APPENDIX A

NOP Comments

George Dix
Subject:

RE: Re Notice of Preparation

From: LOU MARIANI <loumariani@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, June 4, 2019 9:07 PM
To: Lesley Xavier <LXavier@santaclaraca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Re Notice of Preparation

Attention:
Lesley Xavier, Principle Planner

In response to the Notice of Preparation, and on behalf of the Ownership of the
parcels located at 2500, 2540. 2550, 2570 El Camino Real and the adjacent
2565 Arroyo Dr, we would ask that the EIR for the El Camino Specific Plan
consider an alternative for these parcels. This alternative would consider
the environmental benefits of extending the designation for the use and density
that is proposed for Moonlight Center to the site immediately to the West of
Saratoga Creek.

We would ask--in light of the ECR Specific Plan CAC's previous vote for greater
density and height proposed for this site--that the EIR consider the potential for
a reduction in VMT by increasing the density of the site fronting on ECR at these
parcels and further providing for hospitality uses op to six stories (with rooftop
ancillary use for public gathering on the sixth floor of any proposed hospitality
use that fronts on the ECR at this location).
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This increase--representing an increase of height of less than 15 feet along
ECR --would provide for the opportunity for place making consistent with the best
tenents of good urban design for mixed-use/hospitality sites. So as to mitigate
any potential environmental questions that some neighbors may have, this
alternative scenario would not include any changes to the proposed zoning
indicated in the proposed Specific Plan within 177' of the center line of
the right of way for Arroyo Drive.

This alternative scenario is worthy of consideration for study in EIR, as the
greater height fosters the opportunity to support up to two financially viable
hotels (and restaurants, roof top bar, and social events for the community
locally) on these parcels-- both serving a stated desire by the immediate local
community and providing tens of millions of dollars in transient occupancy tax to
support and improve public services--which isn't a reasonable expectation with
the currently outlined height restrictions.
Lou Mariani
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El Camino Real Specific Plan

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES & IMPACTS
What key issues or potential impacts of
concern should be addressed for the
proposed project in the Draft EIR?





















Aesthetics/Visual Resources
Agricultural and Forest Resources
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Energy
Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas/Climate Change
Hazards/Hazardous Materials
Hydrology/Water Quality
Land Use/Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population/Housing
Public Services
Recreation
Transportation
Tribal Resources
Utilities/Service Systems
Wildfires

EIR Scoping Meeting, May 23, 2019

Written Comment Form
Use the space below to comment on areas of concern regarding the content of the Draft EIR,
and offer potential alternatives and/or measures to avoid or reduce environmental impacts.

Moonlite Associates LLC is the owner of the Moonlite Shopping Center. Palo Alto Medical
Foundation (Sutter Health) operates two clinics, one for pediatrics and another for family practice/
internal medicine at the shopping center. Sutter Health (or their predecessor) has been a tenant in
the shopping center for 25 years. Sutter Health has also indicated interest in expanding as part of a
redevelopment of the property.
We inquired with the Planning Department whether the existing Sutter Health clinics would be
permitted under the contemplated Regional Commercial zoning designation and were told this
should not be a problem. We request that the City continue to permit the same medical uses in
Regional Commercial as it does currently in its various commercial and office zoning districts
(specifically, the CC, CN, and OG districts). Thank you.

Please submit comments by June 6, 2019, by:
EMAIL: Lxavier@SantaClaraCA.gov
MAIL: City of Santa Clara- Community Development Dept.
Attn: Lesley Xavier, Principal Planner
1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, California 95050

Contact Information: (Optional, please print clearly)
Name:_________________________________________________________
Michael Schwartz
Representing Agency or Organization: _______________________________
Moonlite Associates LLC
Address: _______________________________________________________
1350 Old Bayshore Highway, Ste. 800, Burlingame, CA 94010

June 6, 2019
Lesley Xavier, Principal Planner
Santa Clara Community Development Department
1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95051
Dear Ms. Xavier:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the forthcoming EIR scoping of the El Camino
(ECR) Specific Plan.
Santa Clara Community Advocates is a homegrown group of Santa Clara residents and
representatives from local non-profit organizations. We work to provide input and support for
creating a sustainable and equitable ECR Specific Plan. We have organized walking tours along
El Camino Real for residents and city staff members, which have enabled us to solicit feedback
and general comments about El Camino Real.
We strongly encourage the City Council to adopt Alternative 2A (removal of on-street
parking to accommodate a buffered bike lane with a bus boarding island).
Alternative 2A will provide much-needed safety improvements and decrease the rate of
collisions involving cyclists—currently the highest rate of any street in the city. Protected and
buffered bike lanes will also encourage would-be cyclists. Providing easy access for buses will
make bus-riding more attractive and thus increase ridership. Additionally, reduced vehicle speed
on El Camino Real will also provide a safer environment to cyclists, pedestrians, and drivers.
Reducing the width of travel lanes on El Camino Real is one way to reduce vehicle speed.
Removal of on-street parking will increase visibility for drivers, pedestrians, and cyclists, making
El Camino Real safer, which will encourage walking and cycling as transportation options. To
accommodate the businesses who do not have sufficient parking spaces, the city should
facilitate shared parking between businesses. Our walking tours have revealed that business
parking lots are not 100% full, even weekdays at 5pm or on weekends; thus, shared parking will
help maximize utility of these parking lots while resolving the businesses’ concern with removal
of on-street parking.
We also strongly support the increase of housing capacity to 7,004 units. In addition to
that, we recommend that a minimum of 20% of the new homes built along ECR are
affordable to low- and moderate-income individuals and families.
This would enhance the city’s economic future, as it would strengthen the local customer base,
since it would provide the needed proximity of residents to support new and existing
businesses. It would help reduce city expenses that result from our housing affordability
challenges, including strains on city infrastructure from long-distance commute patterns and
increase in city services required to serve residents who are struggling with homelessness. The
City of Mountain View’s 2011 General Plan Update found that the housing rich option had less
impact on the environment because it addressed travel patterns caused by the city’s

jobs-housing imbalance. We encourage the city to study the per-capita water use benefits of
more compact development.
Increasing walkability and public transit options along El Camino Real will reduce new residents’
dependence on single-passenger car trips. VTA-22 runs every 15 minutes, making El Camino
Real the ideal location for 7,004 residential units to reduce VMT. Since business parking lots are
near-empty between business closing time and opening time, the City should mandate shared
parking between these businesses and residences, thus greatly reducing or eliminating the
need for parking space per unit requirements. Reduced parking requirements would reduce the
rent price and allow land that would have been used for parking to be put to better use, such as
community parks, benches, public art, and other uses that all residents and visitors can enjoy.
In conclusion, we would like the City Council to adopt a plan that promotes walkability and
encourages active modes of transportation (buses, bicycles, e-scooters). Decreasing traffic and
noise on El Camino Real will not only help make it a thriving and vibrant place for residents,
businesses, and visitors alike, but it will also help the city’s and state’s goals of reducing carbon
emissions.
Thank you for your time and consideration. We look forward to working with you to continue to
make Santa Clara an inviting and great place to live.

Sincerely,

Santa Clara Community Advocates
Gabriela Landaveri (Resident)
Sudhanshu Jain (Resident)

Vikas Gupta (Resident)
Jeff Houston (Resident)

Betsy Megas (Resident)

Non-Profit Partners
Kiyomi Honda Yamamoto, South Bay Regional Representative, Greenbelt Alliance
John Cordes, Santa Clara County Advocate, SVBC Coalition
Mathew Reed, Policy Manager, Silicon Valley at Home
Huascar Castro, Policy Associate, Silicon Valley at Home
Nathan Ho, Senior Director, Housing and Community Development, Silicon Valley Leadership
Group
About the Santa Clara Community Advocates: We have formed this coalition to provide input and support for a
long-term solution to creating a more sustainable and equitable Santa Clara community. We advocate for solutions
that improve walkability, provide diverse modes of transportation, and provide affordable housing.
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June 4, 2019

Mr. Steve Le
City of Santa Clara
Community Development Department
1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050

Subject:

NOP of the EIR for the El Camino Real Specific Plan, City of Santa Clara

Dear Mr. Le:
The Santa Clara Valley Water District (Valley Water) has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of
the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed El Camino Real Specific Plan for the area
between Lafayette Street to the east and the City limit line to the west, received by Valley Water on
May 8, 2019.
The project area includes Valley Water property and easements over East Branch El Camino Storm
Drain, Calabazas Creek, Saratoga Creek, and San Tomas Aquino Creek within the project area.
Based on our review of the NOP, we have the following comments:
1. On all project maps, please clearly label all creeks that cross through the Specific Plan area,
including East Branch El Camino Storm Drain , Calabazas Creek, Saratoga Creek, and San
Tomas Aquino Creek. The map included in the NOP does not identify East Branch El Camino
Strom Drain or San Tomas Creek.
2. The El Camino Real Specific Plan should include criteria for setbacks from the creeks as they
cross through the Specific Plan area. Elements to consider are setba~ks for environmental
purposes, including enhancements, for trail purposes, and for flood protection benefits.
3. Landscape and streetscape plans should be in conformance with the Guidelines and Standards
for Land Use Near Streams which was adopted by the City of Santa Clara and includes guides
for projects whose landscaping goals are larger scale revegetation/mitigation projects (Design
Guide 2 attached) and guides for ornamental landscape where the goals are geared toward
human aesthetics (Design Guide 3 attached).
Design Guide 3 will help ensure landscaping will be maintained in a manner consistent with the
goals of protecting the local natives and replacement plants consistent with this guide are
commercially available. This guide provides options for use of either non-invasive, droughttolerant, non-native ornamental plants that will not have the potential to cross pollinate with
native riparian species or non-invasive, drought-tolerant, non-local California natives
(ornamental natives) with no potential to cross-pollinate with the local native species.

Santa Clara Valley Water District

I

5750 Almaden Expressway, San Jose, CA 95118-3686

I

(408) 265-2600

I

www.valleywater.org
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June 4, 2019
Mr. Le
NOP of the EIR for the El Camino Real Specific Plan , City of Santa Clara

Design Guide 2 requires use of locally native riparian species grown from propagules collected
from the local watershed which are not available at conventional nurseries nor are they
available in large container sizes. Such plants typically require a custom nursery contract to
collect and grow the plants with a one-year lead time with resulting plants , including trees ,
smaller than 1 gallon in size . As noted above, this is more suited for mitigation/ restoration sites ,
not ornamental landscaping within a development.
4. The proposal would allow a substantial net increase in residential dwelling units, therefore a
Water Supply Assessment (WSA) is required to be prepared by the City and incorporated into
the EIR. Valley Water requests the opportunity to review the draft WSA to comment on the
consistency with countywide water supply planning efforts; especially if future growth will be
relying on the groundwater basin , which is managed by Valley Water. The WSA will need to
determine if the additional growth allowed under the Specific Plan is accounted for in the City's
Urban Water Management Plan. If not, the WSA will need to consider if total projected water
supplies determined to be available by the City for the plan during normal, single dry, and
multiple dry water years during a 20-year projection , will meet the projected water demand
associated with the Specific Plan , in addition to existing and other planned growth.
5. Re-development of the site provides opportunities to minimize water and associated energy use
by using recycled water, incorporating on-site reuse for both storm and graywater, and requiring
water conservation measures above State standards (i.e. , CALGreen). To reduce or avoid
adverse impacts to water supply, the City and applicant should consider the following :
• Landscaping that exceeds the requirements of the City's water efficient landscape
regulations ;
• Weather- or soil-based irrigation controllers;
• Dedicated landscape meters;
• Submeters for multi-family housing and individual spaces within commercial buildings;
• Dual plumbing to facilitate and maximize the use of alternative water sources for
irrigation, toilet flushing , cooling towers, and other non-potable water uses; and
• Alternative water sources for non-potable uses including recycled water, stormwater,
rainwater, and graywater.

If you have any questions, or need further information , you can reach me at (408) 630-2955, or byemail at L.Brancatelli@valleywater.org Please reference Valley Water File No. 33858 on future
correspondence regarding this project.

SZfk.

Lisa Brancatelli
Assistant Engineer II
Community Projects Review Unit
Enclosure:
cc:

Guidelines and Standards for Land Use Near Streams Design Guide 2 & 3

U. Chatwani , C. Haggerty, J. Alvarado , Lisa Brancatelli , M. Richert, M. Martin , File

George Dix
Subject:

RE: NOP Comments for El Camino Real Specific Plan

From: Greene, Cary <CGreene@sjc.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 4, 2019 11:43 AM
To: Lesley Xavier <LXavier@santaclaraca.gov>
Cc: Sheelen, Ryan <rsheelen@sjc.org>
Subject: NOP Comments for El Camino Real Specific Plan

Hi Lesley,
The City of San Jose Airport Department has reviewed the EIR Notice of Preparation dated May 6, 2019
for the subject project and offers the following comments:
As the Project Description includes proposed buildings of up to six stories in height, and given the
corridor’s proximity to the San Jose International Airport (SJC), the EIR’s Hazard and Hazardous Materials
section should reference the potential for development compliance with federal airspace safety
regulations governing height of structures.
The following two paragraphs (in italics), similar in language used in other CEQA documents for projects in
the SJC vicinity, is provided for consideration.
The Norman Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport is located less than one mile from the eastern end of the
project area. Federal Aviation Regulations, Part 77, “Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace” (commonly
referred to as FAR Part 77) sets forth standards and review requirements for protecting the airspace for safe
aircraft operation, particularly by restricting the height of proposed structures and minimizing other potential
hazards to aircraft such as reflective surfaces, flashing lights, and electronic interference. These regulations
require that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) be notified of certain proposed construction projects
located within an extended zone defined by an imaginary slope radiating outward for several miles from an
airport’s runways, or which would otherwise stand at least 200 feet in height above ground.
The FAR Part 77 airspace notification surface for the Airport overlays the Specific Plan project area at an
approximate height of 15 feet above ground at the easterly end, increasing to approximately 110 feet above
ground near the westerly end. Notification to the FAA would therefore be required for individual proposed
structures that would exceed this airspace surface. FAA review and issuance of determinations that a
proposed structure would not be a hazard to air navigation, and project compliance with any conditions set
forth in such FAA determinations, would ensure that the development will not be an air safety hazard.

Compliance with federal airspace safety regulations, where applicable, appears to be the only aviationrelated issue of relevance to the proposed Specific Plan.
Staff or the CEQA consultant team are welcome to contact me or Ryan Sheelen in the San Jose Airport
Department’s Planning Section for any clarification or questions regarding the above comments. Please
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include the San Jose Airport Department in the distribution of the Draft EIR document when available for
public review.
Thanks.
Cary Greene
Airport Planner, City of San Jose Airport Department
408-392-3623
cgreene@sjc.org
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George Dix
Subject:

RE: Comments on EIR Scoping Meeting May 23, 2019

From: Vivian Shults <vivianyshults@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2019 8:45 PM
To: Lesley Xavier <LXavier@santaclaraca.gov>; PlanningCommission <PLANNINGCOMMISSION@santaclaraca.gov>;
Mayor and Council <MAYORANDCOUNCIL@SantaClaraCA.gov>; Steve Le <SLe@SantaClaraCA.gov>
Cc: kristin haney <klhaney@sbcglobal.net>; Dave Haney <Dave@serranoelectric.com>; avanindra avanindra
(avanindra@hotmail.com) <avanindra@hotmail.com>; jasonF_home@yahoo.com; Fhsiao0917@gmail.com;
bie97tw@yahoo.com.tw; dcasey123@hotmail.com; kimflores21@gmail.com; Tom Shults <tshults@pacbell.net>
Subject: Comments on EIR Scoping Meeting May 23, 2019

May 28, 2019
City of Santa Clara – Community Development Dept.
Attn: Lesley Xavier, Principal Planner
1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050
Lxavier@SantaClaraCA.gov
Written Comments regarding EIR Scoping Meeting May 23, 2019 on El Camino Specific
Plan Proposal of Environmental Impact Report
Regarding the Scoping Meeting, my husband Tom and I have concerns about the issues and
impact of the EIR primarily in the following three areas:
1) Population/Housing 2) Transportation/Parking 3) Land Use/Planning.

Population/Housing
The current plan proposes 3-6 store apartment complexes be built directly behind many
single-family neighborhoods of million dollar plus homes. The single-family homeowners
who pay high property taxes to the County and City should have their privacy
protected. Developers should be restricted from building more than two stories along
properties adjacent to single family neighborhoods. No windows should be allowed on
second levels facing existing homes.
Granted this will reduce the number of living units that can be constructed along El
Camino. Perhaps more units will need to be placed along Central Expressway or other
thoroughfares, where the impact to single-family homes is a non-issue.

Transportation/Parking - Land Use/Planning
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If State Highway 82 (El Camino Real) is reconfigured per plan 2A, all street parking will
eventually be eliminated, and buses will be stopping in traffic lanes.
Eliminating the parking on El Camino will cause parking to overflow on to side
streets. Single-family homeowners will not have enough space to place their
garbage/recycle/yard waste at the curb (as is the situation with the development at
Lawrence and Monroe).
To mitigate this inevitable situation we are suggesting the following:
1) Update the 1950s standard of 1.5 cars per dwelling unit to a more realistic

2 cars per dwelling unit.

2) Do not allow parking spaces to be counted twice for both housing and retail.
3) Advise developers of new parking space requirements so they can factor in the additional cost
of development.

Traffic study or trip study should be based on having 12 thousand additional cars along the
3.2 miles of El Camino.
To further mitigate the issue of new housing and commercial business on El Camino,
consideration should also be given to eliminating the protected bike lane in favor of
maintaining parking and the pull out for busses.
Not creating a bike lane is in accordance with the Caltrans “Highway Design Manual”

Section 1000-8 - of item (7)is titled “Bike Paths Parallel and Adjacent to Streets and Highway”paragraph two states:
“Bike paths immediately adjacent to streets and highways are not recommended. While they can provide separation
between vehicles and nonmotorized traffic, they typically introduce significant conflicts at intersections. In addition, they
can create conflicts with passengers at public transit facilities, and with vehicle occupants crossing the path.… Factors
such as urban density, the number of conflict points, the presence or absence of a sidewalk, speed and volume should be
considered.”

Respectfully submitted,
Vivian Shults
2268 Bray Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050
(408) 616-9097
vivianyshults@gmail.com
Tom Shults
2268 Bray Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050
(408)320-2330
tshults@pacbell.net
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VTA DEVELOPMENT REVIEW PROGRAM
CONTACT LIST
Last Updated: 2/27/2019
PURPOSE OF THIS DOCUMENT: As part of the VTA Congestion Management Program (CMP), the VTA Development Review Program
provides the review of Transportation Impact Analysis (TIA) notifications and reports for proposed projects and plans required to conform
with CMP requirements. VTA also reviews California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) environmental documents, site plans, and other
miscellaneous referrals provided to VTA by other agencies. This document identifies the appropriate VTA points of contact for referrals and
special topics.

REFERRAL ROUTING
Transportation Impact Analysis (TIA) Reports and
Notification Forms

Environmental (CEQA) Documents,
Site Plans, other miscellaneous
referrals

Brent Pearse
Brent.Pearse@vta.org
408.546.7985

Roy Molseed
Roy.Molseed@vta.org
408.321.5784

Eugene Maeda
Eugene.Maeda@vta.org
408.952.4298

Please email (preferred) electronic development referrals to the above. Hardcopy documents may be sent to:
[Name of recipient(s) as detailed above, depending on type of document] Planning & Programming Division,
3331 North First Street, Building B-2, San Jose, CA 95134-1906

VTA CONTACTS – SPECIAL TOPICS
General Questions - VTA Comments
Roy Molseed
Roy.Molseed@vta.org
408.321.5784

Transportation Impact Analysis
(TIA) Guidelines
Brent Pearse
Brent.Pearse@vta.org
408.546.7985

VTA Permits (Construction Access Permit,
Restricted Access Permit)
Victoria King-Dethlefs
Victoria.King-Dethlefs@vta.org
408.321.5824

Bicycle & Pedestrian Projects
Lauren Ledbetter
Lauren.Ledbetter@vta.org
408.321.5716

Auto LOS Methodology - VTA
Highway Projects & Freeway Ramp
Metering
Shanthi Chatradhi
Shanthi.Chatradhi@vta.org
408.952.4224
Vehicle-Miles-Traveled (VMT)
Analysis
Robert Swierk
Robert.Swierk@vta.org
408.321.5949

Cheryl D. Gonzales
Cheryl.gonzales@vta.org
408.546.7608
VTA Real Estate
Kevin Balak
Kevin.Balak@vta.org
408.321.7516

VTA System Safety
Denise Patrick
Denise.Patrick@vta.org
408.321.5714

Jessie O’Malley Solis
Jessie.Thielen@vta.org
408.321.5950

Antonio Tovar
Antonio.Tovar@vta.org
408.321.5944

Transit Service, Ridership & Bus Stops
Nikki Diaz
Nikki.Diaz@vta.org
408.321.5939

BART Silicon Valley Extension
Kevin Kurimoto
Kevin.Kurimoto@vta.org
408.942.6126

Michael Catangay
Michael.Catangay@vta.org
408.321.7072

VTA SmartPass Program
SmartPass Team
SmartPass@vta.org

