
From: Wolfgang Dueregger
To: Council, City; Shikada, Ed; Kamhi, Philip; Baird, Nathan; Tom DuBois; Filseth, Eric (external); Greer Stone; Greg

Tanaka; Pat Burt; alisonlcormack@gmail.com; lkou@apr.com
Subject: Consent calendar item 11
Date: Sunday, October 31, 2021 8:03:28 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from
wolfgang.dueregger@alumni.stanford.edu. Learn why this is important

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

Dear City of Palo Alto,

As a longtime resident of Evergreen Park, I fully support and ask for the elimination of all-day
employee parking permits in the residential zones of the Evergreen Park/Mayfield RPP. 

1.  Some business owners state that the new garage does not provide enough parking spaces.
The new garage on Cal Ave was built to accommodate employees of small businesses and
their patrons with ample parking. Pick a day and time, and I did that myself a few times
recently, there are usually up to 500 (five hundred) EMPTY spaces available in the garage
during a given business day. There is zero justification to push employee and business parking
into the surrounding neighborhoods. Our neighborhoods worked with the city and agreed to
TEMPORARILY have business parking in the neighborhoods, but now, since ample parking
is available, this temporary solution has to expire - as agreed upon before between the city and
our neighborhoods.

2. it came to my attention that VISA has or had secured about 200 parking permits. Bitgo
about 100. It is immaterial if this was pre Covid or recently. But just taking these 2 cases as
example, this is 300 spots that are bought up by some rich software and financial service
companies. This is exactly what is wrong with the whole approach allowing high-
density/employee companies to grab hundreds of permits which leaves then the cobbler store
and other small businesses scramble for a few parking spots. You need to fix this root cause of
our parking problem which is causing the intrusion of business parking into our
neighborhoods. If you don't solve this problem, then another 10 garages with thousands of
more parking spots will only attract more businesses filling up those spaces. And this is the
problem, nothing else. Also, what I heard from small businesses and restaurant owners, they
do NOT want to park in our neighborhood (unless this is the only choice they have), they want
to park close to their businesses. And the same applies to their customers. Which customer
parks 4 blocks away? Hardly anybody wants to do that.

3. Get high-density software companies out of the Cal ave business district. They can go
somewhere along Page Mill Road  into the Stanford Research Park - where there are lots of
empty buildings. (e.g. look at Tesla who are expanding into the HP campus), but not into a
small knit community with restaurants and retail. This approach is wrong from the beginning
and this needs to be fixed.

As a first step, move forward by eliminating business parking in our neighborhoods and then
continue addressing the root cause of the problem - which is causing all this mess.

Sincerely
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Wolfgang Dueregger

Evergreen Park resident



From: Michael Eager
To: Council, City
Subject: Consent Calendar Item #11
Date: Sunday, October 31, 2021 11:39:54 AM

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from eager@eagercon.com. Learn why this is
important at http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification.]

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

Dear City Council --

I encourage you to pass item #11 on the Monday, Nov. 1, City Council
Consent Calendar.  I strongly support the elimination of all-day
employee parking in the residential Evergreen Park/Mayfield RPP.

There are hundreds of parking spaces available to employees in the
California Avenue business area.  The new garage on Sheridan is almost
empty most of the day.  There is no foundation for selling employee
parking permits in the residential area.

--
Michael Eager
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From: herb
To: Council, City; Clerk, City
Subject: November 1, 2021 Council Meeting, Item #11: Expanded Commercial District Employee Eligibility Boundaries
Date: Saturday, October 30, 2021 5:03:49 PM

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

Herb Borock
P. O. Box 632
Palo Alto, CA 94302

October 30, 2021

Palo Alto City Council
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301

NOVEMBER 1,2021 CITY COUNCIL MEETING, AGENDA ITEM #11
EXPANDED COMMERCIAL DISTRICT EMPLOYEE ELIGIBILITY BOUNDARIES

Dear City Council:

I don't believe the proposal to expand employee eligibility
boundaries can be effectively implemented based on both (1) the
numerous resident complaints about the administration of the
current residential preference parking program, and (2) the
unintended consequences of adopting this proposal.

Allowing the targeted employees to be eligible for employee
permits means that additional employees could obtain permits in
the residential district boundaries, enable those employees'
businesses to expand in the residential neighborhood, and
increase the adverse impacts of the businesses in those
neighborhoods.

How can the permit eligibility requirements be adequately
verified if every residence is entitled to have a home
business?

If you believe this proposal should be adopted, perhaps you can
limit it to those businesses in the residential area that are
not home occupations and are listed in the most recent Business
License application filed as of today, and for those
businesses, limited to the number of employees disclosed in the
Business License application.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Herb Borock

mailto:herb_borock@hotmail.com
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From: Carol Scott
To: Council, City; Shikada, Ed; Kamhi, Philip; Baird, Nathan
Cc: Lydia Kou; Tom DuBois; Filseth, Eric (external); Greer Stone; Greg Tanaka; Pat Burt; alisonlcormack@gmail.com;

Gennady
Subject: Consent Calendar Item #11 - Monday, November 1, 2021
Date: Friday, October 29, 2021 3:52:57 PM
Attachments: Comments on Consent Calendar Item 102921.docx

Some people who received this message don't often get email from cscott@crossfieldllc.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 Council Members, City Manager, and City Staff,

I am attaching a document that contains comments on Item #11 on the City Council's Consent Calendar for Monday,
November 1, 2021.  This item pertains, among other things, to the elimination of all-day employee parking permits
in the residential zones of the Evergreen Park/Mayfield RPP.  

Although this document is four pages long, most of it is taken up by photographs that I hope will provide some
needed facts and perspectives on the parking availability in the Cal Ave business district.  

I hope to be able to present a short version of these photos and comments at the meeting on Monday evening.

To summarize, my points address the following:

1.  Despite the claims of some business owners, there are hundreds of parking spaces available in the Cal Ave area
even during the lunch period between 11:30 and 1:30 p.m.  Please remember that RPP restrictions do not apply in
the evening, or dinner, hours.

2.  Several businesses are not even using their own parking spaces.

3.  Several restaurants are not open during the lunch hours and have no need of daytime parking in the residential
areas.

4.  As stated by council members and developers on many occasions, the Cal Ave area is "transit rich."  There
should be no need to parking intrusions into the residential areas.

5.  Residents were promised that employee permits would not be permanent -- as attested to by the Council
discussion when the funding for the Sherman Ave garage was approved.

6.  Residents have also been promised an end to employee intrusions into the residential areas by the City's own
policies.

7.   Getting employee traffic and parking out of the residential neighborhoods, and indeed reducing automobile
traffic in the area in general, is consistent with the City's stated S/Cap goals.

8.  Getting the cars out of the residential areas is consistent with the City's Comprehensive Plan.

9.  With the new State housing laws, there will soon be increased demand for parking by residents of new, dense,
under-parked housing developments (subdivided lots, ADUs and junior ADUs with no parking requirements, etc.).  

I hope you will read the attached document, and agree with me that it is now time to remove the noise, traffic,
pollution, and interference with the quality of life in residential areas due to all-day employee parking.

Thank you.
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Comments on Consent Calendar Item #11:

Approve Modifications to the University Avenue and

California Avenue Parking Policy

November 1, 2021



Respectively Submitted by Carol Scott, resident of Evergreen Park

October 29, 2021





I am writing in support for the Consent Calendar Item #11 which seeks, in part, to eliminate all-day employee parking permits in the residential area zones (A – F) of the Evergreen Park/Mayfield RPP.  This action is long overdue.  It brings the EP/M RPP into alignment with the RPPs for other residential areas, e.g., College Terrace, Old Palo Alto, and Crescent Park.  



It also recognizes (a) the City's stated objectives for S/Cap efforts, (b) its Comprehensive Plan statements and policies, (c) promises made to residents of this area, and (d) the objective reality of sufficient parking availability to commercial businesses in the California Ave business district during the daytime hours.  RPP parking restrictions do not apply during the evening hours when Cal Ave. now sees most of its activity.



I provide some needed facts in this document to provide perspective.  I hope to be able to present some of these facts and photographs at the Council meeting on Monday night, November 1, 2021





A summary list of why you should also support this proposal:



1. Despite the claims of some businesses in the Cal Ave business district, there are hundreds of vacant parking spaces available in the City-owned garages and lots – even at presumably the busiest time of the day (, e.g., the 11:30 to 1:30 p.m. lunch period).  RPP time limits do not apply during evening hours.  



The photo of the Sherman Ave garage, one of several I took at various locations around Cal Ave. during the lunch period on October 27, 2021, indicates 510 available spaces on Wednesday, October 27, 2021 at 12:50 p.m.  Other lots of garages offer many other available spaces (see other photos).  There is no need to use the residential streets as overflow parking lots for business employees or customers.

                                  	

510 spaces available in Sherman	Top floor of Ted Thompson 

Ave garage – 12:50 p.m. Wed.	  	garage on Cambridge



      Top floor of Cambridge Garage near ECR

          

 Lot 2 on Cambridge Ave.			      Lot 4 on Cambridge Ave.






2. Businesses are not using their own parking spaces during the day.  These are only two examples.



   

This restaurant, like some others, is not	                     450 Cambridge uses car lift spaces for

open for lunch					       storage



3. Several restaurants are not even open for lunch, and thus have no need of parking in City lots or residential areas.  These include La Bodeguita del Media, Palo Alto Sol, Terun, and Sun of Wolf among others.  


4. As Council Member Eric Filseth stated, and as stated by every developer seeking a parking exemption from the City: 

Between Caltrain, the Marguerite, El Camino and VTA and so forth, this is about as transit rich as it gets.  If we can't get it to work here, we ought to throw in the towel and build giant garages everywhere."  

                      Council meeting January, 23, 2017 – as quoted in the Palo Alto Weekly,

                      January 24, 2017.



5. Residents were promised that, in return for their support for a publicly funded garage on Sherman Ave., all-day employee parking permits would be removed from the residential neighborhoods:

" . . . I think it [the Sherman Ave. garage] is going to make a big difference on

Cal Ave in terms of parking, getting the cars out of the neighborhood and 

Making that area a lot more, ah, I would say a lot better for everyone involved."

          . . . . Council Member Greg Scharff, Council meeting to approve contracts    
                   to build the new Cal Ave garage.  City video archives, City Council 
                   Meeting, December 10, 2018, at 2:21.



 Council Member Liz Kniss seconded his motion







6. Getting the cars out of the neighborhoods is in line with the City's stated S/Cap goals.  Council Members Burt and Cormack currently head up this effort.

"(8)  The system of residential permit parking, as enacted by the ordinance 

codified in this chapter, will serve to promote the safety, health and welfare of the citizens of College Terrace by reducing unnecessary personal motor vehicle travel, noise, and pollution; and (b) by promoting improvements in air quality and the convenience and attractiveness of urban residential living, now and in the future."

 		Ordinance No. 5060 establishing the College Terrace RPP, 2009



7. Getting the cars out of the neighborhoods has also long been promised by the City's own policies:

"The following Comprehensive Plan programs and policies are relevant to parking management policies:



Policy T-5.5 Minimize the need for employees to park in and adjacent to commercial centers, employment districts and schools



Policy T-5.11 Work to protect residential areas from parking impacts of nearby businesses and uses, recognizing that fully addressing some existing intrusions may take time.





8. Getting the cars out of the neighborhoods is in line with City values as expressed in the Comprehensive Plan:



"....... It [Comp Plan] encourages a thriving business community that provides services to local residents and revenue to the City while also working to protect neighborhoods and the environment.  It encourages commercial enterprise, but not at the expense of the city's residential neighborhoods.  The City is committed to retaining existing businesses, maintaining vibrant commercial areas, and attracting innovative small and independent businesses.”

			---   City Palo Alto Comprehensive Plan 2030, p. 4-5

			       Adopted by the City Council November 13, 2017 



9. New State laws that allow the construction of new, dense housing with no parking provisions will soon enough increase residential demand for street parking in residential neighborhoods.  We will no longer be able to accommodate business as well as residential demand for parking.



Thus, from a practical as well as a policy and strategy perspective, there is absolutely no valid reason to sell employee parking permits in the EP/M RPP residential zones.
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Carol Scott
Evergreen Park resident

-- 
Carol Scott
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Comments on Consent Calendar Item #11: 
Approve Modifications to the University Avenue and 

California Avenue Parking Policy 
November 1, 2021 

 
Respectively Submitted by Carol Scott, resident of Evergreen Park 

October 29, 2021 
 
 

I am writing in support for the Consent Calendar Item #11 which seeks, in part, to eliminate 
all-day employee parking permits in the residential area zones (A – F) of the Evergreen 
Park/Mayfield RPP.  This action is long overdue.  It brings the EP/M RPP into alignment with the 
RPPs for other residential areas, e.g., College Terrace, Old Palo Alto, and Crescent Park.   
 
It also recognizes (a) the City's stated objectives for S/Cap efforts, (b) its Comprehensive Plan 
statements and policies, (c) promises made to residents of this area, and (d) the objective 
reality of sufficient parking availability to commercial businesses in the California Ave business 
district during the daytime hours.  RPP parking restrictions do not apply during the evening 
hours when Cal Ave. now sees most of its activity. 
 
I provide some needed facts in this document to provide perspective.  I hope to be able to 
present some of these facts and photographs at the Council meeting on Monday night, 
November 1, 2021 
 
 
A summary list of why you should also support this proposal: 
 

1. Despite the claims of some businesses in the Cal Ave business district, there are 
hundreds of vacant parking spaces available in the City-owned garages and lots – even 
at presumably the busiest time of the day (, e.g., the 11:30 to 1:30 p.m. lunch period).  
RPP time limits do not apply during evening hours.   
 
The photo of the Sherman Ave garage, one of several I took at various locations around 
Cal Ave. during the lunch period on October 27, 2021, indicates 510 available spaces on 
Wednesday, October 27, 2021 at 12:50 p.m.  Other lots of garages offer many other 
available spaces (see other photos).  There is no need to use the residential streets as 
overflow parking lots for business employees or customers. 
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510 spaces available in Sherman Top floor of Ted Thompson  
Ave garage – 12:50 p.m. Wed.    garage on Cambridge 
 

      Top floor of Cambridge Garage near ECR 

           
 Lot 2 on Cambridge Ave.         Lot 4 on Cambridge Ave. 
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2. Businesses are not using their own parking spaces during the day.  These are only two 
examples. 
 

    
This restaurant, like some others, is not                      450 Cambridge uses car lift spaces for 
open for lunch            storage 
 

3. Several restaurants are not even open for lunch, and thus have no need of parking in 
City lots or residential areas.  These include La Bodeguita del Media, Palo Alto Sol, 
Terun, and Sun of Wolf among others.   
 

4. As Council Member Eric Filseth stated, and as stated by every developer seeking a 
parking exemption from the City:  

Between Caltrain, the Marguerite, El Camino and VTA and so forth, this is about 
as transit rich as it gets.  If we can't get it to work here, we ought to throw in the 
towel and build giant garages everywhere."   

                      Council meeting January, 23, 2017 – as quoted in the Palo Alto Weekly, 
                      January 24, 2017. 

 
5. Residents were promised that, in return for their support for a publicly funded garage 

on Sherman Ave., all-day employee parking permits would be removed from the 
residential neighborhoods: 

" . . . I think it [the Sherman Ave. garage] is going to make a big difference on 
Cal Ave in terms of parking, getting the cars out of the neighborhood and  
Making that area a lot more, ah, I would say a lot better for everyone involved." 
          . . . . Council Member Greg Scharff, Council meeting to approve contracts     
                   to build the new Cal Ave garage.  City video archives, City Council  
                   Meeting, December 10, 2018, at 2:21. 
 
 Council Member Liz Kniss seconded his motion 
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6. Getting the cars out of the neighborhoods is in line with the City's stated S/Cap goals.  

Council Members Burt and Cormack currently head up this effort. 

"(8)  The system of residential permit parking, as enacted by the ordinance  
codified in this chapter, will serve to promote the safety, health and welfare of 
the citizens of College Terrace by reducing unnecessary personal motor vehicle 
travel, noise, and pollution; and (b) by promoting improvements in air quality 
and the convenience and attractiveness of urban residential living, now and in 
the future." 
   Ordinance No. 5060 establishing the College Terrace RPP, 2009 
 

7. Getting the cars out of the neighborhoods has also long been promised by the City's 
own policies: 

"The following Comprehensive Plan programs and policies are relevant to 
parking management policies: 

 
Policy T-5.5 Minimize the need for employees to park in and adjacent to 
commercial centers, employment districts and schools 
 
Policy T-5.11 Work to protect residential areas from parking impacts of 
nearby businesses and uses, recognizing that fully addressing some existing 
intrusions may take time. 

 
 

8. Getting the cars out of the neighborhoods is in line with City values as expressed in the 
Comprehensive Plan: 
 

"....... It [Comp Plan] encourages a thriving business community that provides 
services to local residents and revenue to the City while also working to protect 
neighborhoods and the environment.  It encourages commercial enterprise, but 
not at the expense of the city's residential neighborhoods.  The City is 
committed to retaining existing businesses, maintaining vibrant commercial 
areas, and attracting innovative small and independent businesses.” 
   ---   City Palo Alto Comprehensive Plan 2030, p. 4-5 
          Adopted by the City Council November 13, 2017  

 
9. New State laws that allow the construction of new, dense housing with no parking 

provisions will soon enough increase residential demand for street parking in residential 
neighborhoods.  We will no longer be able to accommodate business as well as 
residential demand for parking. 

 
Thus, from a practical as well as a policy and strategy perspective, there is absolutely no valid 
reason to sell employee parking permits in the EP/M RPP residential zones. 
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From: Jessica Roth
To: Council, City
Subject: California Avenue Parking The Cobblery"s perspective
Date: Thursday, October 28, 2021 3:25:34 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from jessicasadee@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 council, 
 I am writing today with concerns and frustration about the TMA's proposal regarding parking
on California Ave. Specifically removing the permits from the evergreen park RPP program.
We, as a business community, have not had any outreach from the TMA regarding these
changes. I have spent the last 20 years begging for more parking in our district and petitioning
for maximum spaces in the new garage. If the city adapts the proposal, I feel it's all for
nothing. They will take any added spots that we fought so hard for and paid so much tax $$$$
for.  They want to move 200 permit spaces from existing spots to the new garage. Where are
my customers supposed to park? I can't stress this enough. WE NEED MORE CUSTOMER
PARKING (that's why we have been fighting for more parking for decades).The City staff has
been speaking about data over the last few days. Their data doesn't match up with the actual
Cal Ave experience.  Don't forget if we have a continued closure of the street that takes away
parking spots as well. Pre Covid, California Ave was extremely short on customer parking. I
understand this is not the case currently but we need to prepare for the future. I have a hard
time believing we will ever get these spots back once they are taken away. I also don't see the
rush on this. There is no one parking in the neighborhoods currently. We don't know what a
post covid California Ave area looks like, Stanford has just returned. Offices will be back in
some form and until we understand that it makes no sense to give up 200+ parking spaces.
How much is a parking space worth in PA?? That number multiplied by the spaces in the RPP
program that we lose is no small amount. Please consider putting this off. We are headed for
many changes. Our street has 16 empty storefronts, We need to make California Ave desirable
for business to come here, not less desirable to do business here. Please reach out if anyone
has any questions for me.

Best
Jessica Roth
The Cobblery
650-776-8675

mailto:jessicasadee@gmail.com
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


From: Mike Meffert
To: Council, City
Subject: California Ave Parking Proposal to be presented to City Council 11/1/21
Date: Thursday, October 28, 2021 11:50:57 AM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from mmeffert@alhousedeaton.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 City Council,
 
Today I participated discussion between City and California Ave businesses on proposed parking changes in the California Ave district. 
I took a couple screenshots (below).  I’m a commercial property owner and commercial real estate on California Ave.  In past years, I
participated in numerous meetings often extending after midnight to increase the number of parking spaces as office owners and
merchants lost business due to inadequate parking supply.  After many years this helped result in the new garage.  I respect the needs
of residents seeking to reduce employee parking in Evergreen Park/Mayfield neighborhoods but needs of all parties need
consideration as businesses rely upon parking.  Businesses haven’t recovered from the pandemic and employee parking has not
returned to pre-pandemic levels.  Furthermore, it was clear from today’s discussion that the business interests were not represented
as part of the City’s community engagement.  At present, current demand is low relative to supply. Reallocation of parking at the
current time is poorly timed, there is no reason for urgency to make a change now especially as the timing is not representative of the
area once it returns to economic health. 
 
I do not support eliminating 250 parking spaces for employees in the Evergreen RPP.  This part of the proposal should be postponed
until economic health is restored and there’s a clearer picture of the parking demand/supply.
 
In concept, I support a reasonable increase in the parking permit price.   The 61% proposed increase from $403 to $650 is excessive. 
As an alternative, I suggest that such a large increase be phased in over several years.
 
 
 

             

RECOMMENDED PARKING PROGRAM CHANGES (TABLE 5) 
Talk,ng Nate Baird 

I Residential 
Employee Permits Employee Permits Permits 

Parking District (Full Price/yr) (Reduced Price/yr) (price/yr) 
University Avenue $006$900 N#, $225 N/A 

RPP - Downtown $006 $1050 $006 $262.50 
$50 

(fi~t one free) 

California Avenue $4ffi$650 N#, $162.50 N/A 
RPP - Evergreen 

$4ffi $750 ~ $187.50 
$50 

Park/Mayfield (fi1!t 01,e f1ee) 

RPP - Southgate $4ffi $750 $006 $187.50 
$50 

(fi~t one free) 

Other Residential Preferential Parking Programs 

RPP - College Terrace None None 
r--- -------+-----

RPP - Crescent Park None None 
RPP - Old Palo Alto None None 

=8$50 

$50 
$SO 

• ( ~ CITY OF 
_ _, PALO AL TO 

Number of Employee 
Permits Available 

r,8z6 3,326 

r,000 580 
(+200 in reserve) 

5851,075 

z50 0 for Zones A-F; 
40 for Zone G (expand) 

25 

None 

None 
None 
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Respectfully,
Mike Meffert│Commercial Real Estate Salesperson│DRE# 01361294

230 South California Avenue, #212 │Palo Alto │California 94306
(c) 650-207-4754│(f) 650-852-0361
www.alhousedeaton.com
 

 
 
 

CALIFORNIA AVE OFF-STREET SUPPLY & DEMAND 

Spaces 

Garage/Lot 
Prior to Total Avg. Hourly Peak Hourly 

New Spaces /Permit 2019 /Permit 2019 
Garage 

New Cal Ave Garage 626 

Lot 1 Cambridge/Park 27 27 

Lot 2 Cambridge/Birch 38 38 

Ted Thompson Garage 183 183 

Lot 4 Cambridge/Birch 28 28 

Lot 5 Garage Cambridge/New Mayfield 157 157 

Lot 6 Sherman/Park CLOSED (181 Spaces) 181 

Lot 7 CLOSED (129 Spaces)• 129 

Lot 8 Sherman/ Ash 147 147 

Lot 9 Birch/Cambridge 28 28 

918 1234 •• 
*Lot 7 was likely closed during the survey, staff is assuming similar occupancy to neighboring Lot 6 . 

.. ALHOUSE'" 
■ l ■DEATON 

D CITY OF 
~ PALO ALTO 

Possible Possible 

Peak 
Permit Additional 

Capacity Permit 
Permits 

Available Capacity 
Parked 

Prior to Available 
2019 New (60% 

Gara e showrate) 
538 

24 5 5 

31 11 11 

165 29 29 

27 1 1 

154 5 5 

159 35 

114 25 

137 16 16 

27 2 2 

837 129 607 

http://www.alhousedeaton.com/



