhance our sustainability - especially in regard to this plot of land.  While Measure E
allows for reconsideration of our community's vote to set aside this land for an
anaerobic digester after 10 years, I hope you will choose to maintain its status as an
energy conversion infrastructure site.  We all know that climate change has gotten
much worse over the past decade and we have already crossed some tipping
points.  I'm reasonably certain that Palo Alto voters would still opt to use this land for
the purposes that motivated 65% of us to pass Measure E.

Palo Altans recognize that this dire climate situation demands that we do everything
we can to convert to renewable energies and stop putting carbon into the
atmosphere.  This location right next to the wastewater treatment plant, is
the perfect place for organic waste conversion and possibly water
recycling.  Its suitability as a site for infrastructure over parkland is
further desirable because of its proximity to the wastewater treatment
plant. 

I urge you to keep the land purposed for a technology that will help us
change our energy consumption and increase our sustainability. Though it
is 10 years later than our resounding vote, there are now even more
promising waste conversion technologies now.

Sincerely,
Elliot Margolies
3858 El Centro St
Palo Alto, CA 94306
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From: Cybele LoVuolo-Bhushan
To: ParkRec Commission
Cc: Council, City
Subject: Measure E site
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 10:26:31 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Parks and Recreation Team, 

I am writing to you to strongly encourage you to understand why you should not consider
converting the 10 acre Measure E site away from the 2011 vote by well over 60 percent of
Palo Alto citizens to retain this land for energy sustainable purposes. 
Bixby park is big enough: I enjoy the views of the baylands from the elevated areas. There are
no special views from the low laying 10 acre area. Additionally, it's  a no-brainer to recognize
that we need new sources of energy to counteract climate change, reduce polluting truck trips,
and move away from the waste of polluting sources of energy. 
It would be a great mistake to miss this opportunity to build an organic waste conversion
project as the pyrolysis process has proven to be a successful innovative new decomposition
technology. I am annoyed that it is even being considered; since when is a vote of the public
supposed to be treated in such an off-hand manner? No, to disregarding the public's vote. The
10 acres of the Measure E site is only to be used for sustainable purposes!
Thank you for your attention. 
Sincerely, 
Mrs. C.J. LoVuolo-Bhushan 
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From: Jesse Cool
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: MEASURE E
Date: Tuesday, October 25, 2022 8:39:27 AM
Attachments: LETTER TO CITY.dotx

You don't often get email from jesse@cooleatz.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

October 25, 2022
Palo Alto Parks and Recreation Commission
250 Hamilton Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94301
 

Item 5: Park Dedication
Measure E Site

Dear Commissioners:
I encourage you to hold off on making a recommendation to City Council
until you have done due diligence on Measure E.
This would include:
The opportunity to create a long-term solution to waste and water
purification is too important.
While Parks are important, imperative to a community’s wellbeing…
allow all Palo Alto voters to determine the future of the site.
 

Palo Alto can lead the country in a very important act of true sustainability
and this location is perfect.

Thanks for your consideration
Jesse Cool
2150 Amherst Street
Palo Alto
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Palo Alto Parks and Recreation Commission
250 Hamilton Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94301



Item 5: Park Dedication 

Measure E Site


Dear Commissioners:
I encourage you to hold off on making a recommendation to City Council until you have done due diligence on Measure E.

This would include:
The opportunity to create a long-term solution to waste and water purification is too important.
While Parks are important, imperative to a community’s wellbeing…
allow all Palo Alto voters to determine the future of the site.



Palo Alto can lead the country in a very important act of true sustainability and this location is perfect.





Thanks for your consideration
Jesse Cool

2150 Amherst Street

Palo Alto 











-- 
Jesse Ziff Cool
Flea Street
www.cooleatz.com
cell: 650-279-0909
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From: Emily Renzel
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Rededication of Measure E habitat corridor
Date: Tuesday, October 25, 2022 8:49:26 AM
Attachments: page18image20496.png

You don't often get email from marshmama2@att.net. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of 
opening attachments and clicking on links.

Jeff Greenfield, Chair
Palo Alto Parks & Recreation Commission

Dear Chair Greenfield and Members of the Parks & Recreation Commission:

“The Commission’s responsibilities include: …Advising on planning and policy matters relating to the goals of and the services 
provided by the Open Space & Parks, Golf, and Recreations Divisions….”    I believe that rededication of the Measure E site falls 
under that responsibility.    Since there is no project nor change of land use, this would not fall under the purview of the Planning & 
Transportation Commission or any other City Commissions.   To suggest otherwise is simply a delay tactic.   

The call of the question in Measure E was to undedicate parkland for the exclusive purpose of conversion technology ie. the land 
could not be used for anything else without another vote of the public.    Reversion to parkland is not automatic after 10 years— 
just that it may be done by the City Council after that date in November 2021.

Since 2007 thousands of dollars (if not Millions…) have been spent on the compost boondoggle.  Many studies were done, 
consultants hired, Zero Waste Task Force,  Blue Ribbon Compost Task Force,  RWQCP Master Plan and so on.   After the 
election, an expensive RFP process was undertaken, involving huge amounts of staff time and public time.   The result of that RFP 
process clearly showed that even with FREE land, our parkland, the cost of building a conversion plant on Byxbee Park was more 
than double the cost of the solution that is now being implemented.

As Parks Commissioners, you should be concerned that the City is looking to parkland for its infrastructure needs instead 
of purchasing appropriate real estate.   Sure, it’s cheaper for a particular City department, but if you want to replace that 
parkland, new real estate is just as expensive.   The alternative is loss of parkland.  

There are 7 partners in the Regional Water Quality Control Plant (Palo Alto, East Palo Alto, Stanford, Mountain View, Moffett 
Field, Los Altos, Los Altos Hills).   They should all share the costs of RWQCP’s land requirements.  There are a number of 
adjacent properties along Embarcadero Way that RWQCP could buy for needed expansion.  Instead of asking voters to undedicate 
parkland, the City could go to the voters for a Bond Issue that would spread costs over 3 decades or more and all 7 partners.

Fortunately, an October 2019  Palo Alto Regional Water Quality Control Plant Biosolids Facility Plan Update by Woodard & 
Curran  <https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/files/assets/public/public-works/water-quality-control-plant/sludge-dewatering-
building/finaldraft_palo_alto_bfp_update.pdf?t=47012.05>  identified a number of locations on the RWQCP site for alternative 
biosolids processing facilities.   The Measure E site is NOT one of them.   

As I mentioned in my previous communications, about 2/3 of the Measure E site is part of a certified closed landfill which would 
be very costly to re-open and reconfigure.   The remaining acreage in contention is a vital habitat corridor between the Bay and the 
Renzel Wetlands.   It also had been previously required as a landscape buffer from Byxbee Park for a 1980’s renovation of the 
RWQCP that went right to the fenceline.   It also is part of a loop trail around the park.   If this acreage were to be used for some 
future RWQCP expansion, there not only would be no buffer, but there would be new facilities much closer to the park itself.  Bob 
Wenzlau provided you a photo that shows how effectively the current landscaping on the habitat corridor screens out RWQCP.   

mailto:marshmama2@att.net
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Finally, as recently as  January 4, 2022, the Council approved a 3-year contract for Sludge hauling.  The Staff report clearly said, 
“Newer technologies to burn sludge (or pyrolyze via gasification) were considered as part of previous organics facilities planning 
efforts and the biosolids facilities plan but these options were not considered the best option.” (emphasis mine)

It may be long into the future before biochar and other such technologies might be considered for RWQCP.   There is land 
available on the RWQCP site, as I noted above, and there is also adjacent non-park land that could be acquired if needed.   The 
Measure E site is not currently needed.   Nor is it likely to be needed for some time in the future. 

Please protect parkland and  recommend that the City Council rededicate the habitat corridor and trail link as provided 
for in Measure E.

Sincerely,
Emily M. Renzel
1056 Forest Avenue
Palo Alto, CA  94301



From: Emily Renzel
To: ParkRec Commission
Subject: Fwd: Rededication of Measure E habitat corridor
Date: Tuesday, October 25, 2022 9:58:39 AM
Attachments: page18image20496.png

You don't often get email from marshmama2@att.net. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of 
opening attachments and clicking on links.

I’m resending this because I may have used an incorrect address.   Emily

Begin forwarded message:

From: Emily Renzel <marshmama2@att.net>
Subject: Rededication of Measure E habitat corridor
Date: October 25, 2022 at 8:49:15 AM PDT
To: parkrec.commission@CityofPaloAlto.org

Jeff Greenfield, Chair
Palo Alto Parks & Recreation Commission

Dear Chair Greenfield and Members of the Parks & Recreation Commission:

“The Commission’s responsibilities include: …Advising on planning and policy matters relating to the goals of and the 
services provided by the Open Space & Parks, Golf, and Recreations Divisions….”    I believe that rededication of the 
Measure E site falls under that responsibility.    Since there is no project nor change of land use, this would not fall under 
the purview of the Planning & Transportation Commission or any other City Commissions.   To suggest otherwise is 
simply a delay tactic.   

The call of the question in Measure E was to undedicate parkland for the exclusive purpose of conversion technology ie. 
the land could not be used for anything else without another vote of the public.    Reversion to parkland is not automatic 
after 10 years— just that it may be done by the City Council after that date in November 2021.

Since 2007 thousands of dollars (if not Millions…) have been spent on the compost boondoggle.  Many studies were done, 
consultants hired, Zero Waste Task Force,  Blue Ribbon Compost Task Force,  RWQCP Master Plan and so on.   After the 
election, an expensive RFP process was undertaken, involving huge amounts of staff time and public time.   The result of 
that RFP process clearly showed that even with FREE land, our parkland, the cost of building a conversion plant on 
Byxbee Park was more than double the cost of the solution that is now being implemented.

As Parks Commissioners, you should be concerned that the City is looking to parkland for its infrastructure needs 
instead of purchasing appropriate real estate.   Sure, it’s cheaper for a particular City department, but if you want to 
replace that parkland, new real estate is just as expensive.   The alternative is loss of parkland.  

There are 7 partners in the Regional Water Quality Control Plant (Palo Alto, East Palo Alto, Stanford, Mountain View, 
Moffett Field, Los Altos, Los Altos Hills).   They should all share the costs of RWQCP’s land requirements.  There are a 
number of adjacent properties along Embarcadero Way that RWQCP could buy for needed expansion.  Instead of asking 
voters to undedicate parkland, the City could go to the voters for a Bond Issue that would spread costs over 3 decades or 
more and all 7 partners.

Fortunately, an October 2019  Palo Alto Regional Water Quality Control Plant Biosolids Facility Plan Update by Woodard 
& Curran  <https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/files/assets/public/public-works/water-quality-control-plant/sludge-dewatering-
building/finaldraft_palo_alto_bfp_update.pdf?t=47012.05>  identified a number of locations on the RWQCP site for 
alternative biosolids processing facilities.   The Measure E site is NOT one of them.   

As I mentioned in my previous communications, about 2/3 of the Measure E site is part of a certified closed landfill which 
would be very costly to re-open and reconfigure.   The remaining acreage in contention is a vital habitat corridor between 
the Bay and the Renzel Wetlands.   It also had been previously required as a landscape buffer from Byxbee Park for a 
1980’s renovation of the RWQCP that went right to the fenceline.   It also is part of a loop trail around the park.   If this 
acreage were to be used for some future RWQCP expansion, there not only would be no buffer, but there would be new 
facilities much closer to the park itself.  Bob Wenzlau provided you a photo that shows how effectively the current 
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landscaping on the habitat corridor screens out RWQCP.   

Finally, as recently as  January 4, 2022, the Council approved a 3-year contract for Sludge hauling.  The Staff report 
clearly said, “Newer technologies to burn sludge (or pyrolyze via gasification) were considered as part of previous 
organics facilities planning efforts and the biosolids facilities plan but these options were not considered the best option.” 
(emphasis mine)

It may be long into the future before biochar and other such technologies might be considered for RWQCP.   There is land 
available on the RWQCP site, as I noted above, and there is also adjacent non-park land that could be acquired if needed.   
The Measure E site is not currently needed.   Nor is it likely to be needed for some time in the future. 

Please protect parkland and  recommend that the City Council rededicate the habitat corridor and trail link as 
provided for in Measure E.

Sincerely,
Emily M. Renzel
1056 Forest Avenue
Palo Alto, CA  94301



From: DC Handbook
To: ParkRec Commission; iot8168@amicaresearch.org
Subject: UCSC-Silicon Valley short course "IoT and Technologies in Smart Cities" on 10/29/22
Date: Tuesday, October 25, 2022 1:23:23 PM

You don't often get email from dchandbook@gmail.com. Learn why this is important
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mr. Jeff Greenfield,

How advanced and emerging technologies are being implemented in other "smart cities" to
optimize services and operations and have happy residents?

I have been a proud resident in Palo Alto since 1986.  I take Arastradero Road daily
to work at different times during the day.  Thanks for the Charleston/Arastradero
Corridor project that is very well designed and implemented.  The project will ensure
safety and benefit thousands of students in the future. 
 
I see many improvements can be done at Foothill Expressway intersection, a three
intersections artery with 30 plus traffic lights, especially after 8:00 in the evening
waiting at a red light without good reasons.  To rate ourselves a world-class city, is it
time to apply technology designed by NoTraffic or Rapid Flow Technologies?
 
I used 311 system several times with reservations.  There is a low-tech solution such
as San Jose’s councilman Mr. Matt Mahan being used.
 
I have done research on smart cities since 2014 attending the Global City Teams
Challenge organized by Dr. Sokwoo Rhee of NIST.  I am working on the second
edition of the IoT, Data Analytics and AI Handbook that will cover heavily on smart
cities.
 
I will give a lecture at UCSC-Silicon Valley Campus on Smart City this Saturday,
10/29/22. You or your staff are cordially invited to attend the lecture titled “Internet
of Things and Technologies in Smart Cities.” This six-hour course is arranged by the
UC-Santa Cruz Silicon Valley and CIE-SF. You may sign-up for the course ASAP or
until 10/28/2020 by visiting the site: https://ciesf_c.eventbrite.com.
 
I hope by attending the event, we will get connected and for me to support smart
city projects in Palo Alto.
 
Sincerely,  
 
Hwaiyu Geng, P.E., CMfgE
+1   781.690.6139
www.AmicaResearch.org
Palo Alto, CA
 
Author/Editor:
IoT and Data Analytics Handbook, 2017, John Wiley & Sons
Data Center Handbook (2e), 2021, John Wiley & Sons
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Semiconductor Manufacturing Handbook (2e), 2015, McGraw-Hill
Manufacturing Engineering Handbook (2e), 2016, McGraw-Hill



From: Bruce Hodge
To: ParkRec Commission
Cc: Pat Burt; Shikada, Ed
Subject: Preserve Measure E site for pyrolysis!
Date: Tuesday, October 25, 2022 1:25:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

Honorable Commissioners,

I’m writing to you on behalf of Carbon Free Palo Alto to ask you to retain the site identified by Measure E for the
purposes of processing our waste stream in a more environmentally responsible fashion.  When 65% of the
electorate vote in favor of dedicating this small amount of land for this purpose, it should not be dismissed out of
hand.  The current practice of trucking our waste to the Central Valley makes a mockery of Palo Alto’s claims to be
a beacon of environmental leadership.

Redwood City has shown that installing a pyrolysis plant is both affordable and doable - and should serve as a
model for Palo Alto.

There’s no way that this little patch of land could possibly be described as “park-like” and undoing the work of
dedicated citizens would be both an insult and a huge step backwards.

Palo Alto positions itself as an innovative and progressive city.  Let’s prove that to be the case.

Sincerely,

Bruce Hodge
Founder, Carbon Free Palo Alto
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